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Abstract Some connected components of a moduli space are mundane in the
sense that they are distinguished only by obvious topological invariants or
have no special characteristics. Others are more alluring and unusual either
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because they are not detected by primary invariants, or because they have
special geometric significance, or both. In this paper we describe new exam-
ples of such ‘exotic’ components in moduli spaces of SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles
on closed Riemann surfaces or, equivalently, moduli spaces of surface group
representations into the Lie group SO(p, ¢). Furthermore, we discuss how
these exotic components are related to the notion of positive Anosov repre-
sentations recently developed by Guichard and Wienhard. We also provide a
complete count of the connected components of these moduli spaces (except
for SO(2, q), with g > 4).
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1 Introduction

For a fixed closed orientable surface S and a semisimple Lie group G, the rep-
resentation variety ‘R(S, G), i.e. the moduli space of group homomorphisms
from the fundamental group of § into G, has multiple connected components.
Some of the components are mundane in the sense that they are distinguished
by obvious topological invariants and have no known special characteristics.
Others are more alluring and unusual, either because they are not detected by
the primary invariants or because they parametrize objects of special signifi-
cance, or both.

Instances of such ‘exotic’ components are well understood in two situations.
The first is the case where G is the split real form of a complex semisimple
Lie group, in which case the exotic components are known as Hitchin com-
ponents (see [35]). The second occurs when G is the isometry group of a
non-compact Hermitian symmetric space, in which case the subspace with
so-called maximal Toledo invariant has exotic components (see [12]). In [16],
both of these classes of exotic components of representation varieties have been
called higher Teichmiiller components since they enjoy many of the geometric
features of Teichmiiller space.

One common feature to all higher Teichmiiller components is that the rep-
resentations which they parametrize are all Anosov, a concept introduced by
Labourie [37]. Anosov representations have many interesting dynamical and
geometric properties, generalizing convex cocompact representations into rank
one Lie groups. In particular, higher Teichmiiller components consist entirely
of discrete and faithful representations [37] which are holonomies of geometric
structures on certain closed manifolds [31]. In general, the Anosov condition
is open in the representation variety and so does not by itself distinguish con-
nected components. More recently, in [32], Guichard and Wienhard defined
a notion of positivity which refines the Anosov property and is still an open
condition. They conjecture that such positivity for Anosov representations is
also a closed condition, and hence should detect connected components of a
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representation variety. They showed, moreover, that apart from the split real
forms and the real forms of Hermitian type, the only other non-exceptional
groups which allow positive representations are the groups locally isomorphic
to SO(p, g) for 1 < p < g, 1i.e.tothe special orthogonal groups with signature
(p, q). This leads directly to the conjecture that R(S, SO(p, ¢)) should have
‘exotic’ connected components, fitting in the higher Teichmiiller components
framework in the above sense.

In this paper we establish the existence of such exotic components, count
them, and show that each exotic component contains positive Anosov represen-
tations. Our methods exploit the Non-Abelian Hodge (NAH) correspondence
which defines a homeomorphism between R(S, G) and the moduli space of
polystable G-Higgs bundles on a Riemann surface, say X, homeomorphic to
S. Denoting these moduli spaces by M(X, G) or simply M(G) (where we
drop the X from the notation unless explicitly needed for clarity or emphasis)
our results thus actually address the connected components of M(SO(p, q)).
Our main theorem' has two parts — one is an existence result and one is a
non-existence result. Namely we prove

1. the existence of a class of explicitly described exotic components of
M(SO(p, q)) for 1 < p < ¢, and

2. the non-existence of any other exotic components of M(SO(p, q)) for
bothp=1land?2 < p <gq.

Combining these two results, and including the 22412 ‘mundane’ components,

yields a complete count of the connected components for the moduli spaces of

SO(p, g)-Higgs bundles M (X, SO(p, q)) or, equivalently, the representation

varieties R(S, SO(p, q)),for2 < p <gq.

Theorem 6.1 Let X be a compact Riemann surface of genus g > 2 and
denote the moduli space of SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles on X by M(SO(p, q)).
For?2 < p < g, we have

26 4 2p(g -1 =1 ifg=p+1
mo(M(SO(p, = 2%8+2
(MBSO, o) * 2281 otherwise.
Remark 1.2 Our methods also show that M(SO(1, ¢)) does not have exotic
components for ¢ > 2, yielding 22¢*! connected components. For ¢ > 4
our techniques fall short of a component count of M (SO(2, ¢)). However, we
expect no new exotic components to exist (see Sect. 6.2 for details).

Except for the special cases p = 2, g = p or g = p + 1, the group
SO(p, g) is neither split nor of Hermitian type, so the relation between topo-
logical invariants and connected components in the representation varieties or

! This result was announced, without details, in [1]. We now provide the details of the proof.
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SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles... 201

related Higgs bundle moduli spaces cannot be inferred from previously known
mechanisms.

The primary topological invariants are apparent from the structure of the
Higgs bundles. In the case of SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles on X, the objects are
described by a triple (V, W, n), where V and W are holomorphic orthog-
onal bundles of rank p and ¢ respectively, such that A’V = AYW, and
n is a holomorphic section of the bundle Hom(W, V) ® K, where K is
the canonical bundle of X. The topological invariants are then the first and
second Stiefel-Whitney classes of V and W, subject to the constraint that
swi1(V) = swi(W). These invariants provide a primary decomposition of
the moduli space M(SO(p, ¢)) into (not necessarily connected) components
labeled by triples (a, b, ¢) € H'(S,Z2) x H*(S,Z>) x H*(S, Z,). Using
the notation M%?¢(SO(p, ¢)) to denote the union of components labeled by
(a, b, ¢), we can thus write

MESO(p.gn =[]  MPSO(p.g). (LD

(a,b,c) €73 x Ly x Ly

Each space M@b-e(SO( P, q)) has one connected component characterized
entirely by the topological invariants (a, b, ¢). This is the connected compo-
nent which contains the moduli space of polystable orthogonal bundles with
these invariants, corresponding to Higgs bundles for the maximal compact
subgroup of SO(p, ¢). Denoted by M*?¢(SO(p, q))top» these comprise the
22¢+2 ‘mundane’ components for 2 < p < ¢. Our existence result identifies
additional components disjoint from the Mab-e(SO( P> q))top COMponents.
Identifying the topological invariants of each component of Theorem 6.1 gives
the following precise component count.

Corollary 6.4 For2 < p < q—1and (a,b,c) € H'(S, 7o) x H*(S, Z») x
H2(S, Z»), we have

2 if pisoddand b =0
1o (MEPC(SO(p, )| = {226 +1 ifpiseven,a=0andb =0
1 otherwise.

Remark 1.4 For p = 1 and p = 2, the primary topological invariants are
slightly different. For p = g and p = ¢ — 1, the connected component count
of M%P¢(SO(p, q)) is different (see Corollaries 6.5 and 6.6). For p = ¢
and p = g — 1, all components had been previously detected in [17,35]
respectively. Nevertheless, the nonexistence of additional components is new.

One advantage of working on the Higgs bundle side of the NAH correspon-
dence is that Higgs bundles and their moduli spaces possess a rich structure
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that provides tools which are not readily available in the representation vari-
eties. Two of these tools, which we exploit, are a real-valued proper function
defined by the L2-norm of the Higgs field, called the Hitchin function, and a
natural holomorphic C*-action. These are related since the critical points of
the Hitchin function occur at fixed points of the C*-action. When the moduli
space is smooth the Hitchin function is a perfect Morse—Bott function. While
this is not the case in general, the properness of the Hitchin function implies
that it attains its minimum on each connected component. This allows useful
information about  to be extracted from the loci of local minima which,
in turn, can be described using information about the corresponding C*-fixed
points.

For many groups G the Hitchin function has no local minima on M(G)
other than those defining the mundane components (see for example [25,26]).
In such cases these local minima yield enough information to completely count
the components of M (G). The group SO(p, q) is not of this type. While we
are able to classify all the local minima on M (SO(p, ¢)), the singularities in
the space render this insufficient for completely determining the number of
connected components. The classification of local minima nevertheless plays
a crucial role in the non-existence part of our main result. In the proof of the
main existence theorem, the C*-fixed points are helpful but the new exotic
components are detected by a more direct approach.

To show that the components exist, we first describe a model for the supposed
components. We then construct a map from the model to M(SO(p, ¢)) and
show that the map has open and closed image. The description of the model
invokes a variant of Higgs bundles in which the canonical bundle K is replaced
by the p™ power of K.

Theorem 4.1 Let X be a compact Riemann surface with genus g > 2 and
canonical bundle K. Denote the moduli space of K P -twisted SO(1, g — p+1)-
Higgs bundles on X by Mgp(SO(1,q — p + 1)) and the moduli space of
K -twisted SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles on X by M(SO(p, q)). For 1 < p < ¢,
there is a well defined map

p—1
W Mgr(SO(l, g — p+ 1) x @ H(X, K*) —— M(SO(p. q))
j=1
(1.2)
which is an isomorphism onto its image and has an open and closed image.
Furthermore, if p > 1, then every Higgs bundle in the image of V has a
nowhere vanishing Higgs field.

In the case p = 2, the model described in this theorem coincides exactly
with the description of the ‘exotic’ maximal components of M (SO(2, ¢))
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SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles... 203

(see [7,12]), where the objects parametrized by the components are described
by K 2-twisted Higgs bundles referred to as Cayley partners. In that setting, the
emergence of the Cayley partners is a consequence of the fact that SO(2, ¢q) is
a group of Hermitian type; our new results for SO(p, ¢) with p > 2 show that
the phenomenon has a more fundamental origin. In this regard, we note that
our new components generalize both the afore-mentioned Cayley partners in
the Hermitian case (i.e. for p = 2) and also the Hitchin components for the
split real forms SO(p, p) and SO(p, p + 1) (see Sect. 7.3 for more details).

A key technical detail required to show that the map (1.2) has open image, is
the fact that the spaces (both the model and its image under the map) are essen-
tially smooth. This means that all points are either smooth points or mildly
singular, thus allowing the use of Kuranishi’s methods to describe open neigh-
borhoods of all points. The proof of this key technical detail uses the relation
between the tangent spaces for points in M(SO(p, ¢)) and hypercohomol-
ogy spaces computed from a deformation complex. This complex has three
terms, with the first term coming from infinitesimal automorphisms and the
third term encoding integrability obstructions. The crucial lemma establishes
the vanishing of the second hypercohomology, i.e. of integrability obstruc-
tions for infinitesimal deformations. This is the first place where we exploit
the natural C*-action on the moduli space. More precisely, it is the special
structure of the fixed points of the action which allows us to prove the van-
ishing results for the deformation complexes at those points. We then use an
upper-semicontinuity argument to extend the result to all points where it is
needed. To show that the image of the map (1.2) is closed, the properness of
the Hitchin fibration is exploited.

The non-existence part of the main theorem follows from a careful analysis
of all the C*-fixed points, most of which is devoted to identifying which fixed
points correspond to local minima of the Hitchin function. We show that these
are of two types, namely those where the Higgs field is identically zero, and
those which lie in the new exotic components. Since the former label the known
‘mundane’ components, this proves that we have not missed any components.

We now discuss a few consequences of our work for the SO(p, g)-
representation variety R(S, SO(p, ¢)). Recall that a representation p
m1(S) — SO¢(2, 1) is called Fuchsian if it is discrete and faithful. Recall
also that there is a unique (up to conjugation) principal embedding

t:SOp(2,1) = SOp(p, p — 1). (1.3)

One consequence of our techniques is a dichotomy for polystable SO(p, g)-
Higgs bundles (see Corollary 6.3). Translating this statement across the NAH
correspondence leads to the following dichotomy for surface group represen-
tations into SO(p, q).
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204 M. Aparicio-Arroyo et al.

Theorem 7.6 Let S be a closed surface of genus g > 2. For2 < p < q — 1,
the representation variety R(S, SO(p, q)) is a disjoint union of two sets,

R(S,S0(p,q)) = RP'(S,S0(p.q)) U R*(S, S,S0(p,q)), (1.4

where

o [p] € RP(S,SO(p, q)) if and only if p can be deformed to a compact
representation,
e [p] € R*(S, SO(p, q)) ifand only if p can be deformed to a representation

p' = ® (1o pruch) @ det(a), (1.5)

where o is a representation of w1 (S) into the compact group O(q — p+ 1),
PFuch IS a Fuchsian representation of wy(S) into SOy (2, 1), and t is the
principal embedding from (1.3).

Remark 1.7 The above theorem still holds for p = ¢g > 2, with
R*(S, SO(p, p)) being the union of the Hitchin components, but it does
not hold when 2 < p = g — 1. Namely, there are exactly 2p(g — 1) exotic
components of R(S, SO(p, p + 1)) for which the result fails. With the excep-
tion of the Hitchin component, in [17] it is conjectured that all representations
in these components are Zariski dense.

The model representations (1.5) connect our work on the Higgs bundle side
of the NAH correspondence to the theory of positive Anosov representations.
For a parabolic subgroup P < G, the set of P-Anosov representations (see
Definition 7.7) defines an open set in the representation variety consisting
of representations with desirable dynamic and geometric properties [37]. In
[32], Guichard and Wienhard show that for certain pairs (G, P) Anosov rep-
resentations can satisfy an additional positivity property. The set of positive
Anosov representations is open in R(S, G) and also conjectured by Guichard,
Labourie and Wienhard to be closed [32], and hence to define connected com-
ponents. Moreover the connected components of this set carry natural labels
determined by the topological types of principal P-bundles (see [30]). For the
classical groups, the pairs (G, P) which admit a notion of positivity come in
three families: one with G a split real form, one with G a Hermitian group of
tube type, and a third in which G is locally isomorphic to SO(p, g). In the first
two families the set of positive Anosov representations corresponds exactly
to the connected components of Hitchin representations and maximal repre-
sentations respectively; thus, for these families, positivity is indeed a closed
condition. In the case of SO(p, q) the conjecture is open. However, it fol-
lows from the work of Guichard and Wienhard that the model representations
(1.5) are positive Anosov representations with respect to a parabolic subgroup
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P which stabilizes a partial isotropic flag in R”*4. Hence as a corollary to
Theorem 7.6 we have:

Proposition 7.13 Let P C SO(p, q) be the stabilizer of the partial flag Vi C
Vo C--- C Vpo1,whereV; C RP*4 js anisotropic j-plane. If2 < p < g—1,
then each connected component of R¢* (S, SO(p, q)) from (1.4) contains a
nonempty open set of positive P-Anosov representations.

Assuming the conjecture of Guichard and Wienhard, it would follow from
Proposition 7.13 that the exotic components described in this paper correspond
exactly to the components in R(S, SO(p, ¢)) containing positive Anosov
SO(p, g)-representations. As further evidence for this conclusion it is note-
worthy that in the cases where positivity is known to be a closed condition,
the representations all satisfy a certain irreducibility condition, namely they
do not factor through any proper parabolic subgroup of G. For the components
of R(S, SO(p, ¢q)) which do not contain representations into compact groups,
we can establish this irreducibility property as a corollary to Theorem 4.1. In
particular, it holds for all representations in the components R¢* (S, SO(p, ¢))
from Theorem 7.6.

Proposition 7.15 Let RP' (S, SO(p, q)) be the union of the connected com-
ponents of R(S,SO(p, q)) containing compact representations. Let 2 <
p < qand p € R(S,SO(p, q))\RP'(S,SO(p, q)). Then p does not fac-
tor through any proper parabolic subgroup of SO(p, q).

Though our main results are the first to prove the existence of exotic com-
ponents outside the realm of higher Teichmiiller theory for groups of split and
Hermitian type, evidence for such components has been building for some
time. As mentioned above, considerations based on the Guichard—Wienhard
positivity property had placed R(S, SO(p, ¢)) among the representation vari-
eties expected to have such components. Even earlier indications had come
from a study of the local minima of the Hitchin function on M (SO(p, ¢)).
While the absolute minimum, i.e. the zero level, of the function is attained on
the components M%?¢(SO(p, g))top» in [3] the first author described addi-
tional smooth local minima at non-zero values, thus opening up the possibility
that further components exist.

The special case ¢ = p+1 provided the first confirmation of this possibility.
Hitchin components were known to exist in M(SO(p, p + 1)) by virtue of the
fact that the group SO(p, p + 1) is the split real form of SO2p + 1, C).
The results in [17] show that these are not the only exotic components.
With the luxury of hindsight, we now see that the additional components in
M(SO(p, p + 1)) coincide exactly with the exotic components described by
our main results for the case g = p + 1.

We note finally that additional features of the connected components
of M(SO(p, g)) have been detected by Baraglia and Schaposnik (in [5])
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206 M. Aparicio-Arroyo et al.

by examining spectral data on generic fibers of the Hitchin fibration for
M(SO(p + ¢, ©€)). Their methods cannot distinguish connected components
because of the genericity assumption on the fibers, but, where they apply, their
methods provide an intriguing alternative perspective.

2 Higgs bundle background

In this section we recall the necessary background on G-Higgs bundles on a
compact Riemann surface and their deformation theory. Special attention is
then placed on the group SO(p, ¢). Higgs bundles were introduced by Hitchin
in [34] and Simpson in [44], and have been studied extensively by many
authors. For real groups we will mostly follow [24]. For the rest of the paper,
let X be a compact Riemann surface of genus g > 2 and with canonical bundle
K — X.

2.1 General definitions

Let G be a real reductive Lie group with Lie algebra g and choose a maximal
compact subgroup H C G with Lie algebra h C g. Fix a Cartan splitting
g = b & m, where m is the orthogonal complement of h C g with respect to
a nondegenerate Ad(G)-invariant bilinear form. In particular, [h, m] C m and
[m, m] C b, thus such a splitting is preserved by the adjoint action of H on g,
giving a linear representation H — GL(m). Complexifying everything yields
an Ad(H®)-invariant splitting g© = h© @ mC.

For any group G, if P is a principal G-bundle and @ : G — GL(V) is a
linear representation, denote the associated vector bundle P xg V by P[V].

Definition 2.1 Fix a holomorphic line bundle L — X. An L-twisted G-Higgs
bundle is a pair (£, ¢) where £ is a holomorphic principal H®-bundle and
pe HY(X, & mC1®L)isa holomorphic section of the associated mC-bundle
twisted by L. The section ¢ is called the Higgs field.

Remark 2.2 As usual, when the line bundle L is the canonical bundle K of
the Riemann surface, we refer to a K -twisted Higgs bundle as a Higgs bundle.
We are mainly interested in the case L = K, however, taking L = K? will
also play an important role.

Example 2.3 When G is a compact group, we have GC = HC and m® = 0,
so a G-Higgs bundle is just a holomorphic GC-bundle on X. When G is a
complex group, we have G = HC and m€ = g. In this case, the Higgs field is
just an L-twisted section of the adjoint bundle.

Rather than dealing with principal bundles, we will use a linear representa-
tioner : HC — GL (V) and work with vector bundles and sections of associated
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SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles... 207

bundles. A holomorphic principal GL(n, C)-bundle is equivalent to a rank n
holomorphic vector bundle E. For SL(n, C) we obtain an oriented vector bun-
dle (E, ), where w € H°(A"E) is nowhere vanishing. For O(n, C) we get an
orthogonal vector bundle (E, Q), where Q € H°(Sym? E*) such that det(Q)
is nowhere vanishing. Finally, for SO(n, C) we obtain an oriented orthogonal
vector bundle (E, Q, w), where det(Q)(w, w) = 1.

The standard representations give the following vector bundle definitions,
which are equivalent to the principal bundle formulations given by Definition
2.1.

Definition 2.4 An L-twisted GL(n,C)-Higgs bundle over X is a pair
(E, ®), where E — X is a rank n holomorphic vector bundle and
® e HYEnd(E)® L).

An L-twisted SL(n, C)-Higgs bundle is a triple (E, w, ®), where (E, w)
is a rank n holomorphic oriented vector bundle and ® € H°(End(E) ® L)
satisfies tr(®) = 0.

An L-twisted O(n, C)-Higgs bundle is a triple (E, Q, ®), where (E, Q) is
a rank n holomorphic orthogonal vector bundle and ® € H OEnd(E) ® L)
satisfies @7 Q + Q® = 0.

An L-twisted SO(n, C)-Higgs bundle is a quadruple (E, Q, w, ), where
(E, Q,w) is a rank n holomorphic oriented orthogonal vector bundle and
® € HY(End(E) ® L) satisfies T Q + Q® = 0.

Two GL(n, C)-Higgsbundles (£, ®1) and (E;, ;) are isomorphic if there
exists a holomorphic bundle isomorphism f : E; — E so that f*®, =
®,. For SL(n, C), O(n, C) and SO(n, C)-Higgs bundles we require that the
isomorphism f pulls back the additional structure.

The group O(p, q) is the group of linear automorphisms of RP*4 which
preserve a nondegenerate symmetric quadratic form of signature (p, g). Note
that O(p, ¢) and O(q, p) are isomorphic groups, so we can assume that p <
q without loosing any generality. We are mainly interested in the subgroup
G = SO(p, q) of O(p, q) which also preserves an orientation of R4, This
group has two connected components provided p and g are both positive, and
the connected component of the identity is denoted by SOg(p, ¢). We shall
assume throughout the paper that 0 < p < gq.

If O, and Q, are positive definite symmetric p X p and g X g matrices,
then the Lie algebra so(p, ¢q) is defined by the matrices

s0(p,q) = {(é‘g) |((A:1€)T (% 0,)+ (% 0,)(5) =0}’

where A isa p X p matrix, B is a p X g matrix, C isag x p matrix and D is
a g x g matrix. Thus,
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ATQ,+0,A=0, D"Q,+0Q,D=0 and C=-0Q,'B"Q,.
2.1
The maximal compact subgroup of O(p, ¢) is O(p) x O(g) and the maximal
compact subgroup of SO(p, ¢) is S(O(p) x O(g)). Using (2.1), the complex-
ified Cartan decomposition of so(p, ¢q) is

so(p +¢,C) = (so(p, C) @ so(q, C)) & Hom(W, V),

where V and W are the standard representations of O(p, C) and O(g, C).
Using these representations, we have the following vector bundle definition of
an SO(p, g)-Higgs bundle.

Definition 2.5 An  L-twisted O(p, q)-Higgs bundle is a tuple
V,Qv, W, Ow,n), where (V, Qv), (W, Qw) are rank p, g holomorphic
orthogonal vector bundles respectively and n € H*(Hom(W, V) ® L).

An L-twisted SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle is a tuple (V, Qv, W, Qw, w, 1),
where (V, Qvy, W, Qw,n) is an L-twisted O(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle and

(V oW, ( Qv _ Qw) , w) is an oriented orthogonal vector bundle.

Remark 2.6 We will usually interpret the orthogonal structures and the orien-
tation as isomorphisms:

Ov:V —>V* Ow:W—>W and :APV —> AIW.

Moreover, we will usually suppress the orthogonal structures and orientation
from the notation.

Two SO(p, g)-Higgs bundles V1, Qv;. Wi, Ow,, o1, 1m1) and
(Va, Qv,, W2, Ow,, w2, n2) are isomorphic if there exists bundle isomor-
phisms gy : Vi — Vs and gw : W1 — W3 so that

Ov, = &4, 0v8v. Ow, = giy Owrgw,
wi = det(gy) det(gw)wr and 11 = gy ' nagw.

Given an L-twisted SO(p, g)-Higgs bundle (V, Qvy, W, Ow, n), let
n* = (Qy ®1d)(" ®1d)Qy,

where n7 : V*® L~! — W* is the dual map. The L-twisted SO(p + ¢, C)-
Higgs bundle associated to (V, Qy, W, Qw, n) is given by

(E, Q,w,d>)=<V®W,<Q()Vfgw>,w,<,%g>). 2.2)
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In subsequent sections, we will also need the notions of U(p, ¢)-Higgs bun-
dles and GL(n, R)-Higgs bundles. The complexified Cartan decompositions
for these groups are given by

u(p, )% = (gl(p, C) @ gl(¢, C)) ® (Hom(E, F) ® Hom(F, E)),
gl(n, B)® = o(n, C) ® sym(C"),

where E and F are respectively the standard representations of GL(p, C) and
GL(g, C) and sym(C") denotes the set of symmetric endomorphisms of C”.

Definition 2.7 An L-twisted U(p, q)-Higgs bundle is a tuple (E, F, B, y),
where E, F are holomorphic vector bundles of rank p, g respectively, B €
H°MHom(F, E)® L) and y € H*(Hom(E, F) ® L).

An L-twisted GL(n, R)-Higgs bundle is a tuple (E, Q, ®) where (E, Q)
is a holomorphic rank n orthogonal vector bundle and ® € H*(End(E) ® L)
such that ®7 Q = Q®.

2.2 The Higgs bundle moduli space and deformation theory

To form a moduli space of G-Higgs bundles we need a notion of stability for
these objects. In general, these stability notions involve the interaction of the
Higgs field with certain parabolic reductions of structure group. For the above
groups, stability can be simplified and expressed in vector bundle terms (see
[24]).

Proposition 2.8 An L-twisted SL(n, C)-Higgs bundle (E, ®) is

e semistable if for every holomorphic subbundle F C E with ®(F) C FQL
we have deg(F) < 0,

e stable if for every proper holomorphic subbundle F C E with ®(F) C
F ® L we have deg(F) < 0,

e polystable if it is semistable and for every degree zero subbundle F C E
with ®(F) C F ® L, there is a subbundle F' with ®(F') C F' ® L so
that E= F @ F'. That is,

E0=(For. (Ya,))

Remark 2.9 For the notions of stability, semistability and polystability for
an L-twisted O(n, C)-Higgs bundles (E, Q, ®), one only needs to consider
isotropic subbundles F C E with ®(F) C F ® K. Here a subbundle F C E
is isotropic if F C F*, where F is the perpendicular subbundle defined by
Q. For a polystable L-twisted O(n, C)-Higgs bundle, if F C E is a degree
zero isotropic subbundle with ®(F) C F ® L, then E = F & F’ where F' is
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a degree zero coisotropic subbundle satisfying ® (F’) C F’ ® L. We note also
that the polystability of (£, Q) as an orthogonal vector bundle is equivalent
to the polystability of E as a vector bundle [40].

For real groups, the notions of semistability, stability and polystability are
a bit more involved. However, for the purpose of defining the moduli spaces
we are interested in, it is sufficient to use the following result of [24].

Proposition 2.10 Let G be a real form of a simple subgroup of SL(n, C). An L-
twisted G-Higgs bundle (£, @) is polystable if and only if the induced SL(n, C)-
Higgs bundle is polystable in the sense of Proposition 2.8. The analogous
statement for semistability also holds.

Definition 2.11 The moduli space of L-twisted G-Higgs bundles on X is the
set M (G) of isomorphism classes of polystable L-twisted G-Higgs bundles.
The subset where £ has fixed topological type a is denoted by M (G) C
M (G).Inthe case L = K, we shall denote the corresponding moduli spaces
just by M4(G) € M(G).

Remark 2.12 The above defines the moduli space as a set. It can be given the
structure of a complex analytic variety using standard methods, as we briefly
outline in Sect. 2.3 below. Alternatively, the moduli space can be constructed
algebraically as the set of S-equivalence classes of semistable G-Higgs bundles
as a particular case of a construction of Schmitt [42] using geometric invariant
theory. When the maximal compact subgroup of G is semisimple and deg(L) >
2g—2, the expected dimension of M (G) isdim(h)(g—1)+dim(m)(deg(L)+
1—g).

The automorphism group Aut(&, ¢) of a G-Higgs bundle (£, ¢) consists of
holomorphic bundle automorphisms which act trivially on the Higgs field:

Aut(E, @) ={f : &€ = & Adyo = ¢} (2.3)

The center Z (G(C) of GC is the intersection of the center of HC and the kernel
of the representation Ad : HC — GL(mC). Thus, we always have Z (G(C) C
Aut(&, @).

Remark 2.13 1f GC is semisimple, then a G-Higgs bundle is stable if and only
if it is polystable with finite automorphism group.

The deformation theory of a G-Higgs bundle (£, ¢) is governed by the
complex of sheaves

C*E.¢): T emC) ® L; 2.4)
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indeed HO(C* (€, ¢)) can be identified with the Lie algebra of Aut(&, ¢) and
H'(C*(&, ¢)) is the infinitesimal deformation space (see [8]). There is a long
exact sequence in hypercohomology:

0 — HO(C* (£, 9)) — HOEMC) ﬂ HOEmC @ L) — HI (C* (&, go))) (2.5)

d,
L> HIEWCD Y HNEMC) @ L) — HA(C(E, 9)) ——— 0.

Remark 2.14 When the group G is complex, Serre duality implies that the sec-
ond hypercohomology group in this deformation complex is isomorphic to the
dual of the zeroth hypercohomology group [24, Proposition 3.17]. In partic-
ular, this implies that for complex semisimple groups H2(C* (€, ¢)) vanishes
if and only if the Higgs bundle (&, ¢) is stable.

2.3 The complex analytic point of view on the moduli space

Fix a C* principal HC-bundle P. The set of holomorphic structures on P is
an affine space modeled on Q% l(x, P[hc]): indeed, since dim(X) = 1, any
partial connection on P is integrable and thus defines a holomorphic structure
on P. A partial connection induces a Dolbeault operator dp on any vector
bundle associated to P and we shall by a slight abuse of notation denote the
partial connection itself by the same symbol. We can now introduce the space
of L-twisted Higgs bundle structures on P by

Hr(G, P) ={@p, ) | dpp = 0}, (2.6)

where ¢ € Q%(X, P[m®] ® L) is the Higgs field.

The complex gauge group Gyc of C* bundle automorphisms of P
acts on the space Hy (G, P). Moreover, this action preserves the subspace
Hr (G, P)P* C Hr(G, P)ofpolystable L-twisted Higgs bundles. If we denote
the topological type of P by a, we thus have an identification

7.(G) = HL(P, G /Gyc.

In order to give the moduli space a topology, suitable Sobolev completions
must be used in standard fashion; see [4], and also [33, Sec. 8] where the
straightforward adaptation to Higgs bundles is discussed in the case G =
GL(n, C). Then the orbits of the Gyc-action on Hy, (G, P)P* are closed in the
space of semistable G-Higgs bundles and the moduli space M (G) becomes
a Hausdorff topological space.

Remark 2.15 1f ‘Hj (P, G) C HIL”(P, G) denotes the subset of stable Higgs
bundle structures, then H; (P, G) is open in HiS(P, G). The stable objects
thus define open subsets of M7 (G).
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The moduli space can be given the structure of a complex analytic variety
using the Kuranishi model in a way analogous to the case of vector bundles
on algebraic surfaces; see, e.g., [20, Sec 6.4.1] or [23, Chap. 4]. We briefly
recall this for a point represented by a Higgs bundle (£, ¢) with vanishing
H2(C* (€&, ©)), this being the only case we shall need. For any such (€, ¢), there
is an open neighborhood U of zero in H!(C*(&, ¢)) and a local versal family
of G-Higgs bundles parametrized by U which restricts to (£, ¢) over {0} x X.
Moreover, if (£, ¢) is polystable then (semistability being an open condition)
U can be taken to consist only of semistable G-Higgs bundles, and the map
taking a semistable G-Higgs bundle in U to the polystable representative of
its S-equivalence class projects U onto an open neighborhood of (£, ¢) in the
moduli space.

Though we shall not need this, we note that the neighborhood U can be
taken to be Aut(€, ¢)-invariant and then an open neighborhood of (£, ¢) in
the moduli space is modeled on the GIT quotient U // Aut(E, ¢). When the
automorphism group Aut(&, ¢) is finite, the GIT quotient simplifies to aregular
quotient, and the isomorphism class (€, ¢) defines (at worst) an orbifold point

of M (G).

2.4 Stability and deformation complex for G = SO(p, q)

We shall need the precise notion of stability for SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles. The
derivation of the following simplification of the stability notion for SO(p, ¢)-
Higgs bundles is very similar to many cases treated in the literature. For
example, see [26] for the case G = Sp(2p, 2¢q).

Proposition 2.16 Let (V, Qvy, W, Ow,w,n) be an L-twisted SO(p, q)-
Higgs bundle and let n* = Q;VIWT Qv. Then it is

e semistable if and only if for any pair of isotropic subbundles Vi C V and
Wi C W such that n(Wy) C Vi ® L and n*(V)) C Wi ® L, we have
deg(V) + deg(W;) <0,

e stable if and only if for any pair of isotropic subbundles Vi C V and
Wi C W, at least one of which is a proper* subbundle, and such that
n(Wp) € Vi®L and n*(V1) C W1 Q L, we have deg(Vy) +deg(W;) < 0,

e polystable if and only if it is semistable and whenever Vi C V.and Wi C W
are isotropic subbundles with n(Wy) C Vi ® L, n*(V1) C W1 ® L and
deg(V1) + deg(W1) = 0, there are coisotropic bundles Vo C V and W> C
W, complementary to Vi and W respectively, so that n(W2) C Vo, ® L

2 We note that for a rank two orthogonal bundle of the form (L & L*, ( 1(21 l(‘)j )), the isotropic
subbundle L is not considered to be proper. This is because SO(2, C) = C*, so L does not

define a proper reduction of structure group.
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and n*(Vp) C Wo ® L. That is,

v.wn=evwew, (42)).

We now give arecursive classification of strictly polystable SO(p, g)-Higgs
bundles, which will be important in the following sections of the paper.

Givena U(p, g)-Higgs bundle (E, F, B8, y) withdeg(E & F) = 0, consider
the associated SO(2p, 2¢q)-Higgs bundle

v.ov. W ow = (E@ £ (35). For. (4%).(7,7))

If (E, F, B, y) is a polystable U(p, g)-Higgs bundle, then this SO(2p, 2¢g)-
Higgs bundle is strictly polystable. Indeed, E, E*, F and F* are all isotropic
subbundles with deg(E) + deg(F) = 0 and

NF)CE®K,n(FYCE*®K,n"(E)CF®K, and n*(E*) C F*® K.

Proposition 2.17 An SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle (V,Qv,W,Qw,n) is polystable
if and only if it is isomorphic to

0 Id 0 0 Id 0 B 0 0
(E@E*@V0,<Id 0 0 >,F®F*®Wo, 1(()1 (0) 0 J.lo 47 o ) 2.7)
0 0

00 Oy Qw, 0

where (E, F, B, y) is a polystable U(p1, q1)-Higgs bundle with deg(E) +
deg(F) =0, and (Vy, Qv,, Wo, Qw,, no) is a stable SO(p — 2p1, q — 2q1)-
Higgs bundle.

Proof If (V, Qvy, W, Qv,n) is stable, take p; = g1 = 0. Suppose that
(V,Qv, W, Qw,n) is strictly polystable and that £ C V and F C W

are isotropic subbundles of rank p; and ¢ respectively, such that deg(E) +
deg(F) =0 and

nF)CE®K and n*(E) C F®K.
Since (V, W, n) is polystable, the bundles V and W splitas V = E @ V' and
W = F @& W/, where V' and W’ are both coisotropic subbundles with the
property

W) CV ®K and (V) Cc W QK.
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Since the bundles E and F are isotropic, the bundles V' and W' are extensions
of the form:

0—-ELYYE—-V -E*—=0 and O0—F+/F—-W = F*=0.

We claim that the above extension classes vanish. For the bundle V we have
a holomorphic splitting E @ V' and a smooth splitting E @ E+/E & E*.In
this smooth splitting, the orthogonal structure Qy and the d-operator on V are
isomorphic to

0 0 Id B k0 0
QV§<0 Oprp 0 ) and dy 0 gy @ |,

d 0 0 0 0 dp+

12

where o € Q¥ (Hom(E*, E+ /E)). However, since the orthogonal structure
Qv is holomorphic, we have « = 0. By applying the same argument to the
bundle W, we have the following holomorphic splitting

0 0 1
(W, Qw) = (FGBFL/FGBF*, (0 Orir 0)).
d 0 0

The conditions n(F) C EQ K, n*(E) C F® K and n(W') C V' ® K imply
that n is given by

B0 0O
n:(oﬂo 0T>;F@F¢/F@F*—>E@Ei/E@E*.
00y

The tuple (E, F, B, y) defines a polystable U(p1, q1)-Higgs bundle and

(V()a QV()’ WO? QW()’ 770) = (EJ_/Ea QEL/EV FJ_/Fa QFL/F’ 770)

defines a polystable SO(p — 2p1, g — 2q1)-Higgs bundle. By iterating this
process if necessary, we may assume (Vp, Wy, 19) is stable.
The converse statement is clear. ]

For an L-twisted SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle (V, Qvy, W, Qw, w, n), write
s0(V) = {a € End(V) @ Qv + Qva =0} and so(W) = {8 € End(W) | 7 Qw + Qwp = 0}.
Then the Lie algebra bundles £[H€] and £[m®] ® L are given by
Elso(p, C) @ so(g, C)] = s0(V) ®so(W) and EmC1® L = Hom(W, V)Q L.
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The deformation complex (2.4) becomes

C*(V,W,n) : so0(V) ®so(W) & Hom(W,V)® L , (2.8)
(. )= @B — (@ ®IdL) ®n

and the long exact sequence (2.5) is given by

0 — HO(C*(V, W, n)) — HO(s0(V) @ s0(W)) iﬁ HO(Hom(W, V) ® L) - H\(C*(V, W, n)))

Q H'(50(V) ® sa(W))ai" H'(Hom(W, V) ® L) — H2(C*(V, W, 1)) ———— 0.
(2.9)
We will use the above complex and long exact sequence extensively throughout
the paper.

Finally, we make explicit the gauge theoretic perspective for SO(p, g)-
Higgs bundles. Fix C* rank p and ¢ orthogonal vector bundles (V, Qvy)
and (W, Qw) respectively, and a smooth nowhere vanishing section @ of
Ap+q(V @ W) sothatdet(Qy & —O0w)(w, ®) = 1. An SO(p, g)-Higgs bun-
dle structure on (V, Qv, W, Qw, w) consists of a triple (dv, dw, n), where
n e Q%! (Hom(W, V) ® K) and dy and dy are Dolbeault operators on V and
W with respect to which Qy, Qw, @ and n are each holomorphic. An isomor-
phism between two such Higgs bundle structures (dy, dw, 1) and (3/,, 8’ )
is given by an element of the S(O(p, C) x O(g, C))-gauge group. That is, a
pair of C* bundle automorphism fy : V — V and fi : W — W so that

feQvfv=0v. fiQwfw=0w, and det(fy)® det(fw) =1,
with the property that (391, £y 91y, fv;lnlfv) = (dy, dw, n).

2.5 The Hitchin fibration and Hitchin component

Let G® be a complex semisimple Lie group of rank ¢ and let p1, ..., py be
a basis of GC-invariant homogeneous polynomials on g€ with deg(p j) =
mj + 1. Given an L-twisted GC-Higgs bundle (€, ¢), the tensor pj(p) is
a holomorphic section of L™i*!. The map (£, ¢) — (pi(9), ..., pe(p))
descends to a map

Y4
h: ML(G‘C)%@HO(L””“) (2.10)
j=1

@ Springer



216 M. Aparicio-Arroyo et al.

known as the Hitchin fibration. In [34], Hitchin showed that % is a proper map
for L = K, and for general L properness was shown by Nitsure in [39].

Another important aspect of the Hitchin fibration for this paper is the Hitchin
section.

Theorem 2.18 (Hitchin [35]) Let G be the split real form of a complex
semisimple Lie group G© of rank €. There is a section of the fibration (2.10)
with L = K such that the image consists of G-Higgs bundles and defines a
connected component of M(G).

Remark 2.19 For a split real group G, a connected component of M(G)
described by Theorem 2.18 is called a Hitchin component. Since the Hitchin
components are smooth, the automorphism group of a Higgs bundle in such a
component is as small as possible. For O(p, p—1), itis given by &=(Idy, Idw).

We now describe an explicit construction of a section of (2.10) for the
group G = O(2p — 1, C). This construction will be used in Sect. 4. We will
construct one such section s {q for each choice of a holomorphic line bundle
I with I? = O. In this case, the rank is p — 1, the integers m j + 1 equal to
2j and the split real form is isomorphic to O(p, p — 1). Therefore the Hitchin
section is given by

p—1
sh @ H(K*) > M©OQ2p —1,C)).
j=1

For each n, consider the holomorphic orthogonal bundle

(Kns On) = (K” ®K"?’®---0K*"®K ", ( 1) ) (2.11)
1

r—1 )

For (2, ..., q2p—2) € @ H(K?/), the O(p, p — 1)-Higgs bundle (V, Qv,
Jj=1

W, Ow, n) in the image of a Hitchin section s}i is given by

St qap—2) = UK 1, Qp1. I®K 2, Qp2.1(q2, ... q2p-2)).
(2.12)
where 1(q2, ..., g2p—2) depends on a choice of the basis of invariant polyno-
mials. Notice that, in particular, the holomorphic structureson V = I ® K,
and W = I ® K, are fixed. One choice for (g2, ..., g2,—2) is given by
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q2 94+ 42p-2
L g2 q2p-a
77(92,---,6]21)—2): : I®]Cp—2HI®,Cp—1®K

1 qlz
(2.13)

For example, when p = 3 we have

(V,Qv, W, Ow, n(q2, q4))
92 q
=(iereix2 (1) ko1 (1), (Ta)).
1 01
If (E, Q, @) is the associated O(5, C)-Higgs bundle from (2.2), then tr(d?) =
8¢ and tr(®%) = ZOq% + 8¢4. So the above description describes the Hitchin
section for the basis py(®) = Ltr(2) and p2 = %tr(CD“) — %(tr(dﬂ))z.

2.6 Topological invariants

Since H® and G are both homotopy equivalent to H, the set of equivalence
classes of topological H®-bundles on X is the same as the set of equivalence
classes of topological G-bundles on X. Denote this set by Bunx (G). This gives
a decomposition of the Higgs bundle moduli space,

MG = [] MG,

a€Buny (G)

where a € Buny (G) is the topological type of the underlying HC-bundle of
the Higgs bundles in M¢ (G).

In general, the number of connected components of the moduli space of G-
Higgs has not been established. However, when G is compact and semisimple,
the spaces M?(G) are connected and nonempty [41]. Using Example 2.3, this
implies the following proposition.

Proposition 2.20 If G is a connected real semisimple Lie group such that the
maximal compact subgroup H is semisimple, then, for each a € Buny (G), the
space M?(G) is nonempty. Moreover, each space M®(G) contains a unique
connected component with the property that every Higgs bundle in it can be
deformed to a Higgs bundle with zero Higgs field.

The above proposition implies that, when G is a semisimple complex Lie
group, the space M*“(G) is nonempty for each a € Buny (G). In fact, each of
the spaces M“(G) is connected. This was proven for connected groups by Li
[38] and in general in [25]. In particular, we have the following:
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Corollary 2.21 If G is a semisimple complex Lie group, then every Higgs
bundle (£, ¢) € M(G) can be deformed to a Higgs bundle with vanishing
Higgs field. In particular,

[0 (M(G))| = [Buny (G)].

A semisimple Lie group G whose maximal compact subgroup is not semisim-
ple but only reductive is called a group of Hermitian type. We will discuss this
case in more detail in Sect. 6.2.

We have O(1) = Z; and O(1)-bundles are classified by their first Stiefel—
Whitney class sw; € H'(X,Z,). For p = 2, topological O(p)-bundles
have two characteristic classes, a first Stiefel-Whitney class and a second
Stiefel-Whitney class swy € H 2(X,Z>). When the first Stiefel-Whitney
class vanishes, the structure group can be reduced to SO(p). Since SO(2)
is a circle, the second Stiefel-Whitney class of an O(2)-bundle lifts to the
degree of a circle bundle when sw; = 0. However, as an O(2)-bundle, it
is only the absolute value of the degree which is a topological invariant. For
p > 2, the first and second Steifel-Whitney classes classify topological O(p)-
bundles over X, while the SO(p)-bundles are classified topologically just
by sw>.

We will be particularly interested in the case of K7”-twisted SO(1, n)-
Higgs bundles and K-twisted SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles. Since the maximal
compact subgroup of SO(p, q) is S(O(p) x O(g)), the Higgs bundles are
determined by two orthogonal bundles which have the same first Stiefel-
Whitney class. Let M%”(SO(p, ¢)) denote the subset of SO(p, ¢)-Higgs
bundles (V, Qvy, W, Qvy, n) so that

a=swi(V, Qv)=swi(W, Qw) b=swr(V,Qy) and ¢ =swr(W, Qw).

These invariants are constant on connected components, thus we have a decom-
position

ML(SO(p. q) = | [MF"“(SO(p. 9)). (2.14)

Note that when p = 1 the invariant b is zero, while when g = 1 then ¢ = 0.

The case of SO(2, ¢) with vanishing first Stiefel-Whitney class behaves
differently. Let (V, W, n) be a polystable K ”-twisted SO(2, g)-Higgs bundle
with swi (V) = 0. Then there is a line bundle N so that the SO(2, C)-bundle
(V, Qy) is isomorphic to

V,on)= (NN (9). (2.15)
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With respect to this splitting, the Higgs field n : W — V ® K? decomposes
as

n=(}):W—>WNa&NHK".

3 The C*-action and its fixed points

In this section we recall the definition of the C*-action on the Higgs bun-
dle moduli space and discuss its importance for the study of the connected
components of the moduli space of G-Higgs bundles. This method was pio-
neered by Hitchin [34,35] using gauge theoretic methods. For completeness
we have included in Appendix A a brief review of some essential facts coming
from the gauge theoretic approach and how they translate into the language of
holomorphic geometry used in the main body of the paper.

3.1 Definition and basic properties of the action

The action of C* on the L-twisted Higgs bundle moduli space is defined by
scaling the Higgs field. Namely, A - (£, ¢9) = (&, Ap) for L € C*. Since
this preserves the notions of (poly)stability, it induces a holomorphic action
on the moduli space. By properness of the Hitchin fibration, if (£, ¢) is the
isomorphism class of a polystable L-twisted G-Higgs bundle, then the limit
Ali_l)I}) (€, Lp) exists and is a polystable fixed point of the C*-action [44].

Notation 3.1 Note that we have denoted the isomorphism class of a Higgs
bundle and the Higgs bundle itself with the same symbol. The context will
always clarify which object we are referring to.

Consider the function on the moduli space of G-Higgs bundles which assigns

the L2-norm of the Higgs field with respect to the harmonic metric solving the
self-duality equations (cf. (A.5)):

fiM@G) =R, (£ 9 /Xllfpllz- (3.1

We will refer to the function f as the Hitchin function. Note that f is non-
negative and zero if and only if ¢ = 0. Using Uhlenbeck compactness, Hitchin
showed that the map f is proper and hence it attains local minima on each
closed subset of M(G) [34]. In particular, we have

70 (M(G)] < |mo(Min(M(G)))],
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where Min(M (G)) C M(G) denotes the subset where f attains a local min-
imum.

The starting point for determining the local minima of f is the following
result (Lemma A.8):

Proposition 3.2 Let (£, ¢) be a G-Higgs bundle such that HO(C* (€, ¢)) = 0
and H>(C* (&, ¢)) = 0. If (£, @) is a local minimum of f then it is a fixed
point of the C*-action.

In the situation of Proposition 3.2 there is a weight space splitting (see
Proposition A.16, (A.6) and also Sect. 3.2 for G = SO(p, q)) of the Lie
algebra bundle S[QC] = E[HC) @ E[mC] as

EH%1 = D EMIk and Em®] = @ Em®,

with ¢ € HO(S[m(C]l ® K). Thus, the complex C* = C*(&, ¢) defined in
(2.4) splits (see (A.7)) as C* = P Cp, where

° ° . C ady C
Ce=Ci& ) Elb-lk —— EmTrt1 ® K, (3.2)
yielding corresponding splittings Hi (C*(€, ¢)) = D. H (CR (&, 9)). There

is also a corresponding splitting of the long exact sequence in cohomology
from (2.5):

ady
0 ——— HYCH) ————— HOEWDM ) ——— HOEmC iy @ K) —— H‘(Ck'))

C/—> H(EMDCT) — s B\ (Em sy ® K) H2(C}) 0.
(3.3)
We have the following criterion for local minima of f (see Lemma A.19).

Proposition 3.3 Let (£, ¢) be a G-Higgs bundle which is a fixed point of the
C*-action such that HO(C*(E, ¢)) = 0 and HA(C*(E, ¢)) = 0. Then (£, ¢)
is a local minimum of the Hitchin function f if and only if H'(C*(E, )i = 0
forallk > 0.

The following criterion for the vanishing in Proposition 3.3 will be useful
(see [13, Section 3.4]).

Proposition 3.4 If (£, ¢) is a G-Higgs bundle which is a fixed point of the
C*-action such that HO(C®) = 0 and H*(C®) = 0, then (£, ¢) is a local
minimum of the Hitchin function f if and only if either ¢ = 0 or the map (3.2)
is an isomorphism of sheaves for every k > 0.
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To classify the local minima of f, the following two results are needed (with
proofs given in the Appendix, where they appear as Lemmas A.9 and A.20
respectively).

Proposition 3.5 Let G' C G be a reductive subgroup. Suppose (€, @) is a
G-Higgs bundle which reduces to a G'-Higgs bundle. If (€, @) is a minimum
of the Hitchin function on M(G) then it is a minimum of the Hitchin function
on M(G).

Proposition 3.6 Let (&9, o) € M(G) be a fixed point of the C*-action. Sup-
pose there exists a semistable G-Higgs bundle (€, @), which is not S-equivalent
to (&9, o), and such that lim,_, oo (&, te) = (Eo, o) in M(G). Then (&g, ¢o)
is not a local minimum of f.

The following result will help us show the vanishing of H?(C*®) for relevant
Higgs bundles.

Lemma 3.7 If (£, ¢) is a polystable L-twisted Higgs bundle and (€', ¢') =
Alirr})(é', A@), then

dim (H*(C*(€, ¢))) < dim (H*(C*(€', ¢))).
Proof If (€, ¢) is fixed by the C*-action then we are done. If (£, ¢) is not fixed
by C*, then consider the C*-family (£, Ap). Since klin}) (€, An) exists, we can
extend this to a family over A!, hence the result follows by semi-continuity of
H2. O

Example 3.8 The above minima criterion was used in [9] to classify all local
minima for the group GL(n, R), withn > 2, and in [11] for the group U(p, q)
(cf. Definition 2.7). For U(p, ¢), all minima (E, F, B, y) have either 8 = 0 or
y = 0. For GL(n, R), and n > 3, the only local minima (E, Q, ®) with non-
zero Higgs field are the ones defining the Hitchin components. More precisely,
they are given by

0
1
E=IK"D2g. .. .¢rg1-m/2 Q=< ) and @ = <1_° : )
1 t. S
10

(3.4)

with I a 2-torsion line bundle. If n = 2, the non-zero local minima are of the
form
E=LoL™ 0= (9})and &= (g 0). (3.5)

with ®; : L — L~'K non-zero and 0 < deg(L) < g — 1.
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3.2 SO(p, q)-fixed points

We now focus on the details of fixed points of the C*-action on the L-twisted
SO(p, g)-Higgs bundle moduli space. In order to get a precise picture, the
simplest approach is to analyze these directly, following Simpson’s procedure
for usual Higgs (vector) bundles [45].

Let (V, W, n) be a polystable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle with (V, W, n) =
(V,W,An) for all A € C*. If n # O, then for each A there are holo-
morphic orthogonal automorphisms g)‘{ and gXV of V and W such that
(g)‘f yleg- grl = An. Following Simpson, we take a A which is not a root
of unity. If we additionally take 2 € S! we may, using the gauge theoretic
machinery of Appendix A, take the automorphisms in the maximal compact
subgroup, thus avoiding the generalized eigenspaces considered by Simpson.

LetV =@D,cg Vv and W = P, cg W, denote the eigenbundle decompo-
sitions of g)‘f and gXV respectively, so that gX ly, = A" -1dy, and gXW lw, =
At - Idyw, . Since the gauge transformations g)‘f and gkw are orthogonal, two
eigenbundles V, and V,/ or W,, and W, are orthogonal if v 4+ v" # 0 or
u~+ 1/ # 0. Moreover, the quadratic forms define isomorphisms V,, = V* |
and W, = W2 .

For all weights u and v, we have n(W,) C V,41 ® L and n*(V,) C
Wyt1 ® L. Thus, n =Y n, and n* = ) n}, where

Nu=nlw, Wy — V1 ® L and n_,=n"lv, : Vv — W, 1 ®L.

(3.6)

We may decompose V @ W into a direct sum of minimal unbroken chains of
V,’s and W,’s connected by non-zero Higgs fields. Consider such a chain

N—a—1 Na+1
Va Wat1 e

For simplicity of notation, we have suppressed the twisting by L from the
Higgs field. This will be done every time we use these chain representations.
We now consider two cases. (Of course similar arguments will apply for chains
starting with a W),.)

Case 1. Suppose V_, = V is among the bundles of the chain. Then W_,_; =
W; | is also among the bundles of the chain, because the non-zero map
Vo — Wgagrisdual to W_,_1 — V_,. Moreover, V_, is evidently the last
bundle of the chain. Thus, the weights must be integers and the restriction of
the quadratic forms on V and W to the chain is non-degenerate.

Case 2. Suppose now that V_, = V* is not among the bundles of the chain.
Then, arguing in a similar way to case (1), we see that W_,_; cannot be in
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the chain either. In this case the chain is isotropic for the quadratic forms on
V and W. Note that the weights are only well defined up to overall translation
on such a chain.

We summarize the above characterization of C*-fixed points in the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.9 If(V, W, n) is apolystable L-twisted SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle
which is a fixed point of the C*-action with n # 0, then it is a direct sum of
holomorphic chains with non-zero Higgs fields of the following two types:

n-3 N n-1 nty m s
-3 1 - - —3
V_, W_4 Vo Wi 1% . (3.7
0 n-2 U no m, n
W_, V_4 Wo Vi W
or
* *
Na—1 N_q—1 Na+1 N_a-3 Na+3
Va Wat1 Va+a Wa+3
@ .
Tat N—a-3 Tasl N—a—1 Na—1
: W_a-3 Vego —— Wy V_a
(3.8)

where the corresponding quadratic forms define isomorphisms V; = (V_;)*
and W; = (W_;)*. The two chains in (3.8) are dual to each other.

Proposition 3.9 provides a characterization of polystable C*-fixed points
with non-vanishing Higgs field. The next result shows that stability imposes
further conditions on such fixed points.

Proposition 3.10 Suppose (p, q) # (2,2). If (V, W, n) is a stable L-twisted
SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle which is a C*-fixed point, then it is represented by a
chain of type (3.7).

Proof Suppose (V, W, n) is represented by (3.8). Consider the subbundles
V' € Vand W' C W formed by the summands of the first chain. This is a pair
of isotropic n-invariant subbundles (at least one of which is proper because
(p,q) # (2,2)), and the same is true for the pair V'* C V and W* Cc W
formed by the summands of the second chain. Since deg(V’) + deg(W’) =
—deg(V"™) — deg(W'), such an SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle is not stable. This
argument also shows that if (V, W, ) has a summand given by (3.8), then it
is not stable. O
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3.3 Special fixed points on M (SO(2, q))

When p = 2, we have special fixed points of the form

Vo2 w2y, (3.9)

where V_| = V" and g # 0. Note that deg(V) < 0 by polystability. Also,
such a Higgs bundle is of the form (2.15) with either N = Vi, y = no and
B=00or N"' =V, 8=n9and y = 0. Conversely, an SO(2, ¢)-Higgs
bundle of the form (2.15) with exactly one of § or y zero is such a fixed point.

Proposition 3.11 Any SO(2, q)-Higgs bundle (V, W, n) which is a fixed point
of the C*-action of the form (3.9) has sw(V) = swi(W) = 0 and represents
a local minimum of the Hitchin function.

Proof The vanishing of the first Stiefel-Whitney class is immediate from V =
V[ @ V). To see that such a fixed point is a minimum, associate to it the U(1, g)-
Higgs bundle (V1, Wy, 19, 0). Since a U(1, ¢)-Higgs bundle with y = 0 is
a minimum of the Hitchin function on its respective moduli space [11] the
conclusion follows by Proposition 3.5. O

Fixed points of the C*-action in M(SO(2,2)) are particularly easy to
describe using (3.7) and (3.8). Let (V, W, n) be an SO(2, 2)-Higgs bun-
dle. If swi(V) = swi(W) #£ 0, then neither V nor W have holomorphic
isotropic subbundles, thus (V, W, n) is a fixed point if and only if n = 0. If
swi(V)=sw;(W)=0,thenV =N®N Land W =M @& M~! where N
and M are isotropic line bundles. Up to switching the roles of N, M, N~ ! and
M~ the holomorphic chains are given by

a
b a
MQN@N”QM”, (3.10)

which are of the form (3.9). Hence, in view of Proposition 3.11, we have the
following result.

Proposition 3.12 Every fixed point in M(SO(2, 2)) is a local minimum.

3.4 SO(1, n)-fixed points and local structure of M g»(SO(1, n))

Recall from Definition 2.5 that a K ”-twisted SO(1, n)-Higgs bundle is a tuple

(1’ QI’ Wa QW’ Cl), r])
Note that the isomorphism (—Id; ®Idw) : I & W — I & W acts on such
atuple by (I, Q;, W, Qw,w,n) — (I, Q;, W, Qw, —w, —n). In particular,
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for C*-fixed points, the isomorphism class is independent of the choice of w.
This implies that the two choices of orientation define SO(1, n)-Higgs bundles
which are in the same connected component. For this reason, we ignore the
orientation in this section.

Lemma 3.13 If (I, W, n) is a polystable K?-twisted SO(1, n)-Higgs bundle
which is a C*-fixed point with n # 0, then it decomposes as

LW = (LW @ Wo® Wi, (11 0 0)),

where (Wy, Qo) is a polystable orthogonal bundle and W, = Wfl. Further-
more, (I, W_1 & Wy, (r]_1 O)) is a stable K?-twisted O(1, n')-Higgs bundle
which is stable as a KP-twisted O(n’ + 1, C)-Higgs bundle. In the notation of
(3.7), such an (I, W, n) is given by the chain
n-1 nt
W,——I——W;.
@
Wo

Proof The first part of the statement follows directly from Proposition 3.9.
Since the bundles W; and W_; are isotropic, if W has a degree zero sub-
bundle U, then W_; has U* as a subbundle contained in the kernel of n_;
by polystability. We may thus assume that the invariant polystable orthogonal
subbundle U* @ U is a summand of Wy. Now since (W_; @ Wi, I, (1-10))
is a stable O(1, n’)-Higgs bundle, the associated O(n’ + 1, C)-Higgs bundle
is stable by [2, Proposition 2.7]. |

As in (3.2) with K replaced with K7, at a C*-fixed point (I, W, n) =
I, Wi Wy ® Wi, (n_1 0 0)) in Mgp(SO(1, n)) the deformation
complex (2.8) splits as C*(I, W, n) = € C?, where

d
C 2 sop(l) @ sop(W) — Homyst (W, 1) ® K .

2
We have so(/) = 0 and End(W_; & Wo @ Wi) = & End;(W), where
j=—2

Endy(W)* = End_»(W) = Hom(W;, W_1),
End;(W)* = End_{ (W) = Hom(W;, Wy) & Hom(Wy, W_;),
Endo(W) = End(W_1) & End(Wy) & End(W).
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2
This gives the grading on so(W) = P 50 (W), where
j==2

502 (W)* =50 (W) ={B € Hom(W;, W_y) | B + B* =0},

501 (W)* = s0_1(W) = {(B, —B*) € End_1 (W)},
s0o(W) = {(B-1, Bo, =B ) € Endo(W) | Bo + B; = 0}.

Notice that sog(W) = so(Wy) @ End(W_;), where so(Wy) is the bun-
dle of skew-symmetric endomorphisms of Wy with respect to Qgp. Also,
Hom(W,I) ® K = Hom_;(W,I) ® K & Homog(W,I) ® K? &
Hom (W, I) ® K?, where

Hom4((W,I) ® K? = Hom(W+1, /) ® K and Homo(W,I) ® K? = Hom(Wp, I) ® K”.
For each k = —2,...,2, the above splittings give ad, : sox(W) —

Homy41(W, I) ® K”, where ad, is defined by composing with n_y. This
yields long exact sequences in cohomology

0 HO(CP) HO(s0 (W) ——— HO(Homy 41 (W, IKP)) — H! (c,;))

Q H'(s0,(W)) =5 H' (Homg (W, [KP)) —— H2(CP) ——— 0.
(3.11)

Lemma 3.14 For p > 1, if (I, W, n) is a polystable K?-twisted SO(1, n)-
Higgs bundle, then the second hypercohomology group H*(C*(I, W, 1))
vanishes.

Proof By Lemma 3.7, to show that ]HIZ(C *(I, W, n)) vanishes it suffices to
show the vanishing of each graded piece of (3.11) at a fixed point of the
C*-action. Such fixed points are given by Lemma 3.13.

First note that Hz(C,:) = 0 for k > 1 since Homy{ (W, ) =0fork > 1.
Stability implies W1 and Wy have no positive degree subbundles, and, by Serre
duality, we have

Hl(HOInk 1(W IKP)) ~ HO(HOITI(IKP_I’ Wl))* k= -2
TR = o dom(r k71, wo® k= 1.

Thus, since p > 1, H!'(Homg,{ (W, IKP)) =0 fork < —1.

Finally, the form of the Higgs field implies the kernel of ad;; : s0o(W) —
Hom (W, I)® K? is so(Wy). Hence, HZ(C(;) injects into the second hyperco-
homology group of the stable O(1, n)-Higgs bundle (I, W_ieWw, (77—1 0))
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The associated O(n” + 1, C)-Higgs bundle is stable by Lemma 3.13, so this
hypercohomology group vanishes by Remark 2.14. O

Lemma3.15 Ifp > land (I, W,n) = (I, W_; @ Wo® W), (n—1 0 0))isa
polystable K P-twisted SO(1, n)-Higgs bundle which is a C*-fixed point, then

2
HO(C*) = H(s0(Wp)) and H'(C*) = @D H'(C}).
k=—2
Moreover,
H'(C3) = H'(s02(W)),
H'(CP) = H' (Hom(W_1, Wp)),
H! (Ccy) = H'(so(Wp)) @ H}, where H(l) is defined by the sequence

00— HOEnd(W_1)) = HO(Hom(W_;, IKP)) — H(b

Q H'(End(W_1)) =" H'(Hom(W_;, IK?)) ——0,

H'(C ° ) is defined by the sequence

0 — HO(Hom(Wo, W_1)) ==  HO(Hom(Wy, [KP))

— H'(C*)) — H'(Hom(W,, W_;)) — 0,

H!(C *,) is defined by the sequence

0 — HO%so_,(W))~=> HOHom(W,, IKP))

— H'(C*,) — H'(so_2(W)) — 0.

Proof By Lemma 3.13, a C*-fixed point is given by (I, W, n) = (I, W_1®
Wo & Wy, (77_1 0 0)), where Wy is a polystable orthogonal bundle and
(I, W_1 &® Wy, (n-10)) is a stable O(1, n’)-Higgs bundle such that the asso-
ciated O(n’ + 1, C)-Higgs bundle is also stable. In particular, W} has no non-
negative degree subbundles and W has no positive degree subbundles. Recall
that in the proof of Lemma 3.14 it was shown that H ! (Homy 4+ (W, IK?)) =0
fork < —1.

For k = 2, we have CJ : s02(W) — 0, thus, HO(CE) = HO(s0,(W))
and HI(CE = H'(sor(W)). In particular, HO(CZ') injects into the zeroth
hypercohomology group of the deformation complex of the O(1, n’)-Higgs
bundle (I, W_; & Wy, (n-10)), which vanishes by stability.
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For k = 1, s01(W) = Hom(W_y, Wp) and C} : so; (W) — O imply
HO(C?) = H°(Hom(W_;, Wy)) and H!(C}) = H'(Hom(W_;, Wy)). The
vanishing of H OY(Hom(W_;, Wo)) = H°(Hom(Wy, W;)) follows from sta-
bility. Namely, any non-zero homomorphism f : Wy — Wj defines
a non-negative degree subbundle of Wj, contradicting the stability of
(I, W_1 & Wy, (n-10)).

Fork =0, C§ : s00(W) — Hom (W, I) ® K is given by

Co - End(W_1) @ so(Wo) — Hom(W_1, 1) ® K", (B-1, o) = n-1B-1.
Thus, we can split C§ as C§ = C5’ & Cy” with C3" : End(W_p) KN
Hom(W_1, 1) ® K? and C(;’” : 50(Wp) — 0. The hypercohomology groups
split accordingly, hence

HO(Cy") = HO(s0(Wp)) and H'(Cy") = H (so(Wy)) .

For C§', HY(Cy') = 0 by stability of (1, W_; & Wi, (n—1 0)). Thus, if
H) = HY(C{"), we have

0—— HOYEnd(W_,)) —— HO(Hom(W_,, [KP)) —— H(l))

L H' (End(W_))) = H' (Hom(W_,, IKP)) —0.

Fork = —1, we have H' (Homo(W, I K?)) = 0 and C?, : Hom(Wy, W_y)
2, Hom(Wp, I) ® KP. Thus,

0—— HO(C*,) —— HO(Hom(Wy, W_)) — H(Hom (W, IKP)))

L H!(C* ) —— H'(Hom(Wy, W_)) ————— 0.

It remains to show thatHO(Cil) = 0.If Nisthekernelofn_ : W_; — IKP,
then ]HIO(CLI) ~ HO%Hom(Wy, N)). If N = 0 we are done so sup-
pose N # 0. Stability of (I, W_1 & Wy, (n_1 O)) implies deg(N) < 0
and moreover N has no non-negative degree subbundles. A non-zero sec-
tion 8 € H O(Hom(Wy, N)) must have a non-trivial kernel since otherwise
B(Wp) C N would define a non-negative degree subbundle. However, this
implies that deg(ker(8)) > 0, contradicting the polystability of Wy. We con-
clude that H%(Hom(Wp, N)) = 0, and thus H’(C* |) = 0.

d
Finally consider the case of C*, : s0_»(W) 2 Hom(Wy, 1) ® K”. Asin
the case k = 2, stability of the O(1, n’)-Higgs bundle (I, W_; & Wy, (n-10))
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implies HO(C:Z) = 0. The group HI(C:Z) is defined by the exact sequence
in the statement of the lemma since H'!(Hom(W;, IKP?)) = 0. O

4 Existence of exotic components of M (SO(p, q))

In this section we will prove the following theorem exhibiting connected com-
ponents of M (SO(p, ¢)) which are not distinguished by primary characteristic
classes for p > 2.

Theorem 4.1 Let X be a compact Riemann surface with genus g > 2 and
canonical bundle K . Denote the moduli space of K -twisted SO(1, g —p+1)-
Higgs bundles on X by Mgp(SO(1,q — p + 1)) and the moduli space of
K -twisted SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles on X by M(SO(p, q)). For 1 < p < g,
there is a well defined map

p—1
W Mgr(SO(l, g — p+ 1) x @ H(K*) —— M(SO(p, 9)) (4.1)
j=1

which is an isomorphism onto its image and has an open and closed image.
Furthermore, if p > 2, then every Higgs bundle in the image of V has a
nowhere vanishing Higgs field.

Remark 4.2 As a direct corollary of the above theorem, we have that, for
p > 2,

|70(M(SO(p, ¢)))| = 2% + |mo(Mk» (SO, g — p + 1))].

In Theorem 6.1 we will show that the above inequality is in fact an equality.

Remark 4.3 The space of holomorphic differentials H%(K 2/) can be identified
with the moduli space M g2, (R™). This will be used in Sect. 7.3, to interpret
Theorem 4.1 as a generalized Cayley correspondence.

4.1 Defining the map ¥

Recall that a K”-twisted SO(1, n)-Higgs bundle is a triple (/, W, n), where
W is a rank n vector bundle with an orthogonal structure Q g, I = A"W and
7 e HYHom(W, I) ® KP).

Let Hgr(SO(l,q — p + 1)) denote the configuration space of all
K?-twisted SO(l,q — p + 1)-Higgs bundles and let H(SO(p, q))
denote the configuration space of all SO(p, g)-Higgs bundles. That is,
Hgr(SO(1,qg — p + 1)) consists of pairs (5W’ n) where 5vT/ is a Dolbeault
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operator on W, n € QI*O(Hom(W, Aq_PHW)) such that éﬁ,ﬁ =0
and 05y Q = 0. The space H(SO(p, q)) is defined analogously.
p—1 .
Recall that the Hitchin section s}{ 4p) HO(K?))y — M(SO(p, p — 1)) is

j=1
given by (2.12), and that

(I ® K, Op) = (1®(K"@K”_2®---@K2_”®K_”),( 1))
1

Recall that the Higgs field in the image of s }1 is given by n(q2, ..., q2p-2) :
IQK, »—1®K,_-1®K,asin (2.13).
Define the map

p—1

U Hir(SO(L g — p+ 1) x @@ HYKY) —— H(SO(p. q)) (4.2)
j=1

by

VW02 a2p-0) = (10 Kot W T 0Ky, (ng 1(a2: - 0200)))
(4.3)
where

7

an(?): W%I@(KP@K”*Z@---@KZ*]’)=I®,Cp—l®K-
0

It is clear that the map U is continuous.

Remark 4.4 When defining the map U, wehave i gnored the orientations of the
SO(1, n) and SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles. An orientation & : 1 @ A4~P+! W —
O clearly induces an orientation w : I? @ 7! ® AP 5 O on
the image. Moreover, the two choices of orientation will not define different
components of the moduli space (see Remark 6.2).

Lemma 4.5 For (I, W,9,q2,...,q2p—2) € Hgr(SO(1,q — p + 1)) x
p—1 , ~ o

@ HO(K%), the SO(p,q)-Higgs bundle V(I, W, 0, q2,...,q2p—2) is
j=1

(poly)stable if and only if the KP-twisted SO(1,q — p + 1)-Higgs bundle
I, w, n) is (poly)stable.

- p—1 ,
Proof Fix (I, W, i, q2, ..., q2p—2) € Hgr(SO(1, g—p+1)x @ H(K).
j=1
Recall that an SO(p, ¢q)-Higgs bundle is polystable if and only if the associ-
ated SL(p + ¢, C)-Higgs bundle is polystable. Suppose first that go; = 0
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for all j. Then the SL(p + ¢, C)-Higgs bundle associated to the image of
w(,W,n,0,...,0) is represented by

IKp—l 1 }IKP_Z%...%IK2_p%IK1_p.

A o~ Ak

1 % 1

To check (poly)stability for such a “cyclic” Higgs bundle, it suffices to show
that each of the bundles in the above cycle do not contain an invariant desta-
bilizing subbundle (see Proposition 6.3 of [43]). Thus W (I, W, 7,0, . e 0)
is polystable if and only if there are no destabilizing subbundles of W in
the kernel of 7 f 1, that is, if and only if (7, W 1) is polystable. Furthermore,
since W(1, W, 7,0, ...,0) is strictly polystable if and only if W contains
a degree zero isotropic subbundle in the kernel of n, we conclude that
w(I,W,n,0,...,0)is stable if and only if (I, W, ) is stable. L

Now suppose (g2, ..., q2p—2) # (0,...,0)and let (V, W, n) =V, W,
1,92, -..,q2p—2) be given by (4.3). For 1 € C*, consider the following holo-
morphic orthogonal gauge transformations of V and W

Idy

AP
gy = y and gw = AP
A P2
Using the description of sl{l from (2.12) and (2.13), a straightforward compu-
tation shows that

(gv, gw)-(V, W, an) = W, W, AP, A2q0, Mg, ..., AP 2qn,0). (4.4)

Assume (1, W, n) is stable. In particular, (/, W, AP7) is a stable K”-twisted
SO(1,q — p_+ 1)-Higgs bundle for all » € C*. By the above argu-
ment, \IJ(I W )J’n,O,. ,0) is also stable for all A € C*. Hence, by
the continuity of W and since stability is an open condition (cf. Remark

-1
2.13), there is a neighborhood U of (0,...,0) € p@ HO(K?/) such that
j=1
lAI}(I, W,kpﬁ,kzqg,k4q4,...,)»zl’_zqu_z) is stable for (\%qa, ..., A2P~2
q2p—2) € U ie. for small A. From (4.4), (V, W, An) is stable, and thus,
(V, W, n) is also stable. This argument is reversible, so (V, W, n) is stable
if and only if (1, W n) i is stable.
Assume now that (I, W, 1) is strictly polystable. By Proposition 2.17, there
is ¢’ satisfying p — 1 < ¢’ < ¢, such that

I, W, i) =(WeW,(#H 0)),
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where (1, W', #') is a stable KP-twisted O(1, ¢’ — p + 1)-Higgs bundle and
W’ is a polystable orthogonal bundle of rank ¢ — ¢’. In this case, we have

\AI}(I, W, 0,92, ..., q2p-2) = (V, W’ &) W”, (ﬁ/ 0))

where _ R
(V.W. )y =W, W, 0 g ....qp-2), 4.5)

and the map U in 4.5)1s de@ned as in (4.2) and (4.3), but with g replaced by
q'. By the above argument, W ([, W' 7', q2,...,q2p—2) is a stable O(p, ¢')-
Higgs bundle. Since W” is a polystable orthogonal bundle, we conclude that
VI, W,10,q,...,q2p—2) is a strictly polystable SO(p, g)-Higgs bundle.
Again, the argument is reversible, hence the converse also holds. O

The next lemma shows that ¥ both respects isomorphism classes of the
corresponding objects and is injective on such classes.

Lemma 4.6 Two SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles \TJ(I, W, .92, ..., q2p—2) and
v, w.q', g5, ..., qéﬁ_z) are in the same S(O(p, C) x O(g, C))-gauge
orbit if and only if (I, W, ) and (I, W', ') are in the same S(O(1, C) x
O(q — p + 1, C))-gauge orbit and q2; = qéj foralll < j < p— 1. Further-
more, each S(O(1, Q) x O(q — p + 1,C))-gauge transformation between
(I, W,n) and (I', W', ) uniquely determines an S(O(p, C) x O(g, C))-
gauge transformation between the Higgs bundles W(I, W, 0,92, ... q2p—-2)
and W(I', W', 7', q2, ..., q2p-2).

Proof Let (I, W, #) and (I’, W', #) be two points in Hx»(SO(1, g—p+ 1)),
r—1 .
and (q2,...,492p—2) and (qé,...,qép_z) be two points in P HO(K?%).

Jj=1
Denote the associated points in the image of the map W from (4.3) by

V. W, = U, W. 7 q. ..., qrp—2) and (V/, W', 0y =0, W, i g ..., 45p—2)

andrecallthat V = I @ K,y and W = W SIRK, .
First suppose (det(gy), g&7) is an S(O(1, C) x O(g — p + 1, C))-gauge
transformation with

(det(gm), g@) - (I, W, 7)) = (I, W', 7).

A straightforward computation shows that the S(O(p, C) x O(g, C))-gauge
transformation

v 0
ov. gw) = (dettei) 10, (F o)) @6
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actson (V, W, n) as

(gv.gw) - (V, W, =W, W, 7, q...., q2p-2)-

Thus, if (I, W, n) and (I', W', n’) are in the same S(O(1, C) xO(g—p+1, C))-
gauge orbit, then W (I, W, n, q2, ..., q2p—2) and W (", W', 0", q2, ..., q2p—2)
are in the same S(O(p, C) x O(g, C))-gauge orbit.

Now suppose (V, W,n) and (V', W, n’) are in the same S(O(p, C) x
O(g, C))-gauge orbit. The action of (gy, gw) on (V, W, ) is given by

(gv.gw) - By, dw,n) = (g, dvev . gy dwew » &y ' ngw).

With respect to the decompositions W = W & I ® K p—2and W' = W o
I'® K,—2, write

gw A
gw = ( f;vg,cp_z) and n= (nw nqa, ..., qu—2)>.
The gauge transformation (gy, gw) acts on the Higgs field by

g;lngW = 8;1 : (UWgW +n(q2, ..., q2p—2)B nyA+n(q,..., qu—z)gic,,,z),

and hence

(n@ gy, .. qé,,_z))

= 8‘71 : <77W8W +n(q2, ..., q2p—2)B nzA+n(q,..., Q2p—2)gic,,_2>-
“4.7)

We now use the description of n(q2, ..., g2p—2) from (2.13). Since g;l
is invertible and holomorphic, its matrix representation in the decompositions
V=1®K,_1and V' = I'®,_ is upper triangular with non-zero diagonal
entries. A straightforward computation, using the form of n(g;, ..., ‘Iép_z)

k

and the fact that g;l nw &y has the form ? , shows that B = 0. By orthog-

0
onality of gw we conclude also that A = 0, gy is an Q-orthogonal gauge
transformation and gx, , is a Ok, ,-orthogonal gauge transformation.
We now have 1(qj, ..., CIép_z) = g;ln(qg, -y q2p-2)8K,_,- Since
I Kp-1,1 @ Kp—2,1n(q2,...,92p—2)) and ' ® Kp-1, I' ® Kp-2,
n(g5, ..., qép_z)) define gauge equivalent Higgs bundle in an O(p, p — 1)-
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Hitchin component, we have (q2, ..., q2p—2) = (g3, . -, ‘Iﬁp_z)- By Remark
2.19, this implies

(gv. gx,») = £(dy, Idk, ).

Finally, the determinant of gy determines the above sign since det(— Idy ) det
(— Id,cp_z) = —1and

1 = det(gv) det(gw) = det(gy) det(gk, ,) det(gp)-

Thus, the gauge transformation gy uniquely determines gx, , and gy. This
shows that (gy, gw) is given by (4.6), completing the proof. O

As aconsequence of the two previous lemmas, we have the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 4.7 The map U from (4.3) descends to a continuous map of mod-
uli spaces

p—1
W Mgr(SO(1, g — p+ 1) x @ HY(K*) — M(SO(p, q). (4.8)
j=1

which is a homeomorphism onto its image.

Remark 4.8 From Remark 2.12, one can check that the dimension of
Mgr(SO(l,g — p + 1)) x @f;ll HY(K?J) is the expected dimension of
M(SO(p, q)). In particular, the map W is open on the smooth locus. Since the
spaces M(SO(p, g)) and Mg»(SO(1, g — p + 1)) are singular, we have to
examine the local structures of each space to prove openness of W at singular
points.

4.2 Local structure of fixed points in the image of ¥

We will now analyze the local structure of fixed points of the C*-action in
M(SO(p, q)) which lie in the image of the map W. The following lemma
follows immediately from Lemma 3.13 and Proposition 4.7.

Lemma 4.9 An SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle (V, W, n) in the image of V is a fixed

poin/t\ofthe C*-action ifand only if (V,W,n) =¥, W, 1,0, ...,0), where
(I, W, ) is a fixed point of the C*-action in Mgr(SO(1,q — p + 1)). In

@ Springer



SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles... 235

particular, such a fixed point is given by 3
(LW, 5) = (I, W_p ® W, ®W,, (1, 0 0)),

where Wy is a polystable orthogonal bundle of rank g — p + 1 — 21k(W)
and det(Wy) = I, W, is either zero or a negative degree vector bundle with
no non-negative degree subbundles, W_, = W[’,X< and n—p is non-zero if W_,
is non-zero. The associated SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle will be represented by

*

_ n_
wo, ket Lk Lo L L Lk Lkt o,

4.9)

Let (V, W, n) be a polystable SO(p, g)-Higgs bundle in the image of W of
the form (4.9). This will be fixed until the end of Sect. 4.2. If W), is zero, some
of the considerations below simplify.

We will repeatedly use the following bundle decompositions of V and W
from (4.9):

V=Vi_,®Vsip,® - OV, 30V,
W=W_, W, @ @WoD DWWy 2@ W,,

, , W/ if p odd
Vi =IKJ forall j, W;=IK/if0<|j|<p, and Wo=] © npo
I @ W, if peven.
(4.10)

In particular, even though (V, W, n) is not assumed to be stable, we get a weight
decomposition like (3.2) of the deformation complex (2.8) as C*(V, W, n) =
P Cp, where

d
Cp i sor(V) @ sor (W) N Homy (W, V) ® K.

2p—2
In terms of the above splittings, we have End(V) = @kpz 5 Endy (V),
=2-2p
where End;41(V) = 0 and

3 The notation from Lemma 3.13 has changed slightly, (W_1, n_1, W) is now represented by
W=p,n—p, Wé)
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p—1—k

@ Hom(Vi_pt2j, Vi—pyajtok) k=0
-
Endoi (V) = p]—1+k 4.11)
@ Hom(V,_1_2j, Vp_1—2j42) k <O.
Jj=0

2
Similarly, End(W) = @) " Endi(W), where
=—<p

p
End(Wo) @ @ End(W,_2)) k =0and p odd
=0
p—k !
Endy (W) = { @ Hom(W_ 42, W_py2j10t) k> 0ork =0and p even
i=0
Pk
&P Hom(Wj, 2, W, _2j121) k<0
j=0
(4.12)
and
—2k— <
Endye 1 (W) = Hom(W_p;_1, Wp) & Hom(Wy, Waky1) 2k + 1. p and p odd
0 otherwise.
(4.13)
Finally, Hom(W V)—EBZV1 Homy (W, V), wh
inally, Hom(W, = k12 omy (W, V), where
p—1—k
@ Hom(W_, 2/, Vi—pi2jiot) 2k+120
=0
Homoy4 1 (W, V) = 1 1,
@D Hom(W,_2j, Vp—2j+1+42k) 2k+1<0,
j=0
(4.14)

and

Homac (W. V) — {Hom(Wo, Va) 1= p<2k<p—Tlandpodd
0 otherwise.
(4.15)
Note that the Higgs field n is a holomorphic section of Hom; (W, V) ® K.
The Lie algebra bundle so(V) & so(W) C End(V) & End(W) with fiber
so0(p, C) @ so(g, C) consists of Qy and —Qw skew symmetric endomor-
phisms of V and W respectively. The decompositions (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13)

induce the following decomposition of so(V) @ so(W) C End(V) @ End(V):
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2p—2 2p
s0(V) = @ s0;(V) and s0(W) = @ so;(W).
k=2-2p k=—2p

Here s02¢4+1(V) = 0 and, using (4.11),

son (V) = {(@1—p,a3—p, ..., ap_1-2t) € Endp(V) |o; = —a* ;3 k=0
{(apflv Ap-3, ..., O5171772k) € Endy (V) | a; = _aiy{_,’} k <0,
(4.16)

where the index of each homomorphism corresponds to the index of its domain,
1.e.,

a; : Vi = Vigor.

For so(W), using (4.12) we have

{(B', Bp, Bp—2, ..., B—p) € Endo(W)| B’ = —(B")*, Bi = —B*;} k=0and p odd
s0p (W) = [{(,Bp, Bapsoens Bp—2k) € Endox (W) | Bi = —B% ;) k> 0ork=0and p even
{(Bp. Bp—2+ -+ B—p+2k) € Endox (W) | Bi = —BZ,,_;} k <0,
4.17)

where B/ : Wy — Wy and, as above, B; : W; — W, 2k. For odd weights,
using (4.13) we have

{(B-2k—1, =B 5_;) € Hom(W_2;_1, W) ® Hom(Wy, Wory1)} 2k +1 < pand p odd

507 W) =
k+1 (W) {0 otherwise.

(4.18)

Since n € H°(Hom (W, V) ® K), the map ad,, restricts to sox(V) @

50, (W) — Homy41(W, V)® K, yielding the subcomplex Cp of C* of weight
k asin (3.2)

Cr=C*(V, W, ) : 50, (V) @ sor (W)

d
A Homi (W, V)® K, (@,B) > nof—aon

This gives rise to a splitting of the hypercohomology sequence associated to
c*:

ad,
0 HO(Cp) HO(50,(V) ® s0, (W) — HO(Homy (W, V) ® K) » H‘(C,:D

C H'(s0(V)i1 @ 50k+I(W))a§nHl(H0mk+l(W> V) ® K) —— H*(C)) ——— 0.
(4.19)
For all k, we will compute H'(C ¢) and show H(C ) vanishes in a series
of lemmas. Using (4.10) and the decomposition of Hom;(W, V) ® K from
(4.14), we write

@ Springer



238 M. Aparicio-Arroyo et al.

p—1
N=(pMps- s Np-2) € P H Hom(W_py2;, Vi_py2)) ® K),
j=0
(4.20)
where

np:Wp—=>Vi_,®K is defined in Lemma 4.9,
no=(10):1®Wy— Vi ®K if peven, 4.21)
ni=1:W;—>Viy19K otherwise.

Lemma 4.10 The map ad,; : s0;(V) @ s0x(W) — Homy (W, V)R K isan
isomorphism for each positive weight k ¢ {p, 2p}. In particular,

HO(CP) =0, H'(Cp) =0 and H2(C?) = 0.

Proof We start by considering the case C5, | withO < 2k+1and2k+1 # p.
If pisevenor p < 2k+1, the result is immediate since 502x+1(V), 502%+1(W)
and Homo42(W, V) ® K are all zero by (4.13) and (4.15). For p odd and
2k + 1 < p, we have s02¢11(V) = 0, s02x 11 (W) = {(B_2k—1, —=B* ) €
Hom(W_z¢—1, Wo) & Hom(Wy, War11)} and Homp2(W,V) @ K =
Hom(Wy, Var12) ® K. Using (4.20), the map ad,; is the isomorphism sending
B—_2k—1 to the composition of _IBiZk—l with 1 = nog41:

Wo Vorgo ® K
7'Bi2k71 W2k+1 1

Now consider the case C3, with 0 < 2k and 2k ¢ {p,2p}. We first show
502k (V) @ s02x (W) and Hompg4 1 (W, V) ® K are isomorphic. Using (4.10)
and (4.14), we have

Homyp 1 (W, V) @ K
Hom(W_,, IKP" g K g ...¢ K 2k > por p odd,

~ p—k—1 times

Hom(W_,, IK?~2) @ Hom(W}, IK-*) @ K~ @ -.-@® K% otherwise.

p—k—1 times

(4.22)
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On the other hand, by (4.16) and since the weight is positive, we have

|5 |-
soy (V) = EB Hom(Vaj—pi1, Vaj—piirok) S K %@ @ K.
j=0

=k | 4
L 5 Jtlmes

(4.23)

p—k—1
Similarly, by (4.17), so (W) = @JL:()z JHOIII(sz—p, Waj—p+2k), and
thus,

Hom(W,I,,IK”*Zk)EBK_Zk€B-~-EBK_2k 2k > por p odd
N— —_—
Lip—g—l J times
Hom(W_,, IK?~%) @ Hom(W}, IK"*)@ K * @ ---@® K% otherwise.
—

p—k—1 .
I‘#J times

s00k (W) =

(4.24)
From (4.22), (4.23) and (4.24), we see that 5024 (V') @ so0ox (W) is isomorphic
to Homgpr+1 (W, V) ® K.
Now we will show

ad
C3; 5021 (V) @ 502 (W) —> Homa1 (W, V) ® K, ady(@, B) =nof—aon

is an isomorphism. Using the notations of (4.16), (4.17) (for positive weight)
and (4.20), if

a=(a1—p,d3_p,...,Ap_1-2k), B = (B—p, Bo—p, ..., Bp—2x) and
77 = (n—pv 772—p, ceey np—Z),

then

ady, (o, B) = N—p2kB—p — A1—pN—p, N2—p+2kB2—p
—3_pM2—ps -y Np—2Bp—2-2k — Ap—1-2kNp—2-2k)-

First assume p — k is even. In this case we have

= (0 —p, .., 01, = .., —oz’l"_p) and

:B = (:8*1)’ R ﬁ*k*Z» 09 _ﬂik,Q’ RS _,Bip)

@ Springer



240 M. Aparicio-Arroyo et al.

For p odd or 2k > p, we have n; = 1 for all i # —p by (4.21). Hence
ad; (a, B) is given by

Bp—1—pn—p, Pop —3_p, ..., P2 —aj—1, 07,
B ya g — B, ). (4.25)

This vanishes if and only if o and B are both identically zero, so ad, is an

isomorphism. For p even and 2k < p, the only difference is that Wy = 1 & Wj;.
Therefore, if we write

po= (B3 B): 1@ Wy Wa,
then the terms Wy — V41 ® K and W_», — V| ® K of ad,, are given by

(55—a1 ﬂ()) IBW, — Vs ®K and  — Bl +at i Woo — VI®K.
(4.26)

Again, ad, vanishes if and only if « and B both vanish, and is therefore an
isomorphism.
Now suppose p — k is odd. In this case, (4.16) and (4.17) imply that

a=(_p,...,00 2,0, —a®, 5, ..., —ozf_p) and

IB = (,B—pﬁ ceey ﬁ—k—l’ _ﬂik_l’ ceey _,Bip)
For p odd or 2k > p, ad,(c, B) is given by

(B—p —1—pn—p, Bo—p —@3—p, ..., Bok—3 — d—k—2, B—k—1,
* * * *
_IB_k_l RS S P _,Bz_p + Oll_p)-

Since this vanishes if and only if o and 8 both vanish, ad,, is an isomorphism.
The case of p even and 2k < p follows from a similar calculation as the one
done above.

Since s0; (V) @ sor (W) ﬁ) Homy 1 (W, V) ® K is an isomorphism for
all positive weights k different than p and 2p, we conclude that the hyperco-
homology groups H*(Cp) all vanish for such k. O

Next we consider the subcomplexes of weight p and 2p.
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Lemma 4.11 The hypercohomology groups H* (C3) and H* (Cz‘p) are given

by
HO(C;) =0, HI(C;,) x>~ Hl(Hom(W,p, Wé)) and H2(C;) -0,
H'(C3,) =0, H'(C3,) = H' (502, (W)) and H(C3,) =0,

where 502,(W) = {B € Hom(W_,, W,)|B + p* = 0}.

Proof First note that s02,(V) = 0, s02,(W) = {8 € Hom(W_,, W,,)|B +
B* =0} and Homy, (W, V) = 0, hence

HO(C3,) = HO(s02,(W)), H'(C3,) = H'(s02,(W)) and H>(C3,)=0.

If p is odd, then Wy = W, s0,(W) = Hom(W_,, W}), s0,(V) = 0 and
Hom, (W, V) =0, thus

HO(C3) = HO(Hom(W—,, Wy)), H(CP) = H'(Hom(W-_p, W))) and H(C}) =0.

Moreover, H%(s0, p(W)) and H O(Hom(W_ P Wé)) were shown to vanish in
the proof of Lemma 3.15, completing the proof for the case 2p and when p is
odd.

Now suppose p is even, then Wy = I & Wé and, from (4.11), (4.12) and
(4.14), we have

s0,(V)ZEK 7@ ---dK P,

L%J times

50,(W) = Hom(W_,, 1) @ Hom(W_,, W) ® K 7 @ --- & K~ @Hom(Wy, K~ 7)
—_—_———
[”TJJ times
and

Hom,1(W,V)® K =Hom(W_,, )@ K "@®---®K .

P
5 —1 times

Thus, s0,(V) @ s0,(W) = Hom(W_,, W) & Hom, (W, V) ® K.
If £ is even and («, B) € 50,(V) @ s0,(W), then

* k
o = (al_p, ...,(X_%_l, —Ol_g_l, ey —Oll_p) and

Bm (Bopeos By 20 —F g =)
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Using the decomposition of 1 from (4.20) and (4.21), we see that ad(«, B) is
given by

_Q—Q_E_l,a 2 IB_B_

MoB—p —a1—pn—p, Bo—p —@3—p, ..., B_
+af§73, e —,B;‘,p +oz]"7p).

[S)3S}

1 [
Ifwewriteﬂ_p=<§ ) W_, — 1@ W], then noB_ p_(lo)( ):
P *[7

'Bip' Hence Hom(W_, Wo) is in the kernel of ad, and noB—, —a1—pn—p =
,pr — a1—pn—p. We conclude that the map induced by ad,, on (s0,(V) &
50,(W))/Hom(W_,, Wj) — Hom, (W, V) ® K is given by

ad,, : Hom(W_,, W) @ (s0,(V) @ s0,(W))/ Hom(W_,, W)
99 Homps (W, V) ® K
with § an isomorphism. In particular, this implies that
HO(C) = H(Hom(W_,, Wy)), H'(C%) = H'(Hom(W_,, W)) and
H*(C3) =0.

Moreover, H O(Hom(W, P WO)) was shown to vanish in the proof of Lemma
3.15. The proof for odd follows from similar arguments. O

Now we consider negative odd weights different from — p.

Lemma 4.12 The map ad,; : $02;11(V) @ 502441 (W) — Homor2(W, V) ®
K is an isomorphism for 2k + 1 < 0 and 2k + 1 # — p. In particular,

HO(C3,,) =0, H'(C3,,) =0 and H2(CY, ) = 0.

Proof First, note that so;41(V) = 0. Also, if pisevenor 2k +1 < —p, then
502k+1(W) = 0 and Hompg42(W, V) = 0. For p odd and 2k + 1 > —p,

502k 41 (W) ={(B-2k—1,—BZ 55_1) € Hom(W_o_1, Wo)® Hom(Wo, War11)}

and Homp12(W,V) ® K = Hom(Wp, Vory2) ® K. Moreover, ad,
502k+1(W) — Homor42(W, V) ® K is given by

Wo Vok42 ® K

_ﬁ*
“2=1 Wk
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which is an isomorphism. O
Next we deal with negative even weights different from —p and —2p.

Lemma 4.13 For 2k < 0 and 2k ¢ {—p, —2p}, Hompy 1 (W, V) ® K =
500k (W) @ 5004 (V) & K% and ad,) decomposes as

ad, = (£) : s00(W) ® s00 (V) — (s502k(W) @ 502(V)) & K,
where a is an isomorphism. In particular,
HO(Cs,) =0, H'(C3,) = HO(K %) and H2(C3,) = 0.
Proof Using (4.14), we have that

Homypr 1 (W, V) @ K

Hom(W,, IK ") oK *g...0 K if poddor 2k < —p
o~ p+k times
Hom(W,, IK~P~%) @ Hom(W}, IK" ) @ K * @ -.- @ K * otherwise.
p+k times

If p + k is even, then by (4.16) and (4.17) we have

500, (V) = {(ozp_l, ey Ot 1, _aik—i—l’ e, —O(:;_l) S
p—1+k
@ Hom(V,_1-2;, Vp—1—2j+2k)}
Jj=0
502k W) = [ By k2 0. =By —B)) €

p+k
@Hom(Wp—zj, Wp—2j+2k)}-
j=0

Thus,

sou(V) =K *g...o K%k

pT*'k times
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and
Hom(W,, IK "MKk *g...g Kk * if poddor2k < —p
—
2tk
so0 (W) = 5~ —1 times

Hom(W,, IK~"~2) @ Hom(W}, IK"*)®@ K™* @ --- @ K~ otherwise.
N———

# —1 times

Hence we conclude that Homog 1 (W, V)Q K = soox (W) @so0x (V)@ K 3.
By a similar argument, the conclusion also holds for the case p + k odd.

For the form of ad,, in this splitting, first assume p is odd or 2k < —p. If
p+kiseven, thenthe map ad), : 504 (V) @s024 (W) — Hompr (W, V)R K
is given by

ady(a, B) = (Bp, Bp—2 — Qp—1, ..., Boky2 — k43, 427)

— it =Bty — By, '
Consider the summand K~ = Hom(W_y, Vi+1) ® K of Hompg 1 (W, V) ®
K and take the corresponding quotient (Homyz+1(W, V) ® K)/K —2k Then
Homy, (W, V) ® K = (Homa, 1 (W, V) ® K)/K~* @& K2k and, from
(4.27), we conclude that ad,, can be written as

ad, = (%) : 502 (V) @ 5021(W) — (Homou1 (W, V) @ K)/K 2 @ K~
where a is an isomorphism. If p 4 & is odd, a similar conclusion holds.

If piseven and —p < 2k, the only difference is that we have the following
decompositions

Iy\*
po = (8¢ ,3(’)):1@W5—>W2k and 53=(§ﬁ95*):w_2k—>1@w(3.
0

With these decompositions, the terms of ad,, which involve By and A are given
by

(1%‘/1 ®K , ek V21 ® K w1
& W, Va1 ® K and W_ok Vi ® K.
T o
(4.28)

The map I @ W) — Va41 ® K is given by (/-1 ;) and the map W_p; —
Wi ® K is given by —(,Bé)* + a—1. In particular, we have ad, = (Z) :
500 (W) @500 (V) — (502k(W) EBsozk(V)) @ K~ with a an isomorphism.
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This implies that in the long exact sequence (4.19), for 2k < 0 and
2k ¢ {—p, —2p}, we have

HO(Cs,) =0, HNCS) = HO(K=*) and H*(C3,) = H'(K~%) =0,
completing the proof. O

The next lemma deals with H*(C* ) and H*(C*, p).

Lemma 4.14 In weight —2 p we have ]HIO(C:ZP) =0, Hz(Czk) =0and

0 — H®s0_0,(W)) =5 HO(Hom(W,, KP)) (4.29)

— Hl(c:zp) — H'(s0_5,(W)) — 0,

where s0_3,(W) = {8 € Hom(W,, W_,)|B + B* = 0}. For p odd, we have
0/ e _ 1,e ~ Tl 2/ e _
H(C* ) =0, H(C2,) =H_, and H*(C* ) =0,

where
0 —> HO(Hom(W,, W§)) =% HO(Hom(Wy, K7)) — HL,
— H'(Hom(W,, W()) — 0. (4.30)

For p even,
s0_,(V) @ so_,(W) = Hom(W,, W) ® A and
Hom;_,(W,V)® K = K” ®@ Hom(W,, K”) @ A,

0 b
and with respect to this splitting ad,) = (np 0), where a : A — A is an
0

a
isomorphism. In particular, for p even,

HO(c®,) =0, H'(C*,)=H"KP)®H, and H*C*,) =0.

Proof For weight —2p we have s0_5,(V) = 0, s02,(W) = {B €
Hom(W,, W_,)|+B* = 0}andHom_5, (W, V)®K = Hom(W,, IK?).
The map ad,; : s0_5,(W) — Hom(W,, K?)is givenby ad,(B) = n_,B. The
result now follows from Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15.

If p is odd, then by (4.18) and (4.15) we have

s0_,(V) =0, so_,(W)=Hom(W,, W) and
Hom;_,(W, V) ® K = Hom(W, IK?).
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The map ad,, : Hom(W,, W) — Hom(W;, IK?) is given by ad,(8,) =
—1-pB;,- Again, the result now follows from Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15.
If p is even, then

so_,(V)ZEK’@®---®K?,
S———
[ 4] times
s0_,(W) = Hom(W,, I) @ Hom(W,, W)) ® K" & --- & K”,
——
LPT_ZJ times
Hom;_,(W, V) ® K = Hom(W,, I) ® Hom(Wy, IKP") @ K" & --- & K” .
——— ——

P
7 times

Setting A = Hom(W,, N®K” @ --- ® K” wehaveso_,(V)®so_,(W) =
—_—
%—1 times
Hom(W,, W) ® A and Hom_,(W, V) ® K = K” @ Hom(W;;, [K?) & A.
The map ad,, is analogous to the one in the proof of Lemma 4.13 except that
(4.28) is given by

(10) (11®Id1(
1o W Vo1 ® K and Wp N /Vl ®K.
7%‘%”4,, " rew) 10

Thus, ad,, restricted to Hom(W,,, W) is given by g, = —n_,f,". Hence,

(V]
ad, = (n—p 0) : Hom(W,, Wy) ® A — K? @ Hom(W;;, K”) @ A

a

where a : A — A is an isomorphism.
Since H!(K?) = 0, we have ]HIZ(C:p) = 0. As in the odd case, we also

find that HO(C* ») = 0. Moreover, HI(C* o) = HOY(KP)® HL , Where H »
is given by (4.30). O

The final case concerns the weight zero subcomplex.

Lemma 4.15 There is a bundle A so that

500(V) @ s09(W) = so(Wy) @ End(W_,) ® A and
Hom (W, V) ® K =Hom(W_,, IK”)® A,
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where so(Wy) is the bundle of skew-symmetric endomorphisms of W( (with
respect to to QWé ). With respect to this splitting,

ad, = (8 T 2) . 50(W() ® End(W_,) ® A —— Hom(W_,, IKP) @ 4,

where a : A — A is an isomorphism. In particular,

H*(C3)=0, HO(CH)=Hs0(Wp)) and H'(CH)=H"(s0(Wp)) ®Hy ,,

where

0 — H(End(W_))) 2 H°(Hom(W_,, IKP))
— My, — H'(End(W_,)) — H'(Hom(W_,, IK") — 0.

Proof By (4.14) we have

Hom(W_,, IK") O ---& 0O p odd
—_———

Hom W.V)® K ~ p—1 times
1 ) Hom(W_,, IK?)® O @ ---® O @Hom(W[, I) peven
—_————

p—1 times

and by (4.16) and (4.17),

End(W_,) 0 & --- & O dso(W)) podd
~———

500(V) @ s00(W) = p—1 times / /
End(W_,) @ O & ---® O @ Hom(W;, I) ® so(W;) p even.
—

p—1 times

Hence, setting A to be

Od---00 p odd
———

A= p—1 times
O@---®dO@®Hom(W,,I) peven
———

p—1 times

yields sog(V)@sog(W) = so(W)) ®End(W_,)®A and Hom(W, V)| ®K =
Hom(W_,, IK?) ® A.

Since, W, is an invariant bundle, the restriction of the map ad,, : sog(W) @
500(V) - Hom (W, V)® K to 50(W6) is identically zero. The restriction of
the map ad,, to End(W_ ) & A is similar to (4.25) with the exception that the
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term W_, — Vi_, ® K is given by

%l_l’(gl(a

1-pQ®Idg

In particular, itis given by ( ";” 2 ) :End(W_,)®A — Hom(W_,, IK?)®A
where a is an isomorphism.

The hypercohomology complex for C*® splits as a direct sum of the following
two complexes

0 — HYy, — H(so(Wy)) — 0 — Hj), — H'(s0o(Wj)) — 0,

and

0 HY, HO(End(W_)) ——— HO(Hom(W_,, [K?)) —— H(‘),p)

L_> H'(End(W_),)) — H'(Hom(W_,, IKP)) H;, 0.

0 00
By Lemma 3.13, (W,, el W_,, (’7017 0 8)) is a stable KP”-twisted

N-p

O(21k(W)) + 1, C)-Higgs bundle, so the hypercohomology groups Hg’ » and
HZ , both vanish and H'(C3) = H'(so(W})) ® H) . o

4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.1

We are now set up to prove Theorem 4.1. We start by describing a neighborhood
of the image of the map W which is open in M(SO(p, q)).

Proposition 4.16 Foreach (I, W, 7, qa, ..., q2p—2) in Mg »(SO(1, g—p+1))
-1

X HO(K?J), the second hypercohomology group for the associated

j=1

SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle vanishes

H2(C* (Y, W, 7, q2, - .. q2p—2))) = 0.
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In particular, an open neighborhood of W (1, W, 0,92, -..,q2p—2) inthe mod-
uli space M(SO(p, q)) is isomorphic to an open neighborhood of zero in

Hl (C.(\Ij(lv W! ﬁ? QZ’ e ey QZp—Z)) // AUt(\'IJ(Ia W’ ﬁv q21 ceey QZp—Z))

Proof By Lemma 3.7, it suffices to prove the above proposition at the fixed
points of the C*-action in the image of W. These are the Higgs bundles given
in Lemma 4.9. In Lemmas 4.10, 4.11, 4.12, 4.13, 4.14 and 4.15 it is shown
that if (W, V, n) is a fixed point of the C*-action in the image of W, then each
of the graded pieces of H2(C*(W, V, 1)) vanish. |

Proposition 4.17 Forall WV ((1, W, 1), 0, ..., 0) which are fixed points of the
C*-action we have an isomorphism induced by V.

HY(C* (W, W, 7,0,...,0) J Aut(¥(I, W, 4,0, ...,0))

p—1
~ (HI(C’(I, W.5) Aut(W)) x @B HO(K).
j=1

Proof Let W(I, VT/, n,0,...,0) be al\ﬁxed point of the C*-action. For the
SO(1, g — p + 1)-Higgs bundle (I, W, 7), the first hypercohomology group
H!(C*(I, W, 1)) of the deformation complex was computed in Lemma 3.15.
In Lemmas 4.10, 4.11, 4.12, 4.13, 4.14 and 4.15 it was shown that the first
hypercohomology group of the deformation complex of the SO(p, ¢)-Higgs
bundle is given by

p—1
HY(CT (WL W, 7,0,....00) ZH'(C*(L W, ) x P HOK).
j=1
It is clear from our constructions that the isomorphism is induced by W.
By Lemma 4.6, every S(O(l, C) xO(g —p+1,0) automorphism

(det(gw), g) of (I, W, 1)) determines a unique automorphism of W (I, W, 7,
0...,0

_ 8w 0
(gv,gw) = (det(gw) ldg, ,, ( 0 det(gg)ldi, ))

Moreover, the action of such an automorphism on the holomorphic differentials
in the above description of H!' (C*(W (I, W, 7,0, ..., 0)) is trivial. Thus,

HY(C*(W (I, W, 7,0,...,0) J Aut(¥ (I, W, #,0,...,0))
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p—1
~ (HI(C'(I, W. ")/ Aut(W)) x @ HO(K¥)
j=1

as claimed. O
Theorem 4.18 The image of the map WV from (4.1) is open and closed.
Proof By Propositions 4.16 and 4.17, the map W is open at all fixed points of
the C*-action. For (V, W, ) in the image of W, there is A sufficiently close
to zero such that (V, W, An) is in a sufficiently small open neighborhood of a
fixed point of the C*-action. Thus, W is open at all points.

To show the image of W is closed, we use the properness of the Hitchin
fibration. Namely, suppose (1, W;, 0i, ¢5, . . ., ‘Iép_z) is a sequence of points

in Mgp(SO(l,g — p + 1)) x @f;ll HY(K?/) which diverges. Denote the
associated Hitchin fibrations by

hy: Mgr(SO(1,q — p+1)) — H*(K?*’) and

p
h: M(SO(p., ) — € HO(K*).
j=1

By the properness of 71, (¢4, . . ., qép_z, hp(I, Wy, ;) diverges in D7 H°

(K?*7). Moreover, by the definition of the map W, applying the SO(p, ¢)-
Hitchin fibration to the image sequence yields

ROV, Wi, By @5 @5y ) = (Ghs s @y s hp (T, Wi, 1),

Since A is proper, we conclude that W (7, Wi, ni, qi, ey qép_z) also diverges
in M(SO(p, q)). |

The following direct consequence of the construction of the map W will be
used in Sect. 7.

Corollary 4.19 Consider the subgroup GL(n,R) x SO(p — n,q — n) C
SO(p, q) defined by the embedding

A
(A, B) — < B )
A—l
Then no Higgs bundle in the image of V reduces to such a subgroup.
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5 Classification of local minima of the Hitchin function for
M(SO(p, q))

In this section we will prove Theorem 5.10 which classifies all local minima of
the Hitchin function (3.1) on M(SO(p, ¢q)). The strategy of proof is to divide
the objects into the following three families:

1. stable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles with H>(C*(V, W, 1)) = 0,

2. stable SO(p, ¢q)-Higgs bundles whose corresponding SO(p + ¢, C)-Higgs
bundle is strictly polystable,

3. strictly polystable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles.

The first family consists of points which are either smooth or orbifold points
of M(SO(p, ¢)). For these points we can use Proposition 3.4 to classify such
local minimum. The local minima in the other two families will be described
by a direct study of their deformations.

Recall from (3.2) that the deformation complex of an SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bun-
dle (V, W, n) which is a C*-fixed point decomposes as

d
Cr 2 s0r(V) @ s0x(W) ——> Homyp (W, V) @ K. (5.1)

Each graded piece gives rise to the long exact sequence (3.3) in hypercoho-
mology.

5.1 Stable minima with vanishing H2(C*)

By Proposition 3.10, stable C*-fixed points are given by (3.7). We start by
studying the constraints on these chains imposed by the local minima condition
for stable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles with vanishing H2(C*). This will be done
by first proving two lemmas.

Lemma 5.1 Let (V, W, n) be a stable SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle with n % 0 and
H2(C*(V, W, n) = 0. If (V, W, n) is a local minimum of f, then the chain
given by (3.7) must have one of the following forms (with n; # 0 for all i):

U ni- n-2 U 10 i, M- Ns—1
Veg—Wi_y— 3V — Wyg— V) — - S W~V
(5.2)
* * * *
n— Nr—2 m n-1 n_1 n Nr—2 n-r
W, Vi, = =W —=Vg— W — - 2=V — W,
(5.3)
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* * * *
Vo w s I D Py Py I T, Ty
®
Wo
(5.4)
* % * *
wo S 2 By By oy By By
®
Vo
(5.5)

Proof If one of the chains in (3.7) vanishes, we are done. Assume both chains
are non-zero chains. Let r > 0 be the maximal weight of the first chain and
s = 0 be the maximal weight of the second chain. We have r > O ors > 0
since n # 0. Since (V, W, n) is a stable local minimum of the Hitchin function
with H?(C*®) = 0, the subcomplexes from (5.1) are isomorphisms for £ > 1
by Proposition 3.4.

If r and s have different parity, then both of the chains start and end with
a summand of W if r is odd and start and end with a summand of V if r is
even. In either case, Hom, ;41 (W, V) ® K = 0but so, (W) ®s0,+5(V) is
non-zero. Hence, the subcomplex C?, ¢ from (5.1) is not an isomorphism for
k = r + s, contradicting (V, W, n) being a stable minima with H2(C*) = 0.

Now assume r and s have the same parity, so the first chain starts and ends
with a summand of W if and only if » is odd and the second chain starts
and ends with a summand of W if only only if s is even. If r > s, then
Homy, 41 (W, V) ® K = 0 and 502, (V) @ s02,(W) = A2V, & A>W,. So the
isomorphism of C3, : A%V, ® AW, — 0 implies that, whenever V, and W,
are non-zero, they must be line bundles; more precisely we must have: (i) if
ris odd, tk(W,) = 1 and, if s = r, rk(V,,) = 1 (if s < r, V, = 0), or (ii) if
ris even, rk(V,) = 1l and, if s = r, tk(W,)) = 1 (if s < r, W, = 0). Since
r +s — 1 is odd, we have:

{(a, —a®) € Hom(V_g, V,_1) @ Hom(V|_,, V5)} if ris odd

50, 45-1(V) = % e .
{(a, —a™) € Hom(V_,, Vy,_1) @ Hom(V,_;, V,)} if riseven

{(B, —B*) € Hom(W_,, W,_1) & Hom(W_g, W,)} ifrisodd

50, 45— 1(W) = { N e
{(B, —B*) € Hom(W_g, W,_1) @ Hom(W;_,, W)} ifriseven

Hom(W_,, Vy) ® K ifrisodd

Hom W, V)@ K = e
s ) {Hom(W_s, V) ® K if riseven.
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If s > 0, thenr +5 — 1 > 1 so the isomorphism C?, | : 50,45-1(V) &
50r45—1(W) — Hom, (W, V) ® K gives

rk(Vy) rk(V,—1) +rk(Ws_1) = rk(Vy) if r is odd
k(W) tk(W,_1) +1k(Vs_1) = rk(W,) if r is even.

This implies either tk(W;_1) = 0 or tk(V,_1) = 0 if r is odd, and that
either rk(Vs_1) = 0 or tk(W,_1) = 0 if r is even. Any of these conclusions
contradicts Proposition 3.10. Thus, we conclude that s = 0 and thus r is even,
so the holomorphic chain is given by (5.4). A similar argument shows that the
holomorphic chain is of the form (5.5) for s > r. |

Lemma 5.2 Let (V, W, n) be a stable SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle which is a local
minimum of the Hitchin function with n # 0 and H2(C*(V, W, n)) = 0, the
associated holomorphic chain is given by (5.2), (5.3), (5.4) or (5.5). For all
J #0, we havetk(W;) = 1 and tk(V;) = 1. Moreover:

In case (5.2), V; = Vo1 K7V and W; = V_1K_j_1f0r0 < |jl <s.

In case (5.3), V; = W_1K— 7= and W; = W_liK_j_lforO < |Jj] <r.
In case (5.4), tk(Vo) = 1, and V; = VoK™/ and W; = VoK™/ for
0<|jl<r.

In case (5.5), tk(Wp) = 1, and V; = VoK ~/ and W, = VoK ~/ for
0<|j| <s.

Proof The proof involves an inductive argument on the weights. We first con-
sider the case where (V, W, n) is the holomorphic chain (5.4). We have the
following decompositions

2r 2r—2
End(V) = EB Endi(V), End(W) = EB Endg(W) and
j=—2r k=2-2r
2r—1
Hom(W,V) = @ Homi(W.V).
k=1-2r
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r—k—1

For 2k > 0 we have Homyg 1 (W, V) = @ Hom(Wi_yy2;, Va—ri2j426)s
j=0
r—k
Endy(V) = D Hom (Va1 Va2t and  (5.6)
j=0
r—k—1
Endyi (W) = @ Hom(Wi 02/, Wi—ri2j426)-
j=0

With respect to these splittings, so(V) = @50k(V) and so(W) =
@5ok(W) where, for k > 0

s001(V) = {(Ol(), e, Qp_f) € Endzk(V) | o + a:(—k—i = 0}, (5.7)
502k (W) = {(Bo, ..., Br—k—1) € Endx (V) | Bi + B, _,_; = 0}.

Since (V, W, n) is a stable minima of the Hitchin function with H2(C*) =0,
for all k > 0 we have s02; (V) @ s02; (W) = Homog1 (W, V) ® K. Note that
r is even and non-zero. The isomorphism for k = 2r implies A2V, =0, hence
rk(V,) = 1.

The isomorphism for k = 2r — 2 implies Hom(V_,, V,_») & AW, =
Hom(W;_,, V;) ® K. Thus,

rk(V,_2) 4 tk(AZW;_,) = tk(W;_,),

which implies rk(Wi_,) is either one or two. If rk(Wi_,) = 2, taking the
determinant of the isomorphism C3,._, implies V, K 2 = V,_,. Also, the ker-
nels of the maps n,—1 : W1 — V, ® K and n;—, : Wi, — Vo, ® K have
negative degree by stability. Using VJ?“ =V_; and W;.‘ = W_;, we have
deg(V,—2) —2g + 2 < deg(W,_1) < deg(V,) +2g — 2,

which contradicts V, K% = V,_». So rank W,_; = 1 and the isomorphism for
C3,._, gives the base case of our induction:

1 =r1k(V_,) =rk(W1_,) =1k(Vh_,) and Wi, EVo_, K.
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If r = 2 we are done, so assume r > 4 and that for an integer k € [1, % —1]
we have

Wi, Vo K =W K> = = Wy, K2 2 Vg K4
(5.8)
We will prove that Vg, = Wopy 1, K = V2k+2_,K2.
The isomorphism C3,_,_,, gives

i £
@Hom(sz—r, Vitaj—2-2k) @ @ Hom(W2 11—, Wiq2j—1-2k)
=0 =0

k
~ @Hom(Wzﬁpr, Vitaj—2k) @ K.
j=0
(5.9

since A2V,_;_; = 0 for k odd and A2W,_;_; = 0 for k even by (5.8).
Using (5.8), computing the ranks of both sides gives rk(Vag42—;) + L%J +

tk(Wop 1) + L%J =k + rk(Wag41—,). Thus,
tk(Vog42—r) = 1.

The isomorphism C3,_,_,, implies

k k—1
@ Hom(Vaj—r, Viq2j—2-4k) © @Hom(WZj-i-l—r, Wyt2j—1-ar) ® A*W,_1_ok
j=0 j=0

2%

= @Hom(szH—r, Vitoj—ak) ® K.

j=0

Using (5.8), this gives the following equality on ranks

k k—1
Z tk(Vigoj—2—ak) + Z rk(Wy42j—1-ak) + k(A*W,_1_2)
j=0 =0

k—1 2k

= Z tk(Vyq2j-ak) + Z tk(Waj41-r).

J=0 Jj=k

Simplifying, yields rk(Vag42—,) + rk(A2W2k+1_r) = tk(Wak4+1—r). Thus,
rk(Wag41-r) is one or two.
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If tk(Wak41—r) = 2, then the determinant of the isomorphism in (5.9) gives

H 7]

® Vic2jVit2j—2-2k ® Wrz_lAZWr—l—Zk ® ® Weoj1Wepoj—1—2  (5.10)

j=0 j=1
k-1

= ® Wy—2j-1Vrt2j-2kK ® VIK? @ A*W,_y_o.
j=0

By (5.8), the above terms satisfy

Vi2jVigoj—2-2k, forj=1,..., L%J
VI K= 0W, 0 Wk, forj=1,..., |5 (1D
Wy 2j 1 Vig2j—uK, forj=0,....,k—1

Hence, simplifying (5.10) yields V,_y—» = V, K**2*_ The Higgs field gives
rise to non-zero maps V,_sx_» — V,_oxK? and V,_ox — V. K by Proposi-
tion 3.10. Thus, deg(V, _2x—2) —deg(V,_2x) = 4g —4. Asin the base case, this
leads to a contradiction of stability. Namely, stability implies that the kernels
of n2k+1—r * Wokg1—r = Varyo—rK and of 012 : W12 — VoK
have negative degree, so that deg(Var—r) — 2¢ + 2 < deg(War41—r) <
deg(Vog+2—r) +2g — 2. So tk(Wog41—) = 1.
Using tk(Wak41—r) = 1, (5.8) and (5.11), the determinant of (5.9) gives

4 k=1
5] 55
ViVe k2 @ QYVE K> @ Ve kK75 W, 1 e ® Q) (V2 K> %)
j=1 j=1
k—1
= RV K@ W1 uV,K,
j=0

which simplifies to Vog—, = Vogy2—r K 2 The Higgs field defines a non-zero
map Vor—p = Woryp1—+ K — V2k+2_rK2. Thus,

Vak—r = Warr1—r K = Voo K> (5.12)

Recall that £ was an integer between 1 and . Since r is even, we can take
k = (r—2)/2, and hence (5.12) gives V_» = W_; K = VyK?. This completes
the proof for the chain (5.4).

The difference for the chain (5.3) is that r is odd and instead of (5.8) we
must assume

r—2
2

Vi, EWo K =V3  K2= o = Vo K2 = Wy K31
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where k is an integer satisfying 1 < k < (r — 3)/2. The same proof as above
shows that Wor_, = Vg1 K = Wzkﬂ,rl(z. By taking k = (r — 3)/2 we
have W 3 =2V ,K =EW_ K 2 and no condition on Vo is imposed. Switching
the roles of V and W gives the proof for the chains (5.2) and (5.5). O

We can now complete the classification of the stable minima with vanishing
H2(C*).

Theorem 5.3 A stable SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle (V, W, n) with p < g, n # 0
and H?(C*(V, W, 1)) = 0 defines a local minimum of the Hitchin function
if and only if it is a holomorphic chain of the form (5.2), (5.3), (5.4) or (5.5)
which satisfies one of the following:

1. The chain is given by (5.2) with p =2 and 0 < deg(V_1) < 2g — 2.

2. The chain is given by (5.2) with p > 2, s = p — 1 and the bundle W
decomposes as Wo = I ® W(,, where W is a stable O(q — p + 1, C)-
bundle with det(W(’)) = 1. Moreover, V; = IK~J and W; = IK =/ forall
j # 0, and with respect to the splitting of Wy, the chain is given by

* ’]5 I * *
Ns— —s - ( ) 0) n- M—s o—
V_Si&wl_sb...g Vo, L@% vl#...lﬂws_luvs’
W(/)
(5.13)

3. The chain is of the form (5.3) with g = p, and for some 2-torsion line
bundle I, Vo =1 &1, V; = K~ /ande = 1K/ forall j # 0, and
the chain is given by

* * 1
- - n N2, 0 . e
W, v, 25 W_1(*>)®( Sy Ry
I
(5.14)

4. The chainis ofthe form (5.3) withq = p+1,V; = K~/ and W; = K~/ for
all|j| < pand W_,, is a line bundle satisfying deg(W_,) € (0, p(2g—2)].

5. The chain is of the form (5.4) where Wy is a stable O(q — p + 1, C)-bundle
with det(Wo) = I, and V; = IK~/ and W; = I K~/ forall j # 0.

6. The chain is of the form (5.5)withq = p+1, Vo =0, Wo =0, V; = K™/
and W; = K™/ for 0 < |j| < p and W_, is a line bundle satisfying
deg(W_p) € (0, p(2g — 2)].

7. The chain is of the form (5.5) with g = p, and for some 2-torsion line
bundle I, V; = IK~/ and W; = IK~/ forall j.

Remark 5.4 Cases (2)—(7) are special cases of the fixed points considered in
Lemma 4.9. In case (2), the Higgs bundle is still a local minimum of the
Hitchin function if the invariant bundle Wj is strictly polystable. Similarly,
replacing the stable orthogonal bundle Wy in case (5) with a strictly polystable
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orthogonal bundle still defines a local minimum. We will prove that these are
the only local minima apart from n = 0. Note also that none of the above cases
have p =1 and g > 2.

Proof We first show that cases (1) and (2) are sufficient for the chain (5.2) to be
a stable minima with H2(C®) = 0 by invoking Proposition 3.4. For case (1), C3
is the only isomorphism to consider. We have s02(V) @ s02(W) = A%V, and
Homs (W, V)® K = 0, which is an isomorphism since rk(V_1) = 1. For case
(2), the holomorphic chain (5.13) is a fixed point considered in Lemma 4.9 with

d
W, = 0. By Lemma 4.10, C? : 505 (V) @ s0x(W) —> Homy1(W, V) ® K
is an isomorphism for all £ > 0.
We now show that cases (1) and (2) are necessary for chains of the form
(5.2). We have a chain

o M-y n-2 i 0 n, e -1

withs > 1 odd. By Lemma 5.2 each of the bundles in the chain is a line bundle
except Wp. So p = s + 1 is even and rtk(Wp) = g — p + 2 > 2. Note that
O = det(V) = det(W) = det(Wp).

If N = ker(no), then n§ maps V_ to N1K c Wy®K.By Proposition 3.10,
1§ is non-zero, hence deg(N1) —deg(V_1)+2g —2 > 0.If N is coisotropic
then N is isotropic, and stability implies deg(V_;) + deg(N+) < 0, which
implies deg(V_1) < g — 1. If N is not coisotropic, then non is a non-zero
section of the line bundle V12K 2 Thus,

deg(V_1) < 2g — 2. (5.15)

If p=2anddeg(V_1) < 2g — 2 we are done. If deg(V_1) = 2g — 2, then
nong is a nowhere vanishing section of the line bundle VIZK 2. and hence the
kernel of 1 is a holomorphic orthogonal bundle W C Wy of rank g — p + 1.
Furthermore, stability of (V, W, n) forces W) to be stable. Taking orthogonal
complements gives adecomposition Wy = WéEBI where KV, =1 = det(Wé)
since O = det(Wj). By Lemma 5.2, the holomorphic chain is given by (5.13).
Thus, for p = 2 we are done. For p > 2 we will show that stability forces
deg(V_1) =2¢g —2and V_; = K°1I.

For p > 4 and even, we have s > 3 and odd. Using decompositions analo-
gous to (5.6) and (5.7) and rk(V;) = 1k(W;) = 1 for j # 0, the isomorphism
of C3_, gives
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]

s0,_1(V) @ s0,_1(W) = @) Hom(Va; s, V2 1)

j=0
]
® @ Hom(Wyj 41—, Wa;)
j=0

s—1

2
Homy(W, V) ® K = D Hom(Wajs1-5, V241) ® K.
Jj=0

Since det(Wp) = O, the determinant of both sides of the isomorphism C?_,
is given by

] 2]

=R Ws—1-2;Vaj 41K @ (VK )k, (5.16)

From Lemma 5.2, we have W,_; = V;K2~* and

VS—ZjVZj—lv forj = 1’ ) |_(S - 1)/4J
VEKI ™ = W10 Waj, for j=1,..., (s — 3)/4]
Wi 12jV2j1K, forj=0,...,(s—3)/2.

This simplifies (5.16) to (V,;V_1K*~1)?=4=1 = (V{K)2. As in the proof of
Lemma 5.2, the Higgs field gives a non-zero map Vi — V;K*~!. Therefore,

0> (p— g — 1)(deg(Vy) — deg(V1) + (s — )(2g — 2))
— 2(deg(V1) + 2g — 2,

and hence deg(V)) < 2 —2g. By (5.15), we conclude that deg(V_;) = 2g —2
anddeg(Vy) = —s(2g—2). Asabove, sincedeg(V_1) = 2g —2, the bundle Wy
decomposes as W@ I, where W) is the kernel of g and det(Wyp)' = I = V| K.
Moreover, we have V; = I K~* since, by Lemma 5.2, Wy = IK =5 and
ns—1 : Ws_1 = Vi ® K is non-zero. This completes the proof of (2).

Case (3) is similar to case (2), and cases (4) and (6) are almost identical. By
Lemma 5.2, the holomorphic chain (5.3) is given by
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* * *
n- My m n- n n n
W_, v, 5 HW_IHVOHWIH 2By W,

where rk(W;) = 1 for all j. Thus, r = g — 1 and either rk(Vy) = 1 and
q =p+1lorrk(Vyp) = 2and g = p. If g = p, then, the holomorphic
chain is identical to case (2) with the roles of V and W switched. By the same
argument as case (2), we conclude that the holomorphic chain must be of the
form (5.14).

We now assume rk(Vp) = 1 and ¢ = p + 1. Moreover, Vy = O since
O = det(V) = Vjp. Since the Higgs field defines a non-zero maps W_; —
O®K and W_; — W, ® K2, we conclude that W_; = K. Thus, W; = K~/
and V; = K~/ for all |jI < r by Lemma 5.2. Since W), is an invariant
isotopic subbundle and the Higgs field n_, : W_, — V_,,1K is non-zero,
we conclude

0 < deg(W_p) < p(2g —2).

Thus, the conditions in case (4) are necessary.
The holomorphic chain from case (4) is a fixed point considered in Lemma
4.9 with W = O andrk(W_,) = 1. By Lemmas 4.10and 4.11, C} : s0;(V) @

d
50, (W) 2) Homy 1 (W, V) ® K is an isomorphism for all £ > 0. Thus, the
conditions in case (4) are also sufficient.
The holomorphic chain from case (5) is a fixed point considered in

Lemma 4.9 with W_, = 0. By Lemma 4.10, C? : s0,(V) @ sox(W) ﬂ
Homy1(W, V) ® K is an isomorphism for all £ > 0. Thus, the conditions in
case (5) are sufficient.

To show the conditions of (5) are necessary, note that the holomorphic chain
(5.4) is given by

77, -
Vo Wl T T Ty
)
Wo

By Lemma 5.2, tk(V;) = 1 forall j, thus r = p — 1 and rk(Wp) > 1. Also, if
Vo = I,then I = det(V) = det(W) = det(Wp),and V; = I K~ forall ljl <
p—land W; = K~ for all j # 0. Since Wy # 0,50, 2(V)®so, 2(W) =
Hom(W;_,, Wy) and Hom,_;(W, V) ® K = Hom(W), V,,_1 K). Taking the
determinant of this isomorphism and using W, = K? ~2] we conclude that
Viep = IK P~ finishing the proof of case (5).
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Finally, for case (7) the holomorphic chain (5.5) is given by

* * * *
- Ns—2 n-2 Mo 70 ) Ns—2 nZ,
Wy V- =3V —Wy— V] — - 25 Ve — W,
®
Vo

By Lemma 5.2, tk(W;) = 1 forall j. Thuss =qg —1 = p—1and Vy is
a rank one orthogonal bundle I with I = det(V) = det(W) = Wy, V; =
IK=/ for all j and W; = IK~/ for all |j| < s. Similar to case (4), we
have so0,_»(V) @ s0,_2(W) = Hom(Vy, V,_») and Hom, (W, V) ® K =
Hom(W;_,, VoK). Thus, the isomorphism C;—z implies Wy_, = IKP~L,
Thus, the conditions of (7) are necessary. As with the other cases, the conditions
of case (7) are sufficient by Lemmas 4.9 and 4.10. a

5.2 Stable minima with non-vanishing HZ(C ®)

We now classify stable SO(p, g)-Higgs bundles such that the associated
SO(p + g, C)-Higgs bundle is strictly polystable. By Remark 2.14, these
are exactly the stable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles which may have H?(C*) # 0.
We will prove that such SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles define minima of the Hitchin
function if and only if the Higgs field n is zero.

The SO(p + ¢, C)-Higgs bundle associated to an SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle

(V,Qv., W, Qw,n) is
E 0.0 =Vew. (% 5.). (1)) (5.17)

Recall that a GL(p, R)-Higgs bundle is defined by a triple (V, Qy, ) where
(V, Qvy) is a rank p orthogonal vector bundle and n : V — V ® K is a
holomorphic map satisfying n* = Q‘_,lnT Qv = n. Given such a GL(p, R)-
Higgs bundle, we construct the SO(p, p)-Higgs bundle (V, Qvy, V, Qv, n).
Using the symmetry n* = n, the corresponding SO(2p, C)-Higgs bundle is

— Q 0 0n
E 0.0 =(vVev.(% 9,) (33))
Even if the SO(p, p)-Higgs bundle (V, V, n) is stable, the above SO(2p, C)-

Higgs bundle is strictly polystable. Indeed, the following pair of disjoint degree
zero isotropic subbundles are both ®-invariant

v vev and V2 vev.
vi—— (v, V) v—— (v, —v)
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The following proposition shows that this example characterizes the stable
SO(p, g)-Higgs bundles which are not stable as SO(p + ¢, C)-Higgs bundles.

Proposition 5.5 Let (V, W, n) be a stable SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle. The asso-
ciated SO(p + q, C)-Higgs bundle (5.17) is strictly polystable if and only

if
(Vv QVa W» Qan):(VlGBVZ,( OVI QVZ)’V1®W2’< OVI QWZ)’<787]2))’

where (Vi, Qv,, V1, Qv,, m) is a stable SO(p1, p1)-Higgs bundle with n} =
n and (Va, Qv,, Wa, Qw,, n2) is a stable SO(p>, g2)-Higgs bundle.

Proof By the above discussion, the condition (5.18) is sufficient. We now
show that it is necessary. Let (V, W, n) be a stable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle
and suppose the associated SO(p + ¢, C)-Higgs bundle (E, Q, ®) given by
(5.17) is strictly polystable, so that there is a degree zero proper subbundle
U C V& W, whichisisotropic with respect to Q and satisfies ®(U) C UQK.
Let Vi € V and W| C W be the respective image sheaves of the projection of
U onto each summand of V @ W. The subsheaf V| @& W is preserved by @, thus
deg(V1)+deg(W1) < 0by polystability of the associated SL(p+¢, C)-Higgs
bundle (V & W, ©).
Consider the sequences

0—U%Y—U—V,—0 and 0—U"—U—W —0,

where the subsheaf UY" C V is Qy-isotropic, the subsheaf UY C W
is Qw-isotropic, n(U") C U’ ® K and n*(U") C UY ® K. Stabil-
ity of the SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle gives deg(U") + deg(U") < 0, which
implies deg(V7) + deg(W;) > 0. But, since V| @ W is preserved by &,
deg(V1) 4+ deg(W;) < 0 by polystability of the Higgs bundle (V & W, ®).
This contradiction implies

Vi=U=W.

We claim that V| and W; are both orthogonal subbundles. Let Qy, and
QOw, be the restrictions of Qy and Qw to V| and W, respectively. Consider
the following sequences

0— VILV‘ — V, — V1/V1LV' — 0 and

1 1
0—>W1W1—>W1—>W1/W1W1—>0,

L 1 1
where, by definition, V; = VIJ‘V NViand W, M= WIJ‘ YN W;. Since V, "

1
an are maxima 1sotropic subbundles o 1 an 1 Ies ectively,
dw;, ™ imally isotropic subbundles of V; and W; respectively
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1 i 1
both Vi/V, " and Wi/ W, "I are orthogonal bundles. In particular, Vi g
L
and W, " are degree zero isotropic subbundles of V and W respectively.
Moreover, since n* = Qy,'n” Qv we have Qy (n(—), =) = Qw(—, n*(-)).
This, together with the fact that n(W;) C V| ® K and n*(V1) C W ® K (by
d-invariance of U), shows that

1 L L €1
nW; " cvi " ®K and 7V Y cw " @K,

Again, stability of the SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle (V, W, n) implies both Vllv1

and WlL "1 are zero, which implies Vi C V and W C W are both orthogonal
subbundles.

If p1 = k(W) = rk(Vy), then (Vi, Wy, nlw,) is an SO(p1, p1)-Higgs
bundle. Note thatisomorphism between V; and W is given by including V7 into
V @ W and projecting onto W. Denoting this isomorphism by g : V| — Wi,
we have n|w, g = (' K)nﬂ;,l. Moreover, g is orthogonal since for any
x,y € Vi we have (x, g(x)), (v, g(y)) € U, and

0=0(x, g(x), (v, g(¥)) = Qv (x, y) — Ow; (g(x), g(y))

since U is isotropic. Therefore the pair (Idy, g~!) defines an isomorphism
between (Vi, Wi, nlw,) and (Vi, V1, n1) with n; = n|w, g. In particular, n; =
-

: Let V; and W5 be the orthogonal complements of V| and Wy respectively and
let ny : W — V5 ® K be the restriction of n to W5. By the above discussion,
we obtain the desired decomposition (5.18) of the SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle
V,W,n). 0

If a stable SO(p, g)-Higgs bundle

(V,Qv, W, Q0w,n)

N Qv, 0 Qv,0
=(nen (%) e m (%0, (52))

with n} = 7y, is a local minimum of the Hitchin function, then (Vy, Qv,, n1)
is a local minimum of the Hitchin function on the GL(p, R)-Higgs bundle
moduli space and (V2, Qv,, Wa, Qw,, n2) is a local minimum of the Hitchin
function on the SO(p2, g2)-Higgs bundle moduli space.

For p > 1, the local minima in the GL(p, R)-Higgs bundle moduli space
with non-zero Higgs field are described in Example 3.8. When p = 2, such
local minima are of the form (3.5), and hence the holomorphic chain of the
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corresponding SO(2, 2)-Higgs bundle is of the form

L— % -k

S (5.19)

L— LK.
D

When a stable SO(p», g2)-Higgs bundle is added to (5.19), the resulting
SO(2 + pa2, 2 + g2)-Higgs bundle is not stable since L and L~ !area pair
of proper isotropic subbundles exchanged by the Higgs field.

For p > 3, the holomorphic chain associated to a GL(p, R) local minimum
is given by

1 1 1
Vlfp e Vp73 fol 5

2 2 2 2

where V; = I K ~J forall j and some 2-torsion line bundle 7. The holomorphic
chain of the associated SO(p, p)-Higgs bundle is

—_

1 1
r—1

Vl—p V3—p e Vp—\
2
@ (5.20)

Vip——..— v, s Ly,

<

|
|
N‘

|
|
N‘
w

By Proposition 3.10, such an SO(p, p)-Higgs bundle is not stable if p > 4 is
even.

By the above discussion, the potential stable SO(p, ¢) local minima which
are not stable as SO(p + ¢, C)-Higgs bundles have the form (5.18), where
(Va, Wa, np) is a stable SO(p2, g2) local minimum and (V, Vy, ny) is either a
stable SO(p1, p1)-Higgs bundle withn; = Oor p; > 2isodd and (Vy, V1, 1)
is a holomorphic chain of the form (5.20). The next two propositions address
these cases.

Proposition 5.6 For p > 3 odd, the stable SO(p, p)-Higgs bundle given by
(5.20) with V; = IK™/ for all j and some 2-torsion line bundle I is not a
minimum of the Hitchin function.

Proof By assumption r = pT_l is a positive integer. Set V = EB?:O V;_, and
W = @?:0 W;_, with V; = IK—/ and W; = IK~/ for all j and some
2-torsion line bundle /. The holomorphic chain (5.20) is given by

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Vo, Wi, e /A Wo Vi e Vi1 W,
52}
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
W, Vier e W_y Vo Wi e Wi Vi
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Let B € Q%1(K'=2") which is non-zero in cohomology and, with respect
to the above splittings of V and W, consider the deformed orthogonal holo-
morphic structures:

aKr SK"
09 r—1 0 51(’*1
2B _ A B _
oy = o and Oy, = )
—B 0 3K1_r B 0 - 8Kl—r
0 B - 0 dg-r 0 —p* - 0 dgr

In the above splittings of V and W, the Higgs field is given by

0
n=(1‘(.) . ):W—)V@K,

10

and a calculation shows that 7 is still holomorphic with respect 55, and 55. So
56, 55‘,, together with the corresponding orthogonal structures, and 7, define
an SO(p, p)-Higgs bundle (V, W, ). Since (5.20) is stable, and stability is
an open condition, (V, W, n) is also stable. Moreover, since § is non-zero in
cohomology, (V, W, n) is not isomorphic to (5.20), so it is not S-equivalent
to it.

Consider the following orthogonal gauge transformations of V and W

tr
r—I1
g,V=g,W=< T )
l,—r

For each t € C*, we see that

0 doro1
- K" _1=2r
VaB V-1 g
8Vl = — 5,
_tlizrﬁ 0 aK]7r
0 tl—Zrﬂ* 0 éK_r

— —1-2r
eVl (¢t =3, P and g) (tn)(g)) ! = 1. Thus lim, 0o (V, W, 17) is
equal to the Higgs bundle given by (5.20). By Proposition 3.6 we conclude
that (5.20) is not a local minimum. ]

Proposition 5.7 Let (V, W, n) be a stable SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle of the form
v.ovw.owm=(VeV. (¥, ). uew. (e, ) (57))
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where (U, Qu, U, Qu, 0) is a stable S(O(p1) x O(p1))-Higgs bundle and
V', Qy, W, Qwr, 1) is a stable SO(p2, q2) local minimum from Theorem
5.3. Then (V, W, n) is not a local minimum.

Proof Suppose that (V’, Qy:, W, Qwr, ') is a minimum of type (1) from
Theorem 5.3. Then (V, W, n) can be represented by

DTB

o 10
Voi—Wyg—— V.

Since, deg(V_1) > 0, we have H'(Hom(U, V})) # 0 by Riemann-Roch.
Hence, « € H'(Hom(U, V;))0 defines a rank p holomorphic orthogonal
bundle V. In the C* splitting V_; & U & V) the d-operator is

_ év—l
8V = —a* éy ~ .
a dy,

Analogously to the previous proposition, (V, W, n), with n|y = 0 and
nlw, : Wo — VI®K — V®K isastable SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle whichis not

t
isomorphic to (V, W, n). Using the gauge transformations g,V = ( Idy 1 >
-

and gtW = Idw, one computes lim;_, o (V, W, tn) = (V, W, n). By Proposi-
tion 3.6 (V, W, n) is not a local minimum. For the other types of local minima
from Theorem 5.3, the argument is similar. Namely, one can take the summand
of U @ U in V or in W according to where the highest weight summand of
the minimum (V’/, Qvyr, W/, Qw, ') lies. O

We conclude that the only stable SO(p, ¢)-local minima with H2(C*) =0

have vanishing Higgs field, and that the stable local minima with non-zero
Higgs field are classified by Theorem 5.3.

5.3 Strictly polystable minima

Recall from Proposition 2.17 that a strictly polystable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle
is isomorphic to

<EEBE*QBV(I%I(§18) F@F*@W(I%I(()i 8) o )
, : , oyTo)),
00 Qy 00 00 n
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where (E, F, B, y) is a polystable U(py, q1)-Higgs bundle with deg(E) +
deg(F) = 0, and (V, W, n) is a stable SO(p — 2py1, g — 2q1)-Higgs bundle.
Here 0 < p1 < p/2,0 < q1 < ¢q/2,and (p1, q1) # (0,0).

Proposition 5.8 Let (E, F, B, v) be a polystable U(p, q)-Higgs bundle with
deg(E) + deg(F) = 0 which is a local minimum in M(U(p, q)). The associ-
ated strictly polystable SO(2p, 2q)-Higgs bundle

(EoE (34). For. (3%).(5,7)) (5:21)

is a local minimum of the Hitchin function if and only if B =y =0orp < 1
orq < 1.

Proof If B = y = 0, the Higgs field is identically zero and we have a min-
imum. In particular, if p = 0 or ¢ = 0 we have 8 = y = 0. Now suppose
p,q > 0 and that the SO(2p, 2¢g)-Higgs bundle (5.21) is a local minimum
with non-zero Higgs field. Then the U(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle (E, F, B, y) is a
local minimum in M(U(p, ¢)). Thus, either 8 = 0 or y = 0 (cf. Example
3.8). Up to switching the roles of E, F, E* and F*, the relevant holomorphic
chain for the SO(2p, 2¢q)-Higgs bundle is

- (g) g(OﬁT)F*. (5.22)

E*

Since the U(p, ¢q)-Higgs bundle (E, F, 8, 0) is polystable and 8 # 0, we
must have deg(E) < 0 < deg(F). For p = 1 or ¢ = 1, the associated
SO(2p, 2¢g)-Higgs bundle is a local minimum by Proposition 3.11.

We now show that (5.21) is not a local minimum if p,q > 1 and 8, y
not both zero. First assume (E, F, 8,0) is a stable U(p, g)-Higgs bundle.
Consider the chain (5.22). By stability, deg(F*) and deg(E) are both negative.
When p, ¢ > 1, Riemann-Roch implies there exist @« € H!(A%F*)\0 and
o € H'(A?E)\0. These classes define holomorphic orthogonal bundles with
d-operators

a0 éEU Q _ s o
8V‘<05E*> and 8W‘(35F>'
8

Define the Higgs field n : W — V ® K by the composition W — F —
E® K — V ® K. Since semistability is an open condition, (V, W, n) is
a semistable SO(2p, 2¢)-Higgs bundle. Furthermore, since (E, F, 8, 0) is
stable, the pairs of isotropic subbundles (E, F) and (E*, F*) are the only
destabilizing pairs of (5.22). However, these are not destabilizing pairs of
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(V, W, n) because F and E* are not subbundles, hence (V, W, n) and (5.22)
are not S-equivalent. For each ¢ € C*, the gauge transformations

1 1
V t 2 ldE 1 %% t 2 IdF*
! ( ) ) ! ( 1 )
t2 IdE* 12 IdF

act as

(@, dw, 1) > ((50’5 ’;f) , (55* té;a> ’ ”)'

Thus the limit lim;_, oo (V, W, t1) is isomorphic to (5.22). By Proposition 3.6,
(5.22) is not a minimum when (E, F, §, 0) is a stable U(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle.

Finally, let (E, F, B, 0) be a strictly polystable U(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle. The
integer T = |rk(F)deg(E) — rk(E) deg(F)| satisfies 7 < p(2g — 2) [11,
Theorem A]. For p < gandt < p2g —2)or p =g and v = p(2g — 2), it
follows from [10, Theorem 5.1] that there is a path ¢ : [0, 1] = M(U(p, q))
suchthate(0) = (E, F, B8, 0) and &(¢) is a stable U(p, p)-Higgs bundle which
is a minimum in M (U(p, ¢q)) for all + > 0. By the previous argument, the
SO(2p, 2p)-Higgs bundle corresponding to &(¢) is not a minimum for # > 0.
Hence, it is also not a minimum when ¢ = 0. For p < ¢ and 7 = p(2g — 2),
[11, Theorem B] implies that (E, F, 8, 0) is isomorphicto (E, F', 8/, 0)® F”,
where (E, F’, B/, 0) is a polystable U(p, p)-local minimum. By the previous
arguments, we conclude that (5.21) is not a local minimum in M(SO(2p, 2¢))
when p,q > 1. O

The next proposition shows that adding a stable SO(p, ¢) local minimum
from Theorem 5.3 to a certain local minimum from Proposition 5.8 is not a
local minimum.

Proposition 5.9 Let (E, F, B, y) be a polystable U(m, n)-Higgs bundle with
deg(E) + deg(F) = 0. Suppose that either m = 1, § = Qand y # 0, or

n=1,y=0and B #0.If (V', W, 1) is a stable SO(p, q)-local minimum
with n' # 0, then the SO(p + 2m, q + 2n)-Higgs bundle

01d 0
(V. Qv, W, QW,n):<EEBE*EBV/,(IdO 0 )
00 Qy

0Id 0 00
FoFaow, (10 0 ), (oy o )
00 Qy 00 o

is not a local minimum.
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Proof Up to switching the roles of E, V', F, and W', it suffices to consider
holomorphic chains of one of the following six types:

(%) P (5) gmm (5.23)

F* E*
N @ 10 5 10
Vi——Wg——V; Vi—Wyg—— V]

where rk(V_1) = 1 and 0 < deg(V_1) < 2g — 2;

Y\ F B E
0 0yT 0 8T
E()@(HE* Fo)@(ﬁ)F*
F* or E*
1 1 @ 1 1 1 1 @ 1 1
Viep = Wop — - = Wy — Vg Viep = Wop — o = Wy =V
(5.24)
where V; = K™/ and W; = I K™/ for all j and some I with > = 0;
Y\ F . BY E
0 0y7 087
E()@(ME* F(o)@(ﬁ)F*
F* or E*
52 X 5] «
n-p 1 1 n—p N-p 1 1 n=p
W_p Vi, =5 Vi, — W, W_p B3 Vi, =5 =3 Vi, —5 W,

(5.25)
where V; = K~/ and W; = K=/ for all |j| < p, tk(W_,) = 1,0 <
deg(W_p) < p(2g —2) and n—) # 0.

Furthermore, in (5.23), (5.24) and (5.25), the first chainhas m = 1, n > 0,
deg(F) < 0 < deg(E) and y # 0, while the second chainhasn = 1, m > 0,
deg(E) < 0 < deg(F) and B # 0. We will show that each of the above
holomorphic chains is not a minimum. As in the proof of Proposition 5.8, we
may assume the U(m, n)-Higgs bundle is stable by the results of [10,11].

Since Hom(E, Vy) is in the kernel of ad, : so(V) & so(W) —
Hom(W, V) ® K, we may use o € H!'(Hom(E, V1))\O to deform the holo-
morphic structure on V by considering non-zero extension

O—>V1—>V—>E—>O and O—>E*—>\7*—>V_1—>O.

Namely, V @ V*is arank p holomorphic orthogonal bundle. Defining 7 :
FOF* oWy — V@V*bythecompositions Wo 19, Vi® K — V®K and

T ~ ~
F* XL E*QK - V@K gives a semistable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle (V &
V*, F @ F* @ Wy, ). However, this semistable Higgs bundle is S-equivalent
to the original Higgs bundle. To fix this, we also deform F & F* & Wj.
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First assume rk(F) = 1. Since ! is non-zero, we have a short exact
sequence

T
O—>F*V—>E*®K—>T—>O,

where T is a torsion sheaf. Since V| ® K is locally free, this yields the exact
sequence

0 — Hom(E*, V}) — Hom(F*, V; ® K) - Hom(T, V; ® K) — 0,

which implies that the map H'!(Hom(E*, V})) — H!(Hom(F*, V| ® K)),
o+ (o ®@Idg)yT is surjective. For any § € H'(Hom(F*, Wo))\0, we have
nod € H'(Hom(F*, V| ® K)), and there exists 0 € H' (Hom(E*, V1)) such
that

N8 — (0 @ ldg)y” =0 (5.26)

in cohomology. Let V and W be the holomorphic orthogonal bundles, defined
respectively by the C°° bundles Vi@ E® E* @ V_ and F & Wy @ F*, together
with the d-operators

E_)vloz o

- 5 * _ oF —8*
By = oo and aW=< Bwy 6 ) (5.27)
B e Bps
v, F

where « € QY'(Hom(E, V), 0 e QU!(Hom(E* Vi) and § €
Q%1 (Hom(F*, Wy)) are (0, 1)-forms representing the cohomology classes
o, o and & respectively. Notice that (5.26) implies that there is € €
QY(Hom(F*, V; ® K)) so that the representatives o and § satisfy

n08 — (0 @ Idg)y! = €dp+ — dy,e. (5.28)

Finally, let 7 : W — V ® K be given, according to the above C*° decompo-

sitions, by
0no —e
~ (00 0
n= 00 ]/T .
00 O

The Higgs field 7 is holomorphic by (5.28). As in the previous propositions,
(V, W, 1) is a semistable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle which is not S-equivalent to

11

(=}

-1
the first chain of (5.23). Using the gauge transformations glV = te
12

t
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;~3/2

and gtW = Idw, 3/2), one shows that lim;_, oo (V, W, r7) is the first
t

chain of (5.23). By Proposition 3.6, the first chain of (5.23) is not a local
minimum.

Now suppose n > 1. Since deg(F) < 0, we have 8 € H'(A?F)\0. Using
0, we can the deformed Higgs bundle

By, @

_ 5 _ 5[: B %]

8V = E 5 ok . aW = 8W() and ﬁ =
Ex—U -
a 3F*

v,

in the C*°-decompositions Vi EG E*@® V_j and F @ Wy F*. As above one
uses suitably chosen gauge transformations and Proposition 3.6 to conclude
that the first chain of (5.23) is not a local minimum.

An analogous argument, using W, 5 and V), instead of Wy and V/, can
be used to prove that a strictly polystable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle represented
by the first chain of (5.24) is not a local minimum. The second chain in (5.25)
is also dealt in a similar manner.

Consider the second chain of (5.23). Since rk(F) = 1 and 8 # 0, we have

a short exact sequence 0 — F ﬁ) E® K — Q — 0, where Q is the quotient
sheaf. One sees that the map H'(Hom(E, V})) - H'(Hom(F, V| ® K)),
a +— ap is surjective. So, as in the previous case, by picking a non-zero
element ¢ € H'! (Hom(F, Wy)), there exists a € H 1(Hom(E , V1)) such that
noc —apf = 0 in cohomology. Given this choice and given a non-zero element
b € H'(Hom(E*, V1)), we construct a non-trivial deformation of the second
chain of (5.23) in a similar manner to the case rk(F') = 1 in the first chain of
(5.23).

An analogous argument can be used to prove that the second chain of (5.24)
and the first chain in (5.25) are not a local minimum. O

5.4 Summary of classification of minima of Hitchin function on
M(SO(p, 9))

Putting everything together, the following theorem classifies all polystable
minima of the Hitchin function in the moduli space of SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundles
for p < g.

Theorem 5.10 For 1 < p < g, let f : M(SO(p, q)) — R be the Hitchin
function on the moduli space of polystable SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles given by
(3.1). A polystable SO(p, q)-Higgs bundle (V, W, n) is a local minimum of
fifand only if n = 0 or (V, W, ) is isomorphic to a holomorphic chain of
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one of the following mutually exclusive types, where we have suppressed the
twisting by K in the Higgs field from the notation:

1. p=2and (V,W,n) is of the form

U 10
Vi—W—Vp,

where V.= V_1 @ Vi withtk(V_1) = 1 and 0 < deg(V_1) < 2g¢ — 2,
Vi = V¥, and ng is non-zero.
2. p=2and (V,W,n) is of the form
”;72 n—p ";74 Np—4 ”ikfp Np—2
Viep—Wo p— Vi p—--—V, 3—W, 2 —V, 4,
S
Wo

where W is a polystable O(q — p + 1, C)-bundle with det(Wj) = I,
p—1 ) p—1

W=W® @ W_p2 withW; =IK~/ forall j, V=& Vi_pya
i=1 i=0

with V; = IK =/ forall j, and each n;j is non-zero.
3. p=gqand (V,W,n) is of the form

* * *
M—p Np—3 M3—p Np—3 Np-3 M—p
Wiep—Vop—Wi_p—-— Wy 33—V, 00— Wy,
S
1
p—1 p—1
where I is a2-torsion line bundle, W = P Wi—pt2i, V=1 ey V_piai
i=0 i=1

with Wj = 1K~/ and Vi = 1K~/ forall j, and each n;j is non-zero.
4. g =p+ land (V,W,n) is of the form

;—4 Np—4 r’;—p Np-2 nt

”:—2 m-p p
== V3= Wy 0=V g = Wp,

N—p n
W_p — Vl_p — Wz_p — V3_p

p—1 ) p—1
where V.= @ Vi_pq0; withV; = K~/ forall j, W = @ W_,o; with
i=0 i=0
W; = K~ forall|j| < p, tk(W_p) = 1withO < deg(W_,) < p(2g—2)
and each n; is non-zero.
Remark 5.11 Incases (2)and (3),det(V) = I” = det(W). Thus, such a Higgs

bundle always reduces to SOg(p, ¢) when p is even, and reduces to SOy (p, q)
only when I = O for p odd.
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Proof If n = 0, then we are done, so suppose 1 # 0. By Theorem 5.3 and
Propositions 5.6 and 5.7, the result holds if (V, W, n) is a stable SO(p, g)-
Higgs bundle, so suppose it is a strictly polystable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle. By
Proposition 2.17,

4
(V,W,n)z(E@E*@VCF@F*@W’,( p* ))
n

where (E, F, B, v) is a polystable U(p1, g1)-Higgs bundle and (V’, W/, ) is
a stable SO(p2, g2)-Higgs bundle which does not necessarily have py < ¢».
By Propositions 5.8 and 5.9, if such a Higgs bundle is a minimum of the Hitchin
function, then one of the following hold

(a) B=y =0and (V', W, 7')is a minimum from Theorem 5.3,
(b) py=1,=00ry =0andn' =0,
(c)gi=1,B=00ry =0andn’ =0.
For case (a), note that if p» = 0 or g = 0 then the Higgs field is zero and
we are at a minimum. Consider a holomorphic chain of the form

Ve WL e W Y,
(&)
E®E*
o W,— V. — .. — V_ , — W
D
Fao F*

where V. and W’ are holomorphic line bundles of positive degree. Since
deg(E) = 0 and deg(V/) < 0, H!(Hom(E, V/)) and H!(Hom(E*, V/)) are
both non-zero. For & € H'(Hom(E, V/))\0 and o € H'(Hom(E*, V/))\0,
take a deformation of V by fixing all the summands V; ., ...,V ,, and
deforming V', & E @ E* & V/ to V as in (5.27). Keep W fixed. Keep also
the Higgs field fixed, except that its restriction to W/_, is composed with the
inclusion of V/ ® K — V ® K. As in the proofs of the previous propositions,
this yields a polystable SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle deforming the first chain above
and decreasing f by Proposition 3.6. Similarly, the second chain does not
define a minimum.

Since g > p, the only way we can have a holomorphic chain

W,—V_  — o — V.  —W

S

E®E*
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with rk(Wj’.) = rk(ij) =1 forall j is if £ = 0. Such a holomorphic chain is
not strictly polystable. To finish case (a), consider holomorphic chains of the
form

vi,—W_ —— o — W

1—r r—1
®
FoF*

/
— V..

By Theorem 5.3 and Remark 5.4, such a Higgs bundle is a polystable minimum
if and only if it satisfies the conditions of case (1) or case (2) in the statement
of the theorem.

For case (b), we have rk(E) = 1 and up to switching E and E* the holo-
morphic chains are given by

v\ F . (5.29)
£ (5) o0
F*
@
Vew

where 0 < deg(E). As above, (with the roles of E and V' switched) this
does not define a local minimum if V' # 0. When V’ = 0, we have a local
minimum satisfying case (1) of the statement of theorem.

For case (c), we have rk(F) = 1 and the holomorphic chain is given by
(5.29) with E and F switched. As above, this is not a minimum if W’ = 0.
Since p < g and tk(V) = rk(V’) + 21k(E) < 2, we have V' = 0, giving a
local minimum satisfying case (1) of the statement of theorem. O

6 The connected components of M (SO(p, q))

In this section we use the results from the previous sections to count the
number of connected components of the moduli space M(SO(p, q)), with
1< p<qglfp#2orif(p,q) = (2,2) or (p,q) = (2,3) then we have
enough information to give a precise count. In the remaining cases, namely
p = 2,q > 4, we give alower bound on the number of connected components
of M(SO(2, ¢)) and conjecture that this bound is sharp.
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6.1 Connected components of M(SO(p, q)) for2 < p <gq

Recall from (2.14) that the moduli space of SO(p, g)-Higgs bundles decom-
poses as
M(SO(p. q) = | [ M*>¢(SO(p. q)). (6.1)

a,b,c

where the indices (a,b,c) are classes in HY(X,Zy) x H*(X,7Z) x
H2(X,7Z,) and a polystable SO(p, g)-Higgs bundle (V, Qv, W, Ow, n) is
in M%b¢(SO(p, q)) if a is the first Stiefel-Whitney class of (V, Qy) and
(W, Ow), b is the second Stiefel-Whitney class of (V, Qy) and c is the sec-
ond Stiefel-Whitney class of (W, Qw). Notice that each M*?¢(SO(p, q))
is not necessarily connected.

When 2 < p < ¢, the maximal compact subgroup S(O(p) x O(g)) C
SO(p, g) is semisimple. Thus by Proposition 2.20 each of the spaces
M*b:¢(SO(p, q)) is nonempty and has a unique connected component in
which every Higgs bundle (V, Qy, W, Qw, ) can be deformed to one with
vanishing Higgs field. Such components account for 22672 connected com-
ponents of M(SO(p, g)). These are the ‘mundane’ components mentioned
in the Introduction. Taking into account the ‘exotic’ components, we obtain
the following precise count of the connected components of M(SO(p, ¢)) for
2<p<g.

Theorem 6.1 Let X be a compact Riemann surface of genus g > 2 and
denote the moduli space of SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles on X by M(SO(p, q)).
For?2 < p < g, we have

e, |2 —142p(e—1) ifg=p+1
IWO(M (SO(P» 6])))| =2 + 22g+1 otherwise.

Remark 6.2 We have often ignored the orientation of an SO(p, q)-Higgs
bundle. This is justified because the choice of orientation does not effect
the component count of Theorem 6.1. Namely, every Higgs bundle can be
deformed to a local minimum of the Hitchin function, and, for 2 < p < ¢,
such local minima either have zero Higgs field or are given by cases (2)—(4) of
Theorem 5.10. The components corresponding to zero Higgs field are labeled
by the topological invariants of S(O(p) x O(g))-bundles. For minimum of
cases (2)—(4) of Theorem 5.10, there is a holomorphic orthogonal summand
of either V or W with odd rank. Taking the isomorphism which is — Id on this
summand and Id on the other summands reverses the orientation and acts on
the Higgs field by n — —n. However, since the minimum is a C*-fixed point,
there is a orientation preserving gauge transformation which sends —n — 7.
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Proof By the above discussion we only need to determine the number of
connected components of M(SO(p, g)) with the property that the Higgs
field never vanishes. Recall that if Min(M(SO(p, g))) is the subspace of
M(SO(p, q)) where the Hitchin function (3.1) attains a local minimum, then

[0 (M(SO(p, @) < |oMin(M(SO(p, g)))I-

From Theorem 5.10, an SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle (V, W, n), with 2 < p <
q — 1, is a minimum of the Hitchin function with non-zero Higgs field if and
only if the holomorphic chain is given by:

77* n2-p 7] Np—4 ]72 —p Np-2
Vi— p*>W2 p— V3o p*> = V3 — Wy 20— V,q, (62)

=
Wo

where the bundle WO is a polystable O(q — p+1, C)-bundle with det(WO) =1,
Vi=IK7/and W; = K~ J for all j # 0, and each nj is non-zero. Such
chalns also define minimum when ¢ = p. The other minimum when ¢ = p
are given by holomorphic chains

(3 s *
N-p (n* m Np-3 M—p
WlpHVsz HWlﬂ@H 1 — = Ve — Wy,

1
(6.3)
where 1% = O, V; = IK~/ and W; = IK~/ forall j # 0, and each njis
non-zero. When ¢ = p + 1, in addition to minimum of the form (6.2) with
rk(W(/)) = 2, there are also minima of the form

np2 m—p np4
W_p—>V1 p—>Wop— Vi3, —>
Np—4 s Np—2 nt,
p— p P—
— V33— W, 20—V, 1—>Wp, (6.4)

where V; = K~/ and W; = K~/ forall |j| < p, W_,, is a holomorphic line
bundle with 0 < deg(W_,) < p(2g — 2) and each 7; is non-zero.

For 2 < p = ¢, each type of minimum is labeled by the choice of the 2-
torsion line bundle 7, yielding 226! connected components. For 2 < p < g,
the connected components of the minima subvarieties of the form (6.2) are
labeled by the first and second Stiefel-Whitney class of the bundle W, by
Proposition 2.20. Thus, the number of connected components of these minima
subvarieties is given by |Bunx (O(g — p + 1))| = 228+ for 2 < p<gqg-—1
For 2 < p = g — 1, when the first Stiefel-Whitney class of W) vanishes the

@ Springer



SO(p, q)-Higgs bundles... 277

second Stiefel-Whitney class also vanishes since swi (W) = 0 implies W, =
L & L~ for some degree zero line bundle L. This gives 226! — I connected
components of the minima subvarieties whose Higgs bundles are of the form
(6.2). There are p(2g — 2) connected components of minima subvarieties
of type (6.4) since its connected components are labeled by deg(W_,) €
0, p2g —2)].

Finally, by Theorem 4.1, each of the above minima are in a different
connected component of the image the map ¥ : Mgp(SO(l,g — p +
1) x @f;ll HOY(K%) — M(SO(p, q)). Thus, each such minima subvariety
defines a connected component. O

The following is a direct corollary of the above proof. This formulation will
be useful in Sect. 7. Recall notation (2.11).

Corollary 6.3 Suppose 2 < p < q — 1. For polystable Higgs bundles
V, W,n) e M(SO(p, q)) we have the following dichotomy:

e Either (V, W, n) can be deformed to a polystable (V', W', 0),

o or(V, W,n) canbe deformedto (K,_1®]1, W(’)EBICP_Z(X)I, (0 n9)), where
W} is a polystable rank g — p + 1 orthogonal bundle with A9=PT1W] = I
and (Kp_1, Kp_2, no) is the unique minimum in the SO(p — 1, p)-Hitchin
component.

For minima of the form (6.2), (6.3) or (6.4), the first and second Stiefel—
Whitney classes of V and W are readily computed. The results are shown in
the table.

Type of min. a=swi (W) b =swy(V) c=swy(W)

0 if p is even ,
62) swy (W) if p s odd 0 swa(Wo)
63) 0 if p is even 0 0

swyi(I) if pisodd
(6.4) 0 0 deg(W_p) (mod 2)

The following corollaries are immediate. Recall the notation of (6.1).

Corollary 6.4 For2 < p < q — 1, we have

2 if pisoddand b =0
|0 (M*P<(SO(p, g))| = {228 +1 ifpiseven,a=0andb =0
1 otherwise.
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Corollary 6.5 For2 < pand p = q — 1, we have

|7o(M“P€(SO(p, p + 1))

2 ifpisodd,b=0anda #0
24+ pg—1 ifpisoddanda =b=c=0
1+ pg—1 ifpisoddanda =b =0andc # 0

2422 4 p(g—1) ifpisevenanda=b=c=0
14+2% +p(g—1) ifpisevenanda=>b=0andc #0
1 otherwise.

Corollary 6.6 For?2 < p and p = g, we have

3 ifpisoddandb =c =0
|0 (M*P€(SO(p, p))| = 2% + 1 ifpisevenanda=b=c =0
1 otherwise.

We observe finally that the following corollary is immediate since the map W
is injective.

Corollary 6.7 For p > 1, the number of connected components of Mgp
(80(1, q)) are given by

228 g=1
l70(Mgr (SO, @) = {22 =1+ p2g—2) ¢ =2
228+l qg > 2.

In particular, if g > 2 then every polystable K P -twisted SO(1, q)-Higgs bun-
dle can be deformed to one with zero Higgs field.

6.2 Connected components of M (SO(2, q))

In the previous section a complete component count of M (SO(p, g)) when
p < g and p # 2 was given. We now discuss the case p = 2. In this special
case the group SO(p, q) is a group of Hermitian type. Furthermore in this
case the minima of type (1) from Theorem 5.10 appear. These are given by
holomorphic chains of the form

Vo w1y 6.5)
where 0 < deg(V_1) < 2g — 2 and 79 is non-zero.
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Let (V, W, ) be an SO(2, g)-Higgs bundle. As in the general case, the first
and second Stiefel-Whitney classes of the orthogonal bundles provide pri-
mary topological invariants which help distinguish the connected components
of the moduli space. However, when the first Stiefel-Whitney class vanishes,
we have (V, Qv) = (L & L™, (9})) for some line bundle L. The natu-
ral number |deg(L)| satisfies |deg(L)| = sw,(V) (mod 2) and provides a
refinement of the second Stiefel-Whitney class invariant. This natural number
is the absolute value of the so-called Toledo invariant of the SO(2, ¢)-Higgs
bundle. Moreover, if such an SO(2, ¢)-Higgs bundle (V, W, n) is polystable
then

|deg(L)] < 2g —2.

This inequality is usually referred to as the Milnor-Wood inequality and was
derived in the proof of Theorem 5.3 (see (5.15)). The special maximal case
|deg(L)| = 2g — 2 will be discussed in Sect. 7.3.

Examining the minima classification of Theorem 5.10 and using Theorem
4.1, in the case 2 = p < g we see that the only obstruction to obtaining a
full connected component count of M(SO(2, ¢)) is the connectedness of the
fixed point set (6.5). In particular, for 2 = p < g, we get bounds, rather than
precise values, namely

228F2 44 4(g—1)+2%F +4g -5 ifg=3
7o (M(SO(2, >
TOMEOR NI > Foo0i2 4 g 1) 4 2261 g > 4
It follows from [28], that the above inequality was shown to be an equality for
qg=3:

|0 (M(SO(2, 3))| = 3 x 228+ 1 8¢ — 13. (6.6)

We conjecture that equality also holds above for g > 4.

The complete count of components for M(SO(2, 2)) has been deduced
by different methods in [6, Corollary 7.1]. We obtain the same count, as we
now briefly explain, leaving the details for the reader. By Proposition 3.12
and (3.10), any non-zero local minima reduces to SOg(2, 2). The allowed
topological types of a polystable SOg(2, 2)-Higgs bundle are given by a pair
of integers ([, m) such that/ > Oand/ —2g+2 < m < 2g —2 — [, and if
[ = 0, then only |m| is an invariant. All the minima are connected subvarieties,
except when (I, m) equals (0,2g — 2) or (2g — 2, 0) each corresponding to
222 Hitchin components. Adding the zero minima which do not reduce to
SOg(2, 2), yields the following.

Proposition 6.8 |7((M(SO(2,2))| = 322+ — 1) +2g(2g — 3).
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7 Positive surface group representations and Cayley partners

In this section, we recall the Non-Abelian Hodge correspondence between
the Higgs bundle moduli space and the moduli space of surface group repre-
sentations. After proving some immediate consequences of Theorem 6.1, we
discuss how the exotic components of Theorem 4.1 are related to recent work
of Guichard and Wienhard on positive Anosov representations [32]. Finally,
we show this relation with positive Anosov representations can be seen as a
generalization of the phenomenon which produces the so-called Cayley part-
ner of a G-Higgs bundle with maximal Toledo invariant for G a Hermitian
group of tube type.

7.1 Surface group representations

Let 71 (S) be the fundamental group of a closed oriented surface S of genus
g = 2andlet G be areal semisimple Lie group. A representation p : 7S — G
is called reductive if the composition of p with the adjoint representation of
G is a completely reducible representation.

Denote the set of reductive representations by Hom’*? (771 S, G). The con-
jugation action of G on Hom(mr; S, G) does not in general have a Hausdorff
quotient. However, if we restrict to the set of reductive representations, the
quotient will be Hausdorff.

Definition 7.1 The G-representation variety R(S, G) of a surface group 71§
is the space of conjugacy classes of reductive representations of 771§ in G:

R(S, G) = Hom™ (71 S, G)/G.

Example 7.2 The set of Fuchsian representations Fuch(S) C R(S, SO(2, 1))
is defined to be the subset of conjugacy classes of faithful representations
with discrete image. The space Fuch(S) defines one connected components of
R(S,SO(2, 1)) [27] and is in one to one correspondence with the Teichmiiller
space of isotopy classes of marked Riemann surface structures on the surface S.
Since the surface S is assumed to be orientable, every Fuchsian representation
reduces to SOp(2, 1).
For G a split real form, there is a preferred class of embeddings

1:800(2,1) — G (7.1)

called a principal embedding. When G is an adjoint group, the principal embed-
ding is unique up conjugation. For the split real form G = SOg(p, p — 1),
the principal embedding is given by taking the (p — 1)*’-symmetric prod-
uct of the standard action of SOg(2, 1) on R3. The principal embedding
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defines a map ¢ : R(S, SOp(2, 1)) — R(S, G), and the Hitchin component
Hit(S, G) C R(S, G) is defined to be the connected component containing
t(Fuch(S)).

Each representation p € R(S, G) defines a flat G-bundle £, = (§ X
G)/m1S. This gives a decomposition of the G representation variety:

RES.G = ]| RO,
aeBung(G)

where a € Bung(G) is the topological type of the flat G-bundle of the repre-
sentations in R?(G). When G is a Hermitian Lie group Bung(G) is infinite.
Such G-Higgs bundles and surface group representations acquire a discrete
invariant called the Toledo invariant. While the Toledo invariant has several
different descriptions, they all yield a finite set of allowed rational values, and
hence give a notion of maximality (see for example [7,15,19]). In particular,
R?(G) is nonempty for only finitely many values of a € Bung(G).

The following theorem links the G-representation variety and the G-Higgs
bundle moduli space. It was proven by Hitchin [34], Donaldson [21], Corlette
[18] and Simpson [44] in various generalities. For the general statement below
see [24].

Theorem 7.3 Let S be aclosed oriented surface of genus g > 2 and G be a real
semisimple Lie group. For each Riemann surface structure X on S there is a
homeomorphism between the moduli space Mk (G) of G-Higgs bundles on X
and the G-representation variety R(S, G). Moreover, for each a € Bung(G),
this homeomorphism identifies the spaces M% (G) and R*(G).

Asin (6.1), for (a, b, ¢) € HY(S, Z) x H*(S, Z2) x H*(S, Z»), we have

R(S.S0(p. q)) = | [R“"(SO(p. 9)).

Using Theorem 6.1 and the above correspondence we have a connected com-
ponent count of R(S, SO(p, q)).

Theorem 7.4 Let S be a closed surface of genus g > 2. For 2 < p < q, the
number of connected components of the representation variety R(S, SO(p, q))
is given by

22T — 1+ 2p(g—1) ifg=p+1

R(S, SO(p, —228+2 |
l7r0 (R( (P, gl 22g+1 otherwise.

Remark 7.5 The connected components of R*?<(SO(p, q)) are given by
corollaries 6.4, 6.5, and 6.6.
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Corollary 6.3 can now be interpreted as a dichotomy in terms of the SO(p, q)
representation variety.

Theorem 7.6 Let S be a closed surface of genus g > 2. For2 < p < q — 1,
the representation variety R(S, SO(p, q)) is disjoint union of two sets

R(S, SO(p, ¢)) = R'(S,SO(p, q)) UR“ (S, SO(p, ¢)), (7.2)

where

o [p] € RP(S,SO(p, q)) if and only if p can be deformed to a compact
representation,
e [p] € R*(S, SO(p, q)) ifand only if p can be deformed to a representation

p' = a® (1o pruch) ® det(a), (7.3)

where « is a representation of S into the compact group O(q — p + 1),
PFuch i a Fuchsian representation of m1S into SOg(2, 1), and ¢ is the
principal embedding from (7.1).

Proof For the first part, note that a representation p : 1S — SO(p, ¢g) can be
deformed to a compact representation if and only if the corresponding Higgs
bundle can be deformed to one with vanishing Higgs field.

If p cannot be deformed to a compact representation, then by Corollary
6.3, the associated SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle (V, W, 1) can be deformed to (cf.
(2.11))

Kpo1 @ LWSKp2®1,(0 1)),

where W isa polystable rank ¢ — p + 1 orthogonal bundle with A4~P+! W=1
and (K,—1, Kp—2,10) is the unique minimum in the SO(p — 1, p)-Hitchin
component. Through Theorem 7.3, the Higgs bundle description of the Hitchin
component from (2.18) is identified with the representation variety from Exam-
ple 7.2. In particular, if s g is the Hitchin section from (2.12), the representation
associated to sy (0) is ¢ o prych for a Fuchsian representation ppych [35].
In particular, the representation associated to the unique minimum in the
SOq(p, p — 1)-Hitchin component (K,_1, K,_2,no) is given by ¢ o ppych
for a Fuchsian representation ppych.

If A € SOg(p, p—1) and B € O(g — p + 1), then (A, B) > ((E 4 9)
defines an embedding

SOop(p, p—1) xO(g — p+1) = SO(p, q).
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Ifa: 7S — O(g — p + 1) is the representation associated to the polystable
O(g — p+1, C)-bundle W, then the representation associated to the SO(p, q)-
Higgs bundle (K, 1 @ I, WO K, > ®1, (0 n9)) is given by o ® (1 0 prych) @
det(a). O

7.2 Positive Anosov representations

Anosov representations were introduced by Labourie [37] and have many inter-
esting geometric and dynamic properties which generalize convex cocompact
representations into rank one Lie groups. Important examples of Anosov repre-
sentations include Fuchsian representations, quasi-Fuchsian representations,
Hitchin representations into split real groups and maximal representations into
Lie groups of Hermitian type. We will describe the necessary properties of
Anosov representations and refer the reader to [29,31,36,37] for more details.

Let G be a semisimple Lie group and P C G be a parabolic subgroup. Let
L C P be the Levi factor (the maximal reductive subgroup) of P, it is given by
L = PN PP, where P°PP is the opposite parabolic of P. The homogeneous
space G/L realized as the unique open G orbit in G/P x G/P, and points
(x,y) € G/P x G/P in this open orbit are called transverse.

Definition 7.7 Let S be a closed orientable surface of genus g > 2. Let
00071 S be the Gromov boundary of the fundamentatl group 7S, topologi-
cally 3,1 S = RP!. A representation p : m;S — G is P-Anosov if there
exists a unique continuous boundary map &, : do71S — G/P which satisfies

e Equivariance: £(y - x) = p(y) - &(x) forall y € ;S and all x € dom( S.

e Transversality: for all distinct x, y € dxo71 S the generalized flags £ (x) and
&(y) are transverse.

e Dynamics preserving: see [29,31,36,37] for the precise notion.

The map &, will be called the P-Anosov boundary curve.

One important property of Anosov representations is that they define an open
subset of the representation variety R(S, G). The set of Anosov representa-
tions is however not closed. For example, for the group PSL(2, C) the set of
Anosov representations corresponds to the non-closed set quasi-Fuchsian rep-
resentations of R (S, PSL(2, C)). The special cases of Hitchin representations
and maximal representations define connected components of Anosov repre-
sentations. Both Hitchin representations and maximal representations satisfy
an additional “positivity” property which is a closed condition. For Hitchin rep-
resentations this was proven by Labourie [37] and Fock-Goncharov [22], and
for maximal representations by Burger-lozzi-Wienhard [14]. These notions of
positivity have recently been unified and generalized by Guichard and Wien-
hard [32].
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For a parabolic subgroup P C G, denote the Levi factor of P by L. and
the unipotent subgroup by U C P. The Lie algebra p of P admits an Adj -
invariant decomposition p = [ @ u where [ and u are the Lie algebras of L
and U respectively. Moreover, the unipotent Lie algebra 1t decomposes into
irreducible L-representation:

u= @uﬂ.

Recall that a parabolic subgroup P is determined by fixing a simple restricted
root system A of a maximal R-split torus of G, and choosing a subset ® C A of
simple roots. To each simple root B; € © there is a corresponding irreducible
L-representation space ug; .

Definition 7.8 ([32, Definition 4.2]) A pair (G, P®) admits a positive structure
if for all B; € ©, the L®-representation space ug; has an Lg) -invariant acute

convex cone cg)j, where Lg) denotes the identity component of L.

If (G, P®) admits a positive structure, then exponentiating certain combi-
nations of elements in the Lg) -invariant acute convex cones give rise to a
semigroup US)O C U® [32, Theorem 4.5]. The existence of the semigroup U~
gives a well defined notion of positively oriented triples of pairwise transverse
points in G/P®. This notion allows one to define a positive Anosov represen-
tation.

Definition 7.9 ([32, Definition 5.3]) If the pair (G, P®) admits a positive struc-
ture, then a P€-Anosov representation p : 7S — G is called positive if the
Anosov boundary curve & : 351 S — G/P® sends positively ordered triples
in d.0771 S to positive triples in G/P®.

Conjecture 7.10 ([32]) If (G, P®) admits a notion of positivity, then the set
PO-positive Anosov representations is an open and closed subset of R(S, G).

In particular, the aim of this conjecture is to characterize the connected
components of R(S, G) which are not labeled by primary topological invari-
ants as being connected components of positive Anosov representations, such
connected components are referred as higher Teichmiiller components.

Remark 7.11 When G is a split real form and ® = A, the corresponding
parabolic is a Borel subgroup of G. In this case, the connected component of
the identity of the Levi factor is L§ = (R*)"*(9) and each simple root space
ug, is one dimensional. The LOA -invariant acute convex cone in each simple root
space ug, is isomorphic to R*. The set of P2 -positive Anosov representations
into a split group are exactly Hitchin representations. When G is a Hermitian
Lie group of tube type and P is the maximal parabolic associated to the Shilov
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boundary of the Riemannian symmetric space of G, the pair (G, P) also admits
a notion of positivity [15]. In this case, the space of maximal representations
into G are exactly the P-positive Anosov representations. In particular, the
above conjecture holds in these two cases.

In general, the group SO(p, g) is not a split group and not a group of Her-
mitian type. Nevertheless, if p # ¢, then SO(p, ¢) has a parabolic subgroup
P® which admits a positive structure. Here P® is the stabilizer of the partial
flagVy Cc Vo, C--- C Vp_1, where V; C RPT4 is a j-plane which is isotropic
with respect to a signature (p, g) inner product with p < ¢g. Here the sub-

group L[C;)OS c L® c SO(p, q) which preserves the cones 61(3), is isomorphic

to Lg)os = (RHP~!1 x SO(1, g — p + 1). We refer the reader to [32] and [17,
Section 7] for more details.

To construct examples of SO(p, ¢g) positive Anosov representations we have
the following proposition.

Proposition 7.12 Let p < gq. Consider the signature (p, q)-inner product

p Ptq
(x,x) = Y x;— X x7.IfAe€SOy(p,p—1)and B €O(g—p+1),
j=1 j=p+l1

then the set matrices (det(g )-A g ) defines an embedding

SOo(p,p—1) xO(g — p+1) = SO(p, q).

If pgir : m1S — SOo(p, p — 1) is a Hitchin representation and o : 1S —
O(g — p + 1) is any representation, then

p = pHir @ det(e) ® o : 11§ — SO(p, q)

is a PO-positive Anosov representation.

This is proven for ¢ = p + 1 in [17, Section 7], and the proof for general g
is the same. For the proof of the first part of the above proposition it suffices
to show that the map SO(p, p — 1) — SO(p, q) described above sends the
positive semigroup U>AO C SO(p, p — 1) into the positive semigroup USO.
The second part follows from the fact that a representation p is a P-Anosov
representation if and only if the restriction of p to any finite index subgroup
is P-Anosov, and the fact that the centralizer of an Anosov representation acts
trivially on the Anosov boundary curve.

Using Proposition 7.12 and Theorem 7.6, we conclude that forg > p 41
the connected components of R(S, SO(p, ¢)) from Theorem 4.1 contain pPO-
positive Anosov representations.

Proposition 7.13 Let P® c SO(p, q) be the stabilizer of the partial flag
Vi C Vo C -+ C Vp_1, where V; C RPY9 is a j-plane which is isotropic
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with respect to a signature (p, q) inner product with p < q. If g > p + 1,
then each connected component of R (S, SO(p, q)) from (1.2) contains P®-
positive Anosov representations.

Remark 7.14 When g = p + 1, this was shown in [17] for the analogous
connected components which contain minima of the form (6.2). The compo-
nents which contain minima of the form (6.4) are smooth, and one cannot
use Proposition 7.12 to obtain positive representations in these components.
However, we note that if Conjecture 7.10 holds, then each of the these smooth
connected components of R(S, SO(p, p + 1)) consists of positive represen-
tations since each component would be contained in a component of positive
representations into SO(p, p + 2).

Another special feature of Hitchin representations and maximal repre-
sentations is that they satisfy a certain irreducibility condition. Namely, if
p : 1S — G is such a representation, then there is no proper parabolic sub-
group P so that p factors as p : m1S — P < G. For the Hitchin case, this
follows from smoothness, and for the maximal case it follows from the from
[15, Theorem 5]. For the components in R** (S, SO(p, g)),with2 < p < g—1
(cf. (7.2)), it follows from Corollary 4.19. Let R°"*(S, SO(p, q)) be the union
of the connected components of R(S, SO(p, g)) containing compact repre-
sentations.

Proposition 7.15 Let 2 < p < q and p € R(S,SO(p, q))\R?' (S, SO
(p,q)). Then p does not factor through any proper parabolic subgroup of
SO(p. q).

Proof Suppose p € R(S,SO(p, q)) factors through a proper parabolic
subgroup P. Since points of R(S, SO(p, g)) consist of completely reducible
representations, p must factor through the Levi factor L of P. Consequently,
the SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle associated to p must reduce to an L-Higgs bun-
dle. The Levi factors of parabolics of SO(p, ¢g) are isomorphic to GL(n, R) x
SO(p — n, g — n), for some n, embedded as

(A, B) > (ABA_1>-

But by Corollary 4.19, the Higgs bundles in the components associated to
R* (S, SO(p, q)) do not reduce to such groups, leading to a contradiction. O

Propositions 7.13 and 7.15 give further evidence for Conjecture 7.10, and it
is thus natural to expect that all representations in the connected components
from Theorem 4.1 are positive Anosov representations. Indeed, this would
follow from Conjecture 7.10 and Proposition 7.13. Moreover, if Conjecture
7.101s true, then the connected components of Theorem 4.1 correspond exactly
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to those connected components of R(S, SO(p, ¢)) which contain positive
Anosov representations.

7.3 Positivity and a generalized Cayley correspondence

We conclude the paper by interpreting the parameterization of the ‘exotic’ con-
nected components of the SO(p, ¢)-Higgs bundle moduli space from Theorem
4.1 as a generalized Cayley correspondence.

Let G be a simple adjoint Hermitian Lie group of tube type and let G/P
be the Shilov boundary of the symmetric space of G. In [7], it is proven that
if L is the Levi factor of P, then the space of Higgs bundles with maximal
Toledo invariant is isomorphic to Mg2(L). More generally, an analogous
statement holds when G’ — G is a finite cover such that a G-Higgs bundle
with maximal Toledo invariant lifts to a G’-Higgs bundle. This correspondence
between maximal G-Higgs bundles and K ?-twisted L-Higgs bundles is called
the Cayley correspondence.

Remark 7.16 In[7], the above statement is stated differently. We use the above
interpretation because it relates directly with the notions of positivity discussed
in the previous section.

Note that the above parabolic and Levi factor are exactly the objects which
appear in the notion of positivity when G is Hermitian Lie group of tube
type. When G is a split real form the Hitchin components of M (G) admit
an analogous interpretation. Namely, if G is such a split group, then (G, P)
admits a positive structure when P is a minimal parabolic subgroup. In this
case, L C Pis (R*)™(G) and the identity component Ly is given by (R*)™*(S),
Moreover, the moduli space of K/-twisted R*-Higgs bundles is isomorphic
to HO(K) :

Mg (RT) = HO(KY).

Thus, when the Hitchin base is @;k:(?) HO(K™i*1), the Hitchin components
are given by

Mgm+1 (RT) X X Mgyt (RT).

In particular, the Higgs bundles associated surface group to representations
into split real groups which are positive with respect the minimal parabolic
subgroup also satisfy a ‘Cayley correspondence’.

For the group SO(p, q), the Levi factor of the parabolic P® so that
(SO(p, q), P®) has a positive structure is L = SO(1, ¢ — p+ 1) x (R*)P~1.
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®

Moreover, the subgroup L,

which preserves the positive cones is

® ~
Lpos:SO(l,q—p-l-l)XR+X---XR+.

(p—1)-times

Recall that the ‘exotic’ connected components in the image of W Theorem 4.1
are isomorphic to

p—1
Mgr(SO(L.g — p+ 1) x [[ H(K*).
j=1

Using M g2 (RT) = HOY(K?J), this is equivalent to

p—1
Mgr(SO(1, g — p+ 1) x [ [ MgaR).
j=1

When 2 = p < ¢, we recover the Cayley correspondence for groups of
Hermitian type [7,12]. Hence, for 2 < p < g we have established that the
Higgs bundles associated to representations into SO(p, ¢) which cannot be
deformed to compact representations satisfy a generalized Cayley correspon-
dence. Moreover, when p < g — 1 each such component of the representation
variety contains positive representations by Proposition 7.13. This suggests
a general theorem for positive representations which relates the connected
components of the subgroup of L® which preserves the cones with the prod-
uct of moduli spaces of appropriately twisted L ;j-Higgs bundles. Indeed this
is consistent with results in [30] where topological invariants for 6-positive
representations are defined in terms of principal bundles with structure group
given by the Levi subgroup we have identified as L®. It would be interesting
to understand in more detail the relation between these two points of view.

Acknowledgements The authors are grateful to Olivier Guichard, Beatrice Pozzetti, Carlos
Simpson, Richard Wentworth and Anna Wienhard for useful conversations and to the referee
for a careful reading and for a number of helpful remarks and corrections.

Appendix A: Review of gauge theory and the Hitchin—Kobayashi corre-
spondence

Details on points treated sketchily in the following can be found in [24,34].

For simplicity we consider K -twisted Higgs bundles but analagous statements
can be made for L-twisted Higgs bundles.
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Let G be a real semisimple Lie group and H C G a maximal compact
subgroup. Let P be a C* principal HC-bundle and fix a reduction to a principal
H-bundle Py. Hitchin’s self-duality equations are

F(A) —[p, t(p)] =0,

- Al
aA(p =0. ( )

Here A is a H-connection on Py, 94 its associated E_)—operator and ¢ €
QLO(Py[mC)). The map 7: Q10(Py[mC]) — QO (Py[m®]) is obtained by
combining the compact real structure on g€ with conjugation on the form
component.

A pair (A, @) gives a corresponding G-Higgs bundle structure (34, ¢) on P;
we denote the corresponding G-Higgs bundle by (€4, ¢). Conversely, given a
G-Higgs bundle (£4, ), where the holomorphic bundle £4 is defined by 94,
one obtains a pair (A, ¢) by taking A to be the Chern connection associated to
d4 via the fixed reduction Py C P. The Hitchin—-Kobayashi correspondence
for G-Higgs bundles [24] says that the G-Higgs bundle is polystable if and
only if there is a structure (94, ¢) in its Gyc-orbit such that the corresponding
pair (A, ¢) solves Hitchin’s equations. Moreover, this pair is unique up to
Gy-gauge transformations, where Gy denotes the gauge group of H-gauge
transformations of Py.

We recall the following alternative point of view. Instead of fixing a reduction
of the principal HC-bundle P, we can consider a fixed structure of G-Higgs
bundle (94, ¢) and consider (A.1) as equations for a reduction of structure
group to H ¢ HC, usually known as a a harmonic metric . The Hitchin—
Kobayashi correspondence then says that such a reduction exists if and only
if (34, @) defines a polystable G-Higgs bundle.

The space A of H-connections on Py is an affine space modeled on
Ql(PH[h]). LetC C A x QI*O(PH[m(C]) denote the configuration space of
solutions to Hitchin’s equations (A.1). As a set, the moduli space of solutions
to Hitchin’s self-duality equations is

4(G) = C/Gn,

where a is the topological type. We shall denote by My (G) the union of the
moduli spaces M{;(G) over all topological types a. In order to give the mod-
uli space a topology, suitable Sobolev completions must be used in standard
fashion; see [4], and also [33, Sec. 8] where the straightforward adaptation
to Higgs bundles is discussed in the case G = GL(n, C). The moduli space
My (G) then becomes a Hausdorff topological space.
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The Hitchin—Kobayashi correspondence can now be stated as saying that
the map

Mu(G) S M(@G),
(A, @) = (34, 9)

is a bijection. It follows from the constructions that it is in fact a homeomor-
phism. Here and below, in analogy with Notation 3.1, we do not distinguish
notationally between a pair (A, ¢) and its gauge equivalence class.

The moduli space My (G) can be given additional structure by considering
the deformation complex

(A.2)

Q(Pu(h) L Q! (Pu(h) x 0Py L Q2(Pu(h) x 2! (Pu[mC]).

(A.3)
The operator dy is given by the infinitesimal action of the gauge group and
the operator d; is obtained by linearizing Hitchin’s equations; the fact that
dy o dyp = 0 follows because (A, ¢) is a solution. Denote the ith cohomology
group of this complex by H(i A

Proposition A.1 Let (A, @) be a solution to Hitchin’s equations and let (€, ¢)
be the corresponding Higgs bundle. Then there are isomorphisms
Hpy ,) ® CZ=HY(C*(E, 9)),
Hy o) EH'(C*(E, 9)),
Hiy ) SHA(C*(E,9) ® Hiy ),
where C*(E, @) is the deformation complex (2.4).
Proof The hypercohomology groups of the complex C*®(&, ¢) can be calcu-

lated, using a Dolbeault resolution, as the cohomology groups of the complex

QPN 2% @O1(P[rC]) x 0P B @M (P[],  (A4)

where the differentials are constructed combining the adjoint action of ¢ with
3. The proposition now follows essentially as in [20, Sec. 6.4.2] (which gives
the analogous comparison between the deformation complexes for solutions to
the anti-self duality equations and holomorphic vector bundles on a complex
surface) using the Kéhler identities and the bundle isomorphisms

Q%P = Q' (Pulb])
Q(P[H®]) = QO(Pulh]) @ Q2 (Pulbl).
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Proposition A.2 Let (A, ) € Mu(G) and let (E4, @) be the corresponding
polystable G-Higgs bundle. Then the following statements are equivalent:

0 _ 2 _
1. H(A,w) —OandH(A’(p) =0.

2. HY(C*(Ea, ¢)) = 0 and H>(C*(E4, ¢)) = 0.
3. (4, @) is stable as a GC-Higgs bundle.

Proof The equivalence of the first two statements is immediate from Proposi-
tion A.1. The equivalence of the last two statements is also immediate in view
of Remarks 2.13 and 2.14. O

Definition A.3 Let C° C C denote the subspace of pairs (A, ¢) such that
(E4, @) is stable as a GC-Higgs bundle. Similarly, let Co C Ax Q1O (Py[m®))
denote the subspace of pairs (A, ¢) such that 490 = 0 and (4, @) is stable
as a GC-Higgs bundle. Define My (G) € Mu(G) and M*(G) € M(G)
analogously.

We note that Cf. is an infinite dimensional Kihler manifold whose Kéhler
structure is induced from the ambient space 4 x QL0 (Py[mE)).

LetT'(4,p) C Gn denote the stabilizer of a solution (A, ¢) to Hitchin’s equa-
tions. This is a compact Lie group with Lie algebra H(OA, ) [24]. The standard
gauge theoretic construction of the moduli space can now be summarized as
follows.

Proposition A.4 The subspace of C where H(ZA’ 0 = 0 is a smooth infinite

dimensional manifold. Moreover, for (A, ) with H(ZA’ o) = 0 a neighbourhood
of the corresponding point in the moduli space is modeled on a neighbourhood
of zeroin H (1 A.0) modulo the action of T' (4 ). If additionally H(OA’ o) = 0, then
['(a,¢) is finite. Thus My (G) is a Kdhler orbifold with Kéhler form induced
from C¢.

Remark A.5 The action of Gy on Cé: is Hamiltonian with moment map
(A, ) = F(A) — [¢, t(¢)]. Hence the moduli space M*(G) can be viewed
as the infinite dimensional symplectic quotient

M(G) = 1 (0)/Gn = CL /Gy

The isomorphism comes from the Hitchin—Kobayashi correspondence, which
can thus be viewed as an infinite dimensional Kempf-Ness correspondence.
Note that the Kéhler form on Cg restricts to a 2-form on C* which is non-
degenerate in directions transverse to the Gy-orbits — indeed this is just the
pullback of the Kihler form on M*(G).

The following was proved in [24]. It is analogous to the decomposition of
a polystable vector bundle into a direct sum of stable ones, and plays a central
role in the proof of the Hitchin—Kobayashi correspondence.
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Proposition A.6 Let (£, ¢) be a polystable G-Higgs bundle. Then there is
a real reductive subgroup G’ C G and a Jordan—-Holder reduction of (€, ¢)
to a stable G'-Higgs bundle (£, ¢'). The Jordan—Hdlder reduction is unique
up to isomorphism. Moreover, the solution to Hitchin’s equations on (€', ¢')
induces the solution on (€, ¢).

Next we recall Hitchin’s method [34,35] for studying the topology of M (G)
using gauge theoretic methods, and explain how to translate it to the holo-
morphic point of view. Alternatively one could work exclusively using the
holomorphic point of view, using Simpson’s adaptation in [46, Sec. 11].

Similarly to the holomorphic action of C* on M(G) defined in Sect. 3.1,
there is an action of S! on A x Q19(Py [m(c]) given by

e? (A, 9) = (A, ).

This action clearly preserves the subspaces C*, C and C¢., and it descends to
Mu(G).

Proposition A.7 Let S' act on M(G) by restriction of the C*-action defined
above. Then the following statements hold.

1. The bijection My (G) — M(G) defined in (A.2) is S'-equivariant.

2. The class of (A, @) in My(G) is fixed under the S'-action if and only if the
class of the corresponding Higgs bundle (€4, @) in M(G) is fixed under
the C*-action.

Proof Statement (1) is clear. Statement (2) is a consequence of the Hitchin—
Kobayashi correspondence. O

Since the vector bundle P[m®] = Py[m®] has a Hermitian metric coming
from the reduction of structure group to H, one can define the Hitchin function:

ﬂwm®+R<AwHAWM (A5)

We shall abuse notation and denote by the same letter the map f: M(G) — R
induced via the identification (A.2). Using Uhlenbeck’s weak compactness
theorem, Hitchin [34] showed that the map f is proper. Thus, as noted in
Sect. 3.1, the Hitchin function can be used to study the connected components
of the moduli space of G-Higgs bundles.

The following is central for identifying local minima of f.

Lemma A.8 Let (A, ¢) € M (G). If (A, @) is a local minimum of f, then it
is a fixed point of the S'-action. Equivalently, the corresponding Higgs bundle
(Ea, @) € M*(G) is a fixed point of the C*-action.
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Proof On the smooth locus of My(G), the Sl-action is Hamiltonian with
respect to the Kéhler form and the function f (suitably normalized) is a moment
map for this action (see [34,35]). This means that, when multiplied by V=1,
the vector field generating the S'-action is the gradient of f and, therefore,
critical points of f are exactly the fixed points of the S'-action. This proves
the proposition when I' (4 ) is trivial.

For a general (A, ¢) € My (G) we can argue on the smooth manifold
C* C C¢. Indeed, by its very definition, the function f lifts to the infinite
dimensional Kihler manifold C¢ and it is a moment map for the S I_action
there. Thus, in view of Remark A.5, and in a similar way to the argument of
the preceding paragraph, it follows that (A, ¢) is a critical point of f restricted
to C* if and only if its Gy-gauge equivalence class is fixed by the S'-action. O

We have the following useful observation. Let G’ C G be a reductive sub-
group (we take this to include the choice of compatible Cartan data). Then a
solution (A, ¢) to Hithin’s equations for G’ on a principal H'-bundle induces
a solution for G on the H-bundle obtained by extension of structure group.
Hence we have a well defined map

M(G') — M(G)

which is clearly compatible with the respective Hitchin functions. This leads
immediately to the following result.

Lemma A.9 Let G’ C G be a reductive subgroup. Suppose (€, ¢) is a G-
Higgs bundle which reduces to a G'-Higgs bundle. If (£, ¢) is a minimum of
the Hitchin function on M(G) then it is a minimum of the Hitchin function on

M(G).

A solution (A, ¢) to Hitchin’s equations is called simple if its stabilizer
I"(4,¢) is trivial. The following proposition is simple to check.

Proposition A.10 Suppose that (A, ¢) € Mu(G) is a fixed point for the st
action. Then for each e'® there is a gauge transformation g(0) € Gy such
that

2(0) - (A, @) = (A, ).

The gauge transformation g(0) is determined up to an element of the stabi-
lizer I'(a,p). Moreover, if (A, @) is simple, then e > g(0) defines a group
homomorphism S LN GH.

Proposition A.11 Suppose (A, ¢) € Mu(G) is a fixed point for the S'-action.
If (A, @) is simple, then there is an induced action of S' on H(IA o)
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Proof For each ¢'?, the derivative of its action on C defines a map H(lA 0

H (IA (i) Composing with the inverse of the derivative of the unique gauge
transformation g(#) from Proposition A.10 we get a well defined map

H (IA#)) — H(IA’(p). Using the fact that & — g(6) is a group homomorphism it

is easy to see that this gives an action of S'. O

If (A, ¢) has discrete stabilizer, then for each 6y and each choice of gauge
transformation g(6p) as in Proposition A.10, there is a unique smooth family
g(0) defined in a neighborhood of 8y. Taking 6y = 0 and g(0) to be the identity
we get the following result, by an argument similar to the proof of the preceding
proposition.

Proposition A.12 Suppose (A, ¢) € M;j;(G) is afixed point for the S Laction.

Then there is an induced local action of a neighborhood of the identity in S
on H(IA o) In particular, there is an inifinitesimal Sl-action on H(IA oy and a

well-defined infinitesimal gauge transformation ¥ = C%ﬂ 9o € QO( Pulb)).
Remark A.13 Note that [/, 9] = i¢ because g(9) - (A4, ) = (A, €!%¢).

Now fix a maximal torus t C b. Since any element of h is conjugate to an
element in ¢, there is a point pg € Py with the property stated in the following
proposition.

Proposition A.14 Let (A,¢) € My(G) be a fixed point and let €
QO(Py[H]) be the infinitesimal gauge transformation provided by Proposi-
tion A.12. Let pg € P be such that the infinitesimal gauge transformation
provided by Proposition A.12 satisfies ¥ (po) € t. Define

Ho = Zyu(¥ (po)) C H.

Then there is a subbundle Py, C Py which gives a reduction of structure
group to Hy.

Proof Define
Puy={p € Pu | ¥(p) €t} C Pu.

Let v (p) € t. A point Ad(h) (Y (p)) = W(ph_l) in the adjoint orbit of v (p)
lies in t if and only if & € Zg(y¥(p)). Moreover, this centralizer does not
depend on the choice of ¥ (p) in the adjoint orbit, as long as ¥ (p) lies in t. We
therefore have an identification of the fiber Py, , of Py, overx = m(po) € X:

L

HO PH(),)Ca
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cH po-cC

where the action comes from the right action of H on Pp,.

Now note that, since d4 ¥ = 0, the eigenvalues for the action of ¥ on Py[h]
are constant. Hence the orbit in § of 1 (p) under the adjoint action of H is
independent of p € Py. It follows that the centralizer used in the preceding
paragraph is the same for all fibers of Py and, therefore, the construction
globalizes to show that Py, C Py defines a reduction of structure group, as
we wanted. O

Remark A.15 Since the reduction Py, C Py just constructed only depends on
the choice of the maximal torus t C b, it is unique up to conjugation by H.

Proposition A.16 Suppose (A, ¢) € My (G) is afixed point for the Sl action.
Then there is a weight decomposition into i k-eigenspaces for the adjoint action
of ¥ on the Lie algebra bundles PH[F)C] and Py [mC]:

Pulh®] = @D Pulh“lk and Pulm®] = @ Pulm®Y,
k k

where ¢ € HO(Py[m®]; ® K) and PH[h(C]o is identified with the adjoint
bundle Py,[h 1.

Proof This is immediate from Proposition A.14—indeed, taking the weight
space decomposition h* = P hf for the adjoint action of ¥ (pp) we have
PH[h(c]k = PHO[[)}(C], and similarly for mC. The fact that ¢ has weight one
follows from Remark A.13. |

Remark A.17 For any fixed (A, ¢) in the moduli space we can use the Jordan—
Holder reduction to a stable G’-Higgs bundle to get a reduction of structure
group as in Proposition A.14. However, the weight decomposition of Propo-
sition A.16 is, in general, no longer well defined. This is because the center

of the maximal compact H' C G’ may act non-trivially on the complement of

g’(c in gc.

For a (£, ¢) € M?*(G) which is fixed under the C*-action, the weight
decomposition from Proposition A.16 translates into

Elg®1=Em" 1o Em" 1= PEDH Lo PEM L (A6)
with E[h(c]k = PH[h(C]k and E[m(c]k = PH[m(C]k, and where ¢ €
HO%E[m®], ® K). This gives a decomposition C*(€, ) = P CF (£, ) of

the deformation complex (2.4), where
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ad
CHE. @) EH I =5 Em iy ® K. (A7)

Proposition A.18 Suppose (A, ¢) € M (G) is afixed point forthe S Laction.
Let H(IA o) = b H(IA o).k be the decomposition into ik-eigenspaces for the

infinitesimal S'-action given by Proposition A.12. Then there are canonical
isomorphisms

H<1A,<p>,k = H'(CP(Ea. ).

Proof In a similar way to Proposition A.12, there is an infinitesimal S'-action

on H(C*(Ea4, ¢)) and, clearly, the isomorphism H(lA’w) = HN(C*(Ea, @)) of

Proposition A.1 is S'-equivariant. Thus there is a weight space decomposition
H'(C*(Ea. ) = DH(C*(Ea. ) with HY, = HY(C*(Ex, )i It
remains to see that H!(C*(Eq, O = HI(C,:(SA, ¢)) and this is an easy
check using the induced weight decomposition of the Dolbeault resolution
(A.4). O

We shall use the subscript “+” for the direct sums of subspaces with k > 0.

Lemma A.19 Let (A, ) € M{;(G). If (A, @) is a fixed point of the Sl-action,
then it is a local minimum of the Hitchin function if and only if H(IILL ok = 0
forall k > 0. Equivalently, a fixed point (€, ¢) € M*(G) for the C*-action is
a local minimum of the Hitchin function if and only if H! (CR (&, ) =0 for
all k > 0.

Proof Hitchin [34,35] showed that on the smooth locus of My(G), the sub-
space H(IA’ o).k Can be identified with the —k-eigenspace for the Hessian of
f. The extension to points of My (G) which are orbifold singularities fol-
lows as in the proof of Lemma A.8. The equivalence of the statement for
(€, ) € M*(G) follows from Proposition A.18. O

We shall also need to show that certain G-Higgs bundles which do not
satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition 3.4 are not local minima of f. To this
end we have the following result, analogous to a criterion of Simpson [46,
Lemma 11.8].

Lemma A.20 Let (&, ¢o) € M(G) be afixed point of the C*-action. Suppose
there exists a semistable G-Higgs bundle (£, @), which is not S-equivalent to
(&0, v0), and such that lim,_, o (€, t@) = (&, @o) in M(G). Then (&, @o) is
not a local minimum of f.

Proof Replacing (£, ¢) with the polystable representative of its S-equivalence
class, we may assume that it is polystable. Note also that (£, ¢) cannot be a
fixed point of the C*-action.
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Consider first the case when (&, ¢) is stable. Then, as in the proof of
Lemma A.8, we can use the moment map interpretation of f to deduce that
the function R.g — R defined by t — f(&, r¢) is strictly increasing as ¢
tends to infinity. For the general case, consider the Jordan—Hélder reduction
of (€, ¢) given by Proposition A.6. This is a stable G’-Higgs bundle for some
G’ C G and cannot be fixed under the C*-action, since otherwise (£, ¢) would
also be fixed. Since the natural map M(G’) — M(G) is C*-equivariant and
compatible with the respective Hitchin functions, the result follows by the
same argument as in the previous paragraph. O
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