arXiv:2310.07666v1 [math.AG] 11 Oct 2023

TORELLI THEOREM FOR THE MODULI STACK OF VECTOR BUNDLES WITH FIXED DETERMINANT

DAVID ALFAYA, INDRANIL BISWAS, TOMÁS L. GÓMEZ, AND SWARNAVA MUKHOPADHYAY

Abstract. Given any irreducible smooth complex projective curve X, of genus at least two, consider the moduli stack of vector bundles on X of fixed rank and determinant. It is proved that the isomorphism class of the stack uniquely determines the isomorphism class of the curve X and the rank of the vector bundles.

1. Introduction

Let X be a smooth complex projective curve of genus g ≥ 2. The classical Torelli theorem states that the isomorphism class of the canonically polarized Jacobian J(X) determines uniquely the isomorphism class of the curve. Natural generalizations of this problem to moduli spaces of vector bundles of higher rank have been studied extensively, addressing the question whether the geometry of the curve X can be recovered from the isomorphism class of a certain moduli space of rank r vector bundles on X.

Fix a line bundle ξ on the curve X, and let M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) denote the moduli space of semistable vector bundles of rank r and such that det(E) ∼= ξ.

Mumford and Newstead [MN] and Tyurin [Ty1] proved that if X and X^′ have genus at least 2 and the degree of the determinant is odd, then M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, ξ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, ξ) implies that X ∼= X^′. This Torelli type result was then extended to moduli of vector bundles of rank r when the degree of the determinant is coprime with r by Tyurin [Ty2] and by Narasimhan and Ramanan [NR2].

Kouvidakis and Pantev obtained a Torelli theorem for genus at least 3 and any rank r ≥ 2 that did not need the coprimality condition, proving that M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r, ξ^′) implies that X ∼= X^′. Other proofs for this Torelli theorem for genus at least 4 have been given with different techniques by Hwang and Ramanan [HR], by Sun [Su] and by Biswas, Gómez and Muñoz [BGM].

Using the techniques in [BGM], a 2-birational version of the Torelli was found in [AB] for curves of genus at least 4 and which shows that both the pair (r, ± deg(ξ) (mod r)) and the curve can be recovered from the geometry of the moduli scheme. Another Torelli type theorem for moduli spaces of rank 3 bundles with trivial determinant over genus 2 curves was found by Nguyen [Ng]. On the other hand, a Torelli theorem for the moduli spaces of principal G-bundles over curves of genus at least 3, where G is a complex reductive group, was also proven by Biswas and Hoffmann [BH2].

In this work we study the moduli stack M(X, r, ξ) of vector bundles over X of rank r with fixed determinant ξ and we prove a Torelli type theorem for this moduli stack. The objects of this moduli space are pairs (E, φ) where E is a vector bundle of rank r and φ : det E −→ ξ is an isomorphism. An isomorphism between two objects (E, φ) and (E^′, φ^′) is an isomorphism α between E and E^′ with φ = φ^′ det α. In particular, the automorphism group of (E, φ) is the finite group of Z/nZ when E is a simple bundle.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14C34,14H60,14D23.

Key words and phrases. Torelli theorem, Moduli stack, Higgs bundle, Hitchin map. 1

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 5.2). Let r, r^′ ≥ 2. If X and X^′ are curves of genus at least 2 and M(X, r, ξ) ∼= M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′), then X ∼= X^′ and r = r^′.

This theorem applies to all instances where the rank and genus are both at least 2 without any additional coprimality conditions. Interestingly, this includes a case where the Torelli theorem for the moduli scheme fails. Narasimhan and Ramanan [NR1] proved that the moduli scheme M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) is isomorphic to P^3 for every genus 2 curve X. We show that that X can be recovered from the complete moduli stack M(X, 2, O_X ) and even from the substack M^{ss-vb}(X, r, O_X ) of semistable vector bundles (see Theorem 4.2 and Remark 4.3).

Theorem 1.1 has been composed combining three different Torelli theorems for stacks which have been proven through three different strategies and using different techniques. Each of these theorems is valid for certain combinations of the genus of the curve and the rank of the bundle which do not cover the entire set of possibilities considered by Theorem 1.1. An additional argument has been made based on computations of the dimension and the Brauer class of the moduli space which allows us to apply selectively the appropriate version of the Torelli in each case and to combine them to obtain the global result summarized by Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 5.2).

The first proof is based on studying the cotangent bundle to the substack of simple points and identifying it with a moduli stack of Higgs bundles. Working analogously to [BGM], it is proven that the Hitchin map can be recovered from the geometry of this substack and the Torelli theorem follows from a study of geometry the discriminant locus inside the Hitchin base. Due to a constraint on the codimension of a certain subvariety, the result works for all pairs of genus and rank (g, r) such that g ≥ 2 and r ≥ 2 except for the cases (2, 2), (2, 3) and (3, 2) (which correspond to the moduli schemes of the lowest dimensions 3, 8 and 6 respectively). The details are presented in Section 2.

The second proof uses “beyond GIT” techniques based on the work of Alper, Halpern-Leistner and Heinloth [Al, He, HL, AHLH] to recover the moduli space of semistable vector bundles from the moduli stack and then reduces the problem to the study of the Torelli theorem for the corresponding moduli space. The limitation of this technique is that it can only be used in cases where the Torelli theorem is known for the corresponding moduli scheme. Combined with the results in [AB], we use it to obtain a Torelli theorem for curves of genus g ≥ 4 in which we recover the pair (r, ± deg(ξ) (mod r)) in addition to the curve (see Theorem 3.6). We can also use it to prove a Torelli theorem in genus g = 3, but it is limited to certain cases in g = 2. This is studied in Section 3.

In Section 4, a proof for the Torelli theorem for stacks of rank 2 bundles with trivial determinant is obtained by showing that the projection of the substack of simple semistable bundles onto the moduli space of semistable vector bundles coincides with the quotient of the Jacobian of X by the involution L −→ L^{−1}. This is used in studying the earlier mentioned special case of rank 2 vector bundles with trivial determinant over a genus 2 curve.

Finally, all these results are combined in Section 5 to prove Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgments

This research was supported by grants PID2019-108936GB-C21, RED2022-134463-T and CEX2019- 000904-S funded by MCIN/AEI/ 10.13039/501100011033. T. G. thanks Andrés Fernández Herrero for helpful discussions. S.M. acknowledges support of the DAE, Government of India, under Project Identification No. RTI4001.

2. A Torelli theorem using the Hitchin map

Let X be an irreducible smooth complex projective curve of genus g, with g ≥ 2. Fix a line bundle ξ on X. Let M = M(X, r, ξ) : (Top) −→ (Grp) be the moduli stack parametrizing the vector bundles E on X of rank r with an isomorphism det(E) := ∧^rE^{∼=}−→ ξ. Let M^{simp}(X, r, ξ) ⊂ M be the substack of simple points in M, i.e., the locus of bundles E with isomorphism det(E)^{∼=}−→ ξ whose automorphism group is the group of r-th roots of 1 ∈ C .

Recall that a vector bundle E is said to be stable (respectively, semistable) if for any proper subbundle 0 ≠ F ⊊ E deg(F ) rk(F ) < deg(E) rk(E)

( respectively, ≤)

Let M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) ⊂ M(X, r, ξ) be the substack of stable vector bundles with fixed determinant ξ, and denote by M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) the corresponding moduli scheme of rank r stable vector bundles on X with fixed determinant ξ. Clearly, we have a quotient map M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ). The zero part of the cotangent complex of M^{simp}(X, r, ξ) over a vector bundle E is isomorphic, through Serre duality, to H^0(X, End_0(E) ⊗ K_X ), where K_X is the canonical vector bundle of X. Thus, we can interpret the total space of that sheaf as the moduli stack N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) of pairs (E, φ), where φ ∈ H^0(X, End_0(E) ⊗ K_X ) and E is equipped with an isomorphism det(E)^{∼=}−→ ξ such that E is simple. Such a pair (E, φ) is called a Higgs bundle, and φ is called its Higgs field. Denote by N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) the substack of pairs (E, φ) with E being a stable vector bundle. Then we have a morphism N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ). A Higgs bundle (E, φ) is said to be stable (respectively, semistable) if for any proper subbundle 0 ≠ F ⊊ E such that φ(F ) ⊆ F ⊗ K_X we have deg(F ) rk(F ) < deg(E) rk(E)

( respectively, ≤).

Denote by N^s(X, r, ξ) the substack of stable Higgs bundles in N^{simp}(X, r, ξ), and let N^s(X, r, ξ) denote the moduli space of stable Higgs bundles on X of rank r and determinant ξ. Then we have a map N^s(X, r, ξ) −→ N^s(X, r, ξ). Notice that this map is possibly non-surjective, because N^s(X, r, ξ) is the stack of stable Higgs bundles with simple underlying bundle, and not the entire stack of stable Higgs bundles.

Let N(X, r, ξ) denote the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles on X. We will use the following lemma which is a consequence of the proof of [Fa1, Theorem II.6.(iii)] or [BGL, Proposition 5.4].

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a curve of genus g ≥ 2 and suppose that r ≥ 2. Then the codimension of N(X, r, ξ)\T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) in N(X, r, ξ) is at least (g − 1)(r − 1). In particular, if (g, r) ∉ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2)}, then this codimension is at least 3.

Given a stack X , let Γ(X ) denote the algebra of complex algebraic functions on X , i.e., Γ(X ) = Hom_{(Stacks)}(X , C ).

Lemma 2.2. If (g, r) ≠ (2, 2), then the equality

Γ(N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ)) = Γ(T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ)) holds.

Proof. We will proceed as in [BGM, Lemma 4.1]. By [Hi], the algebra of complex algebraic functions on N(X, r, ξ) is generated by the components of the Hitchin map that sends a Higgs bundle (E, φ) to ∑_r k=2 tr(∧^kE). By Lemma 2.1, the codimension of the complement of T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) in N(X, r, ξ) is at least 2, so Hartogs’ Theorem implies that Γ(T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ)) = Γ(N(X, r, ξ)). Thus, the algebra of functions on T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) is also generated by the components of the Hitchin map. These functions are clearly well defined over arbitrary families of Higgs fields over vector bundles on X, so they extend to algebraic functions of N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ).

On the other hand, as C is a scheme, every map N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ C must be constant on the fibers of the map N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ), so it factorizes through an algebraic map T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ C . □ Lemma 2.3. If (g, r) ≠ (2, 2), then the equality

Γ(N^{simp}(X, r, ξ)) = Γ(T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ))

holds.

Proof. Analogous to Lemma 2.2, the algebraic functions in

Γ(T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ)) = Γ(N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ))

are generated by the components of the Hitchin map, which evidently extend to algebraic maps on N^{simp}(X, r, ξ). Therefore, it is enough to prove that each algebraic map N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ C admits a unique extension to N^{simp}(X, r, ξ).

Take any map ψ : N^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ C . Assume that there are two extensions

ψ_1, ψ_2 : N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) −→ C

of ψ. Take any T -point f : T −→ N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) of the stack. Let

ψ_i(T ) : T −→ C i = 1, 2

be the maps corresponding to the morphisms ψ_1 and ψ_2.

We will prove that ψ_1(T ) = ψ_2(T ).

To prove this, for each t ∈ T , denote by (E_t, φ_t) the Higgs bundle over X representing the point t → T −→ N^{simp}(X, r, ξ). There exists a 1-parametric family of Higgs bundles (E, Φ) over X × A^1 whose generic element (E_λ, Φ_λ) over X × {λ} with λ ≠ 0 is stable and such that (E_0, Φ_0) ∼= (E_t, φ_t). Observe that since ψ_i, i = 1, 2 are maps to a separated scheme, we have ψ_i(E_0, Φ_0) = ψ_i(E_t, φ_t).

On the other hand, for i = 1, 2,

ψ_i(E, Φ) : A^1 −→ C

are two extensions of the map ψ(E|_{X×C} ∗ , Φ | X×C^∗ ) : A 1 \{0} −→ C . Thus, these extensions agree, and hence

ψ_1(E_0, Φ_0) = ψ_2(E_0, Φ_0).

Therefore, the maps ψ_1(T ) : T −→ C and ψ_2(T ) : T −→ C agree on all closed points. As C is separable and we can assume without loss of generality that T is of finite type, this implies that these two maps agree. This implies that ψ_1 = ψ_2. □

Denote the Hitchin space as W := ⨁_r k=1 H^0(X, K^{⊗k}_X ), and write W_k = H^0(X, K^{⊗k}_X ) for k = 2, · · · , r. Moreover, let H : N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) −→ W be the Hitchin map that sends a family (E, Φ) over X × T to the map r∑ k=2 tr(∧^kΦ) : T −→ W. For each s = (s_2, . . . , s_r) ∈ W = ⨁_r k=1 H^0(X, K^k_X ), the equation

t^r + r∑ k=2 s_kt^k = 0

defines a spectral curve X_s in the total space of the bundle T_X . Corollary 2.4. There exists an algebraic isomorphism Spec(Γ(N^{simp}(X, r, ξ)))^{∼=}−→ W such that the composition of maps N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) −→ Spec(Γ(N^{simp}(X, r, ξ)))^{∼=}−→ W coincides with the Hitchin map H : N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) −→ W.

Let D ⊂ W denote the discriminant locus, i.e., the locus of all s = (s_i) ∈ W such that the corresponding spectral curve X_s ⊂ Tot(T_X ) is singular.

Lemma 2.5. Let (E, φ) be a Higgs bundle whose spectral curve is irreducible. Then (E, φ) does not have any nontrivial invariant subbundle and, in particular, it is a stable Higgs bundle. Proof. Let X_s be the spectral curve associated to (E, φ). Then (E, φ) is the pushforward of a line bundle L on X_s. Assume that F is a nonzero subbundle preserved by φ. Since F is invariant, the characteristic polynomial of the restriction φ|_F : F −→ F ⊗ K_X divides the characteristic polynomial of φ. Consequently, the spectral curve associated to (F, φ|_F ) must consists of components of the spectral curve X_s. Since X_s is irreducible, the spectral curve for (F, φ|_F ) must be the entire X_s. But this implies that rk(F ) = rk(E) and, thus, F = E. □ Lemma 2.6. Let γ : P^1 −→ N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) be a map whose image contains at least two nonisomorphic points. Then the image of H ∘ γ is a point in the discriminant locus D. Proof. First of all, as H ∘ γ : P^1 −→ W is a map from P^1 to an affine space, its image must be a point s ∈ W . Suppose that s /∈ D. Then the curve X_s is smooth. By Lemma 2.5, the map γ factors though N^s(X, r, ξ) → N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) and the composition of maps H ∘ γ factors through the projection to the moduli scheme: P^{1 γ}−→ N^s(X, r, ξ) −→ N^s(X, r, ξ) −→ W. The preimage of s ∈ W in N^s(X, r, ξ) is isomorphic to the Prym variety of line bundles over X_s whose pushforward has determinant ξ, so it is an abelian variety. Since there is no nonconstant map from P^1 to an abelian variety, the image of γ in the moduli space N^s(X, r, ξ) is a single point. Thus, all the points in the image of γ in the stack N^s(X, r, ξ) must be isomorphic. This contradicts the hypothesis that its image contains at least two non-isomorphic points. This completes the proof. □ Lemma 2.7. Assume that g, r ≥ 2, and (g, r) ∉ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2)}. For a general point s ∈ D there exists a non-constant map γ^′ : P^1 −→ T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) such that Im(H ∘ γ^′) = s.

Proof. We can follow the same proof as in [BGM, Proposition 3.1], incorporating the codimension bound given by Lemma 2.1. A general point s ∈ D corresponds to a spectral curve X_s which is an irreducible nodal curve with a single node. Let D^0 ⊂ D be the subset of such curves. Let H : N(X, r, ξ) −→ W denote the Hitchin map for the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles. By [Bh, Theorem 4], the fiber H^{−1}(s) is a uniruled variety. Lemma 2.1 implies that the codimension of the complement of T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) in N(X, r, ξ) is at least 3, so, intersecting it with the divisor H^{−1}(D), we obtain that the codimension of the complement of H^{−1}(D) ∩ T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) inside H^{−1}(D) must be at least 2. Since the curves in D^0 are all irreducible, by Lemma 2.5 H^{−1}(s) ⊂ N^s(X, r, ξ) for all s in the dense subset D^0 ⊂ D. By [Fa1, Theorem II.5], the restriction of the Hitchin map to N^s(X, r, ξ) is equidimensional. Thus, for a general s ∈ D^0, the codimension of H^{−1}(s)∩T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ) inside the uniruled variety H^{−1}(s) is at least 2. Therefore, there exists at least one complete rational curve γ^′ : P^1 −→ H^{−1}(s) ∩ T^∗M^{s-vb}(X, r, ξ). □

Lemma 2.8. Assume that g, r ≥ 2, and that (g, r) ∉ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2)}. If s is a general point in D, then there exists a morphism

γ : P^1 −→ N^{simp}(X, r, ξ)

such that the image of the composition of maps H ∘ γ is the point s, and the image of γ contains at least two non-isomorphic points.

Proof. A general point s ∈ D corresponds to a spectral curve X_s which is a nodal curve with a single node. By Lemma 2.7, for such a s whose spectral curve X_s is a nodal, there is a non-constant map γ^′ : P^1 −→ T^∗M^s(X, r, ξ) satisfying the condition that Im(H ∘ γ^′) = s. As before, let H : N(X, r, ξ) −→ W denote the Hitchin map for the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles. Then H^{−1}(s) is isomorphic to the closed subvariety of the compactified Jacobian of X_s corresponding to torsion free sheaves L with det(π_∗L) ∼= ξ, which is a fine moduli space (by results from Murre-Oort, Altman and Esteves; see for example [MRV, Fact 2.2]). Thus, the map γ^′ : P^1 −→ H^{−1}(s) can be realized as a family of rank 1 stable torsion free sheaves L over X_s ×P^1. Consequently, its pushforward with respect to the projection π : X_s −→ X, endowed with the induced Higgs field, gives a family of stable Higgs bundles (π_∗L, Φ_L) over X × P^1. As γ^′ lies T^∗M^s(X, r, ξ) ⊂ N^s(X, r, ξ), it follows that (π_∗L, Φ_L) is a family of Higgs fields parametrized by P^1 such that the vector bundles occurring in the family are stable (and hence simple) and have determinant ξ. By twisting the family by an appropriate line bundle, we can force the determinant of the underlying vector bundle to be exactly the pullback of ξ to X × P^1, thus yielding a morphism γ : P^1 −→ N^{simp}(X, r, ξ).

By construction, the map γ^′ is nonconstant, so the above morphism γ has at least two nonisomorphic points in its image. □

Corollary 2.9. Let X be an irreducible smooth complex projective curve of genus g ≥ 2. Suppose that r ≥ 2 and (g, r) ∉ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2)}. Let Γ be the space of all maps

γ : P^1 −→ N^{simp}(X, r, ξ)

whose image contains at least two non-isomorphic points. Then the Hitchin discriminant D is the algebraic closure of the subset

D_Γ = {Im(H ∘ γ) | | γ ∈ Γ} ⊂ W. Proof. By Lemma 2.6 we have D_Γ ⊆ D. Moreover, Lemma 2.8 implies that D_Γ contains an open subset of D. As a consequence of [BGM, Proposition 3.2], the Hitchin discriminant D is irreducible, so the open subset of D contained in D_Γ is actually dense and, therefore, the closure of D_Γ in W is the entire discriminant D. □

Theorem 2.10. Let X and X^′ be two irreducible smooth complex projective curves and of genus g and g^′ respectively with g, g^′ ≥ 2. Let r, r^′ ≥ 2 such that (g, r), (g^′, r^′) ∉ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2)}. Fix line bundles ξ and ξ^′ on X and X^′ respectively. Let Ψ : M(X, r, ξ) −→ M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) be an isomorphism between the corresponding moduli stacks of vector bundles with fixed determinant. Then r = r^′ and X ∼= X^′.

Proof. Let Ψ : M(X, r, ξ) −→ M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) be an isomorphism of stacks. Then it restricts to an isomorphism Ψ^{simp} : M^{simp}(X, r, ξ) −→ M^{simp}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) between the corresponding loci of simple objects. This map Ψ^{simp} induces an isomorphism between the corresponding cotangent complexes. As the moduli stack of bundles is very good, both complexes are concentrated in orders −1 and 0 and there is an isomorphism

d^0((Ψ^{simp})^{−1}) : N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) −→ N^{simp}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′). Let W = r⨁ k=2 H^0(X, K^{⊗k}_X ) W^′ = r^′⨁

k=2 H^0(K^{⊗k}_{X′} ). By Corollary 2.4, there exists an isomorphism f : W^{∼=}−→ W^′ such that the following diagram is commutative:

N^{simp}(X, r, ξ)^{d0((Ψsimp)−1)} // H fflffl N^{simp}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) H^′ fflffl W^f // W^′ As the map d^0((Ψ^{simp})^{−1}) is C -linear, the above map f is C^∗ -equivariant for the C^∗ action on W and W^′ making the Hitchin maps C^∗ -equivariant; more precisely, the C^∗ action is the diagonal weighted action λ · (s_2, · · · , s_r) = (λ^2s_2, · · · , λ^rs_r).

In particular, f preserves the filtrations of subspaces of W and W^′ in terms of the asymptotic decay of the corresponding C^∗ -actions: W = W_{≥2} ⊋ W_{≥3} ⊋ · · · ⊋ W_{≥r} ⊋ 0, W^′ = W^′_{≥2} ⊋ W^′_{≥3} ⊋ · · · ⊋ W^′_{≥r}′ ⊋ 0, where W_{≥k} = ⨁_r j=k H^0(X, K^k_X ) = ⨁_r j=k W_k and W^′_{≥k} = ⨁_r′ j=k H^0(X^′, K^k_X′ ) = ⨁_r′ j=k W^′_k. Observe that the length of the filtrations of W and W^′ are r − 1 and r^′ − 1 respectively, and so we conclude that r = r^′. Moreover, f sends W_r ⊂ W to W^′_r′ = W^′_r ⊂ W^′ and, as the C^∗ -action is homogeneous of degree r in W_r and W^′_r and f is C^∗ -equivariant, we conclude that f restricts to a linear map f_r : W_r −→ W^′_r.

On the other hand, as d^0((Ψ^{simp})^{−1}) is an isomorphism, it induces a bijection between the set Γ of maps P^1 −→ N^{simp}(X, r, ξ) whose image contains non-isomorphic points and the set Γ^′ of maps P^1 −→ N^{simp}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) whose image contains non-isomorphic points. By Corollary 2.9, this implies that the map f : W −→ W^′ sends the Hitchin discriminant D ⊂ W to the Hitchin discriminant D^′ ⊂ W^′.

As f(D) = D^′ and f(W_r) = W^′_r, we have f(D ∩ W_r) = D^′ ∩ W^′_r. Let

C = P(D ∩ W_r) ⊂ P(W_r) and C^′ = P(D^′ ∩ W^′_r) ⊂ P(W^′_r).

Since f_r : W_r −→ W^′_r is linear and f_r(D ∩ W_r) = D^′ ∩ W^′_r, we conclude that f_r induces an isomorphism between P(W_r) and P(W^′_r) sending C to C^′. Then, it induces an isomorphism between the corresponding dual varieties C^∨ ⊂ P(W^∨_r ) and (C^′)^∨ ⊂ P((W^′_r)^∨). By Proposition [BGM, Proposition 4.2], C^∨ ∼= X ⊂ P(W^∨_r ) and (C^′)^∨ ∼= X^′ ⊂ P((W^′_r)^∨). This completes the proof. □

3. “Beyond GIT” techniques

As before, let M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) ⊂ M(X, r, ξ) is the substack of semi-stable vector bundles with fixed determinant ξ, and denote by M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) the corresponding projective moduli scheme of rank r semistable vector bundles on X with fixed determinant ξ. As mentioned in the introduction, there exist multiple Torelli type theorems for the moduli scheme of vector bundles of rank r ≥ 2 [MN, Ty1, Ty2, NR2, HR, Su, BGM, AB, BH2, Ng] showing that if M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) is isomorphic to M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) for some irreducible, smooth projective curve X^′ and a line bundle ξ^′, then X is isomorphic to X^′.

Thus if we want to show that the moduli stack M(X, r, ξ) uniquely determines X, it is enough to recover the projective moduli scheme M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) from the stack M(X, r, ξ) (provided M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) uniquely determines X).

One way to recover the moduli substack of semistable bundles is to use ideas from “beyond GIT”, the theory developed by Alper, Halpern-Leistner and Heinloth [Al, He, HL, AHLH]. See [ABBLT] for an exposition in the case of vector bundles.

In this theory, it is defined the notion of L-stability on a stack M, where L is a line bundle on M. For this, we first need to introduce the quotient stack Θ = [Spec(C [t])/G_m ], with the standard action of G_m on the line Spec C [t]. There are two orbits: t = 0 and t ≠ 0 and therefore the stack Θ has two points which we call t = 0 (with automorphism group G_m ) and t = 1 (with trivial automorphism group).

A filtration of a point x ∈ M is a morphism f : Θ −→ M together with an isomorphism f(1) ∼= x (the name filtration comes from the fact that, if M is the moduli stack of coherent sheaves then, by the Rees construction, giving such a morphism is equivalent to giving a Z-indexed filtration of the sheaf f(1), and the point f(0) corresponds to the associated graded sheaf).

The line bundle f^∗L on Θ can be thought as a G_m -equivariant line bundle on Spec C [t]. Let wt(f^∗L|_0) be the weight of this equivariant line bundle on the fiber over t = 0.

Definition 3.1 (L-semistability [He, Definition 1.2 and Remark 1.3],[HL]). A point x ∈ M is called L-semistable if for all filtrations f : Θ −→ M of x, we have

wt(f^∗L|_0) ≤ 0

Remark 3.2. Note that the weight wt(f^∗L|_0) is given by the group homomorphism

f^∗(·)|_0 : Pic(M) −→ Pic(BG_m ) ∼= Z .

This implies:

• The notion of L-semistability only depends on the class of L modulo torsion. • The notion of L-stability only depends on the class of L in the quotient Pic(M)/ Pic_0(M) where Pic_0(M) is the connected component of identity.

• Note that wt(f^∗L^a|_0) = a wt(f^∗L|_0) and then, if a > 0, a point is L-semistable if and only if it is L^a semistable.

• Therefore, we can define L-semistability for any rational line bundle L ∈ Pic M ⊗ Q, and it only depends on the line Q_{>0} L.

Let L_{det} be the determinant line bundle on the moduli stack of vector bundles M(X, r, ξ) whose fiber over a vector bundle E is det(H^0(E))^{−1} ⊗ det(H^1(E)). More precisely, for any f : T −→ M(X, r, ξ) corresponding to a vector bundle E on X × T , we have f^∗L_{det} = det(Rp_{T ∗}E)^{−1}.

Recall that Pic(M(X, r, ξ)) ⊗ Q ∼= Q with L_{det} as generator. This was proved for the moduli functor and the moduli scheme in [DN]. For a detailed proof in the case of the moduli stack, valid for any genus, see [BH1, Proposition 4.2.3] combined with [Fa3, Theorem 4.2.1](see also [BL, Lemma 7.8 and Remark 7.11], [Fa2]).

Proposition 3.3. Let a ∈ Z, and let x be a point.

• If a < 0, then all points x ∈ M(X, r, ξ) are L^a_{det}-unstable • If a = 0, then all points x ∈ M(X, r, ξ) are L^a_{det}-semistable • If a > 0, then x is L^a_{det}-semistable if and only if the vector bundle E corresponding to x is semistable in the usual sense.

Proof. Giving a morphism Θ = [Spec(C [t])/G_m ] −→ M(X, r, ξ) is equivalent to giving a G_m - equivariant morphism Spec(C [t]) −→ M(X, r, ξ), and this is equivalent to giving a vector bundle E on Spec(C [t]) × X together with a lift of the G_m action on Spec(C [t]). By the Rees construction, this is equivalent to giving a Z-indexed filtration E_• of a vector bundle E on X, with E_i ⊇ E_{i+1} for all i with E_i = 0 for i ≫ 0 and E_i = E for i ≪ 0. Indeed, given such a filtration, we define an O_{X×Spec(C [t])} -module as E := ⊕_{i∈Z}E_it^{−i} . Then the restriction of E to the slice X × {t} is isomorphic to E if t ≠ 0 and it is isomorphic to the associated graded gr E_• if t = 0 (see [He, Lemma 1.10] for more details).

A calculation shows ([He, § 1.E.c]):

wt(f^∗L^a_{det}) = 2a ∑ ( rk(E) deg(E_l) − rk(E_l) deg(E) ) and the result follows. □

Therefore, the substack M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) of semistable vector bundles can intrinsically be recovered from M(X, r, ξ). More precisely:

Corollary 3.4. Let X be a smooth projective curve of any genus. Let L be a line bundles on M = M(X, r, ξ) such that the substack of L-semistable points satisfies ∅ ⊊ M^{L−ss} ⊊ M. Let L^′ be another such line bundle. Then M^{L−ss} = M^{L′−ss}, and this is the substack M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) of semistable vector bundles in the usual sense.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 3.3. □

Alternatively, the substack of semistable vector bundles can also be recovered using a result of Faltings [Fa1, Theorem I.3] (see also [Ra, Proposition 1.6.2] and [Se, Theorem 6.2 and Lemma 8.3 by Nori]) which identifies the complement of M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) in M(X, r, ξ) as the substack of k-points on which all sections of powers of the generator of the determinant of the cohomology line bundle vanish. See also recent works of Weissmann-Zhang for another approach [WZ].

Once we recover the substack parametrizing the semi-stable locus, we can apply [ABBLT, Theorem 3.12] to construct a good moduli space (in the sense of J. Alper [Al]) M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) of M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) and a map M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ). which coincides with the usual moduli space of semistable vector bundles.

Proposition 3.5. Assume that X and X^′ are smooth complex projective curves of any genus and r, r^′ > 1. If M(X, r, ξ) ∼= M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′), then M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′).

Proof. Assume that we have an isomorphism Ψ : M(X, r, ξ) −→ M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) . Let L^′ = L^′_{det} be the determinant line bundle on M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′), and let L = Ψ^∗L^′. Using the definition of L-semistability, it is easy to check that Ψ restricts to an isomorphism between M^{L−ss}(X, r, ξ) and M^{L′−ss}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) = M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′). By Corollary 3.4 we obtain that M^{L−ss}(X, r, ξ) = M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ). Therefore, Φ restricts to an isomorphism

Ψ^{ss-vb} : M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) .

Let π and π^′ be the projections from each of these moduli stacks of semistable bundles to the respective moduli schemes. Consider the composition of maps

π^′ ∘ Ψ^{ss-vb} : M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) −→ M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) .

By [Al, Theorem 6.6], the good quotient M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) corepresents the moduli stack M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ). Thus, the map π^′ ∘ Ψ^{ss-vb} factors through the moduli scheme M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ):

M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ)^{Ψss-vb} // π fflffl M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r, ξ^′) π^′ fflffl M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ)^ψ // M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′)

As the inverse of Ψ^{ss-vb} also descends, the map ψ is an isomorphism. □

From this proposition we can obtain the Torelli theorem for the moduli stacks applying any of the existing Torelli theorems for the moduli schemes. For instance, the following theorem results by applying [AB, Corollary 2.12].

Theorem 3.6. Let X and X^′ be smooth complex projective curves of genus at least 4. Suppose that r, r^′ ≥ 2. Let ξ and ξ^′ be line bundles on X and X^′ respectively. Then M(X, r, ξ) ∼= M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) if and only if X ∼= X^′, r = r^′ and deg(ξ) ∼= ± deg(ξ^′) (mod r).

Proof. If M(X, r, ξ) ∼= M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′), then Proposition 3.5 implies

M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′)

and the theorem follows from [AB, Corollary 2.12]. □

Observe that the same argument can also be applied to prove a Torelli theorem for the moduli stack of rank r bundles of fixed degree, invoking the appropriate Torelli theorem for moduli spaces.

Similarly, we can consider principal G-bundles for any reductive group G. Let M^d_G(X) be the connected component of moduli stack of principal G-bundles on X corresponding to d ∈ π_1(G) (the connected components are parametrized by π_1(G)).

Recall that a principal G-bundle is semistable in the sense of Ramanathan if for any reduction P^Q to a parabolic subgroup Q ⊂ G and for any dominant character χ of Q, the degree of the associated line bundle P^Q(χ) satisfies deg(P^Q(χ)) ≤ 0.

Lemma 3.7. Let X be a smooth complex projective curve of any genus, let L ∈ Pic(M^d_G(X))⊗Q be a (rational) line bundle, and let U_L = M^d_G(X)^{L−ss} ⊂ M^d_G(X) the substack of L-semistable principal G-bundles. Let U be the intersections of all U_L which are nonempty. Then U is the substack of semistable principal G-bundles in the sense of Ramanathan.

Furthermore, there exist a (rational) line bundle L such that U = U_L.

Proof. Since the curve X is fixed during this proof, we will drop it from the notation, denoting the moduli stack just M^d_G. Let Z^′ be the center of [G, G]. It is a finite group. The morphism p : M^d_G −→ M^{d′}_{G/Z}′ is representable by a finite étale morphism. Therefore, any morphism Θ −→ M^{d′}_{G/Z′} can be lifted to M^d_G. Indeed, consider the composition g : A^1 −→ Θ −→ M^{d′}_{G/Z′} . Any finite étale cover of the complex affine line is trivial, hence we can lift g to a morphism A^1 −→ M^d_G, which is G_m -equivariant, and hence factors through the quotient Θ = A^1 /G_m .

By [BH1, Def 5.2.1 and Thm 5.3.1] the morphism p induces an isomorphism φ : Pic(M^d_G)⊗Q −→ Pic(M^{d′}_{G/Z′} ) ⊗ Q. Hence, a point in M^d_G is L-semistable if and only if the image in M^{d′}_{G/Z′} is φ(L)- semistable. The same is true for semistability in the sense of Ramanathan: a principal G-bundle is semistable if and only if its extension of structure group to a principal G/Z^′-bundle is semistable.

Let Z be the center of G. Note that G/Z^′ = G/[G, G] × G/Z. Therefore, (3.1) M^{d′}_{G/Z}′ = M^{d1}_{G/[G, G]} × M^{d2}_{G/Z} . The group G/[G, G] is a torus (isomorphic to G^r_m ), and the group G/Z is semisimple and of adjoint type. The global sections of M^{d′}_{G/G′} are just the scalars C , and Pic(M_{G/Z} ) is discrete (by [BH1, Theorem 5.3.1]), so [BH1, Lemma 2.1.4] gives:

Pic(M^{d′}_{G/Z}′ ) = Pic(M^{d1}_{G/[G, G]}) ⊕ Pic(M^{d2}_{G/Z} ) .

Therefore, a line bundle L on M^{d′}_{G/Z′} is of the form L_1 ⊠L_2, and a point x in M^{d′}_{G/Z′} is L-semistable if and only if both the projections x_1 ∈ M^{d1}_{G/[G, G]} and x_2 ∈ M^{d2}_{G/Z} are, respectively, L_1-semistable and L_2-semistable. In other words, M^d_G^{L−ss} = M^{d1}_{G/[G, G]}^{L1−ss} × M^{d2}_{G/Z}^{L2−ss} . The torus G/[G, G] is the product G^s_m . Then M^{d1}_{G/[G, G]} ∼= B(G_m^{×s}) × J^{×s} where J is the Jacobian scheme of the curve. The scheme J^{×r} is projective, so the global functions are just the scalars C , and Pic(B(G_m^{×r}) = Z^r is discrete, so applying [BH1, Lemma 2.1.4] again we get Pic(M^{d1}_{G/[G, G]}) ∼= Z^r ⊕ Pic(J^{×r})

and then a line bundle on M^{d1}_{G/[G, G]} is of the form L_1 = L_{1,1} ⊠ L_{1,2}, where L_{1,1} ∈ Pic B(G_m^{×r}) = Z^r and L_{1,2} ∈ Pic(J^{×r}), and the point x_1 is L_1-semistable if and only if both x_{1,1} and x_{1,2} are respectively L_{1,1}-semistable and L_{1,2}-semistable. The point x_{1,2} ∈ J^{×s} is automatically L_{1,2}- semistable, because J^{×s} is a scheme, and hence any morphism from Θ into it is trivial. Any point x_{1,1} ∈ B(G_m^{×r}) is L_{1,2}-semistable if and only if all the coordinate of L_{1,2} ∈ Z^r are positive. Therefore, to prove this lemma we may assume that all these coordinates are positive.

Hence, a point x in the stack (3.1) is L-semistable if and only if the projection to M_{G/Z} is L_2-semistable. The same holds for semistability in the sense of Ramanathan.

Therefore, we may assume that Z is trivial and G is a product of simple groups of adjoint type G = G_1 × · · · × G_s. Using [BH1, Definition 5.2.1, Remark 4.3.3 and Theorem 5.3.1], Pic(M_{G1×···×Gs} ) ⊗ Q ∼= Q^s , where s is the number of simple factors, and the generators of this group come from pullbacks of line bundles on each factor M_{Gi} . In other words, a line bundle L in Pic(M_{G/Z} ) ⊗ Q is of the form L_1 ⊠ · · · ⊠ L_s, where L_i is a (rational) line bundle on M_{Gi} . It is easy to check that a point x in M_{G1×···×Gs} is L-semistable if and only if all projections x_i ∈ M_{Gi} are L_i-semistable: M^{L−ss}_{G1×···×Gs} = M^{L1−ss}_{G1} × · · · × M^{Ls−ss}_{Gs} and, again, the same holds for semistability in the sense of Ramanathan.

By [BH1, Theorem 5.3.1], Pic(M_{Gi} ) ⊗ Q ∼= Q and the determinant line bundle L_{det}, whose fiber over P is (det H^1(ad(P ))) ⊗ (det H^0(ad(P )))^{−1}, is a generator. As in the case of vector bundles, if follows from Remark 3.2, that it is enough to consider three cases: If L_i is a positive multiple of the determinant bundle, then L_i-semistability is equivalent to the usual notion of semistability defined by Ramanathan (see [He, § 1.F]). If L_i is a negative multiple of the determinant, then the substack of L_i-semistable points is empty, and if L_i is trivial, then the substack of L_i-semistable points is the whole moduli stack.

Therefore, M^{L−ss}_G is smallest and non-empty when L_i is a positive multiple of the determinant bundle on M_{Gi} for all i. Furthermore, for such L_i, a point x ∈ M_G is L = L_1 ⊠· · ·⊠L_s-semistable if and only if it is semistable in the usual sense of Ramanathan. □

Corollary 3.8. Let X be a smooth projective complex curve with genus g(X) ≥ 3. Let G and G^′ be nonabelian reductive reductive complex groups. If the moduli stacks M^d_G(X) and M^{d′}_G′ (X^′) are isomorphic as stacks, then the curves X and X^′ are isomorphic.

Proof. Arguing as in Proposition 3.5 we obtain that the corresponding moduli schemes of principal bundles are isomorphic, and then we apply [BH2, Theorem 0.1]. □

4. Torelli for moduli stack of rank 2 vector bundles

In this section we prove a Torelli theorem for the moduli stack of rank 2 vector bundles with trivial determinant. Notice that for genus 2 curves the moduli space of rank 2 vector bundles with trivial determinant is isomorphic to P^3, irrespective of the curve. Nevertheless, we will show that the geometry of the moduli stack, contrary to the scheme, does indeed encode the geometry of the curve effectively.

Throughout this section, M^{s-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) ⊂ M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) denotes the subset of stable bundles and S(X, 2, O_X ) := M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X )\M^{s-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) is the subset of strictly semistable vector bundles.

Lemma 4.1. The image of the set of non-simple points in M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) under the quotient map M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) −→ M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) coincides with the set of strictly semistable vector bundles S(X, 2, O_X ) := M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X )\M^{s-vb}(X, 2, O_X ).

Proof. Since the preimage of M^{s-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) under the quotient map is the substack of stable vector bundles, and all stable vector bundles are simple, the image of each non-simple bundle in M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) must be a strictly semistable bundle. Let us prove that the non-simple bundles surject onto the strictly semistable ones. For each strictly semistable bundle E in S(X, 2, O_X ) there exists a polystable bundle ~E = L ⊕ L^{−1} which is S-equivalent to E. The map ( λ 0 0 −λ ) : L ⊕ L^{−1} −→ L ⊕ L^{−1} is a nontrivial traceless endomorphism of ~E, so ~E represents a non-simple point in M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) which projects to E. □

Theorem 4.2. Let X and X^′ be two irreducible smooth complex projective curves of genus g and g^′ respectively with g, g^′ ≥ 2. If M(X, 2, O_X ) ∼= M(X^′, 2, O_X′ ), then X ∼= X^′.

Proof. Repeating the argument in the previous section we know that the isomorphism M(X, 2, O_X ) ∼= M(X^′, 2, O_X′ ) restricts to an isomorphism of the semistable loci M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 2, O_X′ ) and that this map descends to an isomorphism

M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) // π fflffl M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 2, O_X′ ) π^′ fflffl M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X )^ψ // M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 2, O_X′ )

such that ψ(S(X, 2, O_X )) = S(X^′, 2, O_X′ ). Let K(X) = J(X)/{±1} denote the quotient of J(X) by the inversion map i defined by L −→ L^{−1}. In particular, if the genus of X is two, then K(X) is the Kummer surface associated to the Jacobian. Each S-equivalence class of a bundle E in S(X, 2, O_X ) has a unique representative of the form E = L ⊕ L^{−1}, so there exists a correspondence between the points of S(X, 2, O_X ) and the points of K(X) giving an embedding K(X) → M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) whose image is the subvariety S(X, 2, O_X ) preserved by ψ.

From the geometry of K(X) we can reconstruct the map J(X) −→ K(X) canonically as follows. First, remove the singular points of K(X). Let K^{sm}(X) be the smooth part. The fundamental group π_1(K^{sm}(X)) has a unique maximal torsion free subgroup. This subgroup coincides with the subgroup π_1(J(X)\J(X)[2]), where J(X)[2] denotes the 2-torsion part of the Jacobian, and the quotient group is Z/2Z. The corresponding double covering is then J(X)\J(X)[2] −→ K^{sm}(X). Now J(X) is the unique abelian compactification of J(X)\J(X)[2] and the map J(X) −→ K(X) is the unique possible extension to J(X) for the double cover J(X)\J(X)[2] −→ K^{sm}(X). Thus, the isomorphism ψ induces an isomorphism J(X) ∼= J(X^′).

Now, consider the compositions

j_X : J(X) −→ K(X) → M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) ,

j_X′ : J(X^′) −→ K(X^′) → M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 2, O_X′ ) .

Let L be the ample generator of M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ). By construction [NR1], j^∗L is a multiple of the canonical polarization of J(X). Since Pic(M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) ∼= Pic(M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 2, O_X′ ) = Z by [DN], L^′ := (ψ^{−1})^∗L is a multiple of the ample generator of M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 2, O_X′ ), so j^∗_X′ (L^′) is also a multiple of the canonical polarization. Thus, the isomorphism J(X) ∼= J(X^′) induced by ψ is an isomorphism of canonically polarized Jacobians. By the classical Torelli Theorem, X ∼= X^′. □

Remark 4.3. The above proof also shows that the Torelli theorem holds for the substack of semistable vector bundles. If M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 2, O_X′ ) then X ∼= X^′. Thus, the geometry a the curve X cannot be recovered from the moduli scheme M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ), when g = 2, but it can be recovered from the geometry of the moduli stack M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, O_X ).

5. Proof of the Torelli theorem

In this section we will combine the previous cases to obtain a Torelli theorem for the moduli stack of vector bundles for curves of any rank r ≥ 2 and any genus g ≥ 2. Let us start by a basic dimensional computation, which will allow us to apply the appropriate Torelli theorems selectively.

Lemma 5.1. Let M be some variety which is isomorphic to a moduli space of semistable vector bundles of rank r ≥ 2 and determinant ξ over a curve X of genus g ≥ 2. Then, either (1) dim(M) = 3, in which case g = 2 and r = 2, (2) dim(M) = 6, in which case g = 3 and r = 3, (3) dim(M) = 8, in which case g = 2 and r = 3, (4) dim(M) ≥ 9, in which case either

• g ≥ 4, or • g = 3 and r ≥ 3, or • g = 2 and r ≥ 4.

Proof. The dimension of a moduli space of a curve of genus g ≥ 2 and rank r ≥ 2 is d_{g,r} = (r^2 − 1)(g − 1). Clearly the dimensions

d_{2,2} = 3, d_{2,3} = 8, and d_{3,2} = 6

are distinct and less than 9. Thus, if we prove that the dimension of any other moduli space with (g, r) ∉ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2)} is greater or equal to 9 there will exist a unique option for the previous given dimensions and the lemma will follow. Clearly d_{g,r} is increasing in r and g. Thus, if g ≥ 4 then as r ≥ 2 we have

d_{g,r} = (r^2 − 1)(g − 1) ≥ (2^2 − 1)(3 − 1) = 9

and, if r ≥ 4, then as, g ≥ 2, we have

d_{g,r} = (r^2 − 1)(g − 1) ≥ (4^2 − 1)(2 − 1) = 15 > 9 .

Finally, d_{3,3} = 16 > 9 and we obtain the following table for the values of d_{g,r} which proves the result: g\r 2 3 ≥ 4 2 3 8 ≥ 15 3 6 16 ≥ 30 ≥ 4 ≥ 9 ≥ 24 ≥ 45 □ Theorem 5.2. Let X and X^′ be two irreducible smooth complex projective curves of genus g and g^′ respectively with g, g^′ ≥ 2. Let r, r^′ ≥ 2, and fix line bundles ξ and ξ^′ on X and X^′ respectively. Let Ψ : M(X, r, ξ) −→ M(X^′, r^′, ξ^′) be an isomorphism between the corresponding moduli stacks of vector bundles with fixed determinant. Then r = r^′ and X ∼= X^′.

Proof. Repeating the argument from Section 3 and applying Proposition 3.5, the map Ψ induces an isomorphism between the moduli spaces M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′). By Lemma 5.1, the dimension of this moduli space is either 3, 6, 8 or at least 9. Let us consider each case individually.

Dimension 3:

By Lemma 5.1, g = g^′ = 2 and r = r^′ = 2. By [NR1], there are two possible different geometries for these moduli spaces. Either the moduli spaces are both isomorphic to P^3, in which case deg(ξ) and deg(ξ^′) are even, or both moduli spaces are isomorphic to an intersection of quadrics in P^5, in which case deg(ξ) and deg(ξ^′) are odd.

If deg(ξ) and deg(ξ^′) are both odd then we can apply the Torelli Theorems for rank 2 bundles with fixed determinant with odd degree by Mumford and Newstead [MN, Corollary p.1201] or by Tyurin [Ty1, Theorem 1].

Otherwise, if deg(ξ) and deg(ξ^′) are both even then there exist line bundles L and L^′ on X and X^′ respectively such that L^2 = ξ and (L^′)^2 = ξ^′. Then the maps E −→ E ⊗ L^{−1} and E^′ −→ E^′ ⊗ L^{−1} induce isomorphisms of stacks M(X, 2, ξ) ∼= M(X, 2, O_X ) and M(X^′, 2, ξ^′) ∼= M(X^′, 2, O_X′ ) respectively. Thus, we have an isomorphism of stacks M(X, 2, O_X ) ∼= M(X^′, 2, O_X′ ) and now we can apply Theorem 4.2 to conclude that X ∼= X^′.

Dimension 6:

By Lemma 5.1, g = 3 = g^′ and r = 2 = r^′. So we can apply the Torelli Theorem by Kouvidakis and Pantev for curves of genus g ≥ 3 of the same rank [KP, Theorem E] to conclude that X ∼= X^′.

Dimension 8:

By Lemma 5.1, g = 2 = g^′ and r = 3 = r^′. By [BBGN, Theorem 1.8], the cohomological Brauer group of the moduli space M^{ss-vb}(X, 3, ξ) is

Br(M^{ss-vb}(X, 3, ξ) := H^2 ( M^{ss-vb}(X, 3, ξ)_{et}, G_m ) ∼= Z/(g. c. d(r, deg(ξ)))Z so it is either 0 if deg(ξ) is coprime to 3 or it is Z/3Z if deg(ξ) is a multiple of 3. As Br(M^{ss-vb}(X, 3, ξ) ∼= Br(M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 3, ξ^′), either deg(ξ) and deg(ξ^′) are both coprime to 3 or they are both multiples of 3.

If deg(ξ) and deg(ξ^′) are both coprime to 3, then we can apply the Torelli theorems by Tyurin [Ty2, Theorem 1] or Narasimhan-Ramanan [NR2, Theorem 3].

If deg(ξ) and deg(ξ^′) are both multiples of 3, then, as before, there exist line bundles L and L^′ over X and X^′ respectively such that L^3 = ξ and (L^′)^3 = ξ^′. The maps E −→ E ⊗ L^{−1} and E^′ −→ E^′ ⊗ L^{−1} induce isomorphisms of moduli schemes M^{ss-vb}(X, 3, ξ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X, 3, O_X ) and M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 3, ξ^′) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 3, O_X′ ) respectively. Thus, we have an isomorphism of moduli schemes M^{ss-vb}(X, 3, O_X ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 3, O_X′ ). Now we can apply the Torelli theorem for genus 2 curves and rank 3 bundles with trivial determinant by Nguyen [Ng, Corollary 3.4.4] to obtain that X ∼= X^′.

Dimension at least 9:

By Lemma 5.1, both (g, r) and (g^′, r^′) satisfy the conditions on the ranks and genera in Theorem 2.10, and hence we obtain that X ∼= X^′. □

Remark 5.3. Using Lemma 2.7 instead of Lemma 2.8 in the proof of Corollary 2.9 we can show that the discriminant D is the closure of the image under H of the set of rational curves in T^∗M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) for any curve X of genus g ≥ 2 and any rank r ≥ 2 such that (g, r) ∉ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2)}.

Using this intrinsic characterization of D, the proof of the Torelli Theorem for the moduli scheme of vector bundles by Biswas, Gómez and Muñoz [BGM, Theorem 4.3] extends to curves of genus g ≥ 2 and r ≥ 2 where (g, r) ∉ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 2)}.

Then, the argument of Theorem 5.2 can also be used to prove the following Torelli Theorem for the moduli scheme of vector bundles. Let X and X^′ be smooth complex projective curves of genus at least 2 and let r, r^′ ≥ 2. If M^{ss-vb}(X, r, ξ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, r^′, ξ^′), then r = r^′ and either • X ∼= X^′, or • X and X^′ are any pair of curves of genus 2, r = r^′ = 2 and deg(ξ) and deg(ξ^′) are even, in which case M^{ss-vb}(X, 2, ξ) ∼= M^{ss-vb}(X^′, 2, ξ^′) ∼= P^3.

As a consequence, the unique case for genus and rank at least 2 where the moduli scheme of vector bundles does not admit a Torelli theorem is when the genus is 2, the rank is 2 and the degree of the determinant is even.

References

[AB] D. Alfaya and I. Biswas, Automorphism group of a moduli space of framed bundles over a curve. Geom.

Dedicata 211 (2021), 71–104.

[Al] J. Alper, Good moduli spaces for Artin stacks Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 63(6)(2013), 2349–2402. [ABBLT] J. Alper, P. Belmans, D. Bragg, J. Liang,and T. Tajakka, Projectivity of the moduli space of vector bundles on a curve Stacks Project Expository Collection (SPEC), London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. 40 (2022), 90–125.

[AHLH] J. Alper, D. Halpern-Leistner, J. Heinloth, Existence of moduli spaces for algebraic stacks. To appear in Invent. Math. (2023) [BBGN] V. Balaji, I. Biswas, O. Gabber and D. S. Nagaraj, Brauer obstruction for a universal vector bundle. Com.

Ren. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 345 (2007), 265–268.

[BGL] I. Biswas, P. B. Gothen and M. Logares, On moduli spaces of Hitchin pairs. Math. Proc. Camb. Philos. Soc.

151 (2011), 441–457.

[BGM] I. Biswas, T. Gómez and V. Muñoz, Automorphisms of moduli spaces of vector bundles over a curve. Expo.

Math. 31 (2013), 73–86.

[BH1] I. Biswas, and N. Hoffmann, The line bundles on moduli stacks of principal bundles on a curve. Doc. Math.

15 (2010), 35–72.

[BH2] I. Biswas, and N. Hoffmann, A Torelli theorem for moduli spaces of principal bundles over a curve. Ann.

Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 62 (2012), 87–106.

[BL] A. Beauville, and Y. Laszlo, Conformal blocks and generalized theta functions. Comm. Math. Phys. 164 (1994), 385–419.

[Bh] U. N. Bhosle, Generalized parabolic bundles and applications II. Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Math. Sci. 106 (1996), 403–420.

[DN] J.-M. Drezet, and M. S. Narasimhan, Groupe de Picard des variétés de modules de fibrés semi-stables sur les courbes algébriques. Invent. Math. 97(1989), 53–94.

[Fa1] G. Faltings, Stable G-bundles and projective connections. J. Algebraic Geom. 2 (1993), 507–568. [Fa2] G. Faltings, A proof for the Verlinde formula. J. Algebraic Geom. 2 (1994) 347-–374. [Fa3] G. Faltings, Algebraic loop groups and moduli spaces of bundles. J. Eur. Math. Soc. 5 (2003), 41–68. [HL] D. Halpern-Leistner, On the structure of instability in moduli theory. arXiv:1411.0627 [He] J. Heinloth, Hilbert-Mumford stability on algebraic stacks and applications to G-bundles on curves.

Épijournal Géom. Algébrique 1 (2017), Art. 11, 37 pp.

[Hi] N. Hitchin, Stable bundles and integrable systems. Duke Math. Jour. 54 (1987), 91–114. [HR] J.-M. Hwang and S. Ramanan, Hecke curves and Hitchin discriminant. Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. 37 (2004), 801–817.

[KP] A. Kouvidakis and T. Pantev, The automorphism group of the moduli space of semi stable vector bundles.

Math. Ann. 302 (1995), 225–268.

[MN] D. Mumford and P. Newstead, Periods of a moduli space of bundles on curves. Amer. Jour. Math. 90 (1968), 1200–1208.

[MRV] M. Melo, A. Rapagnetta and F. Viviani, Fine compactified Jacobians of reduced curves. Trans. of the American Math. Soc. 369 (2017), 5341–5402.

[NR1] M. S. Narasimhan and S. Ramanan, Moduli of Vector Bundles on a Compact Riemann Surface. Ann. of Math. 89 (1969), 14–51.

[NR2] M. S. Narasimhan and S. Ramanan, Deformations of the moduli space of vector bundles over an algebraic curve. Ann. of Math. 101 (1975), 391–417.

[Ng] Q.M. Nguyen, Vector bundles, dualities and classical geometry on a curve of genus two. Int. J. Math. 18 (2007), 535-558.

[Ra] M. Raynaud, Sections des fibrés vectoriels sur une courbe. Bull. Soc. Math. Fr. 110 (1982), 103–125. [Se] C. S. Seshadri, Vector bundles on curves. Linear algebraic groups and their representations. Contemp. Math.

153 (1993), 163–200.

[Su] X. Sun, Minimal rational curves on moduli spaces of stable bundles. Math. Ann. 331 (2005), 925–937. [Ty1] A. Tyurin, An analogue of the Torelli theorem for two-dimensional bundles over an algebraic curve of arbitrary genus (Russian). Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 33 (1969) 1149–1170, in English: Math. USSR, Izv. 3 (1971).

[Ty2] A. Tyurin, Analogues of the Torelli theorem for multidimensional vector bundles over an arbitrary algebraic curve (Russian). Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 34 (1970) 338–365, in English: Math. USSR, Izv. 4 (1971).

[WZ] D. Weissmann and X. Zhang, A stacky approach to identify the semi-stable locus of vector bundles.

arXiv:2302.09245

Department of Applied Mathematics and Institute for Research in Technology, ICAI School of Engineering, Comillas Pontifical University, C/Alberto Aguilera 25, 28015 Madrid, Spain Email address: dalfaya@comillas.edu

Mathematics Department, Shiv Nadar University, NH91, Tehsil Dadri, Greater Noida, Uttar Pradesh 201314, India

Email address: indranil.biswas@snu.edu.in, indranil29@gmail.com

Instituto de Ciencias Matemáticas (ICMAT), CSIC-UAM-UC3M-UCM, Nicolás Cabrera 15, Campus Cantoblanco UAM, 28049 Madrid, Spain

Email address: tomas.gomez@icmat.es

School of Mathematics, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Homi Bhabha Road, Mumbai 400005, India

Email address: swarnava@math.tifr.res.in