arXiv:2406.16337v1 [math.AG] 24 Jun 2024

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE

SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Abstract. Let k be an algebraically closed field of any characteristic, and let (X, P) be an orbifold curve over k. We construct the moduli space M^{ss}_{(X,P)} (n, Δ) of P-semistable bundles on (X, P) of rank n and determinant Δ. In the characteristic zero case, this result is well known and follows from GIT techniques. Our construction follows a different approach inspired by a GIT-free construction of Faltings. We show that when the moduli space is non-empty, it is a finite disjoint union of irreducible projective varieties.

1. Introduction

Moduli space of semistable vector bundles on a compact Riemann surface was constructed in the 1960s using Geometric Invariant Theory. This construction was generalized to the case of parabolic bundles by Mehta and Seshadri. One may adopt the viewpoint that parabolic bundles are bundles on a suitable Galois cover with a compatible action by the Galois group. This idea has been very useful, as demonstrated by the work of Mehta, Seshadri, Biswas, Nagaraj, and Boden, to name a few. One drawback of this approach is that it requires the introduction of a new parameter, namely the Galois group for the cover. An alternate approach due to Borne leads us to the notion of root stacks. If we consider parabolic bundles with weights in^1_r Z, then they are in bijective correspondence with the bundles on the r-th root stack associated with the given parabolic divisor. The local structure of the root stack is that of a quotient stack where the quotient group is cyclic. Thus, a root stack may be thought of as a scheme with an “orbifold structure". One is then naturally curious to know if we can construct moduli space of bundles on a general “orbifold". In this article, we answer this question in the case of “orbifold curves."

Let k be an algebraically closed field of an arbitrary characteristic. An orbifold curve is a smooth proper Deligne-Mumford stack over k that is generically a curve and admits a smooth projective connected k-curve X as its Coarse moduli space. Locally, an orbifold curve is a quotient stack [V/G] where V is some smooth affine irreducible curve admitting a generically faithful action by a finite group G. In particular, the orbifold curve is just an ordinary curve away from finitely many stacky points. This structure enables us to view an orbifold curve as a pair (X, P), consisting of the Coarse moduli curve X together with a finite data P that encodes the information of certain finite Galois extensions of local fields. We would like to bring to attention that when char(k) = 0, the groups G are cyclic. This fact lies at the heart of the classical definition of parabolic bundles, which consists of a bundle along with certain filtration of its fibers at finitely many points and certain weights attached to these filtrations. Further, it becomes possible to apply Mumford’s GIT

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14A20, 14D20, 14D23 (Primary); 14F06, 14D22, 14G17 (Secondary).

Key words and phrases. Moduli space, Orbifold curve, Bundles over orbifold curve, Moduli stack of orbifoldsemistable bundles, Determinantal line bundles, Positive characteristic. 1

2 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

technique to construct the moduli space of semistable parabolic bundles. All of these have been worked out in higher dimensions as well.

The situation changes radically when we consider the positive characteristic case, i.e. char(k) = p > 0. Now, the groups G are not necessarily cyclic; in fact, each G is a semidirect product of a p-group and a cyclic group of order prime-to-p. A parabolic bundle on (X, P) consists of a bundle along with an action of the local Galois groups on the fibers at each stacky point. We can no longer describe a parabolic bundle in terms of weights and filtrations alone. Constructing the moduli space using GIT becomes difficult as the reductivity of certain automorphism groups is not guaranteed in general. We follow an approach inspired by Faltings ( see [16] and [20]). In our setup, the approach can be summarized as follows:

(1) Construct the moduli functor M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) parametrizing P-semistable bundles on (X, P) of rank n and determinant Δ modulo suitable equivalences. This is an algebraic stack. Our goal is to construct a Coarse moduli space for this stack (see § 3.3).

(2) Construct a parameter space P_{(X,P)}, a projective space over k, such that each Psemistable bundle of rank n and determinant Δ on (X, P) corresponds to a k-point of this space. There is a universal family E_{(X,P)} on P_{(X,p)} which Zariski locally induces any other semistable family (see § 4.1).

(3) Construct suitable determinantal line bundles and determine that the locus of unstable bundles in P_{(X,P)} is the base locus of one such line bundle (see § 4.3).

(4) Consider the blowing-up of the parameter space with respect to the unstable locus.

There is a proper map from the blowing-up to a projective space, determined by the complete linear system associated with a suitable determinantal line bundle (see § 4.4).

(5) The Stein factorization of this map gives us the desired Coarse moduli space M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) (see Theorem 4.19).

One of the useful features of the whole construction is that we can find a Galois cover Z −→ X with Galois group Γ, say, which factor as a composition

Z^g−−→ (X, P) −→ X

where g is a representable tamely ramified cover. We can consider the moduli space M^{ss}_Z (n, , g^∗Δ) of semistable bundles on Z of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ. Our construction following the ideas of Faltings enables us to embed the moduli space M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) inside M^{ss}_Z (n, , g^∗Δ) as a closed subscheme. But in the final analysis, M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is independent of the choice of the cover Z.

Another salient feature of our construction is that the parameter space P_{(X,P)} is a disjoint union P_{(X,P)} = ⊔_{F∈F} P_F where F is the set of mutually non-isomorphic bundles F of rank n − 1 on (X, P) such that F � ⊕^{n−1}_{j=1} L_j with L_j ∈ Pic(X, P) satisfying g^∗L_j � χ_j ⊗_k O_Z as Γ-equivariant line bundles for some character χ_j of Γ over k, and P_F is the projective space parametrizing certain extension classes of bundles determined by F. This stratification carries over to our description of the unstable locus, the Stein factorization and finally to the Coarse moduli space itself.

Much remains to study about the moduli space that we have constructed. For example, we would like to know whether M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is normal, what is its Picard group, deeper understanding of the base locus of determinantal line bundle, etc. Computing its dimension is one of our future goals. The reader should note that our construction is based on the assumption that there exists a P-semistable bundle of rank n and determinant Δ on (X, P).

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 3

This is equivalent to the existence of a Γ-equivariant semistable bundle on Z of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ (see § 4.2). We would like to bring to a conclusion our investigation into the non-emptiness of the moduli space in our future work. Finally, it would be great to have an alternate construction of the moduli space using classical GIT machinery.

Acknowledgement

It is a pleasure to thank A. J. Parameswaran and Manish Kumar for some valuable discussions. Part of the work presented in this paper was carried out at TIFR Mumbai and ISI Bangalore. We would like to acknowledge their support.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Moduli Space of Semistable Bundles on an Algebraic Curve. The purpose of this section is to recall the e construction of the moduli space of the semistable bundles of a fixed rank and determinant on a smooth projective curve X of genus g defined over an algebraically closed field k of an arbitrary characteristic.

Throughout this section, S will denote a k-scheme. By a sheaf on S , we will always mean a quasi-coherent sheaf of O_S -modules. In whatever follows, p_S : S × X −→ S and q_S : S × X −→ X denote the projection morphisms. Since X is a smooth curve, the notion of a torsion-free sheaf and the locally free sheaves coincide, which we call bundles. A classical problem is to understand the bundles on X. Recall that a family of bundles over X, parametrized by S , is a coherent sheaf E on S × X that is flat over S and such that for each geometric point Spec(K)^s−→ S , the restriction E_s � E|_{Spec(K)×X} is a bundle. Two such families E and E^′ are said to be equivalent if E � E^′ ⊗ p^∗_S (L) for some line bundle L on S . We work with the following convention.

Convention 2.1. By standard approximation techniques, in whatever follows, we only deal with finite type k-schemes S , and only consider the restrictions E_s over the closed points s ∈ S . This is done to ease the notation, with the understanding that a family can always be parametrized with general k-schemes S where the restriction is defined over geometric points. In this sense, a family of bundles over X, parameterized by S , is simply a bundle on S × X. Also note that, E_s � q_{S,∗} � E ⊗ p^∗_S k(s) � where k(s) denote the skyscraper sheaf on S that is supported on s.

In general, the collection of families of bundles on X is too big to be representable or to admit a natural parameter space. One natural way to cut down the collection of families of bundles on X is by suitable invariants, leading to Mumford’s notion (cf. [32]) of slope stability. Recall that the rank rk(E) of a bundle E on X is defined to be the dimension of the O_{X,ζ} = k(X)-linear space E_ζ where ζ is the generic point of X. Associated to a rank n bundle E, we have the determinant line bundle det(E) = ∧^n E on X. The degree deg(E) of E is defined to be the degree of the line bundle det(E). The slope of E is defined to be the rational number μ(E) � deg(E)/rk(E). A bundle E is said to be semistable if for any proper sub-bundle F of E, we have:

μ(F) ≤ μ(E),

and E is said to be stable if the above inequality is strict for any proper sub-bundle F of E. A bundle E is said to be polystable if E is a direct sum of stable sub-bundles, each having the slope μ(E). Further, two semistable bundles E and E^′ are called S-equivalent, denoted by E_1 ∼_S E_2, if their associated unique graded bundles gr_E and gr_E′ coming from Jordan-Hölder filtrations are isomorphic.

4 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Working over k = C, Mumford showed in [32] that there is a moduli space M^s_X(n, d) of stable bundles of fixed rank n and degree d over an arbitrary smooth projective curve X, and it has a structure of a non-singular projective variety. To construct a moduli space of semistable bundles of a fixed rank n ≥ 2 and degree d, we first consider the following contravariant functor M^{ss}_X (n, d) which to any k-scheme S associates the set (2.1)

M^{ss}_X (n, d)(S ) = � � � � � Families of bundles E on X, parametrized by S, such that for each closed point s ∈ S, E_s is a semistable bundle of rank n and degree d, modulo the usual equivalence of families

� � � � � . The above definition is justified by the fact that the rank and the degree of the bundle E_s � � E ⊗ p^∗_S k(s) � is independent of the closed point s ∈ S .

The stack M^{ss}_X (n, d) is an open, quasi-compact, irreducible algebraic sub-stack of the algebraic stack M_X(n, d) where M_X(n, d) is an irreducible algebraic stack of finite type over k with affine diagonal, parametrizing (not necessarily semistable) rank n bundles on X of degree d; see [2] for details, and note that the proofs of the above fact in loc. cit. are independent of the characteristic of the base field k. The algebraic stack M^{ss}_X (n, d) is smooth (cf. [2, Proposition 1.3] for char(k) = 0, and [21, Section 2] when k is of an arbitrary characteristic), admitting a morphism

π_X(n, d): M^{ss}_X (n, d) −→ M^{ss}_X (n, d)

to a normal irreducible projective variety M^{ss}_X (n, d). The morphism π_X(n, d) is initial among all morphisms from M^{ss}_X (n, d) to k-schemes. Seshadri gave the first ever construction of M^{ss}_X (n, d) for k = C in [39] using the techniques from the GIT and showed that M^{ss}_X (n, d) is the natural compactification of Mumford’s variety M^s_X(n, d). The same GIT-based construction works over any base field k, and it follows that M^{ss}_X (n, d) only parametrizes polystable bundles of rank n and degree d. In general, the morphism π_X (n, d) is not a Coarse moduli morphism since two k-points [E] and [E^′] in M^{ss}_X (n, d) have the same image in M_X (n, d) if and only if the semistable bundles E and E^′ are S-equivalent; see [2, Lemma 3.11, Theorem 3.12]. This leads us to consider a quotient algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_X (n, d) of M^{ss}_X (n, d) by considering the S-equivalence. The functor M^{ss,S}_X (n, d) associates (2.2)

M^{ss,S}_X (n, d)(S ) = � � � � � Families of bundles E on X, parametrized by S, such that for each close point s ∈ S, E_s is a semistable bundle of rank n and degree d, modulo the usual equivalence and the S-equivalence ∼_S

� � � � � , to any finite type k-scheme S . The morphism

π: M^{ss,S}_X (n, d) −→ M^{ss}_X (n, d)

induced by π_X(n, d) is the Coarse moduli morphism.

After fixing a line bundle Δ ∈ Pic^d(X) of degree d, one can also consider the stack M_X(n, Δ) that parametrizes the bundles on X of rank n and determinant isomorphic to Δ as follows. There is a universal bundle E_{univ} on the algebraic stack X × M_X(n, d) where recall that M_X (n, d) is the algebraic stack parametrizing rank n bundles on X of degree d. For n = 1, the stack M_X (1, d) is the Picard stack Pic^d_X , and the universal bundle is the Poincaré bundle P on X × Pic^d_X . Considering the determinant line bundle associated to the universal bundle E_{univ}, we obtain a canonical morphism

det: M_X(n, d) −→ Pic^d_X

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 5

such that (id_X ×det)^∗P � det(E_{univ}). The choice of the line bundle Δ determines a geometric point Spec(k)^{[Δ]}−→ Pic^d_X , and the stack M_X(n, Δ) is the 2-fiber product stack

M_X(n, Δ) = Spec(k) ×_{[Δ],Pic}d_{X ,det} M_X(n, d).

By [41, Lemma 04TF] and base change results, this is an algebraic stack, locally of finite type over k, with affine diagonal. It again follows (see [2]) that the algebraic stack M_X(n, Δ) is smooth and irreducible containing an open irreducible quasi-compact algebraic sub-stack M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) which parametrizes semistable bundles of rank n and determinant isomorphic to Δ.There is again a canonical quotient algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ) of M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) by considering the classes of S-equivalence, and we have a Coarse moduli morphism M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ) −→ M^{ss}_X (n, Δ);

see for [39] k = C, and [16], [20] for arbitrary base field k. More precisely, for any k-scheme S , M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ)(S ) is the set of equivalence classes of all families E over X, parameterized by S , such that for each closed point s ∈ S , the bundle E_s is semistable of rank n, and det(E) � p^∗_S N ⊗ q^∗_S (Δ) for some invertible sheaf N on S ; where the equivalence relation is given by the usual equivalence of families together with the S-equivalence ∼_S. It should be mentioned that there are several ways to fix the determinant line bundle; [21] gives a comprehensive study of these different moduli problems and the associated moduli spaces, and due to their work, we make the following convention:

Convention 2.2. In whatever follows, we say that a family F on X, parametrized by S , has ‘determinant Δ’ to mean that for each closed point s ∈ S , we have F_s � Δ.

Our objective in this article is to parameterize orbifold semistable bundles of a given rank and whose determinants are isomorphic to a given orbifold line bundle. For this, we rely on a GIT-free construction following [16] and [20]. We give a detailed account of this construction of M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ) in Appendix A.

2.2. Orbifold Curves. As before, let k denote an algebraically closed field of an arbitrary characteristic. The notion of a branch data was introduced and studied in [36] for k = C, further generalized in [24]. We review the important definitions and results. One new result is Lemma 2.4 which states that an orbifold curve is always dominated by a geometric orbifold curve in such a way that the induced cover is tamely ramified; this important result will be used extensively throughout.

A branch data P on a smooth projective connected k-curve X is an association of a finite Galois field extension P(x) of the local field K_{X,x} = QF(^O_{X,x}) in a fixed algebraic closure of K_{X,x} for finitely many closed points x ∈ X. The branch locus BL(P) for a branch data P on X is defined to be the finite (possibly empty) set

BL(P) � {x ∈ X | P(x)/K_{X,x} is a non-trivial extension}.

of closed points in X. A branch data P with BL(P) being the empty set is referred to as the trivial branch data.

A formal orbifold curve is a pair (X, P), consisting of a smooth projective connected k-curve X and a branch data P on X. On a curve X, the collection of branch data has an ordering Q ≥ P, which means that for any closed point x ∈ X, we have Q(x) ⊃ P(x) as extensions of K_{X,x}. For any Q ≥ P, the identity map id_X induces a cover (X, Q) −→ (X, P) of formal orbifold curves. In particular, we obtain the induced cover ι: (X, P) −→ X where we view X as the formal orbifold curve associated to the trivial branch data.

6 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

We refer to [13, Section 3] for detailed definition, notation, and convention. It was noted in [13, Appendix, Theorem A.1] that a formal orbifold curve (X, P) can be viewed as a smooth proper Deligne Mumford stack that admits the induced cover ι: (X, P) −→ X as its Coarse moduli map, and such that ι induces an isomorphism

(X, P) ×_X (X − BL(P))^�−→ X − BL(P)

of k-curves. Further, the stabilizer group G_x associated to the residual gerbe corresponding to a point x ∈ BL(P) is the Galois group Gal � P(x)/K_{X,x} � . Convention 2.3. In whatever follows, we do not distinguish between a formal orbifold curve and the corresponding smooth proper Deligne Mumford stack; the later being referred to as an orbifold curve.

Given an orbifold curve (X, P) with branch locus BL(P) = {x_1, . . . , x_r}, an explicit atlas of (X, P) is provided in [13, Lemma 3.11]; namely, there is an affine open cover {U_i}_{0≤i≤r} of X with U_0 = X − BL(P), and for 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the set U_i contains x_i and no other x_j, and the fiber product stack U_i ×_X (X, P) is a quotient stack [V_i/G_i] for some smooth affine irreducible curve V_i admitting a generically faithful action by the stabilizer group G_i � G_{xi} = Gal � P(x_i)/K_{X,xi} � . When (X, P) is globally a quotient stack [Z/Γ] for some finite group Γ and a Γ-Galois cover Z −→ X of smooth projective connected curves, we say that (X, P) is a geometric orbifold curve, and P is called a geometric branch data.

By [24, Proposition 2.37], there is a geometric branch data Q on X such that Q ≥ P. It should be noted that the choice of the geometric branch data Q is not unique. When P is not a geometric branch data, the induced cover τ: (X, Q) −→ (X, P) may be wildly ramified, i.e. for some closed point x ∈ X, the group Gal (Q(x)/P(x)) has order divisible by p. In the following, we show that there is a choice of Q as above such that τ is a tamely ramified cover, i.e. Gal (Q(x)/P(x)) is a cyclic group of order coprime to p.

Lemma 2.4. Let (X, P) be a connected orbifold curve. Then there is a geometric branch data P̃ on X with P̃ ≥ P such that the induced cover τ: (X, P̃) −→ (X, P) is tamely ramified.

Proof. If P is a geometric branch data, we take P̃ = P. Suppose that P is not a geometric branch data. Let BL(P) be its branch locus. From the theory of finite Galois extension of local fields ([38, Chapter IV, Corollary 4]), it follows that for each x ∈ BL(P), the stabilizer group G_x � Gal(P(x)/K_{X,x}) is of the form

G_x � P_x ⋊ Z/m_xZ

for some (possibly trivial) normal p-subgroup P_x and a prime-to-p integer m_x. Set

B � {x ∈ BL(P) | m_x � 1}.

Since P is not geometric, necessarily B � ∅ ([24, Corollary 2.33]). Let B = {x_1, . . . , x_r}. Consider a finite set of closed points {y_1, . . . , y_r} in X, disjoint from BL(P). Define a branch data P̃ with branch locus BL(P) ⊔ {y_1, . . . , y_r} as follows: P̃(x) � P(x) for x ∈ BL(P),

P̃(y_i) � K_{X,yi} [y_i, t_i]/(t^{mxi}_i − y_i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ r;

here we denote the local parameter at the point y_i also by y_i, and P̃(y_i) is the unique Z/m_{xi} Z- Galois extension of K_{X,yi} . Note that by [24, Corollary 2.33], the purely wild branch data P_{wild} on X with branch locus BL(P) − B, and defined by P_{wild}(x) = P(x) as extensions of K_{X,x} where x ∈ BL(P) − B, is geometric. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the branch data Q_i on X with branch locus {x_i, y_i}, defined by Q_i(x_i) = P(x_i) and Q_i(y_i) = P̃(y_i) is also geometric by

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 7

the existence of Kummer-Harbater-Katz-Gabber covers associated to the local extension P(x_i)/K_{X,xi} (cf. [12, Theorem 9.6]). As P̃ is the compositum of the branch data P_{wild} with all the Q_i’s, by [24, Proposition 2.29], P̃ is a geometric branch data on X, and P̃ ≥ P by the construction. □

2.3. Orbifold Sheaves of Modules. This section is devoted to the generalities of a quasicoherent sheaf on an orbifold curve. We recall certain important notions used in this article following [35], [28], and [13]. The notions and results in this section will be used throught our article, without further mention.

On an algebraic stack X over a k-scheme S , there are several associated ringed topoi: big topoi X_{Zar}, X_{fppf} , X_{ÉT}, and two small topoi X_{lis-ét}, X_{ét}; see [35, Chapter 9] and [28, Chapter 12]. On X, the structure sheaf O_X gives a ringed topos structure on each of these topos. For a Deligne Mumford stack X, the respective full subcategories of quasi-coherent O_X-modules in the above mentioned ringed topoi are all equivalent; see [35, Proposition 9.1.18, page 195]. If X is a scheme, this equivalence extends to the small Zariski topos X_{zar} as well. Under these equivalences, we will only consider the small étale topos on an orbifold curve (X, P). We write Coh_{O(X,P)} and QCoh_{O(X,P)} for the full subcategories of the category of O_{(X,P)}-modules Mod_{O(X,P)} , consisting of the coherent and quasi-coherent sheaves of O_{(X,P)}-modules, respectively. The categories Coh_{O(X,P)} and QCoh_{O(X,P)} admit tensor structures, induced from the abelian tensor category Mod_{O(X,P)} . For E ∈ Coh_{O(X,P)} , the functor Hom_{O(X,P)} (E, −) is a right adjoint to the tensor product functor E ⊗_{O(X,P)} −. Our interest is on the locally free sheaves of O_{(X,P)}-modules, which we will refer to as bundles. This is a full subcategory of Coh_{O(X,P)} , denoted by Vect(X, P). We note that for E ∈ Vect(X, P), the coherent sheaf

E^∨ � Hom_{O(X,P)} (E, O_{(X,P)})

is again a bundle. In fact, the tensor product functor E ⊗_{O(X,P)} − and the sheaf hom-functor Hom_{O(X,P)} (E, −) � E^∨ ⊗ − are exact functors.

Let f : (Y, Q) −→ (X, P) be a cover of orbifold curves. We have the induced functors

f_∗ : Mod_{O(Y,Q)} −→ Mod_{O(X,P)} , and f^∗ : Mod_{O(X,P)} −→ Mod_{O(Y,Q)} .

These functors define an adjoint pair ( f^∗, f_∗); see [35, Proposition 9.3.6, pg. 205]. Since f is a quasi-separated and quasi-compact morphism, the above adjoint pair restricts to an adjoint pair of functors between quasi-coherent sheaves of modules; since f_∗ and f^∗ also preserve coherent and locally free sheaves, we get further restrictions to adjoint pairs of functors between coherent sheaves of modules and between bundles.

Since f is a flat morphism, f^∗ is an exact functor that is strong symmetric monoidal, which means that we have isomorphisms

f^∗O_{(X,P)} � O_{(Y,Q)}, and f^∗(E ⊗ F) � f^∗ E ⊗ f^∗ F

for any E, F ∈ QCoh_{O(X,P)} . By [17, Proposition 1.12], for E ∈ Vect(X, P), and F ∈ QCoh_{O(X,P)} , the natural map

f^∗Hom_{O(X,P)} (E, F) −→ Hom_{O(Y,Q)} ( f^∗ E, f^∗ F)

is an isomorphism, and by [13, Proposition A.3], the projective formula holds, i.e., for any E^′ ∈ QCoh_{O(Y,Q)} , the natural map

E ⊗ f_∗ E^′ −→ f_∗( f^∗E ⊗ E^′)

8 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

is an isomorphism. Another important property of the ( f^∗, f_∗)-adjoint pair is that when f is faithfully flat, for any E ∈ QCoh_{O(X,P)} , the canonical injective map

f^# : E −→ f_∗ f^∗ E

obtained by evaluating the unit id ⇒ f_∗ f^∗ of the ( f^∗, f_∗)-adjoint at E is an f -locally split injection — this means that the injective map f^∗ f^# : f^∗ E → f^∗ f_∗ f^∗ E splits; see [44, Proposition 3.5.4(i)].

We also recall from [35, 9.2.5, page 198, and Proposition 9.2.16] that f_∗ is a left exact functor, and we can form higher direct images R^i f_∗ for i ≥ 0, with R^0 f_∗ = f_∗: for any E ∈ QCoh_{O(Y,Q)} , the sheaf R^i f_∗ E ∈ QCoh_{O(X,P)} associates H^i(V ×_{(X,P)} (Y, Q), pr^∗ E) to any atlas V −→ (X, P) where pr denote the projection V ×_{(X,P)} (Y, Q) −→ (Y, Q). Moreover, the higher direct image sheaves are coherent if E is coherent. The functor f_∗ is not right exact, in general. Although, in the following two important cases, f_∗ is exact. (1) The cover f is representable in the sense of a morphism of algebraic stacks; see [13, Lemma 3.4].

(2) The cover f is tamely ramified, i.e. for each point y ∈ BL(Q), the Galois field extension Q(y)/P( f_0(y)) is a cyclic extension of order co-prime-to p where f_0 : Y −→ X is the cover induced on the Coarse moduli curves. To see this statement, we note that for any cover f , the geometric fibers of the relative inertia stack I_f −→ (Y, Q) are constant group schemes associated to the groups Gal (Q(y)/P( f_0(y))). By [1, Proposition 2.10], these group schemes are linearly reductive if and only if they are of order prime-to-p (hence, cyclic). So the cover f is tamely ramified if and only if it is a tame morphism in the sense of algebraic stacks, and a relative version of [1, Theorem 3.2] shows that f_∗ is an exact functor. In fact, this the reason we produced the tamely ramified cover in Lemma 2.4.

The notion of the rank of a bundle (or even a coherent sheaf) is defined generically; so, for E ∈ Coh_{O(X,P)} , the rank rk(E) = rk(ι_∗E) where ι is the induced cover ι: (X, P) −→ X. From [13, Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 3.24], we see that the pushforward coherent sheaf f_∗ F on (X, P) has rank deg( f_0) · rk(E) = rk(ι_∗ f_∗ F) for any F ∈ Coh(Y, Q) with f_0 : Y −→ X being the cover induced by f on the Coarse moduli curves. Moreover, f_∗ F is a bundle if F is so. Let us give a more detailed description of the higher direct images under the Coarse moduli map.

Lemma 2.5. Let (X, P) be an orbifold curve with the Coarse moduli map ι: (X, P) −→ X. For any E ∈ Coh_{O(X,P)} , the following hold.

(1) ι_∗E is a coherent sheaf on X of rank rk(ι_∗E) = rk(E). For i ≥ 1, the coherent sheaf R^iι_∗E is a torsion sheaf of O_X -modules.

(2) Assume that E ∈ Vect(X, P). For any Galois cover g_0 : Z −→ X of smooth projective connected curves that factors as g_0 : Z^g−→ (X, P)^ι−→ X such that g is tamely ramified, the torsion sheaf R^1ι_∗E is the cokernel of the natural injection

0 −→ g_{0,∗}g^∗E/ι_∗E −→ ι_∗ (g_∗g^∗E/E) ,

and for all i ≥ 2, we have the isomorphisms R^iι_∗E � R^{i−1}ι_∗ (g_∗g^∗E/E).

Proof. We may assume that P is a non-trivial branch data. We first claim that for any quasicoherent sheaf E, and for each i ≥ 1, the quasi-coherent sheaf R^iι_∗E vanishes away from the branch locus BL(P). To see this, consider the affine curve U_0 = X − BL(P). Then the sheaf R^iι_∗E on U_0 is given by H^i(U_0×_X (X, P), pr^∗E) where pr: U_0×_X (X, P) −→ (X, P) is the

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 9

projection map. Since pr^∗ E is a quasi-coherent sheaf on the affine curve U_0 ×_X (X, P) � U_0, we have H^i(U_0 ×_X (X, P), pr^∗ E) = 0 for all i ≥ 0. This proves the claim. Statement (1) follows directly from this and our previous discussion.

To see (2), consider a Γ-Galois cover

g_0 : Z^u−→ [Z/Γ] = (X, P̃)^τ−→ (X, P)^ι−→ X where u is the natural atlas, τ is a tamely ramified cover, g = τ ∘ u, and ι̃ � ι ∘ τ is the Coarse moduli map. Let E ∈ Vect(X, P). Set Ẽ � τ^∗ E ∈ Vect(X, P̃). Using the canonical injection ι̃^# : Ẽ → u_∗u^∗Ẽ, we have a short exact sequence

0 −→ Ẽ −→ u_∗u^∗Ẽ −→ Q � � u_∗u^∗Ẽ � /Ẽ −→ 0

of bundles on (X, P̃). Since g_0 is a finite map of schemes, g_{0,∗} is an exact functor by [41, Proposition 03QP]. Also since u is an étale cover, the functor u_∗ is exact. In particular, for all i ≥ 1, we have R^iι̃_∗(u_∗u^∗Ẽ) � R^iι_∗(g_{0,∗}g^∗_0E) = 0.

So the above exact sequence produces a long exact sequence (2.3) 0 −→ ι̃_∗Ẽ −→ g_{0,∗}u^∗Ẽ −→ ι̃_∗Q −→ R^1ι̃_∗Ẽ −→ 0, and for all i ≥ 2, the isomorphisms (2.4) R^iι̃_∗Ẽ � R^{i−1}ι̃_∗Q.

Now the covers τ and g are tamely ramified; hence, τ_∗ and g_∗ are also exact functors. Further, [13, Lemma 3.24] shows that τ_∗O_{(X,}~_{P)} � O_{(X,P)}. By the flat base change and the projection formula ([13, Proposition A.3]), we obtain the following isomorphisms for i ≥ 0.

R^iι̃_∗Ẽ � R^iι_∗E, R^iι̃_∗(u_∗u^∗Ẽ) � R^iι_∗(g_∗g^∗E), R^iι̃_∗Q � R^iι_∗ (g_∗g^∗E/E) .

Using these isomorphisms, the exact sequence (2.3) becomes:

0 −→ ι_∗E −→ ι_∗(g_∗g^∗E) � g_{0,∗}g^∗E −→ ι_∗ (g_∗g^∗E/E) −→ R^1ι_∗E −→ 0, and the isomorphisms (2.4) become: R^iι_∗E � R^{i−1}ι_∗ (g_∗g^∗ E/E) for i ≥ 2. In particular, the coherent torsion sheaf R^1ι_∗E is the cokernel of the natural inclusion g_{0,∗}g^∗E/ι_∗E � ker � ι_∗ (g_∗g^∗E/E) → R^1ι_∗ E � → ι_∗ (g_∗g^∗E/E) of bundles. Inductively applying the above for i ≥ 1, (2) follows. □

3. Stability Conditions on Orbifold Bundles In this section, we pose our moduli problem. To understand the moduli problem, we prove results on the descent of an orbifold bundle related to our context (cf. Proposition 3.2), recall the definitions and properties of orbifold slope stability, establish important results regarding the cohomologies of orbifold bundles (see Lemma 3.3, Corollary 3.5), and provide a comparison of the S-equivalence under certain covers of orbifold curves (see Proposition 3.8).

10 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

3.1. Descent and cohomologies of Orbifold Bundles. We start by collecting crucial results on orbifold bundles which are well known for bundles on curves. We also note certain useful properties of the cohomologies of orbifold bundles in our setup. Let us fix the following notation throughout this section.

Notation 3.1. Let P be a non-trivial branch data on a smooth projective connected k-curve X. Fix a geometric branch data P̃ on X satisfying P̃ ≥ P such that the induced cover τ: (X, P̃) −→ (X, P) of orbifold curves is tamely ramified; this can be done by Lemma 2.4. Also fix a Γ-Galois cover g_0 : Z −→ X of smooth projective connected curves (for a finite group Γ) that factors as a composition

(3.1) g_0 : Z^u−→ [Z/Γ] = (X, P̃)^τ−→ (X, P)^ι−→ X where u is the natural atlas, g � τ ∘ u is a representable cover, and ι is the Coarse moduli map.

Let ζ denote the generic point of X and E ∈ Vect(X). Then E_ζ = E ⊗_{OX} O_{X,ζ} is a k(X) = O_{X,ζ} -vector space. Any coherent sub-sheaf F of E is a coherent torsion-free sheaf; i.e., F is a bundle. Recall that a sub-bundle of E is a sub-sheaf F ⊂ E such that coker (F → E) is a bundle. [26, Proposition 1] states that given a k(X)-linear subspace W ⊂ E_ζ , there is a unique sub-bundle F ⊂ E such that F_ζ = W. We use this fact to obtain similar results for orbifold bundles.

Since the orbifold curve (X, P) is generically isomorphic to X, the point ζ is also the generic point of (X, P). Further, for any bundle E on (X, P), we have the k(X)-linear vector space E_ζ , any coherent sub-sheaf F of E is a bundle on (X, P), and a sub-bundle of E is a coherent sub-sheaf F ⊂ E such that coker(F → E) ∈ Vect(X, P). Proposition 3.2. Let ζ be the generic point of X. The following hold.

(1) For F ∈ Vect(X, P̃), and a k(X)-linear subspace W ⊆ F_ζ , there is a unique subbundle F^{(W)} ⊆ F such that F^{(W)}_ζ = W.

(2) Let E ∈ Vect(X, P) and F^′ ⊆ τ^∗ E be a sub-bundle. Then there exists a unique sub-bundle E^′ ⊆ E such that τ^∗ E^′ � F^′.

(3) For any E ∈ Vect(X, P), and a k(X)-linear subspace V ⊆ E_ζ , there is a unique sub-bundle E^{(V)} ⊆ E such that E^{(V)}_ζ = V.

Proof. Let η denote the generic point of Z. We have a Γ-invariant k(Z)-linear subspace W ⊗_{k(X)} k(Z) ⊆ F_ζ ⊗_{k(X)} k(Z) � (u^∗F)_η.

By [26, Proposition 1], there is a unique sub-bundle S ⊆ u^∗F on Z such that S_η = W ⊗_{k(X)} k(Z). Moreover, on any open affine U ⊂ Z, we have S (U) = (u^∗F) (U) ∩ � W ⊗_{k(X)} k(Z) � . In particular, taking Γ-invariant affine open subsets U ⊂ Z, we conclude that S is a Γequivariant sub-bundle of u^∗F with S_η = W ⊗_{k(X)} k(Z). Since u^∗ : Vect(X, P̃) −→ Vect^Γ(Z) is an equivalence of categories with a quasi inverse given by the invariant pushforward u^Γ_∗ , there exists a unique sub-bundle F^{(W)} ⊆ F such that u^∗F^{(W)} � S as Γ-equivariant bundles. In particular, F^{(W)}_ζ = W, proving (1).

Now let E ∈ Vect(X, P) and F^′ ⊆ τ^∗ E be a sub-bundle. We claim that F^′ is isomorphic to τ^∗τ_∗ F^′. The inclusion homomorphism j: F^′ → τ^∗ E induces τ_∗ j: τ_∗ F^′ → τ_∗τ^∗ E � E, which further induces an inclusion τ^∗τ_∗ j: τ^∗τ_∗ F^′ → τ^∗ E as coherent sheaves. As τ_∗ is an exact functor, we have

coker(τ_∗ F^{′ τ∗ j}−→ τ_∗τ^∗ E) � τ_∗coker(F^{′ j}−→ τ^∗ E),

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 11

a bundle on (X, P). So coker(τ^∗τ_∗ F^{′ τ∗τ∗ j}−→ τ^∗τ_∗τ^∗ E � τ^∗ E) � τ^∗τ_∗coker(F^{′ j}−→ τ^∗ E) is a bundle on (X, P̃). Thus F^′ and τ^∗τ_∗F^′ are both sub-bundles of τ^∗ E of the same rank. Again using the exactness of τ_∗, the canonical adjoint morphism α: τ^∗τ_∗ F^′ −→ F^′ is an epimorphism. So α is an isomorphism. Taking E^′ � τ_∗ F^′, and by the uniqueness of the pullback bundles, the statement (2) follows.

The statement (3) is the consequence of the first two statements applied to the bundle F = τ^∗ E. □ Next, we go through the results on the cohomologies of quasi-coherent sheaves on (X, P) — the first approach is to relate them with the classical cohomologies on X, and the second one is to use the equivariant set up. The approach helps us calculate the dimension of the cohomologies in suitable cases, whereas the second theory is more significant for our purpose.

There is a first quadrant Leray spectral sequence (cf. [9, Theorem A.1.6.4]) (3.2) E^{p,q}_2 = H^p(X, R^qι_∗E) ⇒ H^{p+q}((X, P), E). In particular, we have H^0((X, P), E) � H^0(X, ι_∗E), and

(3.3)

an exact sequence: 0 → H^1(X, ι_∗E) → H^1((X, P), E) → H^0(X, R^1ι_∗ E) → 0

(3.4) of k-vector spaces.

To employ the equivariant approach, we first note that the cohomologies of quasicoherent sheaves on (X, P) are the same as those of the pullback sheaves on (X, P̃). Lemma 3.3. Let E ∈ QCoh_{O(X,P)} . For any i ≥ 0, we have a canonical isomorphism H^i((X, P̃), τ^∗E) � H^i((X, P), E).

Proof. Let η_X : X −→ Spec(k) denote the structure morphism. Then for any Ẽ ∈ QCoh_{O(X,P̃)} , and for i ≥ 0, we have the canonical isomorphism R^i(ι̃ ∘ η_X )_∗(Ẽ) � H^i((X, P̃), Ẽ) ⊗_k O_k.

Similarly, for any E ∈ QCoh_{O(X,P)} , and for i ≥ 0, we have the isomorphism R^i(ι_∗ ∘ η_X)_∗(E) � H^i((X, P), E) ⊗_k O_k.

By the projection formula ([13, Proposition A.3]), we have R^qτ_∗(τ^∗E) � E ⊗ R^qτ_∗(O_{(X,}~_{P)}) for all q ≥ 0. Since τ_∗ is an exact functor, R^qτ_∗(τ^∗ E) vanishes for all q ≥ 1. Since τ_∗O_{(X,}~_{P)} � O_{(X,P)} ([13, Lemma 3,24]), we have τ_∗(τ^∗E) � E. Thus, R^i(ι̃ ∘ η_X )_∗(τ^∗E) � R^i(ι ∘ η_X)_∗ (τ_∗τ^∗ E) � R^i(ι_∗ ∘ η_X )_∗E, proving the result. □ In view of the above result, we are only interested in computing the cohomologies of the pullback sheaves on the geometric orbifold curve (X, P̃). The cohomologies of coherent sheaves on (X, P̃) can also be computed using a Cartan-Leray spectral sequence associated to the atlas u: Z −→ (X, P̃) which we recall following [41, Section 06X7] and [9, Section A.1.4]. As before, let E ∈ QCoh_{O(X,P)} .

12 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Let n ≥ 0. Consider the (n + 1)-fold product Z_n = Z ×_{(X,}~_{P)} · · · ×_{(X,}~_{P)} Z. Since u is a Γ-Galois étale cover, we have Z_0 = Z, and for n ≥ 1, the fiber product Z_n is isomorphic to Γ^{(n)} × Z where Γ^{(n)} is group scheme over k associated to the product group Γ × · · · × Γ. So Z_n is a disjoint union of copies of Z, parametrized by elements of Γ^{(n)}. Write pr_n for the projection of Z_n onto Z and ϕ_n : Z_n −→ (X, P̃) for the composition of pr_n followed by u. Also set E_n � ϕ^∗_nτ^∗ E � pr^∗_ng^∗E. In particular, E_0 = g^∗E. Then we have the exact sequence (the extended relative Čech complex) (3.5) 0 −→ τ^∗ E −→ ϕ_{0,∗}ϕ^∗_0τ^∗ E −→ ϕ_{1,∗}ϕ^∗_1τ^∗ E −→ ϕ_{2,∗}ϕ^∗_2τ^∗ E −→ · · · . For each q ≥ 0, the above exact sequence (3.5) induces a complex

s(H^q) : H^q(Z_0, E_0)^{d0}−→ H^q(Z_1, E_1)^{d1}−→ · · ·^{dn−1}−→ H^q(Z_n, E_n)^{dn}−→ · · · Since each Z_n is a disjoint union of copies of the a smooth projective connected k-curve Z, the complex s(H^q) is identically zero for q ≥ 2. Set Ȟ^p(H^q(Z_., E_.)) � ker(d^p)/im(d^{p−1}).

The following spectral sequence computes the cohomologies of τ^∗ E, and hence of E. Proposition 3.4 ([9, Proposition A.1.4.1], [41, Lemma 06XG]). Under the above notation, there is a first quadrant spectral sequence E^{p,q}_2 = Ȟ^p(H^q(Z_., E_.)) ⇒ H^{p+q}((X, P̃), τ^∗E).

An immediate calculation of the above spectral sequence produces the following. Corollary 3.5. Under the above notation, the following hold.

(1) H^0((X, P), E) = ker � H^0(Z, g^∗E) → H^0(Z ×_{~X} Z, pr^∗_1g ∗ E) � = H^0(Z, g^∗E)^Γ.

(2) There is an exact sequence

0 −→ Ȟ^1(H^0(Z_., E_.)) −→ H^1((X, P), E) −→ ker � H^1(Z, g^∗E) → H^1(Z_1, E_1) � −→ Ȟ^2(H^0(Z_., E_.)) −→ H^2((X, P), E).

In particular, if E ∈ Vect(X, P) such that H^0(Z, g^∗E) = 0, then H^1((X, P), E) is the subspace of Γ-fixed points in H^1(Z, g^∗E).

Proof. The statement follows by Lemma 3.3, the spectral sequence in Proposition 3.4 together with the observation that H^0((X, P), E) = H^0(X, ι_∗E) = g^Γ_{0,∗}(g^∗E) from Equation (3.2).

Now suppose that H^0(Z, g^∗E) = 0 for E ∈ Vect(X, P). Then by the base change theorem ([13, Proposition A.3]), H^0(Z_1, E_1) � H^0(Z, ⊕_{γ∈Γ} γ^∗g^∗E) also vanishes. From the complex (s(H^q) :), we conclude that Ȟ^1(H^0(Z_., E_.)) = 0. By (3.5), the group H^1((X, P), E) is the kernel of the natural map H^1(Z, g^∗E) −→ H^1(Z_1, E_1) � H^1(Z, ⊕_{γ∈Γ} γ^∗g^∗E), proving the last statement. □

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 13

3.2. Orbifold Semistable Bundles. Let us briefly outline the definition and properties of slope stability for bundles on orbifold curves; our main reference is [13].

Let (X, P) be an orbifold curve with the associated Coarse moduli map ι: (X, P) −→ X. Recall that the rank rk(E) of a bundle E on (X, P) is defined to be the rank rk(ι_∗E) of the bundle ι_∗E on X. Associated to a bundle E of rank n, we have the determinant line bundle det(E) = ∧^nE ∈ Pic(X, P). Every line bundle on (X, P) is of the form O_{(X,P)}(D) for a Weil divisor D on (X, P), up to a linear equivalence; cf. [43, Lemma 5.4.5]. So the P-degree of E is defined to be

deg_P(E) � deg_P(det(E)) = � 1≤i≤t

n_i deg_P(x_i) ∈ Q

where det(E) � O_{(X,P)}

�_{1≤i≤t}

n_i x_i � for some residual gerbes x_i’s, n_i ∈ Z, and the P-degree of any residual gerbe x is defined to be the rational number^1_{|Gal}(_{P(ι(x))/KX,ι(x)} )_| . For E ∈ Vect(X, P), its P-slope is the rational number

μ_P(E) � deg_P(E) rk(E) . A bundle E on (X, P) is said to be P-semistable if for every proper sub-bundle F ⊂ E, we have μ_P(F) ≤ μ_P(E).

The bundle E in the above definition is P-stable if the inequality is strict for every proper sub-bundle F ⊂ E, and is P-polystable if E is a finite direct sum ⊕_{1≤ j≤r} E_i of P-stable bundles E_j satisfying μ_P(E_j) = μ_P(E) for all j.

The existence of the unique Harder-Narasimhan filtration of a bundle on (X, P) and a Jordan Hölder filtration for a P-semistable bundle are established in [13, Proposition 4.8]. More precisely, any E ∈ Vect(X, P) has a maximal P-semistable sub-bundle HN_1(E), called the maximal destabilizing sub-bundle, determined uniquely by the following property: for any sub-bundle F of E, we have μ_P(HN_1(E)) ≥ μ_P(F), and if equality holds, F ⊂ HN_1(E). Using the existence of the maximal destabilizing sub-bundles, any E ∈ Vect(X, P) admits a unique Harder-Narasimhan filtration

0 = HN_0(E) ⊂ HN_1(E) ⊂ HN_2(E) ⊂ · · · ⊂ HN_r(E) = E

where each subsequent quotient bundles HN_{i+1}(E)/HN_i(E) are P-semistable, satisfying

μ_{max,P}(E) � μ_P(HN_1(E)) > μ_P(HN_2(E)/HN_1(E)) > · · · > μ_P(E/HN_{r−1}(E)).

Moreover, each P-semistable bundle E on (X, P) admits a (non-canonical) Jordan-Hölder filtration 0 = E_0 ⊂ E_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ E_l = E by sub-bundles such that each subsequent quotient bundle E_{i+1}/E_i are P-stable of P-slope μ_P(E), 0 ≤ i ≤ l − 1. The associated graded bundle gr(E) � ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} E_{i+1}/E_i does not depend on the choice of a Jordan-Hölder filtration, up to a canonical isomorphism. So we have a well defined notion of S-equivalence: two P-semistable bundles E_1 and E_2 are said to be S-equivalent and written as E_1 ∼_S E_2, if gr(E_1) � gr(E_2). We summarize the following observations from [13] which will be used frequently in our paper.

Proposition 3.6 ([13, Proposition 4.8, Proposition 4.9, and Theorem 1.4]). Let (X, P) be an orbifold curve. For any E ∈ Vect(X, P), the following hold. (1) If F is another bundle on (X, P), then μ_P(E ⊗ F) = μ_P(E) + μ_P(F). (2) E is P-(semi)stable if and only if for all surjective morphism E ↠ E^{′′} of bundles, we have

14 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

μ_P(E) (≤) μ_P(E^{′′}).

(3) E is P-(semi)stable if and only if the dual bundle E^∨ is P-(semi)stable. (4) If E is P-(semi)stable of slope μ_P(E) < 0, then H^0((X, P), E) = 0.

More generally, if μ_{P,max}(E) = μ_P(HN_1(E)) < 0, the group H^0((X, P), E) vanishes. (5) If L is a line bundle on (X, P), then E is P-(semi)stable if and only if E ⊗ L ∈ Vect(X, P) is P-(semi)stable.

(6) For any finite group Γ, let g: Z −→ (X, P) be a Γ-Galois cover where Z is a smooth projective connected k-curve. Then g factors as a composition

g: Z^u−→ [Z/Γ] = (X, P^′)^h−→ (X, P)

where u is the natural atlas, and h is the induced cover of orbifold curves. We have the following properties.

(a) E is P-semistable (respectively, P-polystable) if and only if the bundle h^∗E on (X, P^′) is P^′-semistable (respectively, P^′-polystable) if and only if the bundle u^∗h^∗E on Z is semistable (respectively, polystable). The Γ-semistability (respectively, Γ-polystability) of any Γ-equivariant bundle is the same as the usual semistability (respectively, polystability).

(b) E is P-stable if and only if h^∗E is P^′-stable if and only if the Γ-equivariant bundle u^∗h^∗E on Z is Γ-stable.

(7) Given a cover f : (Y, Q) −→ (X, P) of orbifold curves, we have the following slope stability relations between E and the pullback bundle f^∗ E ∈ Vect(Y, Q). (a) f^∗ E is Q-semistable if and only if E is P-semistable; (b) if f^∗ E is Q-stable, then E is P-stable;

(c) for any P-stable bundle E^′, the pullback bundle f^∗ E^′ is Q-stable if and only if HN_1( f_∗O_{(Y,Q)}) = O_{(X,P)};

(d) if the induced cover f_0 : Y −→ X is Galois and E is P-stable or P-polystable, then f^∗ E is Q-polystable. Additionally, if f is étale, then f^∗ E is Q-polystable if and only if E is P-polystable.

Our moduli problem requires a comparison of the S-equivalence classes of bundles relative to our setup in Notation 3.1. Before proceeding, let us see that there is a canonical filtration of a P-semistable bundle E that calculates the associated graded bundle gr_E .

Remark 3.7 (The canonical filtration and the associated graded bundle). Let E ∈ Vect(X, P) be P-semistable. [13, Proposition 4.8 (8)] gives the existence of the unique maximal Ppolystable sub-bundle S(E) of E, called the socle of E, such that μ_P(S(E)) = μ_p(E). By an induction on the rank rk(E), we obtain a canonical filtration

(3.6) 0 = S_0(E) ⊂ S_1(E) ⊂ · · · ⊂ S_l(E) = E

such that each subsequent quotient S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E) is the socle of the bundle E/S_i(E), 0 ≤ i ≤ l − 1. In particular, each S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E) is P-polystable of P-slope μ_P(E). Since a maximal refinement of the above filtration produces a Jordan-Hölder filtration of E, we obtain gr_E � ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E). □

The following result gives a comparison of the associated graded bundles in our setup. We will prove a stronger version of it later (in Proposition 4.10).

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 15

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that Notation 3.1 hold. We have the composite cover g: Z^u−→ [Z/Γ] = (X, P̃)^τ−→ (X, P).

Let E, E_1 and E_2 be P-semistable bundles on (X, P). Then the following hold. (1) If 0 = E_0 ⊂ E_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ E_l = E is a Jordan-Hölder filtration for E, then 0 = τ^∗E_0 ⊂ τ^∗ E_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ τ^∗ E_l = τ^∗ E is a Jordan-Hölder filtration for τ^∗ E. Conversely, every Jordan-Hölder filtration for τ^∗ E is of the form 0 = τ^∗E_0 ⊂ τ^∗ E_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ τ^∗ E_l = τ^∗ E for a Jordan-Hölder filtration 0 = E_0 ⊂ E_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ E_l = E of E. In particular, gr_τ∗_E � τ^∗gr_E.

The bundles E_1 and E_2 are S-equivalent if and only if τ^∗ E_1 ∼_S τ^∗ E_2. (2) The associated graded bundle gr_g∗_E is isomorphic to g^∗gr_E as Γ-equivariant bundles.

In particular, if the bundles E_1 and E_2 are S-equivalent, then the Γ-equivariant bundles g^∗E_1 and g^∗E_2 are S-equivalent as bundles on Z. However, the converse need not hold.

Proof. The bundle τ^∗ E is P̃-semistable by Proposition 3.6 (6). Consider a Jordan-Hölder filtration 0 = E_0 ⊂ E_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ E_l = E of E. Then each quotient E_{i+1}/E_i is P-stable of P-slope μ_P(E). As τ^∗ E is an exact functor, we obtain a filtration (3.7) 0 = τ^∗E_0 ⊂ τ^∗ E_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ τ^∗ E_l = τ^∗ E of τ^∗E such that τ^∗(E_{i+1}/E_i) � τ^∗ E_{i+1}/τ^∗ E_i is P̃-stable of P̃-slope μ~_P(τ^∗(E_{i+1}/E_i)) = μ_P(E_{i+1}/E_i) = μ_P(E) = μ~_P(τ^∗ E).

Thus, (3.7) is a Jordan-Hölder filtration of τ^∗ E. Conversely, suppose that 0 = F_0 ⊂ F_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ F_l = τ^∗ E is a Jordan Hölder filtration of τ^∗ E. Using Proposition 3.2 (2), we obtain a unique filtration 0 = E_0 ⊂ E_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ E_l = E of E such that F_i � τ^∗ E_i. Since each F_{i+1}/F_i � τ^∗(E_{i+1}/E_i) is P̃-stable of P̃-slope μ~_P(τ^∗ E) = μ_P(E), Proposition 3.6 (6b) says that each E_{i+1}/E_i is P-stable, and it is of P-slope μ_P(E). This proves the converse statement.

Using the above notation, we immediately have:

gr_τ∗_E = ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} F_{i+1}/F_i � ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} τ^∗(E_{i+1}/E_i) � τ^∗ � ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} E_{i+1}/E_i � � τ^∗gr_E.

Finally, E_1 ∼_S E_2 if and only if gr_{E1} � gr_{E2} if and only if τ^∗gr_{E1} � τ^∗gr_{E2} as τ^∗ and τ_∗ are both exact functors. The last statement if equivalent to: gr_τ∗_{E1} � gr_τ∗_{E1} , that is: τ^∗E_1 ∼_S τ^∗ E_2, completing the proof of (1).

Using the first statement, it is enough to prove (2) when g = u: Z −→ [Z/Γ] = (X, P). Consider the canonical filtration (3.6) 0 = S_0(E) ⊂ S_1(E) ⊂ · · · ⊂ S_l(E) = E such that each subsequent quotient bundle S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E) is the socle S (E/S_i(E)), which is P-polystable of P-slope μ_P(E). This gives: gr_E � ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E).

16 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Now consider the Γ-equivariant semistable bundle u^∗E on Z. Once again, we have the canonical filtration

0 = S_0(u^∗E) ⊂ S_1(u^∗E) ⊂ · · · ⊂ S_l(u^∗E) = u^∗E

such that each quotient bundle S_{i+1}(u^∗E)/S_i(u^∗E) is the socle of the bundle u^∗E/S_i(u^∗E), which is polystable of slope μ(u^∗E) = |Γ|μ_P(E). By our construction and the uniqueness of the socle, we conclude that each sub-bundle S_i(u^∗E) of u^∗E is a Γ-equivariant sub-bundle. Since the cover u: Z −→ (X, P) is a representable Galois cover, [13, Lemma 3.4(2)] says that there is a unique sub-bundle E_i ⊂ E such that u^∗E_i � S_i(u^∗E) as Γ-equivariant bundles. By Proposition 3.6 (7d) and the maximality of the socle, we conclude that E_1 � S(E) = S_1(E). An induction on i shows that for all 0 ≤ i ≤ l − 1, we have

E_i � S_i(E) and S_i(u^∗E) � u^∗S_i(E).

We conclude that

gr_u∗_E � ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} S_{i+1}(u^∗E)/S_i(u^∗E) � ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} u^∗S_{i+1}(E)/u^∗S_i(E) � ⊕_{0≤i≤l−1} u^∗ (S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E)) � u^∗gr_E .

Now, an isomorphism gr_{E1} � gr_{E2} gives rise to a Γ-equivariant isomorphism gr_{E1} � u^∗gr_{E2} . In particular, E_1 ∼_S E_2 implies that u^∗E_1 and u^∗E_2 are S-equivalent. To see that the converse does not necessarily hold, we note that for any non-trivial character χ of k[Γ], the line bundle O_Z ⊗_k χ is isomorphic to O_Z , but such an isomorphism cannot be Γ-equivariant. Consequently, the line bundle M on (X, P) determined by the Γ-equivariant isomorphism u^∗ M � O_Z ⊗_k χ is not isomorphic to O_{(X,P)}. □

3.3. The Moduli Problem. Our goal is to study the moduli problem of P-semistable bundles on an orbifold curve (X, P) of a given rank and determinant. Fix an integer n ≥ 2, and a line bundle Δ ∈ Pic(X, P). As in the classical case, the notion of families of bundles, and the usual and the S-equivalence relation on the families are well defined (we continue with the convention analogous to Convention 2.1 and Convention 2.2). In particular, for any finite type k-scheme S , and a bundle E on S × (X, P), we see that the bundles E_s � q_{S,∗} � E ⊗ p^∗_S k(s) � on (X, P) are isomorphic for different choices of the closed points s ∈ S ; here k(s) denote the skyscraper sheaf on S that is supported on the closed point s, and p_S : S × (X, P) −→ S, q_S : S × (X, P) −→ (X, P) are the usual projections. Moreover, two families of bundles E and E^′ on S × (X, P) are equivalent under the usual equivalence if E � E^′ ⊗ p^∗_S N for some line bundle N on S .

A priori, we have no reason to believe that there is a P-semistable bundle on (X, P) of a given rank n ≥ 2 and determinant Δ ∈ Pic(X, P). Nevertheless, we show that being P-semistable is an open condition.

Lemma 3.9. Let S be a k-scheme of finite type. Let E be a family of bundles on (X, P) of rank n and determinant Δ, parameterized by S . Then the set of points s ∈ S such that E_s is P-semistable forms an open subscheme of S .

Proof. Fix a Γ-Galois cover g: Z −→ (X, P) as in Lemma 2.4. Consider the family (id_S × g)^∗ E on S × Z of of Γ-equivariant bundles of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ. By a classical result (see [2, Proposition 2.11]), the set

U = {s ∈ S | ((id_S × g)^∗ E)_s is semistable}

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 17

is an open subscheme of S . We have the following commutative diagram with obvious maps. S S × Z Z

S S × (X, P) (X, P) # □_{p̄S q̄S}idS ×ggidS^{pS qS}

For any closed point s ∈ S , the natural isomorphism p̄^∗_S � (id_S × g)^∗ ∘ p^∗_S and the projection formula (cf. [13, Proposition A.3.]) produces the isomorphism:

((id_S × g)^∗ E)_s � g^∗E_s.

Since the Γ-equivariant bundle g^∗E_s is semistable if and only if E_s is P-semistable, the set U becomes U = {s ∈ S | E_s is P-semistable} which is an open subscheme of S , proving the result. □

We want to construct a Coarse moduli space for the functor M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) that to a kscheme S of finite type associates the following set (3.8)

M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ)(S ) = � � � � � Families of bundles E on (X, P), parametrized by S, such that for each closed point s ∈ S, E_s is a P- semistable bundle of rank n and det(E) � q^∗_S Δ ⊗ p^∗_S N, modulo the usual and the S-equivalence

� � � � � .

We claim that the functor M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is an algebraic stack – the rest of the section is devoted in proving this claim.

Fix a Γ-Galois cover g: Z −→ (X, P) as in Lemma 2.4. The functor Coh_{(X,P)} parameterizing flat families of coherent sheaves of modules on (X, P) is an algebraic stack, locally of finite type by [29, Theorem 2.1.1]. As in (2.1), we have the algebraic stack M^{ss}_Z (n, g^∗Δ) that parametrizes the families of the usual equivalence classes of bundles on Z of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ. Consider the 2-fiber product stack

M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) � M^{ss}_Z (n, g^∗Δ) ×_{CohZ , g}∗_Δ Coh_{(X,P)}.

Since Coh_Z and Coh_{(X,P)} are algebraic stacks, M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is also algebraic stack by [41, Lemma 04TF], and it parametrizes P-semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ, up to the usual equivalence relation on families. The arguments of [2, Lemma 3.11] hold in our setup, producing the following result.

Lemma 3.10. Let [E] be a k-point of the stack M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ). Then the following hold.

(1) The point [gr_E ] is contained in the closure of the point [E] where gr_E is the associated graded bundle.

(2) The point [E] is a closed point if and only if E is P-polystable.

The idea behind the proof of Lemma 3.10 (1) is that any P-semistable bundle E that is not P-stable, the bundle E sits in an exact sequence

0 −→ E^′ −→ E −→ E^{′′} −→ 0

of P-semistable bundles of the same P-slope. Consider the universal family E over the affine line spanned by the above extension in Ext^1_{(X,P)}(E^{′′}, E^′). Then E is a family of Psemistable bundles on (X, P), parameterized by A^1_t , such that E_t � E if t � 0, and E_0 �

18 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

E^′ ⊕ E^{′′}. This defines a morphism

A^1_t^{[E]}−→ M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ)

such that t → [E] if t � 0, and [0] → [E^′ ⊕ E^{′′}]. Iterating the above for the P-semistable bundles E^′ and E^{′′}, we see that [gr_E ] lies in the closure of the point [E]. The above argument also gives an action (in the sense of [37, Definition 2.1]) of the smooth group scheme G_a on the algebraic stack M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) such that the orbit of a k-point [E] of M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is the set of all k-points [F] lying in the closure of [E]. In other words, two k-points [E] and [E^′] belong to the same G_a-orbit if and only if E ∼_S E^′.

By our definition and construction, the quotient stack M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ)/G_a is 2-isomorphic to the stack M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ). By [37, Theorem 4.1], M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is an algebraic stack.

4. Construction of the Moduli Space

Throughout this section, we fix the following notation.

Notation 4.1. Suppose that Notation 3.1 hold. In particular, we have an orbifold curve (X, P) together with its Coarse moduli map ι: (X, P) −→ X, a tamely ramified cover τ: (X, P̃) −→ (X, P), and a Γ-Galois cover g_0 : Z −→ X of smooth projective connected k-curves that is a composition

g_0 : Z^u−→ [Z/Γ] = (X, P̃)^τ−→ (X, P)^ι−→ X

where u is the canonical atlas. Then the representable cover g = τ ∘ u: Z −→ (X, P) is Γ-Galois and is tamely ramified. Let g_Z denote the genus of the curve Z.

Additionally, let n ≥ 2 be an integer. Fix a line bundle Δ ∈ Pic(X, P). Finally, fix a line bundle M ∈ Pic(X) satisfying

(4.1) |Γ| � deg(M) + deg_P(Δ)/n � ≥ 2g_Z + 1.

Set L � ι^∗ M ∈ Pic(X, P). □

In this section, we construct the Coarse moduli space of the algebraic stack M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ); see (3.8) for the definition. Our construction uses results from the construction of the moduli space M^{ss}_Z (n, g^∗Δ) from Appendix A. The construction is a lengthy process which we break down into sections for the convenience, and every subsequent section retains the notion and construction of the previous one.

4.1. Bounded Families. Our first objective is to show that any family of all P-semistable bundles on (X, P) of rank n and determinant Δ is bounded, i.e., there is a k-scheme B of finite type together with a bundle V on B × (X, P) such that every P-semistable bundle of rank n and determinant Δ is represented by V_b for some closed point b ∈ B. This is equivalent to the algebraic stack M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) being quasi-compact.

We recall the following well-known result.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that Notation 4.1 hold. Let E ∈ Vect(X, P) be P-semistable of rank n and det(E) � Δ. Then the following hold.

(1) The evaluation map

ev: H^0(Z, g^∗(E ⊗ L)) ⊗_k O_Z −→ g^∗(E ⊗ L)

is a Γ-equivariant surjective map.

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 19

(2) For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, there are i-dimensional k-subspaces U_i ⊂ H^0(Z, g^∗(E ⊗ L)) satisfying U_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ U_{n−1} such that each restriction of the evaluation map

ev_i : U_i ⊗_k O_Z −→ g^∗(E ⊗ L)

is an injective map, and the cokernel coker (ev_i) is a bundle on Z.

Proof. Using Proposition 3.6 and the defining properties of rank and determinant, we see that the Γ-equivariant bundle g^∗(E ⊗ L) on Z is semistable of rank n and det(g^∗(E ⊗ L)) � g^∗Δ ⊗ g^∗L^{⊗n}. So g^∗(E ⊗ L) is a bundle on Z satisfying μ(g^∗(E ⊗ L)) > 2g_Z − 1 by (4.1), and hence it is globally generated. In other words, the evaluation map ev is a surjection. Since g^∗(E ⊗ L) is also Γ-equivariant, so is the bundle H^0(Z, g^∗(E ⊗ L)) ⊗_k O_Z . Since the map ev is the evaluation of the transformation η^∗_Z η_{Z,∗} ⇒ id at the Γ-equivariant bundle g^∗(E ⊗ L), by naturality, ev is a Γ-equivariant map – this proves (1).

To prove (2), it is enough to exhibit U_{n−1} satisfying the stated property as any subspace U_i of U_{n−1} of dimension i will also have the stated property. This is [3, Theorem 2]. □

Next, we use the above result to establish that any family of P-semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ is bounded.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that Notation 4.1 hold. Let E ∈ Vect(X, P) be P-semistable of rank n and determinant det(E) � Δ. Then the following hold.

(1) For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, there are sub-bundles F_i ⊂ E ⊗ L of rank i satisfying the following properties.

(a) For 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n − 1, F_i is a sub-bundle of F_j.

(b) For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we have a Γ-equivariant isomorphism g^∗F_i � V_i ⊗_k O_Z for some k[Γ]-sub-module V_i ⊂ H^0(Z, u^∗u_∗(U_i ⊗_k O_Z )) where U_i is an in Proposition 4.2.

(c) For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, F_i � ⊕_{1≤ j≤i}L_j where L_j ∈ Pic(X, P) with g^∗L_j � χ_j ⊗_k O_Z as Γ-equivariant line bundles on Z for some character χ_j of Γ over k.

(2) There is a short exact sequence

0 −→ F_{n−1} ⊗ L^{−1} −→ E −→ Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F_{n−1})^{−1} −→ 0

of bundles on (X, P).

Proof. First, note that if there are bundles F̃_i on (X, P̃) satisfying the corresponding required statements over (X, P̃) for the bundle τ^∗ E, then the statements hold (with F_i such that τ^∗F_i � F̃_i) over (X, P) for the bundle E by applying Proposition 3.2 (2) and the projection formula. So, without loss of generality, we may assume that (X, P) = (X, P̃), and g = u: Z −→ (X, P) is the canonical atlas.

By Proposition 4.2, the Γ-equivariant evaluation map

ev: H^0(Z, u^∗(E ⊗ L)) ⊗_k O_Z −→ u^∗(E ⊗ L)

is a surjection, and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, there exists an i-dimensional subspace U_i of H^0(Z, u^∗(E ⊗ L)) with U_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ U_{n−1} such that the restrictions

ev_i : U_i ⊗_k O_Z −→ u^∗(E ⊗ L)

are injective maps and each coker(ev_i) is a bundle on Z. The canonical inclusion u^# : E ⊗ L → u_∗u^∗ (E ⊗ L) is a u-locally split monomorphism by [44, Proposition 3.5.4(i)], i.e., u^∗(E ⊗ L) is a direct summand of u^∗u_∗u^∗(E ⊗ L).

20 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, consider the Cartesian diagram

(4.2)

F_i E ⊗ L

u_∗ (U_i ⊗_k O_Z ) u_∗u^∗(E ⊗ L) � E ⊗ L ⊗ u_∗O_Z □_{p2,i}p1,i u^{#u}∗^{ev}i

in Coh_{O(X,P)} where

F_i = ker � (E ⊗ L) ⊕ u_∗ (U_i ⊗_k O_Z )^{u#−u∗evi}−−−−−−→ u_∗u^∗(E ⊗ L) � . Since the above diagram is Cartesian, we see that F_i is a coherent sub-sheaf of u_∗(U_i ⊗_k O_Z ) and of E ⊗ L. As u is flat, the diagram

(4.3) u^∗F_i u^∗(E ⊗ L)

u^∗u_∗ (U_i ⊗_k O_Z ) u^∗u_∗u^∗(E ⊗ L)

u^∗ p_{2,i} u^∗ p_{1,i}u^∗u^# u^∗u_∗ev_i

obtained by applying u^∗ is also a Cartesian diagram of Γ-equivariant bundles. In particular, F_i is sub-bundle of u_∗(U_i ⊗_k O_Z ) and of E ⊗ L.

We claim that F_i has rank i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. To see this, let ζ denote the generic point of X. Then the map u_∗ev_i is generically given by

(u_∗ev_i)_ζ : U_i ⊗_k k(Z) −→ (E ⊗ L)_ζ ⊗_{k(X)} k(Z).

Since this map is the base change of

U_i ⊗_k k(X) −→ (E ⊗ L)_ζ

by − ⊗_{k(X)} k(Z), and the canonical map u^#_ζ is the natural inclusion (E ⊗ L)_ζ ⊗_{k(X)} k(X) → (E ⊗ L)_ζ ⊗_{k(X)} k(Z), we conclude that the map p_{2,i} is generically given by U_i ⊗_k k(X) −→ (E ⊗ L)_ζ . This is a k(X)-linear monomorphism, and by Proposition 3.2 (3), F_i is the unique sub-bundle of E ⊗ L such that (F_i)_ζ = U_i ⊗_k k(X). Thus rk(F_i) = i.

From the universal property of the Cartesian squares, we see that the diagram

(4.4)

F_i F_j

u_∗ (U_i ⊗_k O_Z ) u_∗ � U_j ⊗_k O_Z � p_{1,i} p_{1, j} u_∗(inclusion)

is also Cartesian for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n − 1. This shows that F_i is a sub-bundle of F_j for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n − 1. We conclude that the bundles F_i’s satisfies property (1a).

Now we show that F_i’s satisfy property (1b). In the Cartesian square (4.3), since u^∗u^# is a split inclusion, so is u^∗ p_{1,i}. So, u^∗F_i is a direct summand of the trivial bundle u^∗u_∗(U_i ⊗_k O_Z ) � ⊕_{γ∈Γ} γ^∗O^{⊕ i}_Z . Thus, the Γ-equivariant bundle u^∗F_i is a trivial bundle on Z, and it is of the form V_i ⊗_k O_Z for a k[Γ]-sub-module of H^0(Z, u^∗u_∗(U_i ⊗_k O_Z )) � ⊕_{1≤ j≤i} H^0(Z, u^∗u_∗O_Z ).

From the above, F_1 is a line bundle on (X, P) such that u^∗F_1 � V_1 ⊗_k O_Z as Γ-equivariant bundles on Z, and χ_1 � V_1 is a character of Γ over k. Now for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n − 1, the subspace U_i of U_j defines the trivial bundle O^{⊕i}_Z � U_i ⊗_k O_Z as a direct summand of the trivial bundle U_j ⊗_k O_Z � O^{⊕ j}_Z . As u_∗ is an exact functor, and from the Cartesian square 4.4

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 21

we conclude that the sub-bundle F_i of F_j is a direct summand. Inductively, we see that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we have F_i � ⊕_{1≤ j≤i} L_j

for line bundles L_j ∈ Pic(X, P) with each u^∗L_j � χ_j ⊗_k O_Z as Γ-equivariant bundles on Z for some character χ_j of Γ over k, proving (1c).

Finally, since F_{n−1} is a rank (n − 1) sub-bundle of E ⊗ L, considering the determinant, we obtain a short exact sequence

0 −→ F_{n−1} −→ E ⊗ L −→ Δ ⊗ L^{⊗n} ⊗ det(F_{n−1})^{−1} −→ 0.

Taking the tensor product with L^{−1}, we obtain the short exact sequence

0 −→ F_{n−1} ⊗ L^{−1} −→ E −→ Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F_{n−1})^{−1} −→ 0

which is (2). □

Now, we proceed to the construction of the over-parameterizing family for our moduli problem.

Definition 4.4 (The Indexing Set). Define the indexing set for the moduli problem to be the set F of mutually non-isomorphic bundles F on (X, P) of rank n − 1 such that

F � ⊕_{1≤ j≤n−1}L_j

where L_j ∈ Pic(X, P) with g^∗L_j � χ_j ⊗_k O_Z as Γ-equivariant bundles on Z for some characters χ_j of Γ over k.

For F ∈ F , consider the k-vector space V_F whose dual is defined by

V^∗_F � Ext^1_{(X,P)} � Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F)^{−1}, F ⊗ L^{−1} � � H^1 � (X, P), F ⊗ det(F) ⊗ Δ^{−1} ⊗ L^{−n} � . Since F ⊗ det(F) ⊗ Δ^{−1} ⊗ L^{−n} is a direct sum of line bundles L_j ⊗ (⊗_{1≤i≤n−1} L_j) ⊗ Δ^{−1} ⊗ L^{−n}, each of P-slope −n(μ_P(Δ)/n + deg(M)) < 0

by our assumption (4.1), the P-polystable bundle F ⊗ det(F) ⊗ Δ^{−1} ⊗ L^{−n} is also of negative P-slope. So, H^0 � (X, P), F ⊗ det(F) ⊗ Δ^{−1} ⊗ L^{−n} � = 0 by Proposition 3.6 (4). Setting

(4.5) P_F � P(V_F )

for the Grassmannian variety of linear hyperplanes in V_F , and writing p_F : P_F × (X, P) −→ P_F and q_F : P_F × (X, P) −→ (X, P) for the natural projections, Proposition B.1 states the following.

Proposition 4.5. Under the above notation, there is an extension

(4.6) 0 → q^∗_F � F ⊗ L^{−1} � ⊗ p^∗_F O_{PF} (1) −→ E_F −→ q^∗_F � Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F)^{−1} � → 0 that is universal in the category of Noetherian k-schemes S for the equivalent classes of families of extensions of q^∗_S (Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F)^{−1}) by q^∗_S (F ⊗ L^{−1}) ⊗ p^∗_S N which are nowhere splitting on S , for arbitrary line bundle N on S , and modulo the canonical action of H^0 � S, O^×_S � ; here q_S and p_S denote the usual projection morphisms.

22 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

By Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.5, each P-semistable bundle E on (X, P) of rank n and of determinant Δ corresponds to the k-point of the space P_F for some F ∈ F . For any F ∈ F , the direct sum � F ⊗ L^{−1} � ⊕ � Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F)^{−1} � is not a P-semistable bundle.

To identify the unstable locus in each P_F , we embed P_F in the over-parameterizing space of semistable bundles on Z of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ. Using Proposition 4.2, for any semistable bundle A on Z of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ, the bundle A ⊗ g^∗L contains a trivial bundle O^{⊕(n−1)}_Z as a sub-bundle, resulting in an exact sequence

0 −→ � g^∗L^{−1}

�_{⊕(n−1)} −→ A −→ g^∗(Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)}) −→ 0.

Any bundle A as above on Z corresponds to a k-points in the projective space P_Z � P(W_Z ) where W_Z is dual of the vector space

W^∗_Z � H^1 � Z, ⊕_{1≤i≤n−1}g^∗Δ^{−1} ⊗ g^∗L^{−n} � . Further, since H^0(Z, ⊕_{1≤i≤n−1}g^∗Δ ⊗ g^∗L^{−n}) = 0 from our choice (4.1), there is a universal extension class (cf. (A.4)) E_Z on P_Z × Z:

0 → q^∗_{PZ} � g^∗L^{−1}

�_{⊕(n−1)} ⊗ p^∗_{PZ} O_{PZ} (1) −→ E_Z −→ q^∗_{PZ} � g^∗Δ ⊗ (g^∗L)^{⊗(n−1)} � → 0.

The following result identifies the projective spaces P_F as disjoint linear closed sub-spaces of P_Z , together with an important relation between the universal families E_F and E_Z .

Proposition 4.6. Under the above notation, for any F ∈ F , the vector space V^∗_F is the linear subspace of the Γ-fixed points of W^∗_Z � H^1 � Z, ⊕_{1≤i≤n−1} g^∗Δ ⊗ g^∗L^{−n} � . The images of the induced closed embeddings

ι_F : P_F → P_Z

for F ∈ F are disjoint. Further, there is a natural isomorphism � id_{PF} × g

�_∗

E_F � (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ E_Z .

Proof. Proposition B.2 states that V^∗_F is a linear subspace of the Γ-fixed points of W^∗_Z , hence P_F is realized as a projective subspace of P_Z via a closed immersion

ι_F : P_F → P_Z ;

further, there is a natural isomorphism � id_{PF} × g

�_∗

E_F � (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ E_Z .

We need to show that the images of ι_F are mutually disjoint. By our construction, it is enough to show the following: if E is a bundle on (X, P) that simultaneously sit in the non-split extensions

0 −→ F ⊗ L^{−1} −→ E −→ Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F)^{−1} −→ 0, and

0 −→ F^′ ⊗ L^{−1} −→ E −→ Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F^′)^{−1} −→ 0 for F, F^′ ∈ F , then F = F^′. If the above hold for F � F^′, then E ⊗ L is generated by F and F^′, and hence, F + F^′ = E ⊗ L. Consequently, we have an exact sequence of bundles on (X, P):

0 −→ F ∩ F^′ −→ F ⊕ F^′ −→ F + F^′ = E ⊗ L −→ 0.

Then necessarily, E ⊗ L is a bundle of P-degree 0, contradicting the fact that μ_P(E ⊗ L) = deg_P(Δ)/n + deg_P(L) =^{2gZ +1}_{|Γ|} > 0. □

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 23

Remark 4.7. In view of the above results, we see that each P-semistable bundle E on (X, P) of rank n and of determinant Δ corresponds to the k-point of the space

P_{(X,P)} � ⊔_{F∈F} P_F .

We also have a universal extension E_{(X,P)} on P_{(X,P)} × (X, P) which restricts to the universal extension E_F on P_F × (X, P); more precisely, if l_F : P_F → P_{(X,P)} is the inclusion map, then E_{(X,P)} = ⊕_{F∈F} � l_F × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗

E_F . Via the closed immersion ι_P � ⊔ ι_F , we realize P_{(X,P)} as a closed projective subspace of P_Z . It can be easily seen that � id_{P(X,P)} × g

�_∗

E_{(X,P)} � (ι_P × id_Z )^∗ E_Z .

We have the following important consequence of our construction.

Lemma 4.8. Let F ∈ F . Let E and E^′ be P-semistable bundles on (X, P), representing two k-points in P_F . Any isomorphism α: g^∗E → g^∗E^′ as bundles on Z is Γ-equivariant, and there exists a unique isomorphism β: E −→ E^′ of bundles such that α = g^∗β.

Proof. First note that if R ∈ Pic(X, P), then any automorphism of g^∗R is Γ-equivariant; this is because any such automorphism is given by a non-zero scalar multiple of the identity map.

Let F � ⊕_{1≤ j≤n−1} L_j where each L_j ∈ Pic(X, P) with g^∗L_j � χ_j ⊗ O_Z as Γ-equivariant line bundle for some character χ_j of Γ over k. Let α: g^∗E −→ g^∗E^′ be an isomorphism. By our construction in Proposition 4.3 (see the Cartesian diagram (4.3)), the automorphism α restricts to an automorphism α|_{rest} of g^∗(F ⊗ L^{−1}), and this induces an automorphism α_q of the quotient Γ-equivariant line bundle g^∗ � Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F)^{−1} � . By the observation in the first paragraph, α_q is Γ-equivariant. Also by the structure of F, the automorphism α|_{rest} uniquely corresponds to a an element σ of the Symmetric group S_{n−1} together with isomorphisms α_σ : g^∗L_j −→ g^∗L_{σ( j)} for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1. Once again, the isomorphisms α_σ are Γ-equivariant, and hence, the automorphism α|_{rest} is also Γ-equivariant. We obtain a commutative diagram with exact rows: 0 g^∗(F ⊗ L^{−1}) g^∗E g^∗ � Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F)^{−1} � 0

0 g^∗(F ⊗ L^{−1}) g^∗E^′ g^∗ � Δ ⊗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ det(F)^{−1} � 0 α|_{rest}α α_q

where the terminal vertical arrows are Γ-equivariant isomorphisms. This shows that g^∗α is Γ-equivariant.

By the equivalence of categories u^∗ : Vect(X, P̃) −→ Vect^Γ(Z), the Γ-equivariant isomorphism α descents to an isomorphism of the bundles τ^∗ E^�−→ τ^∗ E^′ on (X, P̃). Finally, using the projection formula for the cover τ, we see that the above isomorphism descends to an isomorphism β: E −→ E^′, proving the result. □

Let us see that the family E_{(X,P)} locally induces any other semistable family.

Theorem 4.9. Let S be a k-scheme of finite type. Let E be a family of P-semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ on (X, P), parameterized by S . Then, under the above notation, the following hold.

(1) There is a Zariski open covering S = ∪_iS_i of S together with morphisms ϕ_i : S_i −→ P_Z such that � id_{S i} × g

�_∗ �

E|_{S i×(X,P)} � � (ϕ_i × id_Z )^∗ E_Z .

24 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

(2) For any connected component T of S , with induced Zariski open covering T = ∪_iT_i from (1), there is a unique bundle F ∈ F such that each restriction morphism ϕ_i : T_i −→ P_Z factors uniquely as a composition

ϕ_i : T_i^{ψi}−→ P_F^{ιF}→ P_Z

for a morphism ψ_i : T_i −→ P_F , and we have an isomorphism

E|_{Ti×(X,P)} � � ψ_i × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗

E_F .

The bundle F corresponding to T is uniquely determined by any closed point of T . The above open coverings, the maps ϕ_i’s and ψ_i’s, and the above isomorphism are independent of any family in an equivalence class of E under the usual equivalence relation on families.

Proof. The first statement (1) is classical; see [20, Proposition 3.4].

Let us prove (2). Let T be as in the statement. For any closed point t ∈ T , the bundle E_t ⊗ L contains a uniquely determined F ∈ F as its sub-bundle by Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.6. Since T is also connected, the image ϕ_i(T ) is contained in P_F for each i. Moreover, this F is uniquely determined by any closed point t ∈ T . We want to show that for each i, E|_{Ti×(X,P)} � � ψ_i × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗

E_F .

For this, we may replace T_i by T . We have a factorization ϕ: T^ψ−→ P_F^{ιF}→ P_Z .

Since ϕ = ι_F ∘ ψ, using Proposition 4.6 and the first statement (1), we have the isomorphisms

(4.7) (id_T × g)^∗ � E|_{T ×(X,P)} � � (ϕ × id_Z )^∗ E_Z � (ψ × id_Z )^∗ (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ E_Z � (ψ × id_Z )^∗ � id_{PF} × g

�_∗ E_F � (id_T × g)^∗ � ψ × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗ E_F .

For any closed point t ∈ T , the bundles E_t and � ψ × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗

E_F

�_t on (X, P) are P-semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ, representing two points in P_F . Lemma 4.8 says that the above isomorphism (4.7) is Γ-equivariant where we endow T × Z with the induced Γ-action of Z.

As [(T ×Z)/Γ] = T ×(X, P̃) by our construction and Notation 4.1, we have the canonical isomorphism (id_T × τ)^∗ � E|_{T ×(X,P)} � � (id_T × τ)^∗ � ψ × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗

E_F on the stack T × (X, P̃). Since (id_T × τ) is an exact functor, and (id_T × τ)_∗ O_{T ×(X,}~_{P)} � O_{T ×(X,P)} (which follows from our construction and the universal property of the Coarse moduli morphism), we conclude that

E|_{T ×(X,P)} � � ψ × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗

E_F

on T × (X, P).

Finally, the construction of any S_i ⊂ S containing a closed point s ∈ S in [20, Proposition 3.4] is such that S_i is the maximal affine open subset on which the trivial sub-bundle O^{⊕(n−1)}

Z of g^∗(E_s⊗L) lifts to a sub-bundle O^{⊕(n−1)}_{S ×Z} of (id_S × g)^∗ E⊗q^∗_S g^∗L under the canonical surjection

β: p_{S,∗} � (id_S × g)^∗ E ⊗ q^∗_S g^∗L � −→ � (id_S × g)^∗ E ⊗ q^∗_S g^∗ L � ⊗ k(s) � H^0 (Z, g^∗ (E_s ⊗ L)) .

Then the universal property of the family E_Z canonically determines ϕ_i. If E^′ � E ⊗ p^∗_S N for a line bundle N on S , none of the above discussion changes. So, the induced cover of T , the maps ψ_i’s remain unchanged, and we get the isomorphisms E^′|_{Ti×(X,P)} � � ψ_i × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗ E_F . □

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 25

We conclude this section with results on the associated graded bundle gr_E of a Psemistable bundle E. It is easy to see that the P-polystable bundle gr_E has rank n and det(gr_E ) � det(E) � Δ. We show that the closed points in P_{(X,P)} corresponding to the bundles E and gr_E both lie in the same connected component P_F . Further, we establish that the S-equivalence relation of bundles in a component P_F is the same as the S-equivalence relation of the corresponding Γ-equivariant bundles; compare with Proposition 3.8.

Proposition 4.10. Let E ∈ Vect(X, P) has rank n and determinant Δ. Then both the closed points in P_{(X,P)} corresponding to E and gr_E lie in a uniquely determined (by E) connected component P_F . Further, for two bundles E_1 and E_2 whose points lie in a P_F , the bundles E_1 and E_2 are S-equivalent if and only if g^∗E_1 and g^∗E_2 are S-equivalent.

Proof. From Remark 3.7, recall that we have a canonical filtration

0 = S_0(E) ⊂ S_1(E) ⊂ · · · ⊂ S_l(E) = E

such that for each i, the quotient S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E) � S (E/S_i(E)) is the socle of E/S_i(E) which is P-polystable of P-slope μ_P(E). Then gr_E � ⊕_{0≤l−1} S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E). Since taking a tensor product with a line bundle is an exact functor, we have S_i(E ⊗ L) � S_i(E) ⊗ L for each i, and gr_{E⊗L} � gr_E ⊗ L. By Proposition 4.6, the bundle E uniquely determines an F = ⊕_{1≤ j≤n−1} L_j ∈ F such that the closed point [E] determined by E is in P_F . Define a filtration {F_i}_{1≤i≤l} of F as follows.

For 0 ≤ i ≤ l, set

I_i � {1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1 | the restriction L_j → E ⊗ L induces L_j → S_i(E) ⊗ L}.

Then I_0 = ∅, and I_l = {1, . . . , n − 1}. Consider the bundle F_i � ⊕_{j∈Ii} L_j. Then we have

F_{i+1}/F_i � ⊕_{j∈Ii+1\Ii} L_j → (S_{i+1}(E)/S_i(E)) ⊗ L

for each i. Taking the direct sum, F � ⊕_{1≤i≤l−1} F_{i+1}/F_i is a sub-bundle of gr_E ⊗ L � gr_{E⊗L} . This produces a short exact sequence

0 −→ F −→ gr_E ⊗ L −→ det(gr_E ⊗ L) ⊗ det(F)^{−1} −→ 0.

Since det(gr_E ⊗ L) � Δ ⊗ L^n, we see that the closed point [gr_E ] ∈ P_{(X,P)} also lies in P_F .

On the other hand, the closed point [gr_E ] ∈ P_{(X,P)} lies in a unique P_F by Proposition 4.6. Then by the above paragraph and loc. cit., the closed point [E] also lies in the same P_F .

The forward direction of the last statement is by Proposition 3.8. So assume that g^∗E_1 and g^∗E_2 are S-equivalent. By the first statement, the associated graded bundles gr_{E1} and gr_{E2} represent points in P_F . Since gr_g∗_{Ei} � g^∗gr_{Ei} as Γ-equivariant bundles on Z for i = 1, 2 by Proposition 3.8, Lemma 4.8 shows that E_1 ∼_S E_2 on (X, P). □

4.2. Results on the non-emptiness. In this section, we list some results on the existence of P-semistable bundles in individual P_F ’s. The main result says that if there is a Γequivariant semistable bundle of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ, then each over-parameterizing space P_F contains a non-empty open subscheme U_F whose points are represented by Psemistable bundles; moreover, the points in U_F are in bijective correspondence with those in U_F′ for any F, F^′ ∈ F .

Proposition 4.11. Let (X, P) = (X, P̃) = [Z/Γ], and u: Z −→ (X, P) be the natural atlas in Notation 4.1. Suppose that F � F^′ ∈ F . Then there is a natural bijective correspondence between the P-semistable bundles representing closed points in P_F with those representing closed points in P_F′ .

26 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that there is a P-semistable bundle E of rank n and determinant Δ that represents a k-point in P_F . Then the Γ-equivariant semistable bundle u^∗E contains Γ-equivariant sub-bundle h_1 : u^∗F ⊗ u^∗L^{−1} → u^∗E. We have an isomorphism l_1 : u^∗F ⊗ u^∗L^{−1 �}−−→ u^∗F^′ ⊗ u^∗L^{−1} which is not Γ-equivariant. Since the category of coherent sheaves constitutes an abelian category, we consider the push-out square u^∗F^′ ⊗ u^∗L^{−1} Ẽ

u^∗F ⊗ u^∗L^{−1} u^∗E

h_2co − □ l_1 h1l_2

It follows that the above diagram is also Cartesian, l_2 is an isomorphism that is not Γequivariant, Ẽ is a Γ-equivariant bundle, and u^∗F^′ ⊗ u^∗L^{−1} is a Γ-equivariant sub-bundle of Ẽ. So there is a unique (up to a canonical isomorphism) bundle E^′ ∈ Vect(X, P) such that u^∗E^′ � Ẽ as Γ-equivariant bundles. Since u^∗E is semistable, so is u^∗E^′, and hence, E^′ is P-semistable. By Proposition 4.6, E^′ represents a k-point in P_F′ . It is easy to check that the above argument gives the required bijective correspondence. □

Proposition 4.12. Let F ∈ F . The functor τ^∗ defines a bijective correspondence between the P-semistable bundles representing points in P_F and the P̃-semistable bundles on (X, P̃) containing τ^∗ F ⊗ τ^∗ L^{−1} as a sub-bundle and which are of rank n and determinant τ^∗Δ where the inverse is induced by τ_∗. The bijective correspondence restricts to stable and polystable bundles.

Proof. It is clear that if E ∈ Vect(X, P) is P-semistable, such that [E] ∈ P_F , then τ^∗ E is a P̃-semistable bundle on (X, P̃) containing τ^∗ F ⊗ τ^∗L^{−1} as a sub-bundle and which is of rank n and determinant τ^∗Δ.

Suppose that Ẽ is a P̃-semistable bundle containing τ^∗F ⊗ τ^∗ L^{−1} as a sub-bundle and which is of rank n and determinant τ^∗Δ. We obtain a short exact sequence

0 −→ τ^∗ F ⊗ τ^∗ L^{−1} −→ Ẽ −→ τ^∗Δ ⊗ τ^∗L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ τ^∗det(F)^{−1} −→ 0.

The evaluation map τ^∗τ_∗ ⇒ id defines the following commutative diagram.

0 τ^∗ F ⊗ τ^∗ L^{−1} τ^∗τ_∗Ẽ τ^∗Δ ⊗ τ^∗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ τ^∗det(F)^{−1}0

0 τ^∗ F ⊗ τ^∗ L^{−1} Ẽ τ^∗Δ ⊗ τ^∗ L^{⊗(n−1)} ⊗ τ^∗det(F)^{−1}0

� h �

where we have used the projection formula and the isomorphism τ_∗O_{(X,}~_{P)} � O_{(X,P)}. This shows that h: τ^∗τ_∗Ẽ −→ Ẽ is also an isomorphism. In particular, τ_∗Ẽ is P-semistable of rank n and of determinant Δ. Moreover, Ẽ is P̃-stable (respectively, P̃-polystable) if and only if τ_∗Ẽ is P-stable (respectively, P-polystable). □

Let us summarize the above observations.

Corollary 4.13. Suppose that there is a Γ-equivariant semistable bundle on Z of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ. Then the following hold.

(1) For each F ∈ F , there is a P-polystable bundle in P_F . In particular, the sub-scheme of P_F representing P-semistable bundles is open and non-empty.

(2) For any F, F^′ ∈ F , the P-semistable (respectively, P-polystable) bundles in P_F are in bijective correspondence with the P-semistable (respectively, P-polystable) bundles in P_F′ .

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 27

4.3. The Unstable Locus. Set δ^′ � (n, |Γ|deg_P(Δ)) as in Notation A.2. We noted the following observations from Appendix A.2. On the curve Z of genus g_Z , for any positive integer R, we have the generalized Θ-line bundle O_{PZ} (R · Θ) = λ_{EZ} (W)^{−1} where W is any bundle on Z of rank R · n/δ^′ and degree −R ·^{χ′}_{δ′} , and χ^′ = |Γ|deg_P(Δ) − n(g_Z − 1); cf. Definition A.3. For each W as above, we have a distinguished sections s_{Z,W} ∈ Γ(P_Z , O_{PZ} (R· Θ)) whose vanishing locus is

θ_{Z,W} = {s ∈ P_Z (k) | H^∗(Z, E_{Z,s} ⊗ W) � 0}.

Taking a fixed R >^{n2}_4 (g_Z − 1), Le Potier’s result [30, Theorem 2.4] implies that the closed sub-scheme B_Z = {[E] ∈ P_Z | E is not semistable} is the base locus of the finite-dimensional complete linear system associated to O_{PZ} (R · Θ); see Proposition A.4. Moreover, the sections S_{Z,W} generate O_{PZ} (R · Θ) on the complement P_Z − B_Z.

Our aim is to show that for each F ∈ F , the unstable locus in P_F , namely, the subscheme B_F � {[E] ∈ P_F | E is not P-semistable}

is a closed sub-scheme that is also the base locus of the complete linear system associated to ι^∗_F O_{PZ} (R · Θ) for an R >^{n2}_4 (g_Z − 1) where ι^∗_F : Pic(P_Z ) −→ Pic(P_F ) is the induced homomorphism (see Proposition 4.6 and Definition 4.4 for notation). Let us fix F ∈ F .

First, note that we have a commutative diagram

(4.8)

P_Z P_Z × Z Z

P_F P_F × Z Z

P_F P_F × (X, P) (X, P) □_{pZ qZ}

ι_F

id □_{ιF ×idZ̃qZ̃pZ}id×gg_{idZ}

p_F q_F

where the bottom right and the top left squares are Cartesian with obvious arrows. Also note that in the top left Cartesian square, the projection p_Z is a flat map of varieties, and the closed inclusion ι_F is a proper map — so we can use the flat and the proper base change theorems with respect to this maps, respectively; on the other hand, in the right bottom Cartesian square, the map g is a representable finite flat map and the projection q_F , itself being a base change of the structure morphism of the projective variety P_F , is a flat and proper morphism — so again, the appropriate base change theorems are applicable; cf. [13, Proposition A.3.]. We also saw in Proposition 4.6 that we have the isomorphism

(id × g)^∗ E_F � (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ E_Z .

Using the base change theorems and the projection formula ([13, Proposition A.3.]), the commutativity of the above diagram, and the fact that (id × g)_∗ is an exact functor, we obtain the following: for any W ∈ Vect(Z), and for any i ≥ 0, there are canonical isomorphisms

(4.9) ι^∗_F R^i p_{Z,∗} � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W � � R^i p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_ZW � � R^i p̃_{Z,∗} � (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ E_Z ⊗ (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ q^∗_Z W � � R^i p̃_{Z,∗} � (id × g)^∗ E_F ⊗ q̃^∗_Z W � � R^i p_{F,∗} ∘ (id × g)_∗ � (id × g)^∗ E_F ⊗ q̃^∗_Z W � � R^i p_{F,∗} � E_F ⊗ (id × g)_∗ q̃^∗_Z W � � R^i p_{F,∗} � E_F ⊗ q^∗_F g_∗W � .

28 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

The above isomorphisms show that we have a well-defined homomorphism

λ_F : H(n, |Γ|deg_P(Δ)) −→ Pic(P_F )

given by

λ_F (W) � ⊗ det R^i p_{F,∗} � E_F ⊗ q^∗_F g_∗W

�_{(−1)}i � ι^∗_F λ_Z (W)

where H(n, |Γ|deg_P(Δ)) is the subgroup of the Grothendieck group K(Z), generated by the classes of the coherent sheaves of rank l · n/δ^′ and degree −l ·^{|Γ|degP (Δ)−n(gZ −1)}_{δ′} for l ≥ 1, W is a bundle on Z whose class is in H(n, |Γ|deg_P(Δ)), λ_Z = λ_{EZ} is defined as in (A.6), and ι^∗_F : Pic(P_Z ) −→ Pic(P_F ) is the induced homomorphism. Moreover, the line bundle λ_F (W) only depends of the degree and the rank of W since the same holds for the line bundle λ_Z (W).

Next, consider any bundle W on Z of rank R·n/δ^′ and degree −R·χ^′/δ^′ for some integer R ≥ 1. We are going to construct a distinguished section s_{F,W} of λ_F (W)^{−1}. Consider any locally free resolution

0 −→ V_1^α−→ V_0 −→ E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W −→ 0

such that p_{Z,∗}V_i = 0 for i = 1, 2. Applying the proper map (ι_F × id_Z )^∗, we obtain the exact sequence:

(ι_F × id_Z )^∗ V_1^{(ιF ×idZ )∗α} −−−−−−−→ (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ V_0 −→ (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W � −→ 0.

Let Ṽ_1 be the kernel of the above surjection. Then Ṽ_1 is a sub-bundle of (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ V_0 that is the image of (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ V_1 under the map (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ α. We obtain the short exact sequence:

0 −→ Ṽ_1^{α̃}−→ (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ V_0 −→ (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W � −→ 0.

Since p_{Z,∗}V_0 = 0, by the base change theorem, we have p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ V_0 � ι^∗_F p_{Z,∗}V_0 = 0 from (4.8). So, the above exact sequence produced the long exact sequence

(4.10) 0 −→ p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W � −→ R^1 p̃_{Z,∗}Ṽ_1^{R1α̃}−−−→ R^1 p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ V_0 −→

R^1 p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W � −→ 0

of coherent sheaves on P_F . From (4.9), we have

ι^∗_F R^i p_{Z,∗} � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W � � R^i p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_ZW � � R^i p_{F,∗} � E_F ⊗ q^∗_F g_∗W � for i = 0, 1. Similarly, we also have

ι^∗_F R^1 p_{Z,∗}V_0 � R^1 p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ V_0.

We claim that the Euler characteristic of the bundle p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W � on P_F is zero. To see this, we first prove a small lemma.

Lemma 4.14. Under the above notation, for any closed point s ∈ P_F , we have an isomorphism g^∗E_{F,s} � E_{Z,ιF (s)}.

Proof. From Proposition 4.6, we know that (id_{PF} × g)^∗E_F � (ι_F × id_Z )^∗E_Z . Using this isomorphism together with the projection formula and the base change theorems, we obtain

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 29

the following isomorphisms:

g^∗E_{F,s} � g^∗q_{F,∗} � E_F ⊗ p^∗_F k(s) � � q̃_{Z,∗} � id_{PF} × g

�_∗ � E_F ⊗ p^∗_F k(s) � � q̃_{Z,∗} � (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ E_Z ⊗ p̃^∗_Z k(s) � � q_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )_∗ � (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ E_Z ⊗ p̃^∗_Z k(s) � � q_{Z,∗} � E_Z ⊗ (ι_F × id_Z )_∗ p̃^∗_Z k(s) � � q_{Z,∗}(E_Z ⊗ p^∗_Z k(ι_F (s))) � E_{Z,ιF (s)}. □ As a consequence of the above result, for any closed point s ∈ P_F , for i = 0, 1, we obtain

(4.11) H^i((X, P), E_{F,s} ⊗ g_∗W) � H^i(Z, g^∗E_{F,s} ⊗ W) � H^i(Z, E_{Z,ιP(s)} ⊗ W).

By our assumption on W and the flat base change theorem, the Euler characteristic of the bundle p̃_{Z,∗} (ι_F × id_Z )^∗ � E_Z ⊗ q^∗_Z W � on P_F is zero, proving our claim.

Hence, for any closed point s ∈ P_F , the k-vector spaces R^1 p̃_{Z,∗}Ṽ_1 ⊗ k(s) and ι^∗_F p_{Z,∗}V_0 ⊗ k(s) are of the same dimension. Again by using isomorphisms as in Lemma 4.14, it follows that this dimension is given by r = dim_k H^1(Z, V_{0,k(ιF (s))}). We obtain the distinguished section

(4.12) s_{F,W} � det R^1α̃ = Hom � ∧^rR^1 p̃_{Z,∗}Ṽ_1, ∧^rι^∗_F p_{Z,∗}V_0 � ∈ Γ(P_F , ι^∗_F O_{PZ} (R · Θ))

associated to W, up to a non-zero scalar in k. From the above construction and the definition of s_{Z,W} , it is not hard to see that the above section is independent of the choice of the resolution, and s_{F,W} is induced from s_{Z,W} . More precisely, the natural k-linear map

(4.13) H^0(P_Z , O_{PZ} (R · Θ))^ι ∗ F−−→ H^0(P_F , ι^∗_FO_{PZ} (R · Θ))

is surjective, and ι^∗_F s_{Z,W} = s_{F,W} .

Next, we establish the relation between the vanishing locus of s_{F,W} and that of s_{Z,W} , in terms of vanishing of certain cohomology groups.

Lemma 4.15. Under the above notation, the vanishing locus of s_{F,W} is given by

θ_{F,W} = {s ∈ P_F (k) | H^∗(Z, E_{Z,ιF (s)} ⊗ W) � 0}

which is the scheme theoretic intersection θ_{Z,W} ∩ P_F = ι^∗_F θ_{Z,W} . In particular, the ideal sheaf of θ_{F,W} is the inverse image ideal sheaf of θ_{Z,W} under ι_F .

Proof. Let s ∈ P_F be a closed point. Since the locally free sheaves R^1 p̃_{Z,∗}Ṽ_1 and ι^∗_F p_{Z,∗}V_0 are of the same rank r, we see that the following conditions are equivalent.

(1) det R^1α̃ � 0 at s; (2) R^1α̃ is surjective at s; (3) R^1 p_{F,∗} � E_F ⊗ q^∗_F g_∗W � vanishes at s;

(4) H^1((X, P), E_{F,s} ⊗ g_∗W) = 0.

By (4.11), the last condition (4) is equivalent to: H^1(Z, E_{Z,ιF(s)} ⊗ W) = 0. We obtain:

• the section s_{F,W} vanishes at a closed point s ∈ P_F if and only if • H^1(Z, E_{Z,ιF (s)} ⊗ W) = 0.

Finally, by the Riemann Roch Theorem, the choice of the rank and determinant of W tells us that the last condition is equivalent to:

H^0(Z, E_{Z,ιF (s)} ⊗ W) = H^1(Z, E_{Z,ιF (s)} ⊗ W) = 0.

This shows that θ_{F,W} = {s ∈ P_F (k) | H^∗(Z, E_{Z,ιF(s)} ⊗ W) � 0}.

30 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Since the condition H^∗(Z, E_{Z,ιF (s)} ⊗ W) = 0 is equivalent to: ι_F (s) ∈ θ_{Z,W} , we have: θ_{F,W} = {ι_F (s) ∈ P_Z | s_{Z,W} vanishes at ι_F (s)} = θ_{Z,W} ∩ P_F .

The particular statement is immediate. □ Let us summarize the above discussion together with a proof of the fact that the unstable locus in P_{(X,P)} is the base locus of a line bundle. Theorem 4.16. Suppose that Notation 4.1 hold. Set δ^′ = (n, |Γ|deg_P(Δ)) and χ^′ = |Γ|deg_P(Δ) − n(g_Z − 1).

Fix an integer R >^{n2}_4 (g_Z − 1). Let F ∈ F . Consider the closed projective subspace ι_F : P_F → P_Z . Then the following hold.

(1) For any bundle W on Z of rank R · n/δ^′ and of degree −R · χ^′/δ^′, the distinguished section s_{Z,W} of the generalized Θ-line bundle on P_Z (cf. Definition A.3) associated W induces a distinguished section s_{F,W} = ι^∗_F s_{Z,W} of the line bundle ι^∗_F O_{PZ} (R · Θ). In particular, the natural k-linear map

H^0(P_Z , O_{PZ} (R · Θ))^ι ∗ F−−→ H^0(P_F , ι^∗_FO_{PZ} (R · Θ)) is surjective.

(2) The vanishing locus of the section s_{F,W} is given by

θ_{F,W} = {s ∈ P_F (k) | H^∗(Z, E_{Z,ιF (s)} ⊗ W) = 0} = θ_{Z,W} ∩ P_F where θ_{Z,W} is the vanishing locus of the section s_{Z,W} , as described in (A.7). If I_W denote the ideal sheaf of θ_{Z,F} , then θ_{F,W} is the closed sub-scheme with ideal sheaf ι^{−1}_F I_W · O_{PF} for any W as above.

(3) The unstable locus in P_F , i.e. the closed sub-scheme B_F = {[E] ∈ P_F (k) | E is not P-semistable} is the base locus ∩ W semistable

rk(W)=R·n/δ^′, deg(W)=−R·χ^′ /δ^′

θ_{F,W} = B_Z ∩ P_F

of the complete linear system of the line bundle ι^∗_F O_{PZ} (R · Θ); here B_Z is the base locus of the linear system of the generalized Θ-line bundle O_{PZ} (R·Θ). In particular, the complete linear system of the line bundle ι^∗_F O_{PZ} (R · Θ) is of finite dimension and is generated by the pullback of the generalized theta divisors θ_{Z,W} on Z under ι_F .

Proof. Only (3) is new. It is enough to show that B_F = B_Z ∩ P_F .

Given a bundle E with [E] ∈ P_F , we know that E is P-semistable if and only if the Γ-equivariant bundle g^∗E on Z is semistable. If g^∗E on is semistable, by Le Potier’s result ([30, Theorem 2.4]), there exists a necessarily semistable bundle W on Z of rank R · n/δ^′ and of degree −R · χ^′/δ^′ such that H^∗(Z, g^∗E ⊗ W) = 0. So E is not P-semistable if and only if for each semistable bundle W on Z of rank R · n/δ^′ and of degree −R · χ^′/δ^′, we have H^∗(Z, g^∗E ⊗ W) � 0.

As in the proof of Lemma 4.15, we conclude that B_F = ∩_{W semistable}

rk(W)=R·n/δ^′ , deg(W)=−R·χ^′ /δ^′

θ_{F,W}

which is the scheme theoretic intersection of B_Z with P_F . □

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 31

4.4. Main Theorem. We now have all the ingredients to construct a Coarse moduli space for the algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ). Throughout this section, we work with the following assumption.

Assumption 4.17. There exists a P-semistable bundle E ∈ Vect(X, P) of rank n and of determinant Δ.

We have seen that the P-semistable bundles E on (X, P) of rank n and of determinant Δ are over-parameterized by the projective space P_{(X,P)} which is the disjoint union

P_{(X,P)} = ⊔_F P_F = Grass(1, H^1((X, P), F ⊗ det(F) ⊗ Δ^{−1} ⊗ L^{−n}))

with F varying over the indexing set F (cf. Definition 4.4). Further, P_F ’s are closed subspaces of P_Z via the closed embeddings P_F^{ιF}−→ P_Z with disjoint images where

P_Z = Grass(1, H^1(Z, ⊕_{1≤i≤n−1} g^∗Δ^{−1} ⊗ g^∗L^{−n}))

over-parametrizes semistable bundles on Z of rank n and determinant g^∗Δ. Fix an integer R >^{n2}_4 (g_Z −1). By the classical theory (Proposition A.4), the closed subscheme B_Z of P_Z of points corresponding to the bundles on Z which are not semistable is the base locus of the complete linear system corresponding to the generalized Θ-line bundle L_Z � O_{PZ} (R · Θ). With Assumption 4.17, Corollary 4.13 assures that for each F ∈ F , the sub-scheme of P_F whose closed points represents P-semistable bundles is open and non-empty. By Theorem 4.16, the closed subscheme B_F ⊂ P_F of points corresponding to the bundles which are not P-semistable is precisely the base locus of the complete linear system associated to ι^∗_F L_Z , and this coincides with the closed subscheme ι^∗_F B_Z = B_Z ∩ P_F , the scheme-theoretic intersection of B_Z and P_F in P_Z . So the sections s_{F,W} generate ι^∗_F L_Z on the open subscheme Q_F = P_F − B_F.

We have the following commutative diagram ((A.8)) determined by the complete linear system associated to L_Z :

P_Z Q_Z = P_Z − B_Z P^{NZ}

Q̃_Z = Bl_{BZ} P_Z

ψ_Z π_Z ψ̃Z

By Langton’s Theorem [20, Theorem 6.4], the restriction map ψ_Z : Q_Z −→ P^{NZ} is a proper map whose image in P^{NZ} coincides with that of the map ~ψ_Z .

For each F ∈ F , we now do the following construction. Consider the blowing-up π_F : Q̃_F −→ P_F of P_F with respect to the closed subscheme B_F. Since P_F is an integral projective variety and B_F does not contain its generic point, Q̃_F is an integral projective variety as well. Since the ideal sheaf of B_F is the inverse image ideal sheaf of B_Z by Theorem 4.16, the closed immersion ι_F restricts to a closed immersion ι_F : Q_F → Q_Z , and by [18, II, Corollary 7.15, page 165], there is a canonical closed immersion ι̃_F : Q̃_F → Q̃_Z that realizes Q̃_F as the strict transform of P_F under π_Z . The above construction has the following consequences.

32 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Theorem 4.18. Under the above notation and construction, we have the following commutative diagram.

(4.14)

P_Z Q_Z = P_Z − B_Z P^{NZ}

P_F Q_F = P_F − B_F P^{NF}

Q̃_Z = BL_{BZ} (P_Z )

Q̃_F = BL_{BF} (P_F )

π_Z

ψ_Z π_Z ι_F ι_FψF j_F ψ̃_Z ι̃_F ψ̃Z

Here, P^{NZ} = Grass � 1, H^0(P_Z , L_Z ) � , P^{NF} = Grass � 1, H^0(P_F , ι^∗_F L_Z ) � , the closed immersion j_F is induced by the surjective k-linear map

ι^∗_F : H^0(P_Z , L_Z ) −→ H^0(P_F , ι^∗_F L_Z ),

and ψ_F , and ψ̃_F are the canonical map induced by the complete linear system associated to ι^∗_F L_Z . The following statements hold.

(1) The images of the maps ψ_F and ψ̃_F in P^{NF} coincide. (2) Considering the respective Stein factorization

ψ̃_Z : Q̃_Z^{gZ}−−→ M_Z^{fZ}−−→ P^{NZ} and

ψ̃_F : Q̃_F^{gF}−−→ M_F^{fF}−−→ P^{NF} ,

the canonical induced map M_F −→ M_Z of projective integral varieties, which we again denote by ι̃_F by abuse of notation, is a closed immersion. Note that M_Z is the Coarse moduli space of the algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_Z (n, g^∗Δ) by Theorem A.8.

(3) The images of the maps ι̃_F : M_F → M_Z are disjoint for distinct F ∈ F . (4) Each closed point of M_F is the image of a closed point of Q_F , defining a surjective morphism h_F : Q_F −→ M_F .

If two distinct closed points q, q^′ ∈ Q_F map to the same point in M_F under h_F , then the P-semistable bundles representing the points q and q^′ are S-equivalent.

Proof. The commutative diagram exists by our construction and Theorem 4.16. Again by the construction, the map ψ_F is the restriction of the proper map ψ_Z to the closed subspace Q_F of Q_Z . So ψ_F is a proper map, and hence the images of the maps ψ_F and ψ̃_F in P_F coincide, proving (1).

Since each of the Stein factorization is a relative normalization, we obtain a canonical induced map ι̃_F : M_F −→ M_Z by [41, Lemma 035J]. Since ι̃_F : Q̃_F → Q̃_Z is a closed immersion, by the universal property of the Stein factorization, statement (2) is settled.

The statement (3) is a consequence of (4), Lemma A.5, and Proposition 4.6. Let us prove (4). An application of Mumford’s Rigidity Lemma [33, Proposition 6.1, Chapter 6, page 115] as in Lemma A.5 shows that the finite map f_F locally admits sections. As ψ_F (Q_F ) = ψ̃_F (Q̃_F ) by (1), we see that each closed point of M_F is an image of a closed point in Q_F . This defines a surjective morphism h_F . Now suppose that h_F (q) = h_F (q^′) = m for two distinct closed points q, q^′ ∈ Q. Let E and E^′ be two P-semistable bundles on (X, P) corresponding to the points q and q^′, respectively. By the commutativity of the diagram (4.14), the closed points ι_F (q) and ι_F (q^′) in Q_Z map to the same point ι̃_F (m) ∈ M_Z

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 33

under the surjective map Q_Z −→ M_Z (cf. Lemma A.5). Since g^∗E and g^∗E^′ are the bundles on Z corresponding to the points ι_F (q) and ι_F (q^′), respectively, by the first part of the proof of Theorem A.8, the semistable bundles g^∗E and g^∗E^′ are S-equivalent. By Proposition 4.10, we conclude that E ∼_S E^′. □

We are now ready to present the main theorem.

Theorem 4.19. Under Notation 4.1, and notation of Theorem 4.18, suppose that Assumption 4.17 holds. Then the algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ), parameterizing P-semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ, admits a Coarse moduli space M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) that is a disjoint union of the projective integral varieties M_F constructed as the Stein factorization in Theorem 4.18 (2), and where F varies over the set F of mutually non-isomorphic bundles of the form ⊕_{1≤i≤n−1}L_i where each L_i is a line bundle on (X, P) such that g^∗ L_i � χ_i ⊗O_Z as Γ-equivariant line bundles for some character χ_i of Γ over k.

Proof. By Theorem 4.18 (4), we have a surjective map

⊔_{F∈F} h_F : ⊔_{F∈F} Q_F −→ M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) = ⊔_{F∈F} M_F ,

component wise mapping the closed points of Q_F to M_F such that if two distinct closed points q, q^′ ∈ Q_F map to the same point in M_F , the points represent bundles which are S-equivalent.

We need a morphism M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) −→ Hom(−, M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ)) that is initial among the morphisms to k-schemes and that induces a bijection on the geometric points. The algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is defined as the quotient of the stack M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ), parameterizing P-semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ, modulo the S-equivalence. So it is enough to construct a morphism M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) −→ Hom(−, M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ)) such that any two k-points of M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) map to the same point if and only if the corresponding bundles (seen as families over Spec(k)) are S-equivalent. This morphism on any k-scheme T is constructed as follows. Let E be a usual equivalence class of family of P-semistable bundles on (X, P), parameterized by T , corresponding to a T -point in M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ). By the standard approximation techniques, we may assume that T is connected and of finite type. By Theorem 4.9 (2), there is a unique F ∈ F , a Zariski open covering T = ∪_i T_i together with morphisms : T_i^{ϕi}−−→ P_F^{ιF}−→ P_Z such that

(id_T × g)^∗ E|_{Ti×Z} � (ι_F ∘ ϕ_i × id_Z )^∗ E_Z , inducing E|_{Ti×(X,P)} � � ϕ_i × id_{(X,P)}

�_∗ E_F .

The image if each ϕ_i is contained in Q_F . Post-composing with the natural map Q_F → ⊔_{F∈F} Q_F^{⊔F∈F hF}−−−−−−→ M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ), we get maps T_i −→ M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ). On the other hand, the images of ι_F ∘ ϕ_i are contained in Q_Z , defining maps T_i −→ M^{ss}_Z (n, g^∗Δ). By [20, Section 8.1, Functoriality], these later maps glue together in the intersection of the T_i’s. Thus, the maps T_i −→ M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) also glue together in the intersections, producing a T -point of the scheme M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ)). This produces a morphism M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ)(T ) −→ M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ)(T ) that is functorial in T and with the required property. We conclude that M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is a Coarse moduli scheme for the algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ). □

Remark 4.20. From the above theorem and the universal property of the Coarse moduli space of an algebraic stack, it follows that the construction of the space M^{ss}_{(X,P)}(n, Δ) is independent of the choice of the tamely ramified cover τ as in Lemma 2.4 or the choice of the curve Z.

34 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Appendix A. Construction of the Moduli Space in the Classical Context

A.1. Bounded Families. First, we establish that the algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ) is quasicompact or, equivalently, any family of all semistable bundles on X of rank n and determinant Δ is bounded. For this, we show that there is a k-variety T together with a bundle F on T × X such that each semistable bundle of rank n and determinant Δ is represented by F_t for some closed point t ∈ T . It will turn out that we can take T to be a certain projective variety (P_X, constructed later) together with a natural universal family F = E_X.

Fix a line bundle M on X satisfying

(A.1) deg(M) + deg(Δ)/n ≥ 2g.

Then any semistable bundle E of rank n satisfying det(E) � Δ sits in an exact sequence

(A.2) 0 −→ O^{⊕(n−1)}_X ⊗ M^{−1} −→ E −→ Δ ⊗ M^{⊗(n−1)} −→ 0

of bundles on X — this is [20, Proposition 3.1] when n = 2, and Δ is the canonical line bundle ω_X , but the same argument extends to general n and Δ; see Proposition 4.2. Since Δ^{−1} ⊗ M^{−n} is a line bundle of negative degree by the assumption (A.1), we have

H^0 � X, ⊕_{1≤i≤n−1}Δ^{−1} ⊗ M^{−n} � = 0.

So [27, Corollary 4.5] is applicable, and hence the functor parameterizing the equivalence classes of non-split extensions of Δ ⊗ M^{⊗(n−1)} by O^{⊕(n−1)}_X is representable by the Grassmannian variety

(A.3) P_X � P(V_X ) = Grass(1, V^∗_X)

of one-dimensional subspaces of the dual space V^∗_X , where

V^∗_X � Ext^1 � Δ ⊗ M^{⊗(n−1)}, O^{⊕(n−1)}_X ⊗ M^{−1} � � H^1 � X, ⊕_{1≤i≤n−1}Δ^{−1} ⊗ M^{−n} � . Moreover, there is a family E_X of extensions

(A.4) 0 → q^∗_{PX} � M^{−1}

�_{⊕(n−1)} −→ E_X −→ p^∗_{PX} O_{PX} (−1) ⊗ q^∗_{PX} � Δ ⊗ M^{⊗(n−1)} � → 0 on X × P_X that is universal for the families of non-split extension, with p_{PX} and q_{PX} being the usual projection maps. By [20, Proposition 3.4], this family locally induces any other family of semistable bundles, i.e. for any k-scheme S of finite type and a family F over X of semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ, parameterized by S , there is a Zariski open covering S = ∪_iS_i together with maps ϕ_i : S_i −→ P_X such that

F |_{S i} � (ϕ_i × id_X)^∗ E_X .

By (A.2), the semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ are parametrized by k-points in P_X . Since not all points of P_X correspond to semistable bundles, we need to identify the closed subscheme of P_X corresponding to unstable bundles. This is done by observing that the aforementioned closed subscheme is the base locus of the complete linear system associated with a line bundle on P_X , produced using the determinant of cohomologies and a result of Le Potier. Before proceeding, let us mention Falting’s cohomological criteria of semistability.

Proposition A.1 ([20, Proposition 2.7]). For two bundles E, F ∈ Vect(X), if

H^∗(X, E ⊗ F) = 0 i.e. H^0(X, E ⊗ F) = H^1(X, E ⊗ F) = 0,

then E and F are semistable.

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 35

A.2. The Determinantal Line Bundle. We fix the following notation.

Notation A.2. Set d � deg(Δ), and δ � (n, d) with the convention that δ = n if d = 0, and δ = g.c.d.(n, d), otherwise. Also, set χ � d − n(g − 1).

Let us now recall the construction of the determinant of cohomologies; cf. [40, Section 2]. As before, let S be any integral k-scheme, and we have the projection maps

S^{pS}←−− X × S^{qS}−→ X.

Consider a bundle E on S × X of rank n and determinant Δ. For any coherent sheaf W on X, the determinant of cohomology is the invertible sheaf

λ_E(W) � ⊗_{i≥0} det � R^i p_{S,∗} � F ⊗ q^∗_S W

�(−1)^i

on S . Then [30, Section 1.2] and [40, Lemma 2.5, Lemma 2.7] shows that up to isomorphism, the invertible sheaf λ_E(W) on S is independent of the class of W in the Grothendieck group K(X) of coherent sheaves on X, and we obtain a group homomorphism λ_E : K(X) −→ Pic(S ) that is functorial in S . By [30, Lemma 1.2], for any invertible sheaf N on S , we have the following isomorphisms (A.5) λ_{E⊗p}∗_{S N} (W) � λ_E(W) ⊗ N^{⊗χX (Es ⊗W)} for any closed point s ∈ S . Since E_s is a bundle of rank n and determinant Δ for any s ∈ S , the Riemann Roch Theorem shows that the Euler characteristic χ(E_s ⊗ W) = n · rk(W) (μ(E_s) + μ(W) − (g − 1)) is independent of the choice of s. So, if χ(E_s ⊗ W) = 0 or equivalently, μ(E_s ⊗ W) = g − 1, the determinant of cohomology λ_E(W) is well defined in the usual equivalence class of family containing E.

Recall that d = deg(Δ). Consider the subgroup H(n, d) of K(X) generated by the coherent sheaves W satisfying χ(E_s ⊗ W) = 0 for any point s ∈ S . It is noted in [11] that H(n, d) is the kernel of the group homomorphism K(X) −→ Z, α → χ(α ⊗ [E_s]) that is independent of the point s ∈ S , and only depends on the integers n and d. By the Riemann Roch Theorem, the class of a coherent sheaf W lies in H(n, d) precisely when rk(W) = l·n/δ and deg(W) = −l·χ/δ = −l·^{d−n(g−1)}_δ for some l ≥ 1. The isomorphism (A.5) shows that the group homomorphism (A.6) λ_E : H(n, d) −→ Pic(S ) is independent of the choice of the family E in its usual equivalence class, and is functorial in S . Moreover, [40, Lemma 2.6] shows that for any line bundle L_0 on X of degree 0, and a coherent sheaf W on X whose class in K(X) is in H(n, d), we have an isomorphism λ_E(W ⊗ L_0) � λ_E(W).

Definition A.3. Let S be an integral k-scheme. Let E be a family of bundles on X of rank n and determinant Δ, parametrized by S . Let δ be as before, and R be a positive integer. The generalized Θ-line bundle O_S (R · Θ) is defined to be the invertible sheaf O_S (R · Θ) � λ_E(W)^{−1} for any bundle W on X of rank R · n/δ and of degree −R · χ/δ.

36 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

It is well known that the generalized Θ-line bundles have a multiplicative structure, namely O_S (R · Θ) � O_S (Θ)^{⊗R} where we write O_S (1 · Θ) as O_S (Θ); see [20, Section 4.3]. We will show that the unstable locus in P_X is the base locus of the generalized Θ-line bundle O_{PX} (R · Θ) for a large R.

Next, we recall that for any positive integer R and any bundle W on X of rank R·n/δ and of degree −R · χ/δ, there is a distinguished section s_{E,W} of the generalized Θ-line bundle O_S (R · Θ) � λ_E(W)^{−1}, defined up to a non-zero scalar in k, and the vanishing locus θ_{E,W} of s_{E,W} has a description in terms of non-vanishing of certain cohomologies. Consider a locally free resolution

0 −→ V_1^α−→ V_0 −→ E ⊗ q^∗_S W −→ 0

such that p_{S,∗}V_i = 0; this can be done by taking V_0 = p^∗_S p_{S ∗} � (E ⊗ q^∗_S W)(l) � ⊗ O_{XS} (−l) for l >> 0, and then taking V_1 as the kernel of the natural surjection V_0 −→ E ⊗ q^∗_S W. The above exact complex produces the following long exact sequence of higher direct image sheaves on S:

0 → p_{S,∗}(E ⊗ q^∗_S W) −→ R^1 p_{S,∗}(V_1)^{R1α}−→ R^1 p_{S,∗}(V_0) −→ R^1 p_{S,∗}(E ⊗ q^∗_S W) → 0.

Since χ(E_s ⊗ W) = 0 for any closed point s ∈ S , the sheaves R^1 p_{S,∗}(V_i) are locally free sheaves on S of the same rank, r say. Then the element in the Grothendieck group K_0(S ) of bundles on S , defined by Rp_{S,∗}(E ⊗ q^∗_S W) is represented by the complex

0 → R^1 p_{S,∗}(V_1)^{R1α}−→ R^1 p_{S,∗}(V_0) → 0.

The determinant

det R^1α � ∧^r R^1α ∈ Hom(∧^rR^1 p_{S,∗}(V_1), ∧^rR^1 p_{S,∗}(V_0)) = Γ(S, O_S (R · Θ))

defines a global section of λ_E(W)^{−1} � O_S (R · Θ), independent of the chosen resolution, determined up to a non-zero element of H^0(X, O_X) = k; cf. [41, Section 0FJI]. We set our distinguished section associated to W to be

s_{E,W} � det R^1α.

Note that R^1α is surjective at s if and only if R^1 p_{S,∗}(E ⊗ q^∗_S W) vanishes at s if and only if

H^0(X, E_s ⊗ W) = H^1(X, E_s ⊗ W) = 0.

Since R^1α ⊗ k(s) is a morphism of vector spaces of the same dimension, R^1α is surjective at s if and only if det R^1α � 0 at s. This shows that the vanishing locus of the section s_{E,W} is (A.7) θ_{E,W} = {s ∈ S (k) | H^∗(X, E_s ⊗ W) � 0}.

One immediate consequence of Falting’s criteria (Proposition A.1) is that if W is unstable, θ_{F ,W} is the whole space S .

A.3. Construction. Let us apply the above general results in our context with S = P_X and the universal family E = E_X ; see (A.3) and (A.4). Let δ and χ be as in Notation A.2. For any positive integer R, and a bundle W of rank R · n/δ and of degree −R · χ/δ, we have the generalized Θ-line bundle O_{PX} (R · Θ). To each such bundle W, there is an associated global section s_W � s_{EX ,W} ∈ Γ(P, O_{PX} (R · Θ)) with vanishing locus

θ_W � θ_{EX ,W} = {[E] ∈ P_X | H^0(X, E ⊗ W) � 0}.

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 37

If W as above is not a semistable bundle, by [20, Proposition 2.7], the section s_W is the zero section. On the other hand, if W above is semistable, the vanishing locus θ_W is a Cartier divisor on P_X ; cf. [20, Lemma 4.2].

For the rest of this section, fix an integer R >^{n2}_4 (g − 1).

Le Potier’s result [30, Theorem 2.4] shows that for any semistable bundle E on X of rank n and determinant Δ, there is a (necessarily semistable) bundle W of rank R · n/δ and determinant O_X (−R · χ/δ) such that

H^∗(X, E ⊗ W) = 0.

This shows that for any bundle E corresponding to a closed point e ∈ P_X , the following statements are equivalent.

(1) E is not semistable;

(2) for all W of rank R·n/δ and of degree −R·χ/δ, the cohomology groups H^∗(X, E⊗W) are non-zero;

(3) for all W of rank R·n/δ and of degree −R·χ/δ, the point s is in the vanishing locus θ_W .

We conclude the following.

Proposition A.4. Under the above notation, the closed subscheme

B = {[E] ∈ P_X | E is not semistable}

of P_X is the base locus of the complete linear system of the generalized Θ-line bundle O_{PX} (R · Θ), spanned by the theta divisors. As this linear system is finite-dimensional, we can write B as a finite intersection

B = ∩_{0≤i≤N} θ_{Wi}

for a uniquely determined N and such that the sections s_{Wi} generate the line bundle O_{PX} (R · Θ) on the complement of the base locus B.

Set Q as the open subscheme of P_X , which is the complement of B. Then the sections s_{Wi} generate O_{PX} (R · Θ) over Q. Let π: Q̃ −→ P_X be the blow up of P_X at the closed subscheme B. Since P_X is reduced and B is a proper closed subscheme of P_X, the projective variety Q̃ is integral. Also, Q is an open subscheme of Q̃. Using the above proposition, we obtain the following commutative diagram determined by the complete linear system associated to O_{PX} (R · Θ).

(A.8)

P_X Q = P_X − B P^N

Q̃ = Bl_BP_X ψ π ~ψ

By Langton’s Theorem [20, Theorem 6.4], the map ψ: Q −→ P^N is a proper map whose image in P^N coincides with that of the map ~ψ. Consider the Stein factorization (cf. [41, Theorem 03H0]) of the map ~ψ:

~ψ: Q̃^{gX}−→ M^{ss}_X (n, Δ)^{fX}−→ P^N .

38 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

where f_X is a finite map of integral projective varieties, and g_X has connected fibers. Summarizing the above, we have the following commutative diagram.

(A.9)

Q P^N

Q̃ M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) ψ̃ψ g_Xf_X

In the following, we observe that the closed points of M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) are the images of closed points of Q.

Lemma A.5. Under the above notation, each closed point of M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) is the image of a closed point of Q under the map g_X.

Proof. Let m be a closed point of M^{ss}_X (n, Δ). Applying Mumford’s Rigidity Lemma [33, Proposition 6.1, Chapter 6, page 115] to the following commutative diagram g^{−1}_X (m) {m}

{ f_X (m)},

g_X

~ψ|_{rest}f_X

we obtain a section σ( f_X (m)) = m. Since the images of ψ and ~ψ coincide, there is a closed point q ∈ Q mapping to f_X (m) via ~ψ|_{rest}. Then

g_X(q) = σ ∘ ~ψ|_{rest}(q) = σ( f_X (m)) = m. □ As a consequence of the above lemma, we see that the closed points of M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) being images of closed points of Q, represent semistable bundles. We need to establish that the closed points of M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) actually represent S-equivalence classes of bundles.

First, we need some crucial observations. Let C be a smooth projective connected kcurve. Let E be a family of bundles on X of rank n and determinant Δ, parameterized by C. Since the semistable locus C^′ of the family E is an open sub-curve of C, the coherent sheaf R^1 p_{C,∗} � E ⊗ q^∗_CW � is a torsion sheaf on C of finite length that is supported in the complement of C^′. Using Langton’s Theorem [20, Theorem 6.4], we can perform elementary transformations and replace E by another family E^′ of rank n and determinant Δ such that the fiber over every point c ∈ C is semistable, and E_c′ � E^′_c′ for all points c^′ ∈ C^′. Denote the generalized Θ-line bundle O_C(R · Θ) on C associated to E^′ by O_C(Θ_C). The following well-known results establish the connection between the degree of O_C(Θ_C) and the S-equivalence in the family E^′.

Proposition A.6. Under the above notation, we have the following.

(1) The line bundle O_C(Θ_C) is base point free. In particular, deg (O_C (Θ_C)) ≥ 0. (2) deg (O_C (Θ_C)) = 0 if and only if for any points c, c^′ ∈ C, the bundles E^′_c and E^′_c′ are S-equivalent.

Proof. The above statements are [20, Proposition 7.4 and Theorem 7.5] when n = 2 and Δ = ω_X . The same arguments holds under our hypothesis, see [20, Section 8.3(5)]. □

Let us note the following important result.

Lemma A.7. Suppose that C is a smooth projective sub-curve of P_X . Then the following conditions are equivalent.

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 39

(1) C ∩ Q gets contracted under ψ;

(2) the total transform π^{−1}(C) under the blowing-up map π gets contracted under ~ψ; (3) the image of π^{−1}(C) under ~ψ is a point a ∈ P^N , and there exists a hypersurface H_a in P^N not passing through the point a such that ~ψ^∗ H_a is the exceptional divisor π^{−1}(B);

(4) the intersection number π^{−1}(C) · π^{−1}(B) is zero; (5) C · B = 0.

Proof. Since ψ is proper map, conditions (1) and (2) are equivalent. If the image of π^{−1}(C) under ~ψ is a point a ∈ P^N , we can choose a hypersurface H_a not passing through a; as O_PN (H_a) � O_PN (1), we have ~ψ^∗ H_a = π^{−1}(B).The converse is immediate, proving (2)⇔(3). The equivalence of (3) and (4) is obvious. Finally, using the projection formula under the proper morphism π and noting that C = π(π^{−1}(C)), the last two statements are equivalent. □ Now we are ready to prove that M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) is the desired moduli space.

Theorem A.8. The integral projective variety M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) is the Coarse moduli space for the functor M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ).

Proof. By Lemma A.5, the closed points of M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) are the images of the closed points of Q under g_X. This defines a surjective morphism Q −→ M^{ss}_X (n, Δ). We claim that if two distinct closed points q, q^′ ∈ Q map to the same point m ∈ M^{ss}_X (n, Δ), then the semistable bundles represented by the points q and q^′ are S-equivalent. To see this, consider a smooth projective connected sub-curve C in P_X, passing through q and q^′. Restriction of the universal bundle E_X on C × X produces a family of bundles on X of rank n and determinant Δ whose semistable locus is C ∩ Q. We can perform elementary transformations to produce a family E on C ×X that is semistable at every point of C. Since f^{−1}_X {m} is a closed connected sub-variety of Q̃, containing the distinct points q and q^′ of the connected curve C ∩ Q, the curve C ∩ Q gets mapped to the point f_X (m) under ψ. By Lemma A.7, this is equivalent to C · B = 0. Equivalently, the degree of the generalized Θ-line bundle O_C (Θ_C), defined by the family E, is zero on C by our construction. By Proposition A.6, the bundles E_q and E_q′ are S-equivalent.

We want to show the existence of a morphism M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ) −→ Hom(−, M^{ss}_X (n, Δ)) that is initial among the morphisms to k-schemes. Recall that the algebraic stack M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ) was defined using the S-equivalence as the quotient of the stack M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) which parameterize semistable bundles of rank n and determinant Δ. So it is enough to construct a morphism M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) −→ Hom(−, M^{ss}_X (n, Δ)) such that any two k-points of M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) map to the same point if and only if the corresponding bundles (seen as families over Spec(k)) are S-equivalent.

Let S be any k-scheme of finite type. Consider any equivalence class of a family E of semistable bundles on X of rank n and determinant Δ, parameterized by S , under the usual equivalence. By the local universal property of such families (cf. Theorem 4.9), there is a Zariski open covering S = ∪_iS_i together with morphisms ϕ_i : S_i −→ P_X such that E|_{S i} � (ϕ_i × id)^∗E_X. Each map ϕ_i has image in Q, and composition with the surjective map Q −→ M^{ss}_X (n, Δ), we obtain maps S_i −→ M^{ss}_X (n, Δ). By [20, Section 8.1, Functoriality], these maps glue together, and we obtain the desired map that is functorial in S , and such that two closed points s, s^′ ∈ S are mapped to the same closed point m ∈ M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) if and only if E_s ∼_S E_s′ . This shows that M^{ss}_X (n, Δ) is the Coarse moduli space for the functor M^{ss,S}_X (n, Δ). □

40 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

Appendix B. Extension Classes

One of the key steps in our construction of the moduli space comes from the observation that any P-semistable bundle of a fixed rank and determinant on a connected orbifold curve (X, P) can be represented as an extension of suitable bundles on (X, P) (cf. Proposition 4.3). This leads us to to study extensions of a bundle E_2 by a bundle E_1 over (X, P), i.e. short exact sequences of the form

0 −→ E_1 −→ E −→ E_2 −→ 0

in Vect(X, P). A concise treatment of extensions of coherent sheaves over a flat Noetherian scheme over a Noetherian base scheme is given in [27]. We will see that these results also hold in the case of orbifold curves.

We note some generalities needed for our purpose. Let Y be a Noetherian k-scheme. Consider a finite type flat proper k-morphism f : Y −→ Y where Y is an integral smooth proper separated Deligne Mumford stack of finite type over k. In whatever follows, S denote a Noetherian k-scheme with structure morphism S^g−→ Spec(k), and we write

S^{pS}←− S × Y^{qS}−→ Y

for the projection maps. For any bundle E_2 on Y, and any i ≥ 0, we have the functor

Ext^i_f (E_2, −): Coh_Y −→ Coh_Y

where Ext^i_f (E_2, E_1) � R^i � f_∗Hom_{OY} (E_2, −) � (E_1). Since E_2 is a bundle, the functor

Hom_{OY} (E_2, −) � E^∨_2 ⊗_{OY} −

is an exact functor. Then for any i ≥ 0, we have

R^i � f_∗Hom_{OY} (E_2, −) � � R^i f_∗ ∘ � E^∨_2 ⊗ − � . In particular, if Y = Spec(k), and f is the structure morphism, then Ext^i_f (E_2, E_1) � H^i(Y, E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) ⊗_k O_k is the bundle on Spec(k) associated to the finite dimensional k-vector space H^i(Y, E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1). In this case, the base change map

σ^i(g): g^∗Ext^i_f (E_2, E_1) −→ Ext^i_{pS} (q^∗_S E_2, q^∗_S E_1)

(B.1)

is an isomorphism. Also note that since Coh_Y is a Grothendieck abelian category, by [41, Section 06XP], we have the following:

H^0 � Spec(k), Ext^0_f (E_2, E_1) � � H^0(Y, E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) � Hom(E_2, E_1),

and H^0 � Spec(k), Ext^1_f (E_2, E_1) � � Ext^1(E_2, E_1) is the set of isomorphism classes of extensions of E_2 by E_1.

Now consider the case where Y = (X, P) is a connected orbifold curve. Let E_1, E_2 ∈ Vect_{(X,P)}. Write f : (X, P) −→ Spec(k) for the structure morphism. We have noted that Ext^i_f (E_2, E_1) is the locally free sheaf associated to the vector space H^i((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) on Spec(k), and the formation of Ext^i_f (E_2, E_1) commutes with arbitrary base change. Consider the contravariant functor

PE: Noetherian k-schemes −→ Sets

that to a Noetherian k-scheme g: S −→ Spec(k), associates the set PE(S ) of invertible quotients of the locally free sheaf Ext^1_{pS} (q^∗_S E_2, q^∗_S E_1)^∨. By (B.1), and since g^∗O_{Spec(k)} � O_S , we have the following isomorphisms:

Ext^1_{pS} (q^∗_S E_2, q^∗_S E_1) � g^∗Ext^1_f (E_2, E_1) � H^1((X, P)), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) ⊗_k O_S .

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 41

Hence the functor PE is representable by the projective space bundle P(Ext^1_f (E_2, E_1)^∨) on Spec(k). In other words, the functor PE is representable by the projective space P(V) where V = H^1((X, P)), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1)^∗, and the k-points of P(V) correspond to the one-dimensional subspaces in V^∗ � H^1((X, P)), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1).

The universal element of PE(P(V)) is given as follows. Set H � Ext^1_f (E_2, E_1) � H^1((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) ⊗_k O_k,

which is the trivial bundle on Spec(k) associated to the k-vector space H^1((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1). By the universal property of the projective space P(V), we have the isomorphism: H^∨ � f_{P(V),∗}O_{P(V)}(1) where f_{P(V)} denote the structure morphism of P(V). Then the image of the identity map id_H under the canonical isomorphisms

End(V) � H^0 � Spec(k), End(H) � � H^0 � Spec(k), H ⊗ H^∨ � � H^0 � Spec(k), H ⊗ f_{P(V),∗}O_{P(V)}(1) � � H^0 � Spec(k), f_{P(V),∗} � f^∗_{P(V)}H ⊗ O_{P(V)}(1) � � H^0 � P(V), f^∗_{P(V)}H ⊗ O_{P(V)}(1) � � H^0 � P(V), Ext^1_{pP(V)} (q^∗_{P(V)} E_2, q^∗_{P(V)}E_1) ⊗ O_{P(V)}(1) � is a non-vanishing section, and defines the universal quotient Ext^1_{pP(V)} (q^∗_{P(V)}E_2, q^∗_{P(V)} E_1)^∨ −→ O_{P(V)}(1) −→ 1.

We also see that PE(S ) is the set of non-vanishing sections of Ext^1_{pS} (q^∗_S E_2, q^∗_S E_1 ⊗ p^∗_S N) with arbitrary N ∈ Pic_S , modulo the canonical action of H^0 � S, O^×_S � . In particular, for a reduced Noetherian k-scheme S , it follows that PE(S ) is the set of all families of nowhere splitting extensions (e_s)_{s∈S} of q^∗_S E_2 by q^∗_S E_1 ⊗ p^∗_S N for arbitrary N ∈ Pic(S ) modulo the the canonical operation of H^0(S, O^×_S ); here a family (e_s)_{s∈S} is defined to be a collection of elements e_s which are extensions of E_2 by E_1 on Y, parameterized by S , such that for each closed point s ∈ S , there is a Zariski open subset U of S with e_t and e_s being isomorphic extensions for each t ∈ U. Further, the family (e_s)_{s∈S} is nowhere splitting means that e_s is not the trivial extension for any s ∈ S . Finally, using similar arguments from [27, Corollary 4.4, Corollary 4.5], we conclude the following.

Proposition B.1. Let (X, P) be a connected orbifold curve, E_1, E_2 ∈ Vect_{(X,P)}. Then there is a family of extensions (e_t)_{t∈P(V)} of q^∗_{P(V)}E_2 by q^∗_{P(V)} E_1 ⊗ O_{P(V)}(1) over the projective space P(V), the Grassmannian variety of one dimensional sub-spaces of V^∗ = H^1((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗E_1), that is universal in the category of reduced Noetherian k-schemes for the classes of families of nowhere splitting extensions of q^∗_S E_2 by q^∗_S E_1 ⊗ p^∗_S N for arbitrary N ∈ Pic_S modulo the canonical action of H^0(S, O^×_S ).

Further, if also H^0((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) = 0, there is an extension

(B.2) 0 → q^∗_{P(V)} E_1 ⊗ p^∗_{P(V)}O_{P(V)}(1) → E_V → q^∗_{P(V)} E_2 → 0 (e_V ) on the smooth proper Deligne Mumford stack P(V) × (X, P), which is universal in the category of Noetherian k-schemes for the classes of extensions of q^∗_S E_2 by q^∗_S E_1 ⊗ p^∗_S N on S × (X, P) with arbitrary N ∈ Pic_S , which split nowhere over S , modulo the canonical operation of H^0(S, O^×_S ).

Next, we provide a direct construction of the universal family E_V in (B.2) using a Künneth formula: for any coherent sheaves of modules F on P(V), and E on (X, P), we have the isomorphism (B.3) H^m(P(V) × (X, P), F ⊠ E) � ⊕_{i+ j=m}H^i(P(V), F) ⊗ H^j((X, P), E)

42 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

for any m ≥ 0, and F ⊠ E � p^∗_{P(V)} F ⊗ q^∗_{P(V)} E.

We first argue that the above isomorphism holds. For any étale atlas U of (X, P), we have an étale atlas P(V) × U for P(V) × (X, P). We have the spectral sequences:

E^{a,b}_1 = H^a(U_b, E_b) ⇒ H^{a+b}((X, P), E), E^{a,b}_1 = H^a((P(V) × U)_b, (F ⊠ E)_b) ⇒ H^{a+b}(P(V) × (X, P), F ⊠ E)

where U_b (respectively, (P(V)×U)_b) is the (b+1)-fold product of U (respectively, P(V)×U) over (X, P) (respectively, P(V)×(X, P)), and E_b (respectively, (F ⊠ E)_b)) being the pullback of E (respectively, F ⊠ E) on U_b (respectively, (P(V) × U)_b), as in Section § 3.1. Then

(P(V) × U)_b � P(V) × U_b and

(F ⊠ E)_b � F ⊠ E_b on P(V) × U_b.

Then the isomorphism (B.3) follows from the usual Künneth Formula for P(V) × U_b together with the uniqueness of the cohomologies in the above spectral sequences.

Under the hypothesis H^0((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) = 0, we obtain the universal extension E_V as the canonical extension class in

Ext^1(O_{P(V)}(−1) ⊠ E_2, E_1) � H^1 � P(V) × (X, P), O_{P(V)}(1) ⊠ � E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1 � (B.4)

� H^0(P(V), O_{P(V)}(1)) ⊗ H^1((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) � V ⊗ V^∗ � End(V)

corresponding to the identity map on V.

Finally, it is important to note the relation of the extension classes of orbifold bundles with those of the corresponding equivariant bundles. As before, we fix a Γ-Galois cover g: Z −→ (X, P) where Z is a smooth projective connected k-curve, and g factors as a composition g: Z^u−→ [Z/Γ] = (X, P̃)^τ−→ (X, P) of the natural atlas u followed by the tamely ramified cover τ of connected orbifold curves, induced by id_X. Suppose that E_1, E_2 ∈ Vect(X, P) satisfy the following condition:

(B.5) H^0(Z, g^∗(E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1)) = 0.

By Corollary 3.5 (1), we have H^0((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) = 0. By base change, the sheaves Ext^0_f (E_1, E_2) and Ext^0_{f ∘g}(g^∗E_1, g^∗E_2) on Spec(k) are both zero. Further, the formation of the locally free sheaves Ext^1_f (E_1, E_2) and Ext^1_{f ∘g}(g^∗E_1, g^∗E_2) commute with base change. By Proposition B.1, we have the universal family E_V on P(V)×(X, P) where V^∗ = H^1((X, P), E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1). Similarly, either by [27, Corollary 4.5] or by applying Proposition B.1 to Z, there is a universal family E_W on P(W) × Z with W^∗ = H^1(Z, g^∗E^∨_2 ⊗ g^∗E_1). Further, the Γ-action on the equivariant bundle g^∗(E^∨_2 ⊗ E_1) induces a k[Γ]-module structure on W, and on W^∗. We have the following result.

Proposition B.2. Under the above notation, we have the following.

(1) The vector space V^∗ is a linear subspace of the Γ-fixed points of W^∗, and hence determines a closed subspace

μ: P(V) → P(W).

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 43

(2) We have a natural isomorphism of bundles

(id_{P(V)} × g)^∗E_V � (μ × id_Z )^∗E_W

on P(V) × Z.

Proof. The first statement follows directly from Corollary 3.5 (3.5) and the naturality of the functor Proj. For the second statement, note that under the isomorphism (B.4)

End(V) � Ext^1 � p^∗_{P(V)}O_{P(V)}(−1) ⊗ q^∗_{P(V)} E_2, q^∗_{P(V)}E_1 � , the universal family E_V is the image of the identity endomorphism id_V . Similarly, under the isomorphism

End(W) � Ext^1 � p^∗_{P(W)}O_{P(W)}(−1) ⊗ q^∗_{P(W)}g^∗E_2, q^∗_{P(W)}g^∗E_1 � , the universal family E_W is the image of the identity endomorphism id_W . We have the following natural isomorphisms

(μ × id_Z )^∗q^∗_{P(W)}g^∗E_i � (id_{P(V)} × g)^∗q^∗_{P(V)} E_i for i = 1, 2, and

(μ × id_Z )^∗ p^∗_{P(W)}O_{P(W)}(1) � (μ × id_Z )^∗ p^∗_{P(W)}μ^∗O_{P(V)}(1) � (id_{P(V)} × g)^∗ p^∗_{P(V)}O_{P(V)}(1). This shows that the pullback of any extension of O_p∗_{P(W) P(W)}(−1) ⊗ q^∗_{P(W)}g^∗E_2 by q^∗_{P(W)}g^∗E_1 under μ × id_Z is the pullback of an extension of O_p∗_{P(V) P(V)}(−1) ⊗ q^∗_{P(V)} E_2 by q^∗_{P(V)} E_1 under the map id_{P(V)} × g, and vice versa. Since the identity endomorphism id_V extends to the Γ-equivariant endomorphism id_W , and the identity endomorphism id_W is naturally Γequivariant, the second statement follows. □

References

1. Abramovich D., Olsson M., Vistoli A., Tame stacks in positive characteristic, Annales de l’Institut Fourier, Vol. 58, no. 4, pp. 1057–1091, 2008.

2. Alper J., Belmans P., Bragg D., Liang J., Tajakka T., Projectivity of the moduli space of vector bundles on a curve, In: Belmans P, Ho W, de Jong AJ, eds. Stacks Project Expository Collection. London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press; 90–125, 2022.

3. Atiyah M., Vector bundles over an elliptic curve, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 7, 414–452, 1957. 4. Biswas I., Parabolic bundles as orbifold bundles, Duke Math. J., vol. 88, no. 2, 1997, 305–325. 5. Biswas I., Das S., Parameswaran A. J., Genuinely ramified maps and stable vector bundles, Internat. J. Math., vol. 33, no. 5, Paper No. 2250039, 14, doi: 10.1142/S0129167X22500392, 2022.

6. Biswas I., Hein G., Hoffmann N., On semistable vector bundles over curves, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, Ser. I 346, 981—98, 2008.

7. Biswas I., Kumar M, Parameswaran A. J., Genuinely ramified maps and stability of pulled-back parabolic bundles, Indagationes Mathematicae, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.indag.2022.04.003, 2022.

8. Biswas I., Parameswaran A. J., Ramified Covering Maps and Stability of Pulled-back Bundles, International Mathematics Research Notices, 05, doi: 10.1093/imrn/rnab062, 2021.

9. Brochard S., Champs algébriques et foncteur de Picard, arxiv preprint, arXiv:0808.3253 [math.AG], 2008. 10. Deligne P. and Mumford D., The irreducibility of the space of curves of given genus, Inst. Hautes Études Sci.

Publ. Math., no. 36, 1969, 75–109.

11. Drezet J. M., Narasimhan M. S., Groupe de Picard des Variétés des Modules de fibres semi-stables sur les courbes algebraiques, Inven. Math., 97, 53–94, 1989.

12. Das S., On the inertia conjecture and its generalizations, Israel J. Math., vol. 253, no. 1, 157–204, 2023. 13. Das S., On the Classification of the Covers of Stacky Curves Preserving Slope Stability, arxiv preprint, 2022, arXiv:2211.02342v2 [math.AG].

14. Eisenbud D., Commutative algebra with a view toward algebraic geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 150, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1995, xvi+785.

15. Eisenbud D., The geometry of syzygies, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 229, A second course in commutative algebra and algebraic geometry, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2005, xvi+243.

16. Faltings G., Stable G-bundles and projective connections, J. Alg. Geom. 2, 507–568, 1993.

44 SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

17. Fausk, H. and Hu, P. and May, J. P., Isomorphisms between left and right adjoints, Theory Appl. Categ., vol.

11, No. 4, 107–131, 2003.

18. Hartshorne R., Algebraic geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52, Springer-Verlag, New York- Heidelberg, xvi+496, 1977.

19. Hazewinkel M., Martin C. F., A short elementary proof of Grothendieck’s theorem on algebraic vector bundles over the projective line, J. Pure Appl. Algebra, vol. 25, 2, 207–211, 1982.

20. Hein G., Faltings’ construction of the moduli space of vector bundles on a smooth projective curve, in Affine flag manifolds and principal bundles, Trends Math., 91–122, Birkhäuser/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2010.

21. Hoffmann N., The Picard group of a coarse moduli space of vector bundles in positive characteristic, Cent.

Eur. J. Math., vol. 10, no. 4, 1306–1313, 2012.

22. Huybrechts D., Lehn M., The Geometry of Moduli Spaces of Sheaves, Cam. Uni. Press, 2010. 23. Katz Nicholas M., Local-to-global extensions of representations of fundamental groups, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 36, 1986, 4, 69–106.

24. Kumar M., Parameswaran A. J., Formal orbifolds and orbifold bundles in positive characteristic, Internat. J.

Math. 30, no. 12, 1950067, 2019, 20 pp.

25. Kumar M., Majumder S., Parabolic bundles in positive characteristic, J. Ramanujan Math. Soc. 33, no. 1, 1–36, 2018.

26. Langton S. G., Valuative Criteria for Families of Vector Bundles on Algebraic Varieties, Ann. Math., 1975, Second Series, Vol. 101, No. 1, 88–110, 1975.

27. Lange H., Universal Families of Extensions, J. Algebra, 83, 101–112, 1983.

28. Laumon, Gérard and Moret-Bailly, Laurent, Champs algébriques, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics], vol. 39, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000, xii+208.

29. Lieblich M., Remarks on the stack of coherent algebras, Int. Math. Res. Not., vol. 2006, 75273, 2006. 30. Le Potier J., Modules de fibres semi-stables et fonctions theta, in Moduli of Vector Bundles, Maruyama M.

(Ed.), 1996, 1st ed., CRC Press, DOI: 9781003419983.

31. Mitsui K., Homotopy exact sequences and orbifolds, Algebra Number Theory, 9, no. 5, 1089 – 1136, 2015. 32. Mumford D., Projective invariants of projective structures and applications, Proc. Internat. Congr. Mathematicians (Stockholm, 1962), Inst. Mittag-Leffler, Djursholm, 526–530, 1963.

33. Mumford D., Fogarty J. and Kirwan F., Geometric invariant theory, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (2) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (2)], vol. 34, Third Ed., Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1994, xiv+292.

34. Nironi F., Grothendieck Duality for Deligne-Mumford Stacks, Arxiv preprint, 2009, arXiv.0811.1955. 35. Olsson M., Algebraic spaces and stacks, American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications, 62, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2016, xi+298.

36. Parmeswaran A. J., Parabolic coverings I: the case of curves, J. Ramanujan Math. Soc., vol. 25, 3, 2010, 233–251.

37. Romagny M., Group actions on stacks and applications, Michigan Math. J., vol. 53, no. 1, 209–236, 2005. 38. Serre Jean-Pierre, Local fields, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 67, Translated from the French by Marvin Jay Greenberg, Springer-Verlag, New York-Berlin, 1979, viii+241.

39. Seshadri, C. S. Space of Unitary Vector Bundles on a Compact Riemann Surface, Annals of Mathematics, vol. 85, no. 2, pp. 303-–36, 1967.

40. Seshadri C. S., Vector bundles on curves, Linear algebraic groups and their representations (Los Angeles, CA, 1992), Contemp. Math., vol. 153, 163–200, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1993.

41. The Stacks project authors, The Stacks project, https://stacks.math.columbia.edu, 2023. 42. Vistoli A., Intersection theory on algebraic stacks and on their moduli spaces, Invent. Math., 97, no. 3, 613–670, 1989.

43. Voight J., Zureick-Brown D., The canonical ring of a stacky curve, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., vol. 277, no.

1362, doi: 10.1090/memo/1362, 2022, v+144.

44. Gross P., Vector Bundles as Generators on Schemes and Stacks, PhD thesis, D¨usseldorf, available at the homepage of the author, 2010.

CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN ORBIFOLD CURVE 45

Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Jammu, Jagti, NH-44 , Nagrota, Jammu - 181221, J&K, India Email address: soumyadip.das@iitjammu.ac.in

Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Science Education and Research Tirupati, Srinivasapuram, Venkatagiri Road, Yerpedu Mandal, Tirupati District, Tirupati -517619. Andhra Pradesh, India Email address: souradeep@iisertirupati.ac.in