arXiv:2005.02564v2 [math.AG] 3 Aug 2021

BRANES AND MODULI SPACES OF HIGGS BUNDLES ON SMOOTH PROJECTIVE VARIETIES

INDRANIL BISWAS, SEBASTIAN HELLER, AND LAURA P. SCHAPOSNIK

Abstract. Given a smooth complex projective variety M and a smooth closed curve X ⊂ M such that the homomorphism of fundamental groups π_1(X) −→ π_1(M) is surjective, we study the restriction map of Higgs bundles, namely from the Higgs bundles on M to those on X. In particular, we investigate the interplay between this restriction map and various types of branes contained in the moduli spaces of Higgs bundles on M and X. We also consider the set-up where a finite group is acting on M via holomorphic automorphisms or anti-holomorphic involutions, and the curve X is preserved by this action. Branes are studied in this context.

1. Introduction

Lagrangian and holomorphic spaces have been of much interest within the study of Higgs bundles both on Riemann surfaces and on higher dimensional varieties. We shall consider here an irreducible smooth complex projective variety M of dimension d, and consider the following moduli spaces:

• the Betti moduli space B_M (r) of equivalence classes of representations of π_1(M, x_0) in GL(r, C );

• the moduli space H_M (r) of semistable Higgs bundles on M, of rank r and vanishing Chern classes; and • the Deligne–Hitchin moduli space M^{DH}_M (r) which is the twistor space of the hyperKähler space H_M (r).

We shall dedicate this paper to the study of Lagrangian and holomorphic spaces appearing within the above moduli spaces arising through the inclusion of curves and hypersurfaces in M, as well as the action of anti-holomorphic involutions of M and also the finite group actions on M. In the case of Riemann surfaces, real structures have long been studied in relation to Hitchin systems. In particular, [1, 2] initiated the study of branes arising through anti-holomorphic involutions from the perspective of [13]. Lagrangians within moduli spaces of Higgs bundles arising through finite group actions were considered also in the setting of Riemann surfaces in [9]. In the present manuscript, we shall follow the lines of thought of the above papers.

After introducing Higgs bundles from a differential geometric perspective, the Betti moduli space of representations, and a brief description of nonabelian Hodge theory in

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14D21, 32L25, 14H70.

Key words and phrases. Branes, connection, Higgs bundle, hyperKähler manifold, twistor space. IB: Corresponding author; indranil@math.tifr.res.in. 1

Section 2, we study the implications of considering a smooth closed curve X on M such that the homomorphism of fundamental groups π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) induced by the inclusion map X → M is surjective (this is done in Section 3). This inclusion map induces maps Φ : B_M (r) −→ B_X (r) on the Betti moduli spaces and Ψ : H_M (r) −→ H_X (r) on the Higgs moduli spaces, as seen in (3.3) and (3.4) respectively. The given condition that the homomorphism π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) induced by the inclusion map X → M is surjective ensures that the above maps Φ and Ψ are actually embeddings. By studying these maps, through Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.4 we are able to show the following.

Theorem A. The above map Ψ makes H_M (r) a hyperKähler subspace of H_X (r), and thus the subspace H_M (r) is a (B, B, B)–brane in H_X (r).

The case of Deligne–Hitchin moduli spaces is considered in Section 4, where we look into the relationship of these spaces with twistor spaces of certain hyperKähler manifolds. Let M^{DH}_M (r) and M^{DH}_X (r) be the Deligne–Hitchin moduli spaces for M and X respectively. In this setting, through an induced map Υ : M^{DH}_M (r) −→ M^{DH}_X (r) constructed using restriction to X (see (4.2)) we prove the following in Theorem 4.2:

Theorem B. The above map Υ makes M^{DH}_M (r) a twistor subspace of M^{DH}_X (r).

We begin the study of actions by considering real structures σ : M −→ M in Section 5. By observing that one may choose the real structure and the subvariety X such that they are compatible (Lemma 5.1), we show in Theorem 5.2 the following.

Theorem C. Choose the closed curve X such that it is preserved by the real structure σ on M. Take S to be X or M. Then, the C^∞ involution I_S induced on B_S (r) by σ (the restriction of σ when S = X) is anti-holomorphic with respect to the complex structure I (that gives the complex structure of the moduli space of Higgs bundles H_S (r)) and holomorphic with respect to the complex structure J (that gives the complex structure of B_S (r)), and thus the fixed point set H_S (r)^{IS} is a (A, B, A)–brane in the corresponding moduli space H_S (r). Furthermore, I_X ∘ Ψ = Ψ ∘ I_M for Ψ in Theorem A.

The case of finite group actions on M is studied in Section 6. This line of research begun in [9] for rank two Higgs bundles on Riemann surfaces where it was shown that equivariant Higgs bundles under a finite group give natural (B, B, B)–branes in the moduli space of Higgs bundles. Here, we shall address the higher rank cases and consider finite group actions on the moduli space of fixed determinant Higgs bundles for which the trace of the Higgs field being zero (SL(r, C )–Higgs bundles). One of our main results, appearing in Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 6.4 is the following:

Theorem D. Let M be a compact Riemann surface of genus g on which a finite group Γ is acting via holomorphic automorphisms. Consider the moduli space M_{SL(r,C )} ⊂ H_M (r) of semistable Higgs bundles on M whose structure group is SL(r, C ). Then, for r > 2 the following hold:

• For even genus g, the fixed point locus in M_{SL(r,C )} giving a (B, B, B)–brane will never be a mid dimensional space.

• For odd genus g, the fixed point free action of Γ := Z/2Z on M defines a mid dimensional space as its fixed point locus on M_{SL(r,C )} .

The subspaces constructed in Theorem D can be further studied, and as shown in Proposition 6.5, all these mid-dimensional spaces constructed in Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 6.4 are in fact (B, B, B)–branes.

2. Nonabelian Hodge theory

In what follows we shall introduce Higgs bundles from a differential geometric perspective, and also the Betti moduli space of representations, and then give a brief description of nonabelian Hodge theory.

2.1. Higgs bundles. Let M be an irreducible smooth complex projective variety of dimension d. The holomorphic cotangent and tangent bundles of M will be denoted by Ω^1_M and T M respectively. The i–fold exterior product ⋀_i Ω^1_M will be denoted by Ω^i_M . Fixing a very ample line bundle L on M, the degree of a torsionfree coherent sheaf F on X is defined to be degree(F ) := (c_1(det F ) ∪ c_1(L)^{d−1}) ∩ [M] ∈ Z (see [14, Ch. V,§ 6] for the determinant bundle det F ). The number

μ(F ) := degree(F ) rank(F ) ∈ Q is called the slope of F . From [10, 11, 15, 16] one has the following definition:

Definition 2.1. A Higgs field on a vector bundle E over M is a holomorphic section

θ ∈ H^0(M, End(E) ⊗ Ω^1_M )

such that the section θ ⋀ θ of End(E) ⊗ Ω^2_M vanishes identically. A Higgs bundle on M is a pair (E, θ), where E is a holomorphic vector bundle and θ is a Higgs field on E.

Definition 2.2. A Higgs bundle (E, θ) is called stable (respectively, semistable) if

μ(F ) < μ(E) (respectively, μ(F ) ≤ μ(E))

for all coherent subsheaves F ⊂ E with 0 < rank(F ) < rank(E) and θ(F ) ⊂ F ⊗ Ω^1_M [10, 15, 16]. A Higgs bundle (E, θ) is called polystable if

• (E, θ) is semistable, and • (E, θ) = ⨁_ℓ i=1(E_i, θ_i), where each (E_i, θ_i) is a stable Higgs bundle.

Let (E, θ) be a Higgs bundle on M such that degree(E) = 0 = (ch_2(E) ∪ c_1(L)^{d−2}) ∩ [M] ; (2.1) we recall that ch_2(E) =^1_2 c_1(E)^2 − c_2(E). Given a Hermitian structure h on E, the Chern connection on E corresponding to h will be denoted by ∇^h, and the curvature of the connection ∇^h will be denoted by K(∇^h). Let θ^∗ ∈ C^∞(M; End(E) ⊗ Ω^{0,1}_M ) be the adjoint of θ with respect to the Hermitian structure h. Then, from [10, 15, 16], the following is the Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation: K(∇^h) + [θ , θ^∗] = 0. (2.2) A theorem of Simpson says that E admits a Hermitian metric satisfying the Hermitian– Yang–Mills equation for (E, θ) if and only if (E, θ) is a polystable Higgs bundle [15, Theorem 1], [15, Proposition 3.4], [16, Theorem 1]. When E is a rank two vector bundle on a smooth complex projective curve, the result was proven earlier by Hitchin in [10].

We note that the Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation in (2.2) implies that ∇^h + θ + θ^∗ (2.3) is a flat connection on E. Let ∇^h = (∇^h)^{1,0} + (∇^h)^{0,1} be the decomposition of the Chern connection ∇^h into (1, 0) and (0, 1) components. Remark 2.3. The holomorphic structure on E is given by the Dolbeault operator (∇^h)^{0,1}. Note that the Dolbeault operator for the holomorphic structure on the C^∞ bundle E given by the flat connection in (2.3) is (∇^h)^{0,1} + θ^∗. Therefore, the holomorphic vector bundle given by the flat connection corresponding to a Higgs bundle does not coincide, in general, with the holomorphic vector bundle underlying the Higgs bundle. 2.2. Flat connections. Given a base point x_0 ∈ M, a representation ρ : π_1(M, x_0) −→ GL(r, C ) is called irreducible if the standard action of ρ(π_1(M, x_0)) ⊂ GL(r, C ) on C^r does not preserve any nonzero proper subspace of C^r . The homomorphism ρ is called completely reducible if it is a direct sum of irreducible representations. Two homomorphisms ρ_1, ρ_2 : π_1(M, x_0) −→ GL(r, C ) are called equivalent if there is an element g ∈ GL(r, C ) such that ρ_1(γ) = g^{−1}ρ_2(γ)g for all γ ∈ π_1(M, x_0). Clearly, this equivalence relation preserves both irreducibility and complete reducibility. The space of equivalence classes of completely reducible homomorphisms from π_1(M, x_0) to GL(r, C ) has the structure of an affine scheme defined over C , which can be seen as follows. Note that π_1(M, x_0) is a finitely presented group and GL(r, C ) is a complex affine algebraic group. Therefore, the space of all homomorphisms

Hom(π_1(M, x_0), GL(r, C )) is a complex affine scheme. The adjoint action of GL(r, C ) on itself produces an action of GL(r, C ) on Hom(π_1(M, x_0), GL(r, C )). The geometric invariant theoretic quotient

Hom(π_1(M, x_0), GL(r, C ))//GL(r, C )

is the moduli space of equivalence classes of completely reducible homomorphisms from π_1(M, x_0) to GL(r, C ) [17, 18].

We shall let B_M (r) denote this moduli space of equivalence classes of completely reducible homomorphisms from π_1(M, x_0) to GL(r, C ), which is known as the Betti moduli space.

A homomorphism ρ : π_1(M, x_0) −→ GL(r, C ) produces an algebraic vector bundle E on M of rank r equipped with a flat (i.e., integrable) algebraic connection, together with an isomorphism of the fiber E_{x0} with C^r . Equivalence classes of such homomorphisms correspond to algebraic vector bundles of rank r equipped with a flat algebraic connection; this is an example of the Riemann–Hilbert correspondence.

Definition 2.4. A connection ∇ on a vector bundle E is called irreducible if there is no subbundle 0 ≠ F ⊊ E which is preserved by ∇. A connection ∇ on a vector bundle E is called completely reducible if (E, ∇) = N⨁ i=1 (E_i, ∇^i) , where each ∇^i is an irreducible connection on E_i.

We note that irreducible (respectively, completely reducible) flat algebraic connections of rank r on M correspond to irreducible (respectively, completely reducible) equivalence classes of homomorphisms from π_1(M, x_0) to GL(r, C ).

2.3. Harmonic structures. Let (E, ∇) be a flat vector bundle of rank r on M, and let

ρ : π_1(M, x_0) −→ GL(E_{x0} )

be the monodromy homomorphism for ∇.

Given the universal cover ϖ : (~M, ~x_0) −→ (M, x_0), using the pulled back connection ϖ^∗∇, the pulled back bundle ϖ^∗E is identified with the trivial bundle ~M × E_{x0} −→ ~M. Therefore, a Hermitian structure h on E gives a C^∞ map

F^h : ~M −→ GL(E_{x0} )/U(E_{x0} ) , (2.4)

where U(E_{x0} ) consists of all automorphisms of E_{x0} that preserve the Hermitian structure h(x_0) on it. The group π_1(M, x_0) acts on GL(E_{x0} )/U(E_{x0} ) through the left translation action of ρ(π_1(M, x_0)). We note that the map F^h in (2.4) is π_1(M, x_0)–equivariant. The quotient space GL(E_{x0} )/U(E_{x0} ) is equipped with a Riemannian metric; it is given by the restriction of the Killing form on the orthogonal complement of Lie(U(E_{x0} )) ⊂ Lie(GL(E_{x0} )).

The Hermitian structure h is called harmonic if the map F^h in (2.4) is harmonic with respect to a Kähler structure on M. It should be emphasized that the harmonicity condition for F^h does not depend on the choice of the Kähler form on M.

A theorem of Corlette says that (E, ∇) admits a harmonic Hermitian structure if and only if ∇ is completely reducible [6] (when E is of rank two on a smooth complex projective curve, this was proved in [7] by Donaldson).

Let (E, θ) be a polystable Higgs bundle on M satisfying (2.1), and consider a Hermitian structure h on E satisfying the Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation in (2.2). Then, the flat connection ∇^h + θ + θ^∗ on E in (2.3) is completely reducible, and h is a harmonic Hermitian structure for the flat connection ∇^h + θ + θ^∗. Conversely, if h is a harmonic Hermitian structure for a flat connection (E, ∇), then h and ∇ together define a holomorphic structure on E and a Higgs field θ on E for this holomorphic structure such that h satisfies the Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation for the Higgs bundle (E, θ).

As shown in [16, p. 20, Corollary 1.3], the above constructions produce an equivalence of categories between the following two categories:

(1) Objects are completely reducible flat algebraic connections on M, and morphisms are connection preserving homomorphisms.

(2) Objects are polystable Higgs bundles (E, θ) on M satisfying (2.1); the morphisms are homomorphisms of Higgs bundles.

We also note that if (E, θ) is a polystable Higgs bundle on M satisfying (2.1), then all the rational Chern classes of E of positive degree vanish [15, p. 878–879, Proposition 3.4]. (See also [20] for an exposition for dimension one.)

3. Restriction to curves

We shall dedicate this section to understanding the restriction of the ideas of Section 1 to hypersurfaces, which will become useful when studying Lagrangians within the moduli space of Higgs bundles.

3.1. Higgs bundles and hypersurfaces. The homotopical version of the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem says that for a smooth very ample hypersurface H ⊂ M, the homomorphism of fundamental groups π_1(H, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) induced by the inclusion map H → M, where x_0 ∈ H, is surjective, and it is an isomorphism if d = dim M ≥ 3 (see [8, p. 48, (8.1.1)]). Consequently, using induction on the number of hypersurfaces we conclude that for a smooth closed curve X on M which is the intersection of d − 1 smooth very ample hypersurfaces on M, the homomorphism of fundamental groups π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) induced by the inclusion map X → M is surjective.

Fix a smooth closed curve X on M such that the homomorphism of fundamental groups π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) induced by the inclusion map X → M is surjective, and let ϕ : X → M (3.1) be the inclusion map.

As done previously, consider a polystable Higgs bundle (E, θ) on M satisfying (2.1), and let h be a Hermitian structure on E that satisfies the Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation in (2.2) for the Higgs bundle (E, θ).

Lemma 3.1. The Hermitian structure ϕ^∗h on ϕ^∗E satisfies Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation for the induced Higgs bundle (ϕ^∗E, ϕ^∗θ) on X.

Proof. The pulled back section ϕ^∗θ defines a Higgs field on ϕ^∗E using the natural homomorphism (dϕ)^∗ : ϕ^∗Ω^1_M −→ Ω^1_X , where dϕ : T X −→ ϕ^∗T M is the differential of the map ϕ in (3.1). The vector bundle ϕ^∗E has the pulled back Hermitian structure ϕ^∗h. Note that the Chern connection ∇^{ϕ∗h} on ϕ^∗E for the Hermitian structure ϕ^∗h coincides with ϕ^∗∇^h, where ∇^h is the Chern connection on E for the Hermitian structure h. Moreover, we also have that ϕ^∗(θ^∗) = (ϕ^∗θ)^∗. Using these, and the fact that h satisfies the Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation for the Higgs bundle (E, θ), the lemma follows. □

From Lemma 3.1 one has that

• the Higgs bundle (ϕ^∗E, ϕ^∗θ) is polystable, and • ∇^{ϕ∗h} + ϕ^∗θ + ϕ^∗θ^∗ is a flat connection on ϕ^∗E.

In particular, we have degree(ϕ^∗E) = 0. Let (W, ∇) be the flat connection on M corresponding to the Higgs bundle (E, θ); recall that E and W are the same C^∞ vector bundle with possibly different holomorphic structures. From Lemma 3.1 it follows that the flat connection corresponding to (ϕ^∗E, ϕ^∗θ) coincides with the pulled back flat connection (ϕ^∗W, ϕ^∗∇). 3.2. Harmonic structures and hypersurfaces. Consider now an algebraic vector bundle V of rank r on M equipped with a flat algebraic completely reducible connection ∇. For x_0 ∈ X and the map ϕ in (3.1), the homomorphism

ϕ_∗ : π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, ϕ(x_0)) , (3.2)

is surjective, and thus it follows immediately that ϕ^∗∇ is a flat algebraic completely reducible connection on ϕ^∗V .

Let h_V be a harmonic Hermitian structure on V for ∇, and let (W, θ) be the Higgs bundle corresponding to (V, ∇). Recall that V and W are the same C^∞ vector bundle with possibly different holomorphic structures. It is straightforward to check that the Hermitian structure ϕ^∗h on ϕ^∗V is harmonic for the connection ϕ^∗∇. Indeed, this follows from the facts that M is Kähler and the embedding ϕ in (3.1) is holomorphic. Consequently, the Higgs bundle for (ϕ^∗V, ϕ^∗∇) coincides with (ϕ^∗W, ϕ^∗θ).

As before, let B_X (r) (respectively, B_M (r)) be the Betti moduli space of equivalence classes of completely reducible representations of π_1(X, x_0) (respectively, π_1(M, ϕ(x_0)) in GL(r, C ). Let Φ : B_M (r) −→ B_X (r) (3.3) be the map induced by ϕ_∗ in (3.2), which clearly is an algebraic map. We note that the map Φ is injective, because the homomorphism ϕ_∗ is surjective.

Let H_X (r) be the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles on X of rank r and degree zero; this moduli space was constructed in [17], [18] (see [5] for its properties). Let H_M (r) be the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles (E, θ) on M of rank r such that all the rational Chern classes of E of positive degree vanish. It may be recalled that any semistable Higgs bundle (E, θ) satisfying (2.1) has the property that all the rational Chern classes of E of positive degree vanish [16, p. 39, Theorem 2]. In view of Lemma 3.1, we have a map Ψ : H_M (r) −→ H_X (r) (3.4) defined by (E, θ) −→ (ϕ^∗E, ϕ^∗θ). It is clearly an algebraic map. Indeed, the restriction map from an algebraic family of Higgs bundles on a variety to a family of Higgs bundles on a subvariety is evidently algebraic. As observed above, using the C^∞ identification between B_X (r) and H_X (r), and also between B_M (r) and H_M (r), the map Φ in (3.3) coincides with the map Ψ in (3.4).

As noted before, the map Φ in (3.3) is injective, because ϕ_∗ is surjective. Therefore, from the above observation that Φ coincides with Ψ using the C^∞ identification between B_X (r) and H_X (r), and also between B_M (r) and H_M (r), we conclude that Ψ is an embedding. As mentioned above, the map Φ is algebraic.

3.3. HyperKähler structure. Recall from [10, 11] that the moduli space H_X (r) has a natural hyperKähler structure, and thus we may fix three complex structures I, J and K on H_X (r) satisfying the quaternionic equations. We shall let the complex structures I and J be the complex structures of H_X (r) and B_X (r) respectively; so K is determined by the equation IJ = K . Therefore, from the holomorphicity of the maps Φ and Ψ in (3.3) and (3.4) we obtain the following:

Theorem 3.2. The map Ψ in (3.4) makes H_M (r) a hyperKähler subspace of H_X (r).

Remark 3.3. Consider the holomorphic symplectic form σ_I on H_X (r). This symplectic manifold (H_X (r), σ_I ) has a natural algebraically completely integrable structure given by the Hitchin map. Although Ψ^∗σ_I is a holomorphic symplectic structure on H_M (r), the map Ψ is not Poisson because it is an embedding and dim H_X (r) > dim H_M (r) in general.

Given the hyperKähler spaces H_M (r) and H_X (r), and the three fixed complex structures (I, J, K) as before, we shall denote by ω_I , ω_J , and ω_K the corresponding Kähler forms defined by ω_I (X, Y ) = g(IX, Y ), ω_J (X, Y ) = g(JX, Y ), ω_K (X, Y ) = g(KX, Y ) , where g is the Riemannian metric for the hyperKähler structure. Then, the induced complex symplectic forms Ω_I , Ω_J , and Ω_K are given by

Ω_I = ω_J + √ −1ω_K , Ω_J = ω_K + √ −1ω_I , Ω_K = ω_I + √ −1ω_J . (3.5)

Therefore, one may consider subspaces of H_M (r) and H_X (r) which are Lagrangian with respect to one of the symplectic structures in (3.5), or holomorphic with respect to one of the fixed complex structures I, J or K. Following [13], we shall say that a Lagrangian subspace with respect to a symplectic structure is an A–brane, and a holomorphic subspace with respect to a complex structure is a B–brane. Hence, with respect to (I, J, K) and (ω_I , ω_J , ω_K ) one may have branes given by triples of letters. In particular, form Theorem 3.2 we have the following:

Corollary 3.4. The subspace H_M (r) is a (B, B, B)–brane in H_X (r).

4. Deligne–Hitchin moduli space and twistor space

In what follows we shall first recall the notion of λ–connections and the Deligne–Hitchin moduli space (for details and proofs see Simpson [19]). Then, we shall look into the relationship of these spaces with the twistor spaces of certain hyperKähler manifolds.

4.1. Deligne–Hitchin moduli spaces. Let M be an irreducible smooth complex projective variety of dimension d. We fix a C^∞ complex vector bundle V −→ M such that all its rational Chern classes of positive degree vanish. A λ–connection on V −→ M is a triple (λ, ∂, D) consisting of a complex number λ, a holomorphic structure ∂ on M, i.e., ∂^2 = 0, and a holomorphic first order differential operator D satisfying the following two conditions:

• D^2 = 0, and • D(fs) = λ(∂f)s+fDs (similar to the Leibniz rule), where f is any locally defined holomorphic function and s is any locally defined holomorphic section of V .

Remark 4.1. A λ–connection for λ = 0 is a Higgs bundle (∂, D), and for λ = 1 it is a flat holomorphic connection D + ∂.

Consider the moduli space M^{Hod}_M (r) of completely reducible λ–connections (to clarify, λ is not fixed), and let f_M : M^{Hod}_M (r) −→ C , (λ, ∂, D) −→ λ be the fibration. The analogous construction on the complex conjugate space M (the C^∞ manifold underlying M is M itself while the complex structure on it is −J_M , where J_M is the complex structure on M) gives a fibration f_M : M^{Hod}_M (r) −→ C . Moreover, there is the following gluing constructed by Deligne: φ : M^{Hod}_M (r)_{|C} ∗ −→ M^{Hod}_M (r)_{|C} ∗ (λ, ∂, D)_M −→ (^1_λ ,^1_λ D,^1_λ ∂)_M ;

this covers the map C^∗ −→ C^∗ defined by λ −→^1_λ .

The Deligne–Hitchin moduli space M^{DH}_M (r) = M^{Hod}_M (r) ∪_φ M^{Hod}_M (r) is obtained by gluing the two Hodge moduli spaces via φ. It admits a fibration to C P^1 which is f_M on M^{Hod}_M (r) and 1/f_M on M^{Hod}_M (r). It should be mentioned that there does not exist a natural algebraic structure on Deligne–Hitchin moduli spaces.

4.2. Twistor space. The twistor space of a hyperKähler manifold (N, g, I, J, K) encodes the hyperKähler geometry in terms of complex analytic data. As a complex manifold it is given by P = N ×C P^1 with (integrable) complex structure at (p, λ) = (p, a+ √ −1b) given by I_{(p,a+}^√_{−1b)} = (1 − a K_p + b J_p)^{−1}I_p(1 − a K_p + b J_p).

There is the holomorphic fibration P −→ C P^1 , and the manifold N can be recovered as the space of twistor lines, i.e., as a component of holomorphic sections of P −→ C P^1 which are real with respect to the real structures ρ : P −→ P , (p, λ) −→ (p, −λ^{−1}) C P^1 −→ C P^1 , λ −→ −λ^{−1} of P and C P^1 .

The various complex structures on N are obtained by evaluating at specific λ ∈ C P^1 . Moreover, the Riemannian metric can be computed from a holomorphic twisted symplectic form on P; see [12].

As shown in [19, Theorem 4.2], the Deligne–Hitchin moduli space is the twistor space of the hyperKähler space H_M (r). The real structure ρ on M^{DH}_M (r) is given by ρ((λ, ∂, D)_M ) = (−λ^{−1}, ∂^∗, −D^∗)_M , where ∂^∗ and D^∗ are the adjoint operators with respect to a Hermitian metric h on the underlying vector bundle V (for the operators ∂ and D).

Consider a polystable Higgs bundle (E, θ) on M satisfying (2.1), and let h be a Hermitian structure on E that satisfies the Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation in (2.2) for the Higgs bundle (E, θ). Let (∇^h)^{0,1} be the holomorphic structure on E determined by E. Then, the twistor line through the point p = ((∇^h)^{0,1}, θ) ∈ H_M (r), over the open subset C ⊂ C P^1 , is given by

λ −→ (λ, (∇^h)^{0,1} + λθ^∗, θ + λ(∇^h)^{1,0}) ;

see [19]. Note that this family interpolates between the Higgs pair (E, θ) at λ = 0 and the corresponding flat connection (2.3) at λ = 1.

4.3. Twistor subspaces. Let π : P −→ C P^1 (4.1) be a twistor space of a hyperKähler space M. We call a complex subspace N ⊂ P a twistor subspace if the following condition holds: whenever s(λ_0) ∈ N for a twistor line s and some λ_0 ∈ C P^1 , then s(λ) ∈ N for all λ ∈ C P^1 .

If N ⊂ P is a twistor subspace then the restriction π_{|N} is a fibration and ρ(N ) = N .

Moreover, the twisted holomorphic symplectic structure on P in (4.1) remains nondegenerate when restricted to the vertical tangent bundle of N . It follows that there exists a hyperKähler subspace N ⊂ M whose twistor space is given by N . Conversely, every hyperKähler subspace N ⊂ M gives rise to a twistor subspace of P in (4.1).

The construction of the Deligne–Hitchin moduli space can be applied to the projective curve ϕ : X → M with induced surjective map ϕ_∗ : π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) as in Section 3. In that set-up, let Υ : M^{DH}_M (r) −→ M^{DH}_X (r) (4.2) be the map defined by (λ, E, D) −→ (λ, ϕ^∗E, ϕ^∗D). Theorem 3.2 implies the following: Theorem 4.2. The map Υ in (4.2) makes M^{DH}_M (r) a twistor subspace of M^{DH}_X (r).

5. Real structures We shall dedicate this section to the study of real structures and their fixed point sets, and in particular, their appearance in the context of Higgs bundles.

5.1. Real structures and Higgs bundles. As before, M is an irreducible smooth complex projective variety of dimension d. Let σ : M −→ M (5.1) be an anti-holomorphic involution of M.

Lemma 5.1. It is possible to choose ϕ in (3.1) such that

(1) σ(ϕ(X)) = ϕ(X), and (2) the homomorphism ϕ_∗ : π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) is surjective.

Proof. Let L be a very ample line bundle on M. Then the holomorphic line bundle σ^∗L on M is also ample. The very ample line bundle L := L ⊗ σ^∗L is equipped with a lift of the involution σ. This involution of L, which we shall denote by ~σ, sends any v_1 ⊗ v_2 ∈ L_x = L_x ⊗ L_{σ(x)} to v_2 ⊗ v_1 ∈ L_{σ(x)} = L_{σ(x)} ⊗ L_x. Moreover, ~σ produces a conjugate linear involution η : H^0(M, L) −→ H^0(M, L) that sends any s ∈ H^0(M, L) to ~σ(s). The fixed point set H^0(M, L)^η ⊂ H^0(M, L) is a totally real subspace, meaning dim_R H^0(M, L)^η = dim_C H^0(M, L), and H^0(M, L) = H^0(M, L)^η ⊕ H^0(M, L)^η .

Now the intersection of divisors of general d−1 elements of H^0(M, L)^η is a smooth closed curve Y in M such that σ(Y ) = Y , and the homomorphism π_1(Y ) −→ π_1(M) induced by the inclusion map of Y in M is surjective, as required. □

Fix a smooth closed curve X as in (3.1) such that

(1) σ(ϕ(X)) = ϕ(X), and (2) the homomorphism ϕ_∗ : π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) induced by ϕ in (3.1) is surjective, where x_0 ∈ X.

We shall denote the restriction of the map σ to X by τ. The anti-holomorphic involution τ on X produces a C^∞ involution

I_X : B_X (r) −→ B_X (r) (5.2)

of B_X (r) in (3.3) that sends a flat connection (E, ∇) on X to (τ^∗E, τ^∗∇). The antiholomorphic involution σ on M produces a C^∞ involution

I_M : B_M (r) −→ B_M (r) (5.3)

of B_M (r) in (3.3) that sends a flat connection (E, ∇) on X to (σ^∗E, σ^∗∇).

From the above, the following is straightforward to prove.

Theorem 5.2. For any S ∈ {X, M}, the involution I_S in {(5.2), (5.3)} is antiholomorphic with respect to the complex structure I (that gives the complex structure of the moduli space of Higgs bundles H_S (r)). The involution I_S is holomorphic with respect to the complex structure J (that gives the complex structure of B_S (r)), and thus the fixed point set H_S (r)^{IS} is a (A, B, A)–brane in the corresponding moduli space H_S (r). Furthermore, I_X ∘ Ψ = Ψ ∘ I_M , where Ψ is the embedding in (3.4).

Remark 5.3. When the variety M is a Riemann surface, the involution I_M gives the map f in [1] fixing an (A, B, A)–brane in the moduli space of Higgs bundles on M. Moreover, in such a situation I_M can naturally be seen as part of a triple of involutions fixing Lagrangian subspaces, as shown in [2].

5.2. Real structures and λ–connections. Let X → M be an embedded real curve as above, and let τ and σ be the corresponding real structures. Note that for another irreducible smooth complex projective variety N and an algebraic map f : N −→ M, we obtain an induced map f^{M,N} : M^{DH}_M (r) −→ M^{DH}_N (r) generalizing Υ in (4.2). Thus, the commuting diagramX X M M ∼ ∼

yields for the twistor fibrations M^{DHM} (r) M^{DH}M (r)

M^{DH}_X (r) M^{DH}_X (r). ∼ ∼ (5.4)

In particular, at λ = 1 we obtain B_M (r) B_M (r)

B_X (r) B_X (r) I_M =f^{M,M}_{|λ=1} Φ Φ I_X =f^{X,X}_{|λ=1}

giving the J–part of Theorem 5.2. Recall that the fibers of a twistor space at λ = 0 and λ = ∞ are complex conjugate spaces. Hence, evaluating (5.4) at λ = 0, we obtain the commutative diagram HM (r) H_M (r) HM (r)

H_X (r) H_X (r) H_X (r) f^{M,M}_{|λ=0} Ψ ∼Ψf^{X,X} |λ=1 ∼

which is in full accordance with the I–part of Theorem 5.2.

6. Holomorphic action of a finite group As in previous sections, let M be an irreducible smooth complex projective variety of complex dimension d, and consider a finite group Γ acting faithfully on M via holomorphic automorphisms of M. For any γ ∈ Γ, the automorphism of M given by the action of γ will also be denoted by γ. For a very ample line bundle L on M, the holomorphic line bundle L := ⨂ γ∈Γ γ^∗L is both very ample and Γ–equivariant.

6.1. Actions on higher dimensional varieties. Consider the action of Γ on H^0(M, L) given by the action of Γ on L. For general d − 1 elements s_1, · · · , s_{d−1} of H^0(M, L)^Γ, the intersection X = d−1∏ i=1 divisor(s_i) ⊂ M is a smooth projective curve satisfying the following two conditions:

• the homomorphism π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) induced by the inclusion map X → M is surjective, where x_0 ∈ X, and

• the action of Γ on M preserves the curve X.

Fix a smooth closed curve X as in (3.1) such that

(1) the action of Γ on M preserves ϕ(X), and (2) the homomorphism ϕ_∗ : π_1(X, x_0) −→ π_1(M, x_0) induced by ϕ in (3.1) is surjective, where x_0 ∈ X.

Lemma 6.1. There is an embedding of the Γ–fixed locus H_M (r)^Γ in H_X (r)^Γ induced by the map Ψ in (3.4).

Proof. The action of Γ on M (respectively, X) produces an action of Γ on the moduli space H_M (r) (respectively, H_X (r)) of Higgs bundles on M (respectively, X) in (3.4); the action of any γ ∈ Γ sends any (E, θ) to (γ^∗E, γ^∗θ). The Γ–fixed locus in H_M (r) (respectively, H_X (r)) will be denoted by H_M (r)^Γ (respectively, H_X (r)^Γ). The map Ψ in (3.4) is evidently Γ–equivariant. Consequently, Γ produces a map

Ψ^Γ : H_M (r)^Γ −→ H_X (r)^Γ . (6.1)

The map Ψ^Γ in (6.1) is an embedding because Ψ is so. □

6.2. Actions on Riemann surfaces. We shall now restrict our attention to the case where M is a compact Riemann surface, and thus consider the moduli space M_{SL(r,C )} of semistable Higgs bundles as introduced in [10] whose structure group is SL(r, C ): that is, we consider M_{SL(r,C )} ⊂ H_M (r). In this setting, we can see the following.

Theorem 6.2. Assume that a finite group Γ ⊂ Aut(M) is acting on M such that the action is not free (so there are points with nontrivial isotropy). Then, for r > 2 the fixed point locus in M_{SL(r,C )} for the action of Γ will never be a mid-dimensional space, and thus will never be a Lagrangian subspace of M_{SL(r,C )} .

Proof. Assume that r > 2. Then any connected component of the fixed point locus

M^Γ_{SL(r,C )} ⊂ M_{SL(r,C )}

for the action of Γ is a component of a moduli space of parabolic Higgs bundles of rank r on the quotient surface M/Γ of fixed determinant for which the trace of the Higgs field is zero [3, 4].

Consider the quotient map q : M −→ M/Γ =: Y . The genus of Y will be denoted by g_Y . Let x_1, · · · , x_a ∈ Y be the points over which the map q is ramified. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ a, let r_i be the order of ramification of q at any point of q^{−1}(x_i) (clearly all points over x_i have same order of ramification). By Hurwitz formula,

2(g − 1) = 2N · (g_Y − 1) + a∑ i=1 Nr_i r_i + 1

, (6.2)

where N is the order of the group Γ.

We shall compute an upper bound for the dimension of the moduli space of SL(r, C ) parabolic Higgs bundles with parabolic structure at the ramification points for M. The maximal possible dimension of quasi-parabolic filtrations at a point on a given bundle is r(r − 1)/2, and the number of ramification points is ∑_a i=1 N r_i+1 . So an upper bound for

the dimension of the moduli space of parabolic Higgs bundles of rank r is

B := 2 ( (r^2 − 1)(g_Y − 1) + r(r − 1) 2 a∑ i=1 N r_i + 1 ) ; (6.3)

note that the dimension of the moduli space of vector bundles of rank r of fixed determinant on the curve Y is (r^2 − 1)(g_Y − 1). Now using (6.2) it follows immediately that B in (6.3) satisfies the inequality 2B < 2(r^2 − 1)(g − 1) = dim M_{SL(r,C )} .

The theorem follows from this inequality. □ Remark 6.3. It can be shown that the action of the group Γ =: (Z/2Z) × (Z/2Z) considered in [9] does not give mid-dimensional subspaces of the moduli spaces of higher rank Higgs bundles.

Proposition 6.4. Assume that M admits a holomorphic involution which is fixed point free. Then the corresponding fixed point locus M^{Z/2Z}_{SL(r,C )} ⊂ M_{SL(r,C )} is mid-dimensional for r > 1.

Proof. Since Γ = Z/2Z acts freely on M, the genus g_Y of the quotient Riemann surface Y := M/Γ is g_Y = g + 1 2 . We note that the given condition that the involution of M is fixed point free implies that the genus g of M is odd. Let M^Y_{SL(r,C )} denote the moduli space of semistable SL(r, C )– Higgs bundles on Y . Then we have

dim M_{SL(r,C )} = 2(r^2 − 1)(g − 1) = 4(r^2 − 1)(g_Y − 1) = 2 dim M^Y_{SL(r,C )} . The proposition follows from this. □

From the above results, one can further understand the structure of the fixed point locus as a brane of Higgs bundles. Indeed, in this setting one has the following. Proposition 6.5. All the fixed point loci M^Γ_{SL(r,C )} constructed in Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 6.4 are in fact (B, B, B)–branes.

Proof. The fixed point locus M^Γ_{SL(r,C )} ⊂ M_{SL(r,C )} is clearly holomorphic with respect to the natural holomorphic structure on the moduli space M_{SL(r,C )} of Higgs bundles. On the other hand, the action of Γ on M produces a homomorphism f_Γ : Γ −→ Out(π_1(M)) to the group of outer automorphisms of the fundamental group of M. Using this homomorphism f_Γ, the group Γ acts on the character variety

Hom(π_1(M), SL(r, C ))//SL(r, C ) .

This action of Γ on Hom(π_1(M), SL(r, C ))//SL(r, C ) is evidently given by algebraic automorphisms.

We note that if Hom(π_1(M), SL(r, C ))//SL(r, C ) is identified with the moduli space of flat SL(r, C ) connections on M, then the above action of Γ on

Hom(π_1(M), SL(r, C ))//SL(r, C )

corresponds to the following action of Γ on the moduli space of flat SL(r, C ) connections: the action of any γ ∈ Γ sends a flat connection (F, ∇) to the flat connection (γ^∗F, γ^∗∇).

The C^∞ diffeomorphism

M_{SL(r,C )}^∼−→ Hom(π_1(M), SL(r, C ))//SL(r, C )

given by the nonabelian Hodge theory is Γ–equivariant.

From these we conclude that the action of Γ on M_{SL(r,C )} preserves all the complex structures in the family of complex structures on

M_{SL(r,C )} = Hom(π_1(M), SL(r, C ))//SL(r, C )

defining the hyperKähler structure. Consequently, the fixed point locus M^Γ_{SL(r,C )} is a (B, B, B)–brane. □ Acknowledgements

We thank the two referees for going through the paper very carefully. IB is supported by a J. C. Bose Fellowship. LPS is partially supported by NSF CAREER Award DMS- 1749013.

On behalf of all authors, the corresponding author states that there is no conflict of interest.

References

[1] D. Baraglia and L. P. Schaposnik, Higgs bundles and (A, B, A)-branes, Comm. Math. Phys. 331 (2014), 1271–1300.

[2] D. Baraglia and L. P. Schaposnik, Real structures on moduli spaces of Higgs bundles, Adv. Theor.

Math. Phys. 20 (2016), 525–551.

[3] I. Biswas, Parabolic principal Higgs bundles, Jour. Ramanujan Math. Soc. 23 (2008), 311–325. [4] I. Biswas, S. Majumder and M. L. Wong, Parabolic Higgs bundles and Γ-Higgs bundles, Jour.

Aust. Math. Soc. 95 (2013), 315–328.

[5] T.-H. Chen and B. C. Ngô, On the Hitchin morphism for higher dimensional varieties, Duke Math. J. 169 (2020), 1971–2004.

[6] K. Corlette, Flat G-bundles with canonical metrics, J. Differential Geom. 28 (1988), 361–382. [7] S. K. Donaldson, Twisted harmonic maps and the self-duality equations, Proc. London Math.

Soc. 55 (1987), 127–131.

[8] K. Lamotke, The topology of complex projective varieties after S. Lefschetz, Topology 20 (1981), 15–51.

[9] S. Heller and L. P. Schaposnik, Branes through finite group actions, Jour. Geom. Phy. 129 (2018), 279–293.

[10] N. J. Hitchin, The self-duality equations on a Riemann surface, Proc. London Math. Soc. 55 (1987), 59–126.

[11] N. J. Hitchin, Stable bundles and integrable systems, Duke Math. Jour. 54 (1987), 91–114. [12] N. J. Hitchin, A. Karlhede, U. Lindström, and M. Rocek, Hyperkähler Metrics and Supersymmetry, Commun. Math. Phys. 108 (1987), 535–589.

[13] A. Kapustin and E. Witten, Electric-magnetic duality and the geometric Langlands program, Commun. Number Theory Phys. 1 (2007), 1–236.

[14] S. Kobayashi, Differential geometry of complex vector bundles, Publications of the Mathematical Society of Japan, 15. Kanô Memorial Lectures, 5, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ; Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1987.

[15] C. T. Simpson, Constructing variations of Hodge structure using Yang-Mills theory and applications to uniformization, Jour. Amer. Math. Soc. 1 (1988), 867–918.

[16] C. T. Simpson, Higgs bundles and local systems, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 75 (1992), 5–95.

[17] C. T. Simpson, Moduli of representations of the fundamental group of a smooth projective variety.

I, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 79 (1994), 47–129.

[18] C. T. Simpson, Moduli of representations of the fundamental group of a smooth projective variety.

II, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 80 (1994), 5–79.

[19] C. T. Simpson, The Hodge filtration on nonabelian cohomology, Algebraic geometry, Santa Cruz 1995, 217–281, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 62, Part 2, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, (1997).

[20] R. A. Wentworth, Higgs bundles and local systems on Riemann surfaces, Geometry and quantization of moduli spaces, 165–219, Adv. Courses Math. CRM Barcelona, Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2016.

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

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

Institute of Differential Geometry, Leibniz Universität Hannover, Welfengarten 1, 30167 Hannover

Email address: seb.heller@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics, Statistics, and Computer Science, University of Illinois at Chicago, 851 S Morgan St, Chicago, IL 60607, United States Email address: schapos@uic.edu