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Abstract
We show a few basic results about moduli spaces of semistable modules
over Lie algebroids. The first result shows that such moduli spaces exist for
relative projective morphisms of noetherian schemes, removing some earlier
constraints. The second result proves general separatedness Langton type
theorem for such moduli spaces. More precisely, we prove S-completness
of some moduli stacks of semistable modules. In some special cases this
result identifies closed points of the moduli space of Gieseker semistable
sheaves on a projective scheme and of the Donaldson–Uhlenbeck compactification of the moduli space of slope stable locally free sheaves on a smooth
projective surface. The last result generalizes properness of Hitchin’s morphism and it shows properness of so called Hodge-Hitchin morphism defined in positive characteristic on the moduli space of Gieseker semistable
integrable t-connections in terms of the p-curvature morphism. This last result was proven in the curve case by de Cataldo and Zhang using completely
different methods.

Introduction
In this paper we continue the study of relative moduli spaces of semistable modules over Lie algebroids started in [La2]. The aim is to show three theorems about
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such moduli spaces. The first result says that such moduli spaces exist in a larger
and more natural class of schemes than previously claimed. Namely, [La2, Theorem 1.1] asserts existence of such moduli spaces for projective families over a base
of finite type over a universally Japanese ring. Here we relax these assumptions
and prove existence of moduli spaces for projective families over any noetherian
base (see Theorem 1.1).
The second result concerns [La2, Theorem 5.2], whose proof was omitted in
[La2]. Here we prove the following much stronger version of this theorem:
T HEOREM 0.1. Let R be a discrete valuation ring with quotient ring K and residue
field k. Let X → S = Spec R be a projective morphism and let us fix a relatively
ample line bundle on X /S. Let L be a smooth OS -Lie algebroid on X and let E1
and E2 be L-modules, which as OX -modules are coherent of relative dimension d
and flat over S. Assume that there exists an isomorphism ϕ : (E1 )K → (E2 )K of
LK -modules. Then we have the following implications:
1. If (E1 )k and (E2 )k are Gieseker semistable then they are S-equivalent.
2. If (E1 )k and (E2 )k are Gieseker polystable then they are isomorphic.
3. If (E1 )k is stable and (E2 )k is Gieseker semistable then ϕ extends to an
isomorphism of L-modules E1 → E2 .
This theorem is a strong generalization of Langton’s [Lt, Theorem, p. 99] and
it implies separatedness of the moduli space of Gieseker semistable modules over
a smooth Lie algebroid. Whereas this result follows from the GIT construction
of such moduli spaces, we prove a much more general result (see Theorem 3.2 or
below for a simple example) that cannot be obtained in this way.
It is well known that S-equivalent sheaves correspond to the same point in
the moduli space (see, e.g., [HL, Lemma 4.1.2]). So the above theorem implies
that points of the moduli space of (Gieseker) semistable modules over a smooth
Lie algebroid (or, in the special case, points of the moduli space of semistable
sheaves) correspond to S-equivalence classes of semistable modules. This was
the last missing step in Faltings’s non-GIT construction of the moduli space of
semistable sheaves on a semistable curve (see [Fa, the last paragraph on p. 509]).
A different approach to this problem for the moduli stack of semistable vector
bundles over a smooth projective curve defined over a field of characteristic zero
was recently developed in [AHLH] (see [AHLH, Lemma 8.4]). In their language,
we prove even stronger result than Theorem 0.1 saying that the moduli stack of
Giesker semistable modules over a smooth Lie algebroid on a projective scheme
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is S-complete (see Theorem 3.4). In case k has characteristic zero this result
follows from [AHLH, Proposition 3.47] and separatedness of the moduli space of
Gieseker semistable modules but it is not so in positive characteristic.
Since a direct proof of Theorem 0.1 does not seem to be known in general even
in the case of semistable vector bundles on a curve, we give its full proof. In fact,
the original motivation to reconsider this problem was provided by Chenyang Xu
during his talk on the ZAG seminar. Namely, when showing proof of an analogous
result for Q-Gorenstein log Fano varieties (see [BX, Theorem 1.1]), he said that
there is no known direct proof of this fact for semistable sheaves.
The proof that we provide here is modelled on Gabber’s proof of an analogous
fact for vector bundles with integrable connections on smooth complex varieties
(see [Ka, Variant 2.5.2]). The differences come mainly from the fact that coherent modules with an integrable connection on complex varieties are locally free,
whereas we need to study flatness and semistability of various modules appearing
in the proof. Another difference is that irreducibility of vector bundles with an
integrable connection corresponds to stability in our case.
Theorem 0.1 is stated for Gieseker semistability but we prove a much more
general result that works also, e.g., for slope semistability. In this introduction
we will formulate this result only in the simplest possible case, leaving the full
generalization to Theorem 3.2. Before formulating the result we need to slightly
change the usual notion of slope semistability to allow non-torsion free sheaves.
Let Y be a smooth projective scheme defined over an algebraically closed field
k and let us fix an ample polarization. Let E be a coherent sheaf on Y and let T (E)
denote the torsion part of E. We say that E is slope semistable if c1 (T (E)) = 0 and
E/T (E) is slope semistable in the usual sense (we allow E/T (E) to be trivial).
We say that two slope semistable sheaves E and E ′ are strongly S-equivalent if
there exist filtrations F• E of E and F•′ E ′ of E ′ such that associated graded GrF (E)
′
and GrF (E ′ ) are slope semistable and isomorphic to each other (see Definition
2.3 and Lemma 2.5). One can show that this induces an equivalence relation on
slope semistable sheaves (see Corollary 2.8).
If F• E is a filtration of E then Rees construction provides a deformation of
E to GrF (E). In particular, strongly S-equivalent sheaves should correspond to
the same point in the “moduli space of slope semistable sheaves”. The following
result describes closed points of such “moduli space of slope semistable sheaves”.
T HEOREM 0.2. Let R be a discrete valuation ring with quotient ring K and residue
field k. Let E1 and E2 be flat families of slope semistable sheaves on Y parametrized
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by S = Spec R. If there exists an isomorphism ϕ : (E1 )K → (E2 )K then we have
the following implications:
1. If (E1 )k and (E2 )k are slope semistable then they are strongly S-equivalent.
2. If (E1 )k and (E2 )k are slope polystable then they are isomorphic.
3. If (E1 )k is slope stable and torsion free and (E2 )k is slope semistable then
ϕ extends to an isomorphism E1 → E2 .
One can check that in the surface case strong S-equivalence classes correspond to closed points of the Donaldson–Uhlenbeck compactification of the moduli space (see Proposition 2.12). In higher dimensions (in the characteristic zero
case) there also exists an analogous construction of projective “moduli space of
slope semistable sheaves” due to D. Greb and M. Toma (see [GT]). However, their
moduli space identifies many strong S-equivalence classes (see Example 2.13). So
unlike in the surface case, closed points of their moduli spaces cannot be recovered by looking at families of (torsion free) slope semistable sheaves.
As in the previous case, the proof of Theorem 0.2 shows that the moduli stack
of slope semistable sheaves on Y is S-complete. It was already known that the
moduli stack of torsion free slope semistable sheaves is of finite type (see [La1])
and universally closed (see [Lt]). However, this stack is not S-complete (and
even in characteristic zero it does not have a good moduli space, as automorphism
groups of slope polystable sheaves need not be reductive). Allowing some torsion,
we enlarge this stack so that it becomes S-complete and the stack of torsion free
slope semistable sheaves is open in this new stack. Unfortunately, the obtained
stack is no longer of finite type and it is not universally closed.
The last result was motivated by a question of Mark A. de Cataldo asking the
author about properness of the so called Hodge–Hitchin morphism. In [dCZ] the
authors proved such properness by finding a projective completion of the moduli
space of t-connections in positive characteristic. Here we reprove this result in a
more general setting using Langton’s type theorem for restricted Lie algebroids.
In fact, for a general restricted Lie algebroid the p-curvature defines two different
proper maps but the proofs are similar. The main difficulty is to find an extension
of a semistable module over a restricted Lie algebroid from the general fiber to the
special fiber. In general, this is not possible and it fails, e.g., for vector bundles
with integrable connection over complex varieties. However, using special characteristic p features one can prove an appropriate result using arguments similar
to properness of the Hitchin morphism.
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Then we use [BMR] to show that in the case of a special Lie algebroid related
to the relative tangent bundle, the two morphisms are related and we give a precise
construction of the Hodge–Hitchin morphism in higher dimensions. This implies
the following result (see Corollary 5.9).
T HEOREM 0.3. Let f : X → S be a smooth morphism of noetherian schemes of
characteristic p and let P be a Hilbert polynomial of rank r sheaves on the fibers
of f . Then the Hodge–Hitchin morphism
!
r
M

f∗ Si ΩX/S × A1
MHod (X /S, P) →
i=1

is proper.
In the above theorem MHod (X /S, P) denotes the moduli space of Gieseker
semistable modules with an integrable t-connection and Hilbert polynomial P.
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1 we prove general existence
theorem for moduli spaces of semistable modules over Lie algebroids. In Section
2 we define and study strong S-equivalence. In Section 3 we prove Theorems
0.1 and 0.2. In Section 4 we recall some facts about the p-curvature of modules
over restricted Lie algebroids. Then in Section 5 we prove the results related to
properness of the Hodge–Hitchin morphism in all dimensions.

Notation
Let A be an abelian category and let E be an object of A . All filtrations F• E in
the paper are finite and increasing. In particular, they start with the zero object
and finish with E.
We say that a filtration F•′ E of E is a refinement of a filtration F• E if for every
Fi E there exists j such that Fj′ E = Fi E. In this case we say that F• E is refined to
F•′ E.

1 Moduli space of semistable Λ-modules
In this section we generalize the result on existence of moduli spaces of semistable
modules for projective families over a base of finite type over a universally Japanese
ring to an optimal setting of noetherian schemes. This generalization is obtained
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by replacing the use of Seshadri’s results [Se] on GIT quotients with a more modern technology due to V. Franjou and W. van der Kallen [FvdK].
Let f : X → S be a projective morphism of noetherian schemes and let OX (1)
be an f -very ample line bundle. Let Λ be a sheaf of rings of differential operators
on X over S (see [La2, Section 1] for the definition).
Let T be an S-scheme. A family of Λ-modules on the fibres of pT : XT =
X ×S T → T (or a family of Λ-modules on X parametrized by T ) is a ΛT -module
E on XT , which is quasi-coherent, locally finitely presented and T -flat as an OXT module. We say that E is a family of Gieseker semistable Λ-modules on the fibres
of pT : XT = X ×S T → T if E is a family of Λ-modules on the fibres of pT and
for every geometric point t of T the restriction of E to the fibre Xt is pure and
Gieseker semistable as a Λt -module.
We introduce an equivalence relation ∼ on such families by saying that E ∼ E ′
if and only if there exists an invertible OT -module L such that E ′ ≃ E ⊗ p∗T L.
One defines the moduli functor
M Λ (X /S, P) : (Sch/S)o → Sets
from the category of schemes over S to the category of sets by


∼
equivalence
classes
of
families
of
Gieseker






semistable Λ-modules E on the fibres of X → T,

T
Λ
M (X /S, P)(T) =
.

such that for every point t ∈ T the Hilbert polynomial






of E restricted to the fiber Xt is equal to P.

The reason to define the moduli functor on the category of all S-schemes,
instead of locally noetherian S-schemes as in [HL] or [Ma], is that the moduli
stack needs to be defined in that generality and one wants to relate the moduli
space to the moduli stack.
We have the following theorem generalizing earlier results of C. Simpson, the
author and many others (see [La2, Theorem 1.1]).
T HEOREM 1.1. Let us fix a polynomial P. Then there exists a quasi-projective Sscheme M Λ (X /S, P) of finite type over S and a natural transformation of functors

ϕ : M Λ (X /S, P) → HomS (·, M Λ(X /S, P)),
which uniformly corepresents the functor M Λ (X /S, P).
For every geometric point s ∈ S the induced map ϕ (s) is a bijection. Moreover, there is an open scheme M Λ,s (X /S, P) ⊂ M Λ (X /S, P) that universally corepresents the subfunctor of families of geometrically Gieseker stable Λ-modules.
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Proof. Here we simply sketch the changes that one needs to do in general. The
full proof in case Λ = OX and S is of finite type over a universally Japanese ring
is written down in the book [Ma] (see [Ma, Chapter 3, Theorem 9.4] and [Ma,
Appendix A, Theorem 1.4]). One of differences between our theorem and the
approach presented in [Ma] is that our moduli functor is defined on all S-schemes
and not only on locally noetherian S-schemes as, e.g., in [Ma]. This needs a
slightly different definition of families in case of non locally noetherian schemes,
which comes from a now standard approach taken in the construction of Quot
schemes (see, e.g., [Ol, Theorem 1.5.4]).
The boundedness of semistable sheaves with fixed Hilbert polynomial P (see
[La1]) allows one to consider an open subscheme R of some Quot scheme, whose
geometric points contain as quotients all semistable sheaves with fixed P. This
R comes with a group action of a certain GL(V ) and one constructs the moduli
scheme M Λ (X /S, P) as a GIT quotient of R by GL(V ).
The only place, where one uses that S is of finite type over a universally
Japanese ring, is via Seshadri’s [Se, Theorem 4] on existence of quotients of finite type (see [Ma, Chapter 3, Theorem 2.9]). Here one should point out that
Seshadri’s definition of a universally Japanese ring is not exactly the same as currently used as he also assumes noetherianity (see [Se, Theorem 2]). So the notion
of a universally Japanese ring used in the formulation of existence of the moduli
scheme is nowadays usually called a Nagata ring.
Let us recall that a reductive group scheme over a scheme S (in the sense
of SGA3) is a smooth affine group scheme over S with geometric fibers that are
connected and reductive.
We need to replace Seshadri’s theorem by the following result (we quote only
the most important properties) that follows from [vdK, Theorem 8 and 17] (see
also [FvdK, Theorems 3 and 12]):
T HEOREM 1.2. Let G be a reductive group scheme over a noetherian scheme
S. Assume that G acts on a projective S-scheme f : X → S and there exists a
G-linearized f -very ample line bundle L on X . Then the following hold.
1. There is a G-stable open S-subscheme X ss (L) ⊂ X , whose geometric points
are precisely the semistable points.
2. There is a G-invariant affine surjective morphism ϕ : X ss(L) → Y of Sschemes and we have OY = ϕ∗ (OX ss (L) )G .
3. Y is projective over S.
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The proof for general Λ is analogous to that given in [Si2].

Remarks 1.3.
1. In [HL, Theorem 4.3.7] the authors add an assumption that f : X → S has
geometrically connected fibers. This assumption is obsolete.
2. Let us recall that M Λ (X /S, P) uniformly corepresents M Λ (X /S, P) if for every flat morphism T → M Λ(X /S, P) the fiber product T ×MΛ (X/S,P) M Λ (X /S, P)
is corepresented by T . The definition given in [La2, p. 512] is incorrect.
3. The need to consider moduli spaces for X → S, where S is of finite type
over a non-Nagata ring, appeared already in some papers of de Cataldo and
Zhang (see, e.g., [dCZ]), where the authors consider S of finite type over a
discrete valuation ring. Such rings need not be Nagata rings (see [St, Tag
032E, Example 10.162.17]).

2 Strong S-equivalence
In this section we introduce strong S-equivalence and study its basic properties.
We fixthe following notation.
Let Y be a projective scheme over a field k and let L be a k-Lie algebroid on
Y . Let CohLd (Y ) be the full subcategory of the category of L-modules which are
coherent as OY -modules and whose objects are sheaves supported in dimension
≤ d.
For any d ′ ≤ d the subcategory CohLd′ −1 (Y ) is a Serre subcategory and we can
form the quotient category CohLd,d ′ (Y ) = CohLd (Y )/ CohLd′ −1 (Y ). Let Sd ′ be the
class of morphisms s : E → F in CohLd (Y ) that are isomorphisms in dimension
≤ d ′ , i.e., such that ker s and coker s are supported in dimension < d ′ . This is
L
a multiplicative system and CohLd,d ′ (Y ) is constructed as Sd−1
′ Cohd (Y ). So the
objects of CohLd,d ′ (Y ) are objects of CohLd (Y ) and morphisms in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) are
f

s

equivalence classes of diagrams E ← F ′ → F in which s is a morphism from Sd ′ .
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2.1 Stability and S-equivalence
Let us fix an ample line bundle OY (1) on Y . For any E ∈ CohLd (Y ) we write the
Hilbert polynomial of E as
d

P(E, m) = χ (Y, E ⊗ OY (m)) = ∑ αi (E)
i=0

mi
.
i!

Let Q[t]d denote the space of polynomials in Q[t] of degree ≤ d.
For any object E of CohLd (Y ) of dimension d we define its normalized Hilbert
polynomial pd,d ′ (E) as an element P(E)/αd (E) of Q[T ]d,d ′ = Q[t]d /Q[t]d ′ −1 . If
E is of dimension less than d we set pd,d ′ (E) = 0. This factors to
pd,d ′ : CohLd,d ′ (Y ) → Q[T ]d,d ′ = Q[t]d /Q[t]d ′ −1 .
Definition 2.1. We say that E ∈ CohLd (Y ) is stable in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) if if for all proper
subobjects E ′ ⊂ E (in CohLd,d ′ (Y )) we have

αd (E) · P(E ′) < αd (E ′ ) · P(E) modQ[t]d ′−1 .
We say that E ∈ CohLd (Y ) is semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) if it is either of dimension
< d ′ or it has dimension d and for all proper subobjects E ′ ⊂ E we have

αd (E) · P(E ′) ≤ αd (E ′ ) · P(E) modQ[t]d ′−1 .
Remark 2.2.
1. If E ∈ CohLd (Y ) is stable in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) then it is either isomorphic to 0 in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) (so it is of dimension < d ′ ) or it has dimension d. Otherwise, we can find a non-zero proper subobject E ′ ⊂ E and
αd (E ′ ) = αd (E) = 0, contradicting the required inequality.
2. In view of the above remark, adding the assumption on the dimension of E
in the definition of semistability is done because we would like semistable
E to have a filtration, whose quotients are stable.
We say that E ∈ CohLd (Y ) is pure in CohLd,d ′ (Y ), if it has dimension d and the
maximal L-submodule T (E) of E of dimension < d has dimension < d ′ .
Note that if E ∈ CohLd (Y ) of dimension d is semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) then
it is pure in CohLd,d ′ (Y ). Indeed, we have αd (E) · P(T (E)) ≤ 0 mod Q[t]d ′ −1 , so
P(T (E)) ∈ Q[t]d ′ −1 , which shows that T (E) has dimension ≤ d ′ − 1.
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If E ∈ CohLd (Y ) is semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) then there exists a Jordan–Hölder
filtration
0 = E0 ⊂ E1 ⊂ ... ⊂ Em = E
by L-submodules such that Ei /Ei−1 have the same normalized Hilbert polynoL
mial pd,d ′ as E. The associated graded GrJH (E) = Ei /Ei−1 is polystable in
CohLd,d ′ (Y ) and its class in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) independent of the choice of a Jordan–
Hölder filtration of E.
We say that two semistable objects E and E ′ of CohLd,d ′ (Y ) are S-equivalent if
their associated graded polystable objects GrJH (E) and GrJH (E ′ ) are isomorphic
in CohLd,d ′ (Y ).

2.2 Basic definitions
Definition 2.3. Let E ∈ CohLd (Y ). We say that a filtration
0 = F0 E ⊂ F1 E ⊂ ... ⊂ Fm E = E
by L-submodules is d ′ -semistable if all the quotients Fi E/Fi−1 E are semistable in
CohLd,d ′ (Y ) with pd,d ′ (Ei /Ei−1 ) equal to either 0 or pd,d ′ (E). We say that F• E is d ′ stable, if it is d ′ -semistable and all quotients Fi E/Fi−1 E are stable in CohLd,d ′ (Y ).
Clearly, if E admits a d ′ -semistable filtration then it is semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Y )
and any d ′ -semistable filtration can be refined to a d ′ -stable filtration. A d ′ -stable
filtration generalizes slightly the notion of a Jordan–Hölder filtration. In particular, a filtration F• E is d ′ -stable if and only if the associated graded GrF (E) is
isomorphic to GrJH (E) in CohLd,d ′ (Y ). The important difference is that we allow
quotients to be stable in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) but with the zero normalized Hilbert polynomial pd,d ′ . So quotients in a d ′ -(semi)stable filtration can contain torsion (or be
torsion) even if E is torsion free as an OY -module.
Any d ′ -stable filtration can be refined to a d ′ -stable filtration whose quotients
are of dimension < d ′ or pure on Y but we will also use more general d ′ -stable
filtrations.
Definition 2.4. We say that E ∈ CohLd (Y ) and E ′ ∈ CohLd (Y ) are strongly S-equivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) if there exist d ′ -semistable filtrations F• E and F•′ E ′ whose
quotients are isomorphic up to a permutation, i.e., if both filtrations have the same
length m and there exists a permutation σ of {1, ..., m} such that for all i = 1, ..., m
the L-modules Fi E/Fi−1 E and Fσ′ (i) E ′ /Fσ′ (i−1) E ′ are isomorphic (on Y ). In this
case we write E ≃d ′ E ′ .
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Note that if E and E ′ are strongly S-equivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) then the associ′

ated graded objects GrF (E) and GrF (E ′ ) are isomorphic in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) and after
possibly refining the filtrations they are isomorphic to GrJH (E) in CohLd,d ′ (Y ). In
particular, E and E ′ are S-equivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Y ). However, the opposite implication is false even if L is a trivial Lie algebroid. For example, Hilbert polynomials
of strongly S-equivalent modules are equal but this does not need to be true for
S-equivalent modules. Even if the Hilbert polynomials of S-equivalent L-modules
are equal, they do not need to be strongly S-equivalent (see Section 2.4).
The following lemma gives a convenient reformulation of Definition 2.4.
L EMMA 2.5. Let E, E ′ ∈ CohLd (Y ) be semistable of dimension d in CohLd,d ′ (Y ).
Then the following conditions are equivalent:
1. E and E ′ are strongly S-equivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Y ).
′

2. There exist d ′ -semistable filtrations F• E and F•′ E ′ such that GrF (E) ≃ GrF (E ′ ).
Proof. The implication (1) ⇒ (2) follows immediately from the definition. Now
′
let us assume that (2) is satisfied. Let us decompose GrF (E) and GrF (E ′ ) into a
direct sum of irreducible L-modules. These decompositions induce d ′ -semistable
refinements of the original filtrations. But by the Krull–Remak–Schmidt theorem
(see [At, Theorem 2]) we can find isomorphisms between the direct factors of
the decomposition, so quotients of the refined filtrations are isomorpic up to a
permutation.

2.3 Properties of strong S-equivalence
L EMMA 2.6. Let E be an L-module, coherent as an OY -module. Then any two
filtrations of E by L-submodules can be refined to filtrations by L-submodules,
whose quotients are isomorphic up to a permutation.
Proof. Let us consider a natural ordering on the polynomials P ∈ Q[T ] given by
the lexicographic order of their coefficients. Assume that for any L-module Ẽ
with Hilbert polynomial P(Ẽ) < P(E) and for any two filtrations of Ẽ we can find
refinements to filtrations, whose quotients are isomorphic up to a permutation.
Let F• E and G• E be two filtrations of E by L-submodules of lengths m and
′
m , respectively. It is sufficient to show that these filtrations can be refined so that
quotients of the refined filtrations are isomorphic up to a permutation (note that
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this sort of induction works because P(E) ≥ 0 for any L-module E; it is a mixture
of the induction on the dimension of the support and multiplicity of an L-module).
The filtrations F• E and G• E induce the filtrations on F1 E and E/F1 E. By
assumption these induced filtrations can be refined to filtrations, whose quotients
are isomorphic up to a permutation. But these filtrations induce refinements of the
filtrations F• E and G• E, which proves our claim.
To simplify notation we say that E is d ′ -refinable if any two d ′ -semistable
filtrations of E can be refined to d ′ -semistable filtrations, whose quotients are
isomorphic up to a permutation.
P ROPOSITION 2.7. Any L-module E ∈ CohLd (Y ) is d ′ -refinable.
Proof. Let us consider a short exact sequence
0 → T (E) → E → E/T (E) → 0.
d ′ -semistable filtrations of E induce d ′ -semistable filtrations of T (E) and E/T (E).
By Lemma 2.6 the filtrations of T (E) can be refined to filtrations by L-submodules,
whose quotients are isomorphic up to a permutation. Such filtrations are automatically d ′ -semistable, so T (E) is d ′ -refinable and it is sufficient to prove that
E/T (E) is d ′ -refinable and then use the corresponding filtrations to obtain the
required filtrations of E.
So in the following we can assume that E is pure of dimension d on Y . Suitably
refining the filtrations we can also assume that they are d ′ -stable. Let F• E and G• E
be d ′ -stable filtrations of E and assume that any L-module Ẽ pure of dimension d
with multiplicity αd (Ẽ) < αd (E) is d ′ -refinable.
Since E is pure of dimension d, F1 E is also pure of dimension d on Y . Let
us take the minimal i such that F1 E ⊂ Gi E and the composition F1 E → Gi E →
Gi E/Gi−1 E is non-zero in dimension d (clearly, such i must exist as one can see
starting from i = m′ and going down). Since Gi E/Gi−1 E is pure in CohLd,d ′ (Y )
and both F1 E and Gi E/Gi−1 E are stable in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) with the same normalized
Hilbert polynomial pd,d ′ , the map F1 E → Gi E/Gi−1 E is an inclusion and an isomorphism in dimension d ′ . So there exists a closed subset Z ⊂ Y of dimension
≤ d ′ − 1 such that the canonical map
Gi−1 E ⊕ F1 E → Gi E
is an isomorphism on the open subset U = Y − Z ⊂ Y . Since Gi−1 E ⊕ F1 E is pure
of dimension d, this map is also injective. Therefore the composition Gi−1 E →
E → E/F1 E is also injective.
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The quotient Ẽ = E/F1 E has two natural d ′ -stable filtrations induced from E.
The first one is defined by Fj′ Ẽ = Fj+1 E/F1 E and the second one by
G′j Ẽ = im(G j E → E → E/F1 E).
Note that both filtrations are d ′ -stable. This is clear for F•′ Ẽ. Since Gi−1 E →
E/F1 E is injective we have
G′j Ẽ/G′j−1 Ẽ ≃ G j E/G j−1 E
for j < i. Since F1 E ⊂ Gi E, we also have
G′j Ẽ/G′j−1 Ẽ ≃ G j E/G j−1 E
for j > i. Finally, G′i Ẽ/G′i−1 Ẽ is isomorphic to the cokernel of Gi−1 E ⊕ F1 E →
Gi E, so it is either 0 or of dimension ≤ d ′ − 1, which proves that the filtration G′• Ẽ
is d ′ -stable. Therefore we can apply the induction assumption to Ẽ and then lift
the corresponding filtrations to the required filtrations of E.
C OROLLARY 2.8. Strong S-equivalence in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) is an equivalence relation
on CohLd (Y ).
Proof. To simplify notation we say that filtrations satisfy condition (∗) if their
quotients are isomorphic up to a permutation (see Definition 2.4). Let us consider
E, E ′ , E ′′ ∈ CohLd (Y ) and assume that E ≃d ′ E ′ and E ′ ≃d ′ E ′′ . Then E and E ′
have the filtrations satisfying (∗), and E ′ and E ′′ have the filtrations satisfying
(∗). By Proposition 2.7 the filtrations of E ′ can be refined to filtrations satisfying
condition (∗). But these refined filtrations induce filtrations of E and E ′′ that
satisfy condition (∗), so E ≃d ′ E ′′ . The remaining conditions are obvious.
Thanks to the above corollary one can talk about strong S-equivalence classes
of (semistable) L-modules.
L EMMA 2.9. Let us fix P ∈ Q[T ]d,d ′ . Let
0 → E ′ → E → E ′′ → 0
and
0 → Ẽ ′ → Ẽ → Ẽ ′′ → 0
be short exact sequences of L-modules in CohLd (Y ) with normalized Hilbert polynomials pd,d ′ equal to either 0 or P.
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1. If E ′ ≃d ′ Ẽ ′ and E ′′ ≃d ′ Ẽ ′′ then E ≃d ′ Ẽ.
2. If E ≃d ′ Ẽ and E ′′ ≃d ′ Ẽ ′′ then E ′ ≃d ′ Ẽ ′ .
3. If E ≃d ′ Ẽ and E ′ ≃d ′ Ẽ ′ then E ′′ ≃d ′ Ẽ ′′ .
Proof. The first assertion follows from the fact that a d ′ -semistable filtration of
E induces d ′ -semistable filtrations on E ′ and E ′′ and d ′ -semistable refinements of
these filtrations induce a d ′ -semistable refinement of the original filtration of E.
To prove the second assertion let us consider two d ′ -semistable filtrations F• E ′′
and F• Ẽ ′′ , whose quotients are isomorphic up to a permutation. Let F0 E = 0 and
let Fi E for i > 0 be the preimage of Fi−1 E ′′ . This defines a d ′ -semistable filtration
F• E of E. Similarly, we can define the filtration F• Ẽ. By Lemma 2.7 and our
assumption we can find d ′ -semistable refinements of F• E and F• Ẽ with quotients
isomorphic up to a permutation. These refinements define filtrations on E ′ and Ẽ ′ .
Possibly changing the permutations we see that the quotients of these filtrations
are isomorphic up to a permutation, which shows that E ′ and Ẽ ′ are strongly Sequivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Y ). The last assertion can be proven similarly to the second
one.

2.4 Slope semistability on surfaces
To better understand strong S-equivalence classes let us consider the surface case.
Let Y be a smooth projective surface, d = 2, d ′ = 1 and L = OY is the trivial
Lie algebroid. In this case a coherent sheaf E is semistable in CohL2,1 (Y ) if and
only if E is slope semistable (of dimension 2 or 0).
L EMMA 2.10. Let E be a slope semistable sheaf of dimension 2 or 0 on X . Then
for any 1-stable filtration F• E the sheaf (GrF (E))∗∗ and the function lE : Y → Z≥0
given by
lE (y) = length(ker(GrF (E) → (GrF (E))∗∗ )y +length (coker(GrF (E) → (GrF (E))∗∗ )y
do not depend on the choice of the filtration.
Proof. If E has dimension 0 the assertion is clear as the reflexivization is trivial
and lE (y) = length Ey . So in the following we can assume that E has dimension 2.
In this proof we write lEF for the function lE defined by the filtration F• E.
By Lemma 2.7 any two 1-stable filtrations of E can be refined to 1-stable filtrations, whose quotients are isomorphic up to a permutation. So it is sufficient to
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prove that if F•′ E is a refinement of a 1-stable filtration F• E then (GrF (E))∗∗ ≃
′
′
(GrF (E))∗∗ and lEF = lEF . Then passing to the quotients, we can reduce to the
situation when F• E has length 1, i.e., E is slope stable of dimension 2 or 0 on X .
In the second case we already know the assertion, so we can assume that E has
dimension 2. Let us consider a short exact sequence
0 → E ′ → E → E ′′ → 0
in which one of the sheaves E ′ and E ′′ is 0-dimensional and the other one is 2dimensional and slope stable.
Let us first assume that E ′ is 0-dimensional. Then E ∗∗ ≃ (E ′′ )∗∗ ,
coker(E → E ∗∗ ) ≃ coker(E ′ → (E ′′ )∗∗ )
and we have a short exact sequence
0 → E ′ → T (E) → T (E ′′ ) → 0.
Similarly, if E ′′ is 0-dimensional we have E ∗∗ ≃ (E ′ )∗∗ ,
coker(E ′ → (E ′ )∗∗ ) ≃ coker(E → E ∗∗ )
and we have a short exact sequence
0 → T (E ′ ) → T (E) → E ′′ → 0.
′

′

So we see that (GrF (E))∗∗ ≃ E ∗∗ and lEF = lEF follows by induction on the length
of the filtration F•′ E.
C OROLLARY 2.11. If E and E ′ are semistable and strongly S-equivalent in CohL2,1 (Y )
then (GrJH (E))∗∗ ≃ (GrJH (E ′ ))∗∗ and lE = lE ′ .
Proof. Assume that E ≃1 E ′ and let F• E and F•′ E ′ be 1-stable filtrations whose
′
quotients are isomorphic up to a permutation. Since GrF (E) ≃ GrF (E), we have
′
(GrF (E))∗∗ ≃ (GrF (E ′ ))∗∗ and lE = lE ′ . So the corollary follows from the fact
that by Lemma 2.10 we have (GrJH (E))∗∗ ≃ (GrF (E))∗∗ and (GrJH (E ′ ))∗∗ ≃
′
(GrF (E ′ ))∗∗ .
If E is slope semistable and torsion free then we can find a (slope) Jordan–
Hölder filtration E•tf of E such that the associated graded Grtf (E) is also torsion
free. Then for any y ∈ Y we have
lE (y) = length ((Grtf (E))∗∗ /Grtf (E))y,
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so our function lE agrees with the one from [HL, Definition 8.2.10].
Let M µ ss (r, Λ, c2 ) be the moduli space of torsion free slope semistable sheaves
E of rank r with det E ≃ Λ and c2 (E) = c2 (see [HL, 8.2]). The following result shows that closed points of M µ ss (r, Λ, c2 ) correspond to strong S-equivalence
classes (see [HL, Theorem 8.2.11]).
L EMMA 2.12. Let E and E ′ be slope semistable torsion free sheaves on X . Then
E and E ′ are strongly S-equivalent in CohL2,1 (Y ) if and only if (Grtf (E))∗∗ ≃
(Grtf (E ′ ))∗∗ and lE = lE ′ .
Proof. One implicaton follows from Corollary 2.11. To prove the other implication let us assume that (Grtf (E))∗∗ ≃ (Grtf (E ′ ))∗∗ and lE = lE ′ . Since E ≃1 Grtf (E)
and E ′ ≃1 Grtf (E ′ ), by Corollary 2.8 it is sufficient to prove that Grtf (E) ≃1
Grtf (E ′ ). So we can assume that E and E ′ are slope polystable. Since E ∗∗ /E and
(E ′ )∗∗ /E ′ are 0-dimensional sheaves of the same length at every point of Y , we
can find the filtrations of E ∗∗ /E and (E ′ )∗∗ /E ′ whose quotients are isomorphic.
Therefore E ∗∗ /E ≃1 (E ′ )∗∗ /E ′ . Since by assumption E ∗∗ ≃1 (E ′ )∗∗ , Lemma 2.9
implies that E ≃1 E ′ .

2.5 Slope semistability in higher dimensions
Let Y be a smooth projective variety of dimension d. Let us consider d ′ = d − 1
and the trivial Lie algebroid L = OY . Then a coherent sheaf E is semistable in
CohLd,d ′ (Y ) if and only if E is slope semistable (of dimension d or ≤ d − 2).
Example 2.13. Let E be a slope stable vector bundle on Y of dimension ≥ 3. Let
us consider the family of slope stable torsion free sheaves {Ey }y∈Y defined by
Ey = ker(E → E ⊗ k(y)). This can be seen to be a flat family parametrized by Y .
Note that if y1 , y2 are distinct k-points of Y then Ey1 and Ey2 are not strongly Sequivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Y ). This follows from Lemma 2.9 and the fact that E ⊗k(y1 )
and E ⊗ k(y2 ) are not strongly S-equivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Y ) as they have different
supports.
Note however that by [GT, Lemma 5.7] all Ey for y ∈ Y (k) correspond to the
same point in the moduli space of slope semistable sheaves constructed by D.
Greb and M. Toma.
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3 “Separatedness of the moduli space of semistable
modules”
In this section we fix the following notation.
Let R be a discrete valuation ring with maximal ideal m generated by π ∈ R.
Let K be the quotient field of R and let us assume that the residue field k = R/m
is algebraically closed.
Let X → S = Spec R be a projective morphism and let L be a smooth OS -Lie
algebroid on X . Let us fix a relatively ample line bundle OX (1) on X /S. In the
following stability of sheaves on the fibers of X → S is considered with respect to
this fixed polarization.

3.1 Flatness lemma
In the proof of the main theorem of this section we need the following lemma.
L EMMA 3.1. Let E1 and E2 be coherent OX -modules. If E2 is flat over S then
1. the R-module HomOX (E1 , E2 ) is flat,
2. the sheaf H omOX (E1 , E2 ) is flat over S,
3. we have a canonical isomorphism
≃

HomOX (E1 , E2 ) ⊗R K −→ HomOXK ((E1)K , (E2 )K ).
Proof. Since E2 is R-flat, the canonical map E2 → (E2 )K is an inclusion. If
ϕ : E1 → E2 is a non-zero OX -linear map and πϕ = 0 then ϕπ = 0, so ϕ factors through E1 /π E1 → E2 . But E1 /π E1 is a torsion R-module and (E2 )K is a
torsion free R-module (since it is a K-vector space and K is a torsion free Rmodule), so E1 /π E1 → E2 ⊂ (E2 )K is the zero map and hence ϕ = 0. It follows
that HomOX (E1 , E2 ) is a torsion free R-module. So it is also a free R-module
(and in particular R-flat). Since E1 and E2 are OX -coherent, the canonical homomorphism H omOX (E1 , E2 )x → HomOX ,x ((E1 )x , (E2 )x ) is an isomorphism for
every point x ∈ X . Then a local version of the same argument as above shows
that H omOX (E1 , E2 ) is flat over S. Since cohomology commutes with flat base
change, we have an isomorphism
≃

HomOX (E1 , E2 ) ⊗R K −→ H 0 (XK , (H omOX (E1 , E2 ))K ).
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Since XK ⊂ X is open we have (H omOX (E1 , E2 ))K ≃ H omOXK ((E1 )K , (E2 )K )
and hence
≃
HomOX (E1 , E2 ) ⊗R K −→ HomOXK ((E1 )K , (E2)K ).

3.2 Langton type theorem for separatedness
The following theorem is a far reaching generalization of [La2, Theorem 5.2] and
[La2, Theorem 5.4] (unfortunately, the proof of the first part of [La2, Theorem 5.2]
was omitted). The second part of the proof is similar to Gabber’s proof of [Ka,
Variant 2.5.2] but we need to study semistability of various sheaves appearing in
the proof.
T HEOREM 3.2. Let E1 and E2 be R-flat OX -coherent L-modules of relative dimension d. Assume that there exists an isomorphism ϕ : (E1 )K → (E2 )K of LK modules. Then we have the following implications:
1. If (E1 )k and (E2 )k are semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ) then they are strongly Sequivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ).
2. If (E1 )k and (E2 )k are polystable in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ) then they are isomorphic in
CohLd,d ′ (Xk ).
3. If (E1 )k is stable and (E2 )k is semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ) and (E1 )k is pure
then ϕ extends to an isomorphism of L-modules E1 → E2 .
Proof. By Lemma 3.1 HomOX (E1 , E2 ) is a free R-module and
≃

HomOX (E1 , E2 ) ⊗R K −→ HomOXK ((E1 )K , (E2)K ).
So if we treat Ei as an OX -submodule of (Ei )K then π n ϕ (E1 ) ⊂ E2 for some integer n. Note that ϕ ′ = π n ϕ : E1 → E2 is a homomorphism of L-modules. More
precisely, giving an L-module structure on Ei is equivalent to an integrable dΩL connection ∇i : Ei → Ei ⊗ ΩL . Under this identification ϕ ′ is a homomorphism of
L-modules if and only if α = (ϕ ′ ⊗ id) ◦ ∇1 − ∇2 ◦ ϕ ′ is the zero map. But this
map is OX -linear and αK = 0, since ϕ is a homomorphism of LK -modules. Since
by Lemma 3.1 HomOX (E1 , E2 ⊗ ΩL ) is a free R-module and
≃

HomOX (E1 , E2 ⊗ ΩL ) ⊗R K −→ HomOXK ((E1 )K , (E2 )K ⊗ ΩLK ),
18

we have α = 0 as required.
Note that if we choose n so that π n ϕ (E1 ) ⊂ E2 but π n−1 ϕ (E1 ) is not contained
in E2 then ϕk′ : (E1 )k → (E2 )k is a non-zero map of sheaves with the same Hilbert
polynomial. In particular, if (E1 )k is stable and (E2 )k is semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Xk )
and (E1 )k is pure, then ϕk′ is an isomorphism of Lk -modules, which implies that
ϕ ′ is an isomorphism of L-modules. This gives the last part of the theorem.
Now let us set ψ = ϕ −1 : (E2 )K → (E1 )K . Then as above for some integer m we
get a homomorphism of L-modules ψ ′ = π m ψ : E2 → E1 . So setting E2′ = ψ (E2 )
we have inclusions of L-modules π m E2′ ⊂ E1 and π n E1 ⊂ E2′ . For every (a, b) ∈ Z2
let us set
π a ⊕π b
E(a, b) := im(E1 ⊕ E2′ −→ (E1 )K ).
Each E(a, b) is an L-submodule of (E1 )K , which as an OX -module is flat over
S. Moreover, we have E(a, b)K = (E1 )K . We claim that E(a, b)k is semistable
in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ). Assume it is not semistable and let E(a, b)k ։ F be the minimal
destabilizing quotient. Note that E(a, b)k , (E1 )k and (E2′ )k are special fibers of
S-flat families with the same general fiber (E1 )K . Therefore their Hilbert polynomials, and hence also reduced Hilbert polynomials, coincide. Since
p((E1 )k ⊕ (E2′ )k ) = p(E(a, b)k ) > pmin (E(a, b)k ) = p(F) mod Q[t]d ′ −1
and (E1 )k ⊕ (E2′ )k is semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ), every map of Lk -modules (E1 )k ⊕
(E2′ )k → F is zero in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ). But we have a surjection (E1 )k ⊕ (E2′ )k →
E(a, b)k → F, a contradiction.
On Xk we have short exact sequences
0 → E(a + 1, b)/π E(a, b) → E(a, b)/π E(a, b) → E(a, b)/E(a + 1, b) → 0
and
0 → π E(a, b)/π E(a+1, b) → E(a+1, b)/π E(a+1, b) → E(a+1, b)/π E(a, b) → 0.
Since E(a, b)k = E(a, b)/π E(a, b) and E(a, b)k is pure in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ), E(a +
1, b)/π E(a, b) is also pure in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ). Similarly, the second sequence implies that E(a, b)/E(a + 1, b) ≃ π E(a, b)/π E(a + 1, b) is pure in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ).
If either E(a + 1, b)/π E(a, b) or E(a, b)/E(a + 1, b) has dimension ≤ d ′ − 1,
then the other sheaf is semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ) and it is clear that E(a, b)k and
E(a + 1, b)k are strongly S-equivalent in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ). So we can assume that both
E(a + 1, b)/π E(a, b) and E(a, b)/E(a + 1, b) have dimension d.
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Then the first short exact sequence shows that
pmax (E(a+1, b)/π E(a, b)) ≤ p(E(a, b)k) ≤ pmin (E(a, b)/E(a+1, b)) modQ[t]d ′ −1 .
Similarly, the second short exact sequence shows that
pmax (E(a, b)/E(a+1, b)) ≤ p(E(a+1, b)k) ≤ pmin (E(a+1, b)/π E(a, b)) modQ[t]d ′ −1 .
But p(E(a, b)k ) = p(E(a + 1, b)k) so E(a + 1, b)/π E(a, b) and E(a, b)/E(a +
1, b) are semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ) with the same normalized Hilbert polynomial
in Q[T ]d,d ′ . This shows that E(a, b)k and E(a + 1, b)k are strongly S-equivalent
in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ). Similarly, E(a, b)k and E(a, b + 1)k are strongly S-equivalent in
CohLd,d ′ (Xk ). Since E1 = E(0, m) and E2′ = E(n, 0), Corollary 2.8 implies the first
part of the theorem. The second part follows immediately from the first one.

3.3 S-completness
Let us recall some definitions from [AHLH, Section 3.5].
If R is a discrete valuation ring with a uniformizer π then one can consider the
following quotient stack
STR := [Spec (R[s,t]/(st − π ))/Gm ],
where s and t have Gm -weights 1 and −1.
Definition 3.3. We say that a morphism f : X → Y of locally noetherian algebraic stacks is S-complete if for any DVR R and any commutative diagram
STR \ 0

/X

①;
①
①

 ①
STR

①


/Y.

of solid arrows, there exists a unique dashed arrow filling in the diagram.
Let Y be a projective scheme over an algebraically closed field k and let OY (1)
be an ample line bundle (one can also consider the general relative situation as in
Section 5 but we state the results in the simplest possible case to simplify notation). Let us also fix a smooth k-Lie algebroid on Y . Then we consider the moduli
L,ss
L
L
stack Md,d
′ (X ) of objects of Cohd (Y ) that are semistable in Cohd,d ′ (Y ).
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L,ss
T HEOREM 3.4. The moduli stack Md,d
′ (Y ) is S-complete over Spec k.

Proof. Let us fix a commutative diagram
STR \ 0

/ M L,ss′ (Y )


STR


/ Spec k

d,d

and let us consider X = Y ×k Spec R → S = Spec R. Giving a morphism STR \ 0 →
L,ss
Md,d
′ (Y ) is equivalent to giving two R-flat OX -coherent L-modules E1 and E2
such that (E1 )k and (E2 )k are semistable in CohLd,d ′ (Xk ) together with an isomorphism ϕ : (E1 )K → (E2 )K of LK -modules.
Let us use the notation from the proof of Theorem 3.2 and let us set

E(− j, 0) for j ≤ 0,
Fj =
E(0, j) for 1 ≤ j.
Let us now consider the diagram of maps
1

1

%

· · ·c
π

F−2 g

π

π

1

&

F−1 f

%

F0 d

π

π

$
1

π

$

F1 d
1

!
···

F2 d
1

By assumption π n+m E1 ⊂ π m E2′ ⊂ E1 , so n + m ≥ 0. Replacing E1 with E2 if
necessary, we can therefore assume that n ≥ 0. The proof of Theorem 3.2 shows
that we have Fj = E2′ for j ≤ −n and Fj = E1 for j ≥ n + m. By [AHLH, Remark
L,ss
3.36] and the proof of Theorem 3.2, this gives the required map STR → Md,d
′ (Y ).

4 Modules over Lie algebroids in positive characteristic
Let f : X → S be a morphism of noetherian schemes, where S is a scheme of
characteristic p > 0. Let L be a smooth restricted OS -Lie algebroid on X , i.e.,
a locally free OX -module L equipped with a restricted OS -Lie algebra structure
(i.e., an OS -Lie algebra structure with the p-th power operation) and an anchor
map L → TX/S compatible with p-th power map (see [La2, Definitions 2.1 and
4.2]). By ΛL we denote the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebroid L
(see [La2, p. 515]).
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4.1

p-curvature

Let FX : X → X denote the absolute Frobenius morphism. Let us recall that for
an L-module M = (E, ∇ : L → E nd OS E) we can define its p-curvature ψ (∇) :
L → E nd OS E by sending x ∈ L to (∇(x)) p − ∇(x[p] ). In fact, this gives rise to a
map ψ (∇) : FX∗ L → E nd OX E, that we also call the p-curvature of M (see [La2,
4.4]). In this case, (E, ψ (∇)) defines an FX∗ L-module, where FX∗ L has a trivial
OS -Lie algebroid structure (equivalently, we get an FX∗ L-coHiggs sheaf (E, E →
E ⊗OX FX∗ ΩL )). We will reinterpret this sheaf in terms of sheaves on the total space
V(FX∗ L) of FX∗ L as follows.
Let us recall the following corollary of [La2, Lemma 4.5], generalizing an
earlier known result for the ring of differential operators:
L EMMA 4.1. The map ı : FX∗ L → ΛL sending x ⊗ 1 ∈ FX∗ L = FX−1 L ⊗F −1 OX OX
X

for x ∈ L to ı(x ⊗ 1) := x p − x[p] ∈ ΛL is OX -linear and its image is contained in
the centralizer ZΛL (OX ) of OX in ΛL . Moreover, ı extends to an inclusion of the
symmetric algebra S• (FX∗ L) into ZΛL (OX ).
The above lemma shows that there exists a sheaf of (usually non-commutative)
rings Λ̃L with an injective homomorphism of sheaves of rings OV(FX∗ L) → Λ̃L such
that
π∗ Λ̃L = ΛL ,
where π : V(FX∗ L) → X denotes the canonical projection. By [La2, Lemma 4.6]
Λ̃L is locally free of finite rank both as a left and a right OV(FX∗ L) -module.
In the following QCoh (Y, A ) denotes the category of (left) A -modules, which
are quasicoherent as OY -modules.
L EMMA 4.2. We have an equivalence of categories
QCoh (X , L) ≃ QCoh (V(FX∗ L), Λ̃L )
such that if M is an L-module and M̃ is the corresponding Λ̃L -module then

π∗ M̃ = M.
Moreover, M is coherent as an OX -module if and only if M̃ is coherent as an
OV(FX∗ L) -module and its support is proper over X .
Proof. Since π is affine, we have the following equivalences of categories:
QCoh (X , L) ≃ QCoh (X , ΛL ) ≃ QCoh (V(FX∗ L), Λ̃L ).
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If M is coherent then M̃ is coherent. Let us fix a relative compactification Y of
V(FX∗ L), e.g., Y = P(FX∗ L ⊕ OX ) → X . The support of M̃ is quasi-finite over X ,
so it does not intersect the divisor at infinity D = Y − V(FX∗ L). Since Supp M̃ is
closed in V(FX∗ L), it is also closed in Y and hence it is proper over X . On the other
hand, if M̃ is coherent and the support of M̃ is proper over X then M = π∗ M̃ is
coherent.
Let M = (E, ∇ : L → E nd OS E) be an L-module, quasi-coherent as an OX module and let M̃ be a Λ̃L -module corresponding to M. Let Ñ denote M̃ considered
as an OV(FX∗ L) -module. Using the standard equivalence
QCoh (X , FX∗ L) ≃ QCoh (V(FX∗ L), OV(FX∗ L) ),
we get an FX∗ L-module N = π∗ Ñ. Lemma 4.1 shows that this module is equal to
(E, ψ (∇)), which gives another interpretation of the p-curvature.

4.2 Modules on the Frobenius twist
Now let us assume that X /S is smooth of relative dimension d. Let FX/S : X → X ′
denote the relative Frobenius morphism over S and let L′ be the pull back of L via
∗ S• (L′ ) → Λ induces a
X ′ → X . [La2, Lemma 4.5] shows that ı : S• (FX∗ L) = FX/S
L
homomorphism of sheaves of OX ′ -algebras
S• (L′ ) → FX/S,∗ (Z(ΛL )) ⊂ Λ′L := FX/S,∗ ΛL .
In particular, it makes Λ′L into a quasi-coherent sheaf of S• (L′ )-modules. This
defines a quasi-coherent sheaf of OV(L′ ) -algebras Λ̃′L on the total space V(L′ ) of
L′ . By construction
π∗′ Λ̃′L = FX/S,∗ ΛL ,
where π ′ : V(L′ ) → X ′ denotes the canonical projection. Let us recall that by [La2,
Theorem 4.7] Λ̃′L is a locally free OV(L′ ) -module of rank pm+d , where m is the rank
of L.
The first part of the following lemma generalizes [Gr, Lemma 2.8]. The second part is a generalization of [Si2, Lemma 6.8].
L EMMA 4.3. We have an equivalence of categories
QCoh (X , L) ≃ QCoh (V(L′ ), Λ̃′L )
23

such that if M is an L-module and M ′ is the corresponding Λ̃′L -module then

π∗′ M ′ = FX/S,∗ M.
Moreover, M is coherent as an OX -module if and only if M ′ is coherent as an
OV(L′ ) -module and its support is proper over X ′ (or equivalently the closure of the
support of M ′ does not intersect the divisor at infinity).
Proof. Since both π ′ and FX/S are affine, we have the following equivalences of
categories:
QCoh (X , L) ≃ QCoh(X , ΛL ) ≃ QCoh (X ′, FX/S,∗ ΛL ) = QCoh (X ′, π∗′ Λ̃′L ) ≃ QCoh (V(L′ ), Λ̃′L ).
The second part can be proven in the same way as Lemma 4.2. Namely, M is
coherent if and only if FX/S,∗ M = π∗′ M ′ is coherent, which is equivalent to the fact
that M ′ is coherent and its support is proper over X ′ .
We have a cartesian diagram
V(FX∗ L)

F̃X /S

/ V(L′ )
π′

π


X

FX /S


/ X′

∗ L′ = F ∗ L. By definition we have F̃
′
coming from the equality FX/S
X/S,∗ Λ̃L = Λ̃L
X
and equivalences of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 are compatible with each other. More
precisely, by the flat base change if M = (E, ∇ : L → E nd OS E) is an L-module, M̃
is the corresponding Λ̃L -module and M ′ is the corresponding Λ̃′L -module then

F̃X/S,∗ M̃ = M ′ .
The OV(L′ ) -module structure on M ′ corresponds to the S• (L′ )-module structure on
E ′ = FX/S,∗ E. The corresponding map L′ → E nd OX ′ E ′ is denoted by ψ ′ (∇). If
∗ L′ ⊗ E → E, take the
we interepret the p-curvature of M as an OX -linear map FX/S
push-forward by FX/S and use the projection formula, we get an OX ′ -linear map
L′ ⊗ E ′ → E ′ corresponding to ψ ′ (∇). Note that if E has rank r then E ′ has rank
pd r as an OX ′ -module and (E ′ , ψ ′ (∇)) is an L′ -module, where L′ is considered
with trivial Lie algebroid structure.
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5 Moduli stacks in positive characteristic
In this section we fix the following notation. Let f : X → S be a flat projective
morphism of noetherian schemes and let OX (1) be a relatively ample line bundle.
In the following stability of sheaves on the fibers of X → S is considered with respect to this fixed polarization. Assume also that X /S is a family of d-dimensional
varieties satisfying Serre’s condition (S2 ). Let L be a smooth OS -Lie algebroid on
X and let us set ΩL = L∗ .

5.1 Moduli stack of L-modules
Let us fix a polynomial P. The moduli stack of L-modules M L (X /S, P) is defined as a lax functor from (Sch/S) to the 2-category of groupoids, where M (T )
is the category whose objects are T -flat families of L-modules with Hilbert polynomial P on the fibres of XT → T , and whose morphisms are isomorphisms of
quasi-coherent sheaves. M L (X /S, P) is an Artin algebraic stack for the fppf
topology on (Sch/S), which is locally of finite type. It contains open substacks
M L,tf (X /S, P) and M L,ss(X /S, P), which corresponds to families of OX -torsion
free and Gieseker semistable L-modules, respectively.

5.2 Hitchin’s morphism for L-coHiggs sheaves
Let us fix some positive integer r and consider the functor which to an S-scheme
h : T → S associates
r
M

H 0 (XT /T, Si ΩL,T ).

i=1

By [La2, Lemma 3.6] this functor is representable by an S-scheme VL (X /S, r).
Let us fix a polynomial P of degree d = dim(X /S), corresponding to rank r
sheaves. If we consider L with a trivial OS -Lie algebroid structure (we will denote
L (X /S, P),
it by Ltriv ), then the corresponding moduli stacks are denoted by MDol
L,tf
(X /S, P) etc. (the Dolbeaut moduli stacks of ΩL -Higgs sheaves). One can
MDol
define Hitchin’s morphism
L,tf
(X /S, P) → VL (X /S, r)
HL : MDol

by evaluating elementary symmetric polynomials σi on E → E ⊗ ΩLT corresponding to an Ltriv -module structure on a locally free part of E (see [La2, 3.5]). Alternatively, we can describe it as follows. Assume E is a locally free OXT -module. An
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Ltriv -module structure on E can be interpreted as a section s : OT → E nd E ⊗ ΩLT .
Locally this gives a matrix with values in ΩLT and we can consider the characteristic polynomial
det(t · I − s) = t r + σ1 (s)t r−1 + ... + σr (s),
where t is a formal variable. To see that this makes sense one needs to use the integrability condition s ∧ s = 0 (which is obtained from the Ltriv -module structure).
These local sections glue to
HL ((E, s)) = (σ1 (s), ..., σr(s)) ∈ VL (X /S, r)(T ).
In general, one uses this construction on a big open subset on which E is locally
free and uniquely extends the sections using Serre’s condition (S2 ).

5.3 Langton type properness theorem
Let R be a discrete valuation ring with maximal ideal m and the quotient field K.
Let us assume that the residue field k = R/m is algebraically closed.
The following Langton’s type theorem for modules over Lie algebroids is a
special case of [La2, Theorem 5.3].
T HEOREM 5.1. Let S = Spec R and let F be an R-flat OX -coherent L-module
of relative pure dimension n such that the LK -module FK = F ⊗R K is Gieseker
semistable. Then there exists an R-flat L-submodule E ⊂ F such that EK = FK and
Ek is a Gieseker semistable Lk -module on Xk .

5.4 Properness of the p-Hitchin morphism
Assume that S has characteristic p > 0 and L is a restricted OS -Lie algebroid.
Then the p-curvature gives rise to a morphism of moduli stacks
F ∗L

X
ΨL : M L (X /S, P) → MDol
(X /S, P)
(E, ∇)
→
(E, ψ (∇)).

If (E, ψ (∇)) is Gieseker semistable then (E, ∇) is Gieseker semistable. However, the opposite implication fails. For example, one can consider any semistable
vector bundle G on a smooth projective curve X defined over a field of characteristic p such that FX∗ G is not semistable. Then E = FX∗ G has a canonical
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connection ∇ with vanishing p-curvature. In this case (E, ∇) is semistable but
(E, ψ (∇)) is not semistable. This shows that the morphism ΨL does not restrict to a morphism of moduli stacks of semistable objects. But since Gieseker
semistable L-modules are torsion free, we can still consider ΨL : M L,ss(X /S, P) →
FX∗ L,tf
MDol
(X /S, P). The composition of this morphism with Hitchin’s morphism
F ∗ L,tf

X
HFX∗ L : MDol

∗

(X /S, P) → VFX L (X /S, r) will be called a p-Hitchin morphism.

T HEOREM 5.2. Let us fix a polynomial P of degree d = dim(X /S), corresponding
∗
to rank r sheaves. The p-Hitchin morphism HL,p : M L,ss(X /S, P) → VFX L (X /S, r)
is universally closed.
Proof. Let us consider a commutative diagram
Spec K

/ M L,ss(X /S, P)
♣7

♣ ♣
♣
♣ ♣


Spec R


/ VFX∗ L (X /S, r).

We need to show existence of the dashed arrow making the diagram commutative.
Taking a base change we can assume that S = Spec R. Then we need to show
that for a fixed semistable LK -module M on XK there exists an R-flat OX -coherent
L-module F such that M ≃ F ⊗R K and Fk is Gieseker semistable.
Step 1. Let us show that there exists an R-flat OX -quasicoherent L-module F
such that M ≃ F ⊗R K. By Lemma 4.2 there exists Λ̃LK -module M̃ on V(FX∗K LK )
such that
(πXK )∗ M̃ = M,
where π : V(FX∗ L) → X is the canonical projection and πXK is its restriction to the
preimage of XK . By Lemma 5.3 there exists an Λ̃L -module M̃ ′ , coherent as an
OV(FX∗ L) -module, which extends M̃ via an open immersion V(FX∗K LK ) ֒→ V(FX∗ L).
Then again by Lemma 4.2 we get the required L-module F = π∗ M̃ ′ .
Step 2. In this step we show that F is coherent as an OX -module. Let Ñ
be the OV(FX∗ L) -module structure on M̃ ′ . By the results of Section 4, Ñ corresponds to the FX∗ L-module ΨL (F). Let us recall that we have the total spec∗
tral scheme WL (X /S, r) ⊂ V(FX∗ L) ×S VFX L (X /S, r), which is finite and flat over
∗
X ×S VFX L (X /S, r) (see [La2, p. 521]). By construction the support of ÑK coincides set-theoretically with the spectral scheme of ΨFX∗ LK (M), so it is contained
K

∗

in the closed subscheme WFX L (X /S, r) ×VFX∗ L (X/S,r) Spec R of V(FX∗ L) (here we
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∗

use existence of Spec R → VFX L (X /S, r) making the diagram at the beginning
of proof commutative). This subscheme does not intersect the divisor at infinity
(when fixing an appropriate relative compactification of V(FX∗ L)) and it contains
the support of Ñ. So the support of Ñ is proper over Spec R, which implies that F
is coherent as an OX -module.
Step 3. Now the required assertion follows from Theorem 5.1.
In the proof of the above theorem we used the following lemma.
L EMMA 5.3. Let X be a quasi-compact and quasi-separated scheme and let j :
U → X be a quasi-compact open immersion of schemes. Let A be a sheaf of
associative and unital (possibly non-commutative) OX -algebras, which is locally
free of finite rank as a (right) OX -module. Let E be a left AU -module, which is
quasi-coherent of finite type as an OU -module. Then there exists a left A -module
G, which is quasi-coherent of finite type as an OX -module and such that G|U ≃ E
as AU -modules.
Proof. By [St, Tag 01PE and Tag 01PF] there exists a quasi-coherent OX -submodule E ′ ⊂ j∗ E such that E ′ |U = E and E ′ is of finite type. Note that j∗ E is a
j∗ (AU )-module and j∗ (A ) is a A -module. So we can consider G := A · E ′ ⊂
j∗ E. Clearly, G is an A -module of finite type (as it is the image of A ⊗ E ′ ) and
G|U ≃ E as AU -modules.
Remark 5.4. Theorem 5.9 was stated in passing in [La2, p. 531, l. 2-3] but without
a full proof.

5.5 Properness of the p-Hitchin morphism II
Assume that S has characteristic p > 0 and X /S is smooth of relative dimension
d. We also assume that L is a restricted OS -Lie algebroid and we will use notation
from Subsection 4.2. Then the p-curvature gives rise to a morphism of moduli
stacks
L′ (X ′ /S, P′ )
Ψ′L : M L (X /S, P) → MDol
(E, ∇)
→ (FX/S,∗E, ψ ′ (∇)),
where P′ is the Hilbert polynomial of the corresponding push-forward by FX/S . As
′

L ,tf
(X ′ /S, P)
before we can consider the composition of Ψ′L : M L,ss(X /S, P) → MDol
′

′

L ,tf
with Hitchin’s morphism HL′ : MDol
(X ′ /S, P) → VL (X ′/S, pd r). This will be
′
called a p -Hitchin morphism.
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Essentially the same proof as that of Theorem 5.9 gives the following theorem:
T HEOREM 5.5. Let us fix a polynomial P of degree d, corresponding to rank r
′
sheaves. The p′ -Hitchin morphism HL′ ,p′ : M L,ss(X /S, P) → VL (X ′ /S, pd r) is
universally closed.
We have the following commutative diagram
M L,ss(X /S, P)

HL,p

∗

FX∗/S

HL′ ,p′


′
VL (X ′ /S, pd r) o

′

/ VFX /SL (X /S, r)
O
′

d
(·) p

VL (X ′ /S, r).

F ∗ L′

′

But there are no natural maps between V X /S (X /S, r) and VL (X ′/S, pd r), and in
′
general the maps HL,p and HL′ ,p′ do not factor through VL (X ′/S, r), so Theorems
′
5.9 and 5.5 give different results. However, these maps factor through VL (X ′/S, r)
in the following special case where L = TX/S is the canonical restricted Lie algebroid associated to TX/S with α = id, the usual Lie bracket for derivations and
(·)[p] given by sending D to the derivation acting like the differential operator D p .
Let us recall that for this Lie algebroid by [BMR, Proposition 2.2.2 and Theorem 2.2.3] Λ̃′L = FX/S,∗ Λ̃L is a sheaf of Azumaya OV(L′ ) -algebras and we have a
canonical isomorphism
∗
ϕ : FX/S
FX/S,∗ Λ̃L → E nd OV(F ∗

X /S

L′ )

Λ̃L

of sheaves of rings (note that our conventions of left and right modules are opposite to those in [BMR]).
Let A be a sheaf of OY -algebras. In the following QCoh fp (Y, A ) denotes
the category of left A -modules, which are quasicoherent and locally finitely presented as OY -modules. In the formulation of the following theorem we use the
∗ F
∗
above isomorphism to identify FX/S
X/S,∗ Λ̃L -module structure on FX/S FX/S,∗ M̃
with the corresponding E nd OV(F ∗ L′ ) Λ̃L -module structure.
X /S

T HEOREM 5.6. Let Y → T be a smooth morphism with T of characteristic p > 0
and let L = TY /T . Then we have equivalences of categories
F̃Y∗/T F̃Y /T,∗ : QCoh fp (V(FY∗/T L′ ), Λ̃L ) → QCoh fp (V(FY∗/T L′ ), E nd OV(F ∗

Y /T
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L′ )

Λ̃L )

and
Λ̃∗L ⊗OV(F ∗

Y /T

L′ )

: QCoh fp (V(FY∗/T L′ ), Λ̃L ) → QCoh fp (V(FY∗/T L′ ), E nd OV(F ∗

Y /T

L′ )

Λ̃L ).

Moreover, there exists a natural transformation

ϕ : F̃Y∗/T F̃Y /T,∗ → Λ̃∗L ⊗OV(F ∗

Y /T

L′ )

,

which is an isomorphism of functors.
Proof. The fact that Λ̃∗L ⊗OV(F ∗

Y /T

is an equivalence of categories follows from

L′ )

the standard Morita equivalence. So to prove the theorem it is sufficient to show
an isomorphism of functors ϕ . The natural transformation ϕ is induced from the
fact that F̃Y∗/T is left adjount to F̃Y /T,∗ . Let M be an L-module, which is quasicoherent and locally finitely presented as an OY -module. Let M̃ be the Λ̃L -module
corresponding to M. Then the canonical map F̃Y∗/T F̃Y /T,∗ M̃ → M̃ induces

ϕ : F̃Y∗/T F̃Y /T,∗ M̃ → Λ̃∗L ⊗OV(F ∗

Y /T

L′ )

M̃

and we need to show that it is an isomorphism of E nd OV(F ∗

Y /T

L′ )

Λ̃L -modules.

Note that this statement is local both in T and Y , so we can assume that they
are both affine and M̃ can be written as the cokernel of the homomorphism Λ̃⊕m
L →
Λ̃⊕n
of
trivial
Λ̃
-modules
of
finite
rank.
This
induces
a
commutative
diagram
L
L
F̃Y∗/T F̃Y /T,∗ (Λ̃⊕m
L )

/ F̃ ∗ F̃Y /T,∗ (Λ̃⊕n )
L
Y /T

Λ̃∗L ⊗OV(F ∗

Y /T

/0

≃

≃



/ F̃ ∗ F̃Y /T,∗ M̃
Y /T

Λ̃⊕m
L
L′ )

/ Λ̃∗ ⊗O
L



V(F ∗
Y /T

Λ̃⊕n
L
L′ )

/ Λ̃∗ ⊗O
L



V(F ∗ L′ )
Y /T

M̃

/ 0,

where the two vertical maps are isomorphisms by [BMR, Proposition 2.2.2]. This
implies that the last vertical map is also an isomorphism.

5.6 Properness of the Hodge–Hitchin morphism
Let us define a restricted Lie algebroid L = TX/S,A1 on X × A1 /S × A1 by setting
L := p∗1 TX/S with Lie bracket given by [·, ·]L := p∗1 [·, ·]TX /S ⊗ t, the anchor map
[p]

[p]

α := p∗1 id ⊗ t and the p-th power operation given by (·)L = p∗1 (·)TX /S ⊗ t p−1.
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Then M L,ss(X /S, P) is the Hodge moduli stack, i.e., the moduli stack of
semistable modules with t-connections, and we denote it by MHod (X /S, P). The
following result follows easily from Theorem 5.6. If X is a smooth projective
curve defined over an algebraically closed field of characteristic p this result was
proven in [LP, Proposition 3.2].
C OROLLARY 5.7. If L = TX/S,A1 then there exists a morphism
′

H̃ p : MHod (X /S, P) → VL (X ′/S, r) = VTX ′ /S (X ′/S, r) × A1,
called the Hodge–Hitchin morphism, making the diagram
HL,p

MHod (X /S, P)


∗

′

/ VFX /SL (X /S, r)
O

◗◗◗
◗◗◗ H̃L,p
∗
◗◗◗
HL′ ,p′
◗◗◗ FX /S
◗(

′
VL (X ′ /S, pd r)

o

′

d
(·) p

VL (X ′ /S, r)

commutative.
Proof. We have a cartesian diagram
′
VL (X ′ /S, r)
d

(·) p


′
L
′
V (X /S, pd r)

FX∗/S

∗

′

/ VFX /SL (X /S, r)
pd

 (·)
∗
′
/ VFX /SL (X /S, pd r),

FX∗/S

so it is sufficient to show that the diagram
MHod (X /S, P)

HL,p

∗

′

/ VFX /SL (X /S, r)
pd

HL′ ,p′

 (·)

FX∗/S
∗
′
′
/ VFX /SL (X /S, pd r),
VL (X ′ /S, pd r)
is commutative. It is sufficient to do that after restricting to the fibers over A1 . For
t = 0 the commutativity is clear from the definitions. For t 6= 0 the commutativity
d
follows from the commutativity for t = 1. In this case note that (HTX /S,p ) p is given
by sending an TXT /T -module M to the characteristic polynomial of Λ̃∗TX /S ⊗OV(F ∗ T′

XT /T X /S
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)

∗ ◦
M̃ (here we need to recall that Λ̃TX /S is locally free of rank pd ). Since FX/S
HT′ ,p′ is given by sending M to the characteristic polynomial of F̃X∗T /T F̃XT /T,∗ M̃,
X /S
the corollary follows from Theorem 5.6.

Remark 5.8.
1. If X is a smooth projective variety defined over an algebraically
closed field of characteristic p and one restricts to t = 1 (the de Rham case)
commutativity of the upper triangle in the diagram was mentioned in [EG,
2.5] and attributed to [LP]. However, the proof of [LP] seems to use that X
is a curve (the authors of [LP] use smoothness of the corresponding moduli
stack, which fails in higher dimensions).
2. The above corollary generalizes also [EG, Theorem 2.17] that shows existence of the lower triangle in the diagram after restricting to the de Rham
and locally free part.
For a curve X the following corollary is one of the main theorems of [dCZ].
C OROLLARY 5.9. The Hodge–Hitchin morphism
H̃ p : MHod (X /S, P) → VTX ′ /S (X ′/S, r) × A1
is of finite type, universally closed and S-complete. In particular, the Hodge moduli space of relative integrable t-connections on X /S with fixed Hilbert polynomial
P is proper over VTX ′ /S (X ′ /S, r) × A1.
Proof. The fact thar the moduli stack is of finite type follows from [La1]. The
fact that it is universally closed follows from the deinition and Theorem 5.2. Scompletness follows from Theorem 3.4. The second part of the theorem follows
from the first one.
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