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Z-critical equations for holomorphic
vector bundles on Kahler surfaces

Julien Keller and Carlo Scarpa

We prove that the existence of a Z-positive and Z-critical Hermitian metric
on a rank 2 holomorphic vector bundle over a compact Kéahler surface implies
that the bundle is Z-stable. As particular cases, we obtain stability results
for the deformed Hermitian Yang-Mills equation and the almost Hermite-
Einstein equation for rank 2 bundles over surfaces. We show examples of
Z-unstable bundles and Z-critical metrics away from the large volume limit.
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1 Introduction

Let E — X be a holomorphic vector bundle over the compact complex manifold X,
and assume that w is a Kahler form on X. We consider a class of partial differential
equations, called Z-critical equations, to be solved for a Hermitian metric h on E, that
take the form

Im(e™ "2 Z(h)) = 0. (1.1)


http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.03312v1

The equation depends on w and the choice of a polynomial central charge as defined
by Bayer [ |. Briefly, a polynomial central charge Z is defined by a vector of
complex numbers p € (C*)" and a unitary class U € H*(X,R), and associates to any
subvariety V' C X and any sheaf S — V' a complex number Zy (S). We refer to Section 2
for the precise definition.

The Z-critical equations have been introduced by Dervan, McCarthy, and Sektnan
in | | as a possible differential-geometric counterpart to Bridgeland stability con-
ditions; it is conjectured that the existence of solutions of (1.1) should be equivalent
to an algebraic stability condition on the bundle E, at least in certain regimes. This
expectation has already been partially confirmed in various interesting cases. For a line
bundle and a particular choice of central charge, (1.1) becomes the deformed Hermi-
tian Yang-Mills equation (dHYM equation), for which it is known that the existence
of solutions is equivalent to an algebraic positivity condition that is reminiscent of the
Nakai-Moishezon criterion. This correspondence for the deformed Hermitian Yang-Mills
equation has attracted a lot of attention in recent years; for the sake of brevity, we
refer the reader to [ 1, [ |, 1 | for an in-depth treatment of the subjects.
On higher-rank bundles, one of the main results of | | is that one has a corre-
spondence between the existence of solutions of (1.1) and the Z-stability of E in an
asymptotic regime known as the large volume limat.

Establishing the existence of solutions of (1.1) poses in general exceptional difficulties,
and most of the few results that are known are limited to low-rank and low-dimensional
situations, where Z-critical equations simplify substantially. A possible exception is
given by the examples of dHYM connections over a Fano threefold appearing in the recent
paper | |. If X is a curve, the Z-critical equation reduces to the Hermite-Einstein
problem, for E of any rank. If instead X is a complex surface and rk(£) = 1, the problem
of the existence of solutions for any Z-critical equation is essentially settled in | ,
§2.3.3], at least under a mild positivity assumption called the volume form hypothesis.
For rk(E) = 1, it seems likely that one can approach the Z-critical equation following the
study of the deformed Hermitian Yang-Mills equation. The possible presence of a non-
vanishing unitary class (see Section 2 for the definition) however greatly complicates the
analysis even in the rank-1 case: it might not be possible to write the Z-critical equation
as a PDE for the eigenvalues of a Hermitian matrix, a feature of the dHYM equation
that was crucial to develop the PDE theory of | | to link the existence of solutions
with an algebraic stability condition conjectured in | ].

In this paper we focus instead on the case when the base manifold X is a complex
surface, and F is a vector bundle of arbitrary rank. Our main goal is to refine the
conjectural correspondence proposed in | | between the existence of Z-critical
metrics h € HT(E) and algebraic stability conditions on the pair (X, F). In particular,
we show evidence in support of such a correspondence in non-asymptotic regimes, at
least for bundles of rank 2. We also highlight an algebro-geometric consequence of the
existence of a Z-positive metric h € H*(E), due to [ ]. This essentially is a notion
of subsolution for the Z-critical equation, see Section 2.1 for the precise definition.



Theorem 1.1. Let E — X be vector bundle on the compact Kahler surface X, and fix a
polynomial central charge Z. If there exists a Z-positive metric h € HT(E) in the sense
of Definition 2.6, then

1. Im (Z;}E@?) > 0 for any 1-dimensional analytic subvariety V C X.

Moreover, for E simple and of rank 2, if h € H'(FE) is Z-positive and solves the Z-
critical equation,

2. Im (gﬁg%) < 0 for any sub-bundle S C E such that 0 < rk(S) < rk(E),
and if the bundle is in addition strongly Z-positive (see Definition 1.2 below) the inequal-
ity in 2 holds for any coherent saturated subsheaf S C E of rank 0 < rk(S) < rk(FE).

The second part of Theorem 1.1 is the first stability result for the existence of solutions
to the Z-critical equation, and the dHYM equation in particular, for bundles of rank
greater than 1 in a non-asymptotic regime.

Note that we can rephrase the statements in Theorem 1.1 in a more symmetric fashion
by considering quotients of E, instead of sub-sheaves. Indeed, the second conclusion of
Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to

2 Im (gig%) > 0 for every quotient Q of E such that 0 < rk(Q) < rk(E).

Theorem 1.1 gives strong additional evidence for an algebraic characterisation of the
existence of solutions to the Z-critical equation, along the lines of | , Conjec-
ture 1.6]. The positivity part of Theorem 1.1 is due to McCarthy, who showed the
inequality for codimension 1 analytic submanifolds of a Kahler manifold of arbitrary
dimension, see [ , Theorem 1.6]. The proof we present here is essentially the same
as in | , Theorem 4.3.13]. We remark however that Theorem 1.1, as stated, might
not be sharp, since the Z-positivity condition is a priori stronger than the positivity
condition we need to obtain each part of the statement, see Section 3.1 below. Still,
our computations and some simple examples make it natural to propose the following
refinement of the conjectural stability picture of | | for the existence of Z-critical
metrics, at least on surfaces.

Definition 1.2. Given a polynomial central charge Z, a holomorphic vector bundle £
over X is said to be Z-positive if, for any analytic sub-variety V' C X of dimension

0 <dimV < dim X,
ZV(ErV))
Im|———21] >0 1.2
( Zx(5) (12)

and FE is strongly Z-positive if in addition (1.2) holds also for 0-dimensional analytic
subvarieties V' C X (i.e. finite collections of points). We say instead that E is Z-stable
if, for any coherent torsion-free quotient @ of E of rank 0 < rk(Q) < rk(F£),

Im (ZE%) > 0. (1.3)




Remark 1.3. The Z-positivity condition can be interpreted as a Z-stability condi-
tion for certain rank-0 quotients: if V' C X, then we have a surjective morphism of
sheaves £ — E ® 1.0y — 0, and Zx(E ® 1,.Oy) = Zy(E}y). This interpretation of
Z-positivity was first noted for divisors implicitly in | , Theorem 4.3.13].

Conjecture 1.4. For any polynomial central charge Z and any simple holomorphic
vector bundle E on a compact Kahler surface X, there exists a Z-positive metric h €
HY(E) if and only if E is Z-positive. Moreover, there exists a Z-positive solution of the
Z-critical equation if and only if E is Z-positive and Z-stable.

It is likely that this conjectural correspondence between the existence of (sub)solutions
to the Z-critical equation and Z-stability will need some refinement, probably in the form
of a “supercritical phase condition”. Indeed, such a condition is crucial in the stability
characterisation for the existence of solutions of the dHYM equation. For general central
charges on line bundles over complex surfaces, we also know from | , Theorem 2.27]
that Conjecture 1.4 holds under an additional positivity condition called the wvolume
form hypothesis. We will briefly discuss in Section 4 why a similar hypothesis might in
fact be part of the appropriate condition to establish our Conjecture. We also propose a
generalisation of Conjecture 1.4 that includes decomposable bundles, leading to a notion
of Z-polystability.

The main observation leading to Theorem 1.1 is that the Z-critical equation on a sur-
face can be recast as a vector bundle Monge-Ampeére equation, an equation that coincides
with the usual complex Monge-Ampere equation in the case when the bundle has rank 1.
This property was first noted for the deformed Hermitian Yang-Mills equation in rank 1
in | |, and was then exploited in [ | to show that a Nakai-Moishezon-type
criterion characterises the existence of solutions to the Z-critical equations in rank 1. In
higher rank, a particular case of this phenomenon was noted by Takahashi in | ]
for the J-equation, which is the small radius limit of the deformed Hermitian Yang-Mills
equation. It is important to mention that | | established a result similar to 1.1 for
the J-equation, again on rank 2 bundles.

The vector bundle Monge-Ampere equation was first introduced by Pingali in [ .
He showed that, under some positivity assumptions, the existence of solutions of the
vector bundle Monge-Ampeére equation implies a condition called Monge-Ampére stabil-
ity, see Section 2 for the definition. Theorem 1.1 will follow from a slight modification
of Pingali’s stability result:

Theorem 1.5 ( | |, Proposition 3.1). Assume that E — X is a simple rank 2
holomorphic vector bundle over a compact Kdhler surface, and that h € H*(E) is a
solution of

Fhy?=n®1g (1.4)

for a volume formn on X. If Tr F(h) > 0, then E is Monge-Ampére stable in the sense
of Definition 2./.

The paper is organised as follows: in Section 2 we collect the definitions and some
background on the Z-critical and the Monge-Ampere vector bundle equations. Section 3



is the heart of the paper and contains the proof of Theorem 1.1. We also comment on
other stability notions that are closely related to Z-stability, and show an openness result
for the existence of Z-critical metrics that allows to obtain many new examples starting
from Mumford stable bundles. Section 4 contains some (non-)examples of Z-positive
and Z-critical metrics on bundles of rank 2 and 3 on P2. We also formulate a version
of Conjecture 1.4 for decomposable bundles and we prove it for decomposable rank 2
bundles over surfaces. Finally, we show that our results can be used to deduce stability
results for the almost Hermite-Einstein equation in non-asymptotic cases, showing that
there is a non-asymptotic analogue of Gieseker stability.
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2 The Z-critical and vector bundle Monge-Ampeére
equations

In this section we recall the definitions and some basic properties of the Z-critical and
vector bundle Monge-Ampere equations. We refer the reader to | ] and [ ]
for a more in-depth discussion of the former equation, and to [ | for the latter.

Let £ — X be a holomorphic vector bundle over a compact complex manifold X of
complex dimension n, and assume that X carries a Kahler metric w. Given any affine
connection D on E, we denote the (1,0) and (0, 1) parts of the connection by D" and D"
respectively, and the curvature by F(D) € AYY(EndE). It will also be convenient to
also define the normalised curvature form of D as

i
F(D):=—F(D).
(D) := 5-F(D)
Given a Hermitian metric h on E, we will also denote by F(h) the normalised curvature
of the Chern connection defined by A and the holomorphic structure of E, which is
a (1,1)-form on X with values in the self-adjoint (with respect to h) endormorphisms
of E. This normalisation is chosen so that the differential form

rk(F)
Trer ™ .= Tr Tf(h)j
=0 7

represents the total Chern character of E, ch(FE). We denote by chy(F) the degree-2d
component of ch(E), which is represented by the (2d, 2d)-form Tr F?/d!.



The Z-critical equation (1.1) as defined in | | depends on the choice of:

e a stability vector p € C"™! ie. n+ 1 nonzero complex numbers (po, ..., p,) such
that Im(p;/pj+1) > 0 for 0 < j < n;

e the representative u € A*(X,R) of a unipotent class U =1+ 3, U; € H*(X,R)
such that U; € H7(X,R) for each j.

Given these objects, Dervan-McCarthy-Sektnan | | define a A™"(EndFE)-valued
differential operator,

Z(h) = [(ipﬁﬂ) /\u/\ef(h)] : (2.1)

J=0

where [...]*P indicates that one only has to consider the maximal-degree part of a
differential form. This data also defines a polynomial central charge as in | ]

Zx(E) = /X Tv Z(h),

that does not depend on the choices of u € U and h € H(FE). Assuming that Z(FE) is
nonzero, the Z-critical equation for a Hermitian metric h € H*(FE) (or the associated
Chern connection D) is

Im(e"’2Z(D)) =0

where the phase angle ¥ is determined modulo 27 through integration, i.e.
Z(E) = e'"FRy,.

Remark 2.1. There are some minor differences between how the Z-critical equation
was introduced in | | and the one presented here, mainly due to the fact that
in the original paper the authors focus on an asymptotic regime known as the large
volume limit. In that context, one rescales the Kahler form by w + kw and is interested
in the properties of the Z-critical equation (1.1) for k& > 0. The stability vectors
in [ | then are required to satisfy different conditions than the ones we consider:
they impose Imp,, > 0 and Im(p,_1/p,) > 0, rather than Im(p,/p;+1) > 0 for 0 < j < n.
The condition Imp,, > 0 however is just a choice of normalisation, one can ensure this
by rotating the whole stability vector without affecting the stability of the bundle nor
the existence of critical metrics. The reason why in [ | only the last condition
of Im(p;/p;j+1) > 0 is required, is that this is the minimum necessary to guarantee that
any asymptotically Z-stable bundle (see Section 3.2) is Mumford semistable. From our
point of view however, it is more natural to have the same assumptions as in the original
definition of a polynomial stability condition, see | |.

Remark 2.2. Here, as in | |, by “imaginary part” Im(A) of an endomorphism-
valued form A € A*(X,EndF) we mean (—i times) the anti-self-adjoint component of
the endomorphism, Im(A) = - (A — A*) with respect to the Hermitian metric on E.



Similarly, the “real part” indicates the self-adjoint component. When the Hermitian
bundle has rank one, these indeed coincide with the real and imaginary parts of a
complex-valued 1-form. With this convention then, if D is the Chern connection of a

Hermitian bundle (F, h), one has Im(F (D)) = 0 and Re(F(D)) = F(D).
When X is a complex surface, the general Z-critical operator is, for h € H*(E),

2(h) = (po+p1w+pzw2)A(1+ul+uz)A(1E+F<h)+%f(h>2)] N -

1
=potty + prw A uy + pow?® + (pous + prw) A F(R) + 5/)0-7:(}1)2
and the corresponding Z-charge is given by integrating the trace of (2.2) on X:
Zx(E) = (p0U2 —+ plUl.[LLJ] -+ pg[w]z) I'k(E) + (poU1 + o1 [w]) Ch1<E) + poChg(E). (23)

As F(h) is self-adjoint with respect to the metric h and U is a real class, the Z-critical
equation can be written as

aF(h?+BAFR)+7x1=0 (2.4)

where a € R, 8 € AYY(X,R) and v € A*?(X,R) are defined as

1 .
o= §Im (e_“ngo)
6 =Im (eilﬂE (p0u1 + plw))

v =1Im (e_mE (p0u2 + prw A ug + ,02w2)) .

(2.5)

Note that the coefficients 5 and v are A-commuting with F(h), so the Z-critical equa-
tion (2.4) is equivalent to

(]—“(h) + % ® M)Q = <<%)2 - %) ® 1p. (2.6)

We are assuming here that « # 0, the case a = 0 essentially reduces to the Hermite-
Einstein problem and will be treated separately in Section 3.3.
This simple observation shows

Lemma 2.3. With the previous notation, let n:= (8/2a)? —v/a. Then, the Z-critical
equation is equivalent to the twisted vector bundle Monge-Ampere equation

2
(J—“(h)+%®ILE) =n® lg. (2.7)

When 7 is a volume form and 5 = 0 (or 8/2a € ¢i(N) for a line bundle N), this
equation was introduced and studied by Pingali in | ]. As we mentioned in the
Introduction, the existence of solutions of (1.4) is tied to the Monge-Ampere stability of



the bundle, at least in certain regimes, see Theorem 1.5. We introduce a version of this
condition that takes into account the possible presence of a non-vanishing form g. It
will be useful in what follows to let

Faop(h) = F(h)+ % ® 1g.

Generalising Pingali’s Monge-Ampere slope, we define for 9 := [3/2a] € HM(X, R)

Ch2<E) Ch1<E)’l9
E):= = E E
paag(B) = — =+ k(D) para(E) + po(E)
where the Chern characters of S are defined through a vector bundle resolution of S,
and pipr4 denotes the original Monge-Ampere slope of | ].

Definition 2.4 (| ]). For a real (1,1)-class ¥ and a vector bundle F on a Kéahler
surface X, we say that E is ¥-Monge-Ampére stable with respect to ¢ if for every coherent
saturated subsheaf S C E such that 0 < rk(S) < rk(E) we have

() < paras(E). (2.8)

In the next section, we will show that this twisted Monge-Ampere stability is in fact
equivalent to Z-stability under the correspondence of Lemma 2.3, at least when o > 0.
This shows that the (twisted) vector bundle Monge-Ampeére equation is, in some sense,
the main equation of interest for vector bundles on Kéhler surfaces. The Z-critical
equation and the vector bundle Monge-Ampere equation seem otherwise unrelated on
higher dimensional manifolds, but we hope this work will stimulate further research on
the vector bundle Monge-Ampere equation.

Remark 2.5. The condition a > 0 can also be rephrased as Im (ZX(E)p0> > 0, or

i (AE)

Note that Z,(F) = rk(E)po for any point = € X, hence a Z-positive bundle is strongly
Z-positive if and only if o > 0.

2.1 Some positivity conditions for Hermitian metrics

A problematic feature of both (1.1) and (1.4) is that they might fail to be elliptic. To
characterise the situations in which the Z-critical equation is elliptic at least near a
solution, we can consider either the linearisation of the operator D +— e”(P) defined
on the space of affine connections compatible with a fixed Hermitian metric hg, or
the linearisation of h + e”® defined on H*(E). When we take a path of Hermitian
metrics hy or a path of connections D, and consider the variation of e”*, one finds over
a complex dimension n manifold,

"l el .
at:oeft = Oi—o Z Fftj = Z ﬁ Z-Fg ! (at:O-Ft) -7:3 L.
j=1"" ji=1"" p=1



We introduce a multilinear product on A*(EndFE) as

1 I sgn(o
[Av A NAjL = i D (1D Ay A A Aoy

) JESJ'

where the graded sign of a permutation, grsgn(o), is defined as the sign obtained by
permuting Ay A ... A;j to Ayq) A -+ A Ay as differential forms (so, ignoring EndE
factors). Then the derivative of e* can be rewritten as

n

1
at:()e}—Zt = Z m [FO VAN .F(] /\815:0?25] sym = [e]:t AN at:()]:t}

- sym
=1 j—1 times
so that the derivative of Z, say along a path of connections D;, can be written as

besz(0) = [[(5 ) nan

n—1,n—1
| A 8t0]:(Dt)]
sym

. n—1,n—1
It seems reasonable then to let Z'(D) := [(Z; ,ojw]> Au A ef(D)] . The differen-
tial of Z along a path of holomorphic structures D} on E generated by the action of an

element of the complexified gauge group V € iA°(X,End(E, h)) then becomes
Bi—oZ(D(h, D)) = QL [Z2(D) A (D"D' — D'D")V]
T

This discussion suggests to impose an additional positivity condition on Hermitian met-
rics on E to guarantee the ellipticity of the equation.

(2.9)

sym *

Definition 2.6. Given a polynomial central charge Z on a holomorphic vector bundle F,
we say that a Hermitian metric h (or its Chern connection) is Z-positive (also called

(strong) Z-subsolution in | ]) if the 2(n — 1) End(E)-valued form Im(e="?= Z'(h))
is positive definite; i.e. for any x € X and any £ € T X x End(E,)
i Tr [Im (722" (h)) ANE AE] >0 (2.10)

where Z’(h) is the formal derivative of Z(h) with respect to F(h).

This subsolution condition is crucial for the moment map interpretation of the Z-
critical equation in [ |; indeed, the equation can be shown to be coming from a
Hamiltonian action on the space of connections that are unitary with respect to a fixed
Hermitian metric hg and satisfy the subsolution condition; the symplectic form on this
space is given by the Hermitian pairing

sym

(a,by = —1i /X Tr [Im (e 7’2 2'(R)) Aa Ab*] >0 (2.11)

for a,b € A“'EndFE, which is positive provided that the Chern connection of h is a
Z-subsolution: this also partially motivates our alternative naming of Z-positive metric
for h € H*(F) satisfying (2.10).

There is a similar positivity notion for the vector bundle Monge-Ampere equation,
that we adapt from [ | to include the possible presence of a nontrivial twist.



Definition 2.7. Given a nonzero a € R and a (1,1)-form 8, a metric h € H(FE)
is said to be Monge-Ampere positive with respect to a and ( if for any z € X and
any £ € TO* X x End(E))

3
—_

1Ty [€5 A Fag(h)F AEAFop(h)” 1] > 0.
0

i

The direct computation shows that in the 2-dimensional case, Z-positivity and Monge-
Ampere positivity are equivalent under the correspondence of Lemma 2.3, if a > 0.
Indeed, on a complex surface we have, with the notation of (2.5),

Im (e_wEZ/) =Im (e_mE (po.F+ (poUl + p1W) ® ]lE)) = 2aF + 6 X ]lE
so that

iTr [Im (e7722'(h)) A& AE] =iTr[2aF(h)+B® 1) AE AE]

o (2.12)
=i Tr [ ANENA Fapg(h) + & A Fap(h) NE].

sym

If instead a < 0, then h is Z-positive if and only if it is Monge-Ampere negative, i.e. for
any € X and any nonzero £ € T X x End(E,)

1Tr (€ ANENFap(h)+E ANFaplh)NE <O.

3 Z-stability and Monge-Ampere stability

Our first result allows us to compare the inequalities (2.8) and (1.3). As a corollary, we
see that Z-stability and twisted Monge-Ampere stability are equivalent. All the results
in this section hold under the assumption that X is a surface.

Proposition 3.1. For any subsheaf S C E, under the correspondence of Lemma 2.3 we
have

I (Zx(8) Zx(E) ) = 201k(8)|Zx ()| (#a14,0(S) = par4.0(E)).

Proof. 1t is just a matter of carefully computing each term. To start, recall from the
definition that

inran(S) — pinpag(E) = B2(8) _ cha(E) +(chl<S> _ch1<E>) 18]

" 1k(S)  tk(E) k(S)  rk(E) ) 2a°
Note from (2.5) that the class of [ is

18] =T (7% (ol + pr[w]) = | Zx(B)| T (Zx (B (ool + pae]))
We proceed to the computation of Im (ZX(S) ZX(E)>. By definition, we have

Zx(E) = (poUz + pU1.[w] + p2[w]?) tk(E) + (poUs + p1[w]) .cha(E) + pocha(E),
Zx<S) = (poUz + plUl.[w] + pg[w]z) I'k(S) + (p0U1 + pl[w]) Chl(S) + p(]Ch2(S).

10



The direct computation gives

Im (ZX(S) T(E)) —Im [ZX( ) (ool + prU7-[w] + pg[w]2)] rk(S)+

+Im [M(poUl + 1 [w])] .ch;(S) + Im [ZX(E)pO} chs(.9).
(3.1)

As the only non-real quantities in Zx(F) are the coefficients p;, one finds

Im [ZX( ) (p0Us + prUy.[w ]+p2[w]2)] _

BN [T(E)ZX(E)} o [ZX(E) ( (poUs + prlw]) .chy (E) + pochQ(E))} -

rk(E) rk(E)
- _ @Im |:ZX( ) (poUs + p1[w]) .chy (F) + ZX<E>pOCh2<E>:| _
= — ﬁlm |:ZX( ) (poUs + pr|w ])} chy(F) — Mlm [ZX(E)/)O} chy(E).

We substitute this into (3.1) to obtain

Im (ZX(S) T(E)) —Im [ZX( ) (poU + prlw ])] . (—%chl(@ + chl(S))

rk(9S)

(3.2)
+ Im [T(E)po} (_rk(E) chy(E) + Ch2<S))

and the right-hand side can be rewritten as

k(9)| 2y (B)| (8] BN g1 4 (512 ()20 (D21D) - BEN) g
tk(S)  rk(E) k(S)  tk(E)

Pingali’s Theorem 1.5 holds assuming that n > 0, f = 0 and Tr F(h) > 0. In
the case when §/2a € ¢;(N) for a line bundle N, we can reduce to this situation by
considering the bundle £/ = E ® N, since there is a solution of the twisted vector
bundle Monge-Ampere equation on FE if and only if there is a solution of the usual
vector bundle Monge-Ampere equation on E’. In our setting however the “rationality
assumption” § € c(IN) is not very natural, as it is not satisfied by many important
charges, and we will show that indeed this hypothesis is not necessary.

Still, in view of Theorem 1.5, it is natural to consider the condition

20 Tr F(h) +1k(E)5 > 0. (3.3)
We will prove shortly that any Z-positive metric, not necessarily solving the Z-critical

equation, satisfies (3.3). An interesting phenomenon is that the existence of some h €
HH(F) satisfying (3.3) is guaranteed by the inequality (1.2).

11



Lemma 3.2 (] ). Let Z be a polynomial central charge, and let E — X be a
holomorphic vector bundle on the Kdhler surface X. With the notation of (2.5), the
cohomology class 2acchy(E) + tk(E)[S] is positive if and only if for every curve V.C X

i.e. if and only if E is Z-positive.

Proof. Recall that the Demailly-Paun extension of the Nakai-Moishezon criterion | ]
(see also [ | for the case of surfaces) implies that a class [x] is positive if and only
if [x].[V] > O for every curve V' C X. Hence, 2a ch;(E) + rk(E)[8] > 0 if and only if for
every V C X

(2acchy (E) +1k(E)[B]).[V] >0

which translates to, by definition of
rk(E)

1 Zx(E)]

On the other hand, having fixed a curve V, Im (Zy(E) Zx(E)™') > 0 is equivalent to

(m chy (E) + Im (ZX(E) (U1 + p1 [w]))) V] > 0.
Im (ZX(E)ZV(E)) >0
and Zx(F) is given by (2.3), while integrating the charge over V' we find
Zy(E) = (po chi(E) + tk(E) (poUs + p1lw]) ).[V].

Hence, Im (ZX(E)ZV(E)> equals

Im (ZX(E)pO chl(E)) V] + rk(E)Im (ZX(E) (0oU1 + 1 [w])) VI

= |Zx(E)| 2a chy(B).[V] + tk(E)Im (ZX(E) (U + pr [w])) V.

So, Im (ZX(E)ZV(E)> > 0 is equivalent to

rk(E)
2achy (B)[V] + 75 (ZX(E) (U + p1 M)) V] >o. O

Lemma 3.3. If h € HT(E) is Z-positive, then 2aTr F(h) + tk(E)5 > 0.

Proof. Recall that a metric h € H*T(FE) is Z-positive if for any x € X and any £ €
T X x End(E,)

ITr [ AEAN (20 F + 80 1)+ & A2aF+ B0 1g) AL > 0.
Hence, if we choose £ = v ® 1g for some v € TO* X we get
WAVATIR2aF+®@1g] >0
and as this holds for any choice of v, 2aTr F(h) + rk(E)S is a positive (1,1)-form. O

12



Putting together Proposition 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Lemma 3.3 with Pingali’s stability
result (Theorem 1.5) will prove Theorem 1.1 in the case o > 0, except for the possible
non-rationality of 5 and the fact that the statement of Theorem 1.5 in [ | requires
that the form 7 in (1.4) is a positive top-degree form. We can translate this through the
correspondence in Lemma 2.3 to obtain a condition for a general Z-critical metric: with
the notation of (2.5),

n>0 <= B%—4day>0. (3.4)

We call (3.4) the volume form hypothesis. This hypothesis is in fact not necessary for
Theorem 1.5 to hold, as we show in Section 3.1.

Example 3.4. It is easy to construct rank 2 bundles over a surface which are Monge-
Ampere stable, Z-stable, Z-positive but are not Mumford stable. For a positive integer r,
let’s consider a non-split extension

0—=L,—FE—=>0x—0

over X, the blow-up of P? at one point. Denote H is the hyperplane section and E;
is the exceptional divisor. We consider [w| = pH — ¢FE; with positive integers p, ¢ such
that p > ¢q. Now we choose L, = r(¢H — pF1), r € N* so that

chy(£,).Jw] =0 = chy(E).[w], (3.5)

and this implies that E is strictly Mumford semi-stable with respect to the positive

class w. Moreover,
2

cho(L,) = %((f —p?) <0. (3.6)

Thus, for large r > 1 the extension is non trivial as h' (X, £,) # 0. This can be deduced
from the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch formula, since h°(X, £,) — h' (X, L,) + h*(X, L,) =
2 (> — p?) + O(r) is negative for large r.

Now, let’s consider a polynomial central charge Z for which Uj is proportional to |w].

From (2.5), a computation shows that
|Zx (E)|a = Uy.[w]Im(popr) + [w]*Im(po72)
which is independent of r» and will be positive if U; is well-chosen. Furthermore,

|Zx(E)|8 =cha(E)Im(popr)w + 2Im((pous + prw) (potiz + prus.[w] + pa2lw]?))

2 .2
=r? (q 2 - ) Im(pop1)w + 2Im(poprus . [w] + popalw?])ur + 2Im(p1pa) [w?]w
+ 2Im(%p1)UQW

2 and independent of r such

Since Im(p1pg) < 0, we can choose U, proportional to [w]
that f = kw with £ > 0 possibly very large.
We want to show that E is Monge-Ampere stable with respect to ¢ = [3/2a]. Firstly,

we note that chao(L,) = ppas(Lr) < paran(Ox) using (3.5) and (3.6). If not, there will
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be a rank 1 torsion free susbheaf £’ that will destabilize F with respect to the Monge-
Ampere slope ppr4,9. In the above exact sequence, let us denote the maps 6, : E — Ox
and 0y : L' — E. Since L has rank one, it is Monge-Ampere stable and so the map 6, 06,
is either trivial or an isomorphism. In the first case, we get a new map £’ — £ and since £
is Monge-Ampere stable, this implies ppa9(L) < paras(L). But this contradicts the
assumption that £’ destabilizes F. In the second case, the isomorphisms gives £ = Ox
and the extension splits which contradicts our construction. Eventually, this shows
that E is Monge-Ampere stable.

Under the above assumptions, F is Z-stable by Proposition 3.1. Moreover, it is easy to
check directly that E is Z-positive. Actually, |Zx(E)|(2achi(E) + [B]rk(E)) is positive
for large k and thus one can apply Lemma 3.2. We investigate the existence of Z-critical
metrics for this bundle in Example 4.12. Note that the choices of r and U;, Uy can be
done effectively.

Polynomial central charges are additive on short exact sequences, and this implies in
particular that

Lemma 3.5 (] . If E — X is a Z-stable vector bundle for some polynomial
central charge Z, then E is simple.

Proof. As the Chern character ch(FE) is additive on short exact sequences, if E is Z-
stable any vector bundle morphism ¢ : £ — FE is either 0 or an isomorphism. Indeed,
considering the kernel and range of ¢ we obtain

(G ) = (G ) = (2) -0

However ker ¢ and ran ¢ are subsheaves of E, and if 0 < rk(ker ¢) < rk(E) the Z-stability

of F would imply
Zy(ker ) Zy(ran g)
Im (T@) < 0or Im (T(E)) < O,

which is a contradiction. But then ¢ must be the multiplication by a scalar: let A
be any eigenvalue of ¢ on a fibre E,, and apply the previous result to the morphism
¢ = ¢ — Al g. As it is not invertible, it must be identically zero. O

3.1 Consequences of Monge-Ampeére positivity

This Section rephrases and expands the proof of | , Lemma 3.1]. We write the details
both for completeness and to highlight the importance of the Monge-Ampere positivity
of a solution of (2.7), which is stronger than the positivity assumption in | | but is
more natural from our point of view. We also highlight the fact that it is not necessary to
assume the volume form hypothesis, and we take into account a non-vanishing twist 3 /2«
in (2.7). Most of the computation will be done for vector bundles of arbitrary rank, as
we hope that our approach can be used to establish Theorem 1.1 for higher rank bundles.

14



Consider a short exact sequence of vector bundles over the compact Kéahler surface X
0—-S—FE—Q—0. (3.7)

Fix a Hermitian metric h on E, and let A € A%'(Hom(Q), S)) be the second fundamental
form of (3.7). Then the curvature forms of h, its restriction hg on S and the induced
metric hg on () are related by

Fsap — gz ANA" LD'A ) (3.8)

Fap(h) = ( —%D/’A* Fo.a8 — ﬁA* N A
where we denote by Fg and Fg the curvature forms of hg and hg respectively, and
following the previous notation we set Fgop = Fs + % ® lg. Note also that (3.8)

depends on the decomposition f® 1p = ® 1s® B ® 1g.
Squaring (3.8) we obtain

Fop(h)* =
((Fsp— ANA) — (L) D'AN DA (...)
(...) (Fous — A" ANA) = () DA ADA)
Assume that h is a solution of F, 5(h)? = n ® 1g; then, we must have

. 2 . 2
(fs,aﬁ - iA A A*) — (QL) D'AND"A* =n® 1g

™

. 2 . 2
<-FQ,04,B - %A* A A) - <2L) D" A* N D'A= ne ILQ.

™

Taking the traces and integrating, we find two equations relating chy(S), cha(Q), and A
to rk(5), rk(Q), and ¥ = [f]/2«, with some spurious terms. More precisely, for S we get

rk(S) [n].X =21k(S)puara.9(S) + rk(S)9* — 22—; Tr (Fsap NANAY
N2 IX ) (3.9)
+ <§) /XTr (AN AD?) - (ﬁ) /XTr (D'A A D"A*)
while for )
tk(Q) )X =2rk(Q)asasl@) + K@ = o [ T (Fous A 1 A
(3.10)

+ <%)2/XT1“ (A" A A)) - (%)2/)(% (D"A* A D'A) .

Note now that (1.4) implies

21k(E) iara,0(E) + rtk(E)9” = tk(E) [1].X = (rk(S) + rk(Q))[n] X
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and from the exact sequence we get

2 rk(E),uMA,,g(E) + rk(E)ﬁQ =
0 k(S)puarao(S) + TK(S)P? + 21K(Q)puaran(@Q) + k(@)%

Hence, adding (3.9) and (3.10) we obtain

2i L 2i .
—% XTI'(.FS@’ﬁ/\A/\A)—%/)V(TT(IQ@,Q/\A /\A)
. 2 . 2
1 4\ 2 L % 2
+ <2W) /XTr((A/\A )°) + (277) /XTr((A A A)%) (3.11)

. 2 . 2

1 1
— | = Tr (D'AAND"A*) — | — Tr (D"A* AD'A) = 0.
(32) Jomwanora=(g) [wracnoa=o

Lemma 3.6. With the previous notation, we have
Tr (A" A A)?) + Tr (A A AY)?) =0,
Tr(D'AND"A*) =Tr (D"A* AND'A).

Proof. This is a consequence of the general fact that for any C € A*(End(E)) and
B € A(End(E)), Tr(CAB) = (=1)¥ Tr(BAC). More explicitly, if B and C are End(FE)-
valued 1-forms, we have

Tr(C A BAC A B) =Tr(C;B;CyBy) dz* A da? A dah A dat =
= —Tr (B;Cy B,C;) da? Ada* Ada! Ada? = —Tr (BACABACQ).

This proves the first identity, identifying A with the End(F)-valued differential form

(b 0)

in the matrix-block notation corresponding to the decomposition £ = S + () as smooth
vector bundles. The other identity is proved in the same way. O

Hence (3.11) becomes
i 1
— | T ap NANA Y+ — | T ap NA"NA) =
3 [ T Feaan An )+ 5o [ T (Foasnd A
N
i
=—| = Tr (D"A* AN D'A).
() Jm )
Substitute this expression for [ Tr(D”A* A D'A) in (3.9)

tk(S) [1]. X =21k(S)paras(S) + tk($)0? — — | Tr(Fsas A AN A*) +

_27TX

. . 2
+— | Tr(Fgash A*AA)+ (L) / Tr (AN A%)?)
2m X

2m Jx
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As 2 uprap(E) + 9% = [n].X, the inequality of Monge-Ampere slopes

paras(S) < parae(E)

is equivalent to

. . . 2
i i i 9
——— [ T o ANAY+— | T ag NATNA — Tr ((A*ANA)7).
o [T Faananayi g [ mFousnaan> (5] [ 1 nap)
(3.12)
Lemma 3.7. Assume that h € H*(E) is Monge-Ampére positive. Then,

L T (Fopas A A AA) - =

2 Jx s s

N
/Tr(]:gag/\A/\A*)ZZ(L) /Tr((A*/\A)Q)
X o 2 X

with equality if and only if A = 0. If instead h € HT(E) is Monge-Ampére negative then

i

21 s

. . 2
L/Tr(anﬁAA*AA) /Tr(fSaﬁAAAA*)gz(i) /Tr((A*/\A)Q)
2T Jx o X o 2 X

with equality if and only if A = 0.

Note that this inequality (in the positive case, say) is quite similar to (3.12), the only
difference is a factor of 2. Still, Lemma 3.7 implies (3.12) if (i)? Tr ((4* A A)?) > 0, but
this last inequality might not be true in general.

Proof of Lemma 3.7. The two cases are symmetrical, so we focus on the positive one.

Choose ¢ to be <8 1(4)1) From (3.8) we have

. (0 0 0 A Fsap— AN A" =D'A B

g /\f/\Faﬁ(h)—(A* 0)/\<0 0)/\< —iDHA* FQ,a,ﬁ_iA*/\A -
{0 0 A Fsap— = ANA* +=D'A B
~\0 A*AA —5=D" A Foap—=ANA)

0 0
- ((. ) ATNANTFQap— 5 (A /\A)2)

while for the other factor we get

. {0 0 Fsas— 3= AN A" >=D'A 0 A\
- 0 0, (0 A _
C\AAFsap— = ATNANAT (L) 0 0)

0 0
B <0 AN FsapNA— 5= (A" A A)2>
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Taking the trace, we see that the subsolution condition implies
i Tr (A* NANFQap— QL(A* A A)Q) +iTr (A* ANFsapNA— QL(A* A A)2> >0
i T

with equality if and only if A = 0. We rewrite this as

i

. . 2
QL Tr (Foap A A* A A) — QL Tr (Foap A AAAT) =2 ( ) Tr (A" A A)%) >0
T m

2
which gives the thesis. O
As a corollary, we obtain an extension of Theorem 1.5.

Corollary 3.8. Assume that E is a simple rank-2 vector bundle on a compact com-
plex surface X. If there exist a Hermitian metric on E that is both a solution and
a subsolution of the ¥-twisted vector bundle Monge-Ampeére equation (2.7), then E is
Monge-Ampére stable with respect to ¥.

Proof. Assume that 0 — S — F — ) — 0 is a proper short exact sequence of holomor-
phic vector bundles on X. Since F has rank 2, the sub-bundle S and the quotient @)
have rank 1. Hence the second fundamental form A in (3.8) is in fact a 1-form with
values in Hom(S, Q) = C>(X,C). But then Tr((4* A A)?) = 0, and Lemma 3.7 im-
plies (3.12) which in turn guarantees pipra9(S) < piarag(E). Moreover, by Lemma 3.7
we know that equality holds if and only if the second fundamental form vanishes,
ie. E =S ® Q as a holomorphic vector bundle. As we are assuming that F is sim-
ple, we must have ppra(S) < para(E). The inequality for general subsheaves follows as
in the proof of | , Proposition 3.1]. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The positivity statement is given by Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3,
which are a special case of | , Theorem 1.6]. For the stability part, assume that h €
HH(F) is Z-positive and Z-critical and that S C E is a sub-bundle. Proposition 3.1
tells us that we want to establish

o (paraw(S) — paraw(E)) < 0.

First assume that E is strongly Z-positive, so that the inequality amounts to fipr4.9(5) <
paao(E), i.e. Monge-Ampere stability. But in this case h is Z-positive if and only if
it is Monge-Ampere positive, so Corollary 3.8 allows to conclude, even if S is just a
saturated subsheaf of F.

If instead o < 0, we must prove that piara.9(S) > paras(E). As his Z-positive and o <
0, h is Monge-Ampere negative, and by Lemma 3.7 then we deduce that pipa.9(S) >

tarao(E) arguing as in Corollary 3.8. Note however that the proof of | , Proposi-
tion 3.1] does not allow us to extend this last inequality to also consider subsheaves of E
when a < 0. O
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3.2 Other stability conditions

The main result of | | is the proof of a correspondence between the existence of
solutions of (1.1) and Z-stability in an asymptotic regime known as the large volume
limit, over Kéahler manifolds of arbitrary dimension. More precisely, they prove

Theorem 3.9 (| ). Let Z be a polynomial central charge, and assume that E
is simple and sufficiently smooth. Then E admits a family {hy} of uniformly bounded
(in the C*-norm) Zy-critical metrics for all k > 0 if and only if E is asymptotically
Z-stable, i.e. it is Zy-stable with respect to sub-bundles for all k> 0.

A few comments about this result and how it relates to our Conjecture 1.4 are in order.
A difference between | | and the present work is that Z-stability in [ | is
stated in terms of the arguments of Zx ;(S) and Zx x(F), rather than the imaginary
part of the ratio of these two complex numbers, for any subbundle S C E. However, the
assumption Im(p, ) > 0 implies that, for &k sufficiently large, Z;(N) lies in the upper-half
plane for any vector bundle N — X. Hence, the two inequalities

arg(Zx x(5)) < arg(Zxx(E)),

are actually equivalent, for £ > 0. Also, any Hermitian metric is Z-positive for k
very large, so that Theorem 3.9 can be seen as a confirmation of the second part of
Conjecture 1.4. Note however that a bundle that is asymptotically Z-stable in the sense
of Theorem 3.9, i.e. Zj-stable for all £ > 0, is not necessarily Z-positive for all k£ > 0:

it is however true that Im (Zv,k(EW)ZX,k(E)) > 0 for any codimension 1 analytic

subvariety V' C X, and in particular any bundle over a surface is asymptotically Z-
positive, see Lemma 3.10 below. This apparent discrepancy with Conjecture 1.4 may be
considered as further evidence for the fact that Conjecture 1.4 should only be expected
to hold under some critical phase condition for the charge. Note that it is likely that
this critical phase condition will likely not be satisfied in the large volume limit, i.e.
for a very large scale parameter k, as this is not the case for the deformed Hermitian
Yang-Mills equation in rank 1, which is essentially the only situation where the phase
condition is well-understood.

Lemma 3.10. Fix a polynomial central charge Z and a bundle E — X over a Kahler
manifold of dimension n. If {p1,...,pn} all lie in the same half plane, for any analytic
subset V.C X with 0 < dim(V') < dim(X) there is ko such that for every k > kg

that is, E is asymptotically Z-positive. In particular, any vector bundle on a Kdhler
surface is asymptotically Z-positive for any polynomial central charge.
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Proof. Assume that V' C X has dimension p > 0. By definition of a polynomial central
charge, we have

Zxx(E) =tk(E) k" pp[w]™ + O(K™ 1)
Zvi(Ey) =tk(E) kPp, [w]P.[V] + O(kP71).

The imaginary part of the ratio has the same sign as Im (ZX,k(E) ka(ErV)), and we

can expand this as
i (Zxn(B) Zua( i) = tk(BPK )" (W] [V] Im (7ap,) + O(K™ 7).

If Im (p,p,) > 0, the leading order term in this expression is positive. This condition is
always true for p = n — 1 (by definition of a polynomial central charge) but might fail
if V has higher codimension. Assume now that pi, ..., p, all lie in the same half plane.
Up to rotating the stability vector p, we can assume that they all lie in the upper half
plane. Since Z is a polynomial central charge, Im (p;jp;_1) > 0 forall j =1,...,n. In
other words, using the principal value of the argument function,

™ > arg(p1) > arg(pz) > -+ > arg(pn—1) > arg(pn) > 0,
so that Im (p;p;) > 0 whenever ¢ > j > 0. O]

Remark 3.11. With the notation of Lemma 3.10, it is clear that if the components of
the stability vector p; do not lie all in the same half-plane, the inequality Im (p;p;) > 0
might fail for some ¢ > 7 > 0. It is however true that, for very large k and any p-
dimensional subvariety V' C X,

Pp Zv,k(Erv))
Im|—=)Im|——+=|>0 3.13
<Pn) ( Zxk(E) (313)
provided that Im (p,p,) # 0. Outside of the (hypothetical) supercritical range then one
should not expect that the existence of a Z-positive metric implies Z-positivity of the
bundle when the dimension of the manifold is greater than 2. If the existence of Z-

positive metrics implies any inequalities between the charges of E}y and E, these must
depend on the codimension of V' C X, as in (3.13), see also | , Remark 4.3.18].

One could wonder if, instead of Conjecture 1.4, we should also consider stability
conditions that take into account possible subsheaves of Ey for subvarieties V' C X,
as is conjectured in | ]. More precisely, | , Conjecture 1.6] states that E
should admit a Z-critical connection if and only if the following condition holds:

Definition 3.12. A bundle £ — X is Z-stable over subvarieties if for any V' C X and
any proper short exact sequence 0 = S — E;y — Q — 0 of coherent sheaves over V,
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The following result shows that, at least in our simple setting of bundles over surfaces,
this condition is probably too strong.

Lemma 3.13. A bundle E on a compact Kahler surface X is Z-stable over subvarieties
if and only if E is Mumford stable when restricted to any curve in X.

Proof. Recall first that on a curve V' C X it is sufficient to check Mumford stability over
sub-bundles rather than subsheaves, so we will assume that S is a sub-bundle of E,y
We will also stop explicitly indicating the restriction of £ to V.

The inequality Im (Zy(Q) Zyv(E)™!) > 0 is equivalent to

m (ZV(Q) ZV(E)) > 0. (3.14)

tk(Q) Tk(E)

By definition of the central charge, we have

o = (po U + po il B) +p1[w]) V1= po(uv(E) + UL[V]) + praav ([@])

k(E) PO k(B
where 1y, denotes the slopes of sheaves on V. Similarly, for () we have
Zv(Q)

K(Q) = po(pv(Q) + Ur.[V]) + prpv ([w]),

so we can compute the left hand-side of (3.14) as

Im(|ﬂo|2(uv(Q)+U1[ (v (B) + U [V]) + o1 Py ([w])?
+ p1popv ([w]) (v (E) + Uy [])+poﬁlﬂv([w])(ﬂv(@+U1-[V]))
(

= Tn(pup ) () ( (v (@) + UL [V]) = (v (B) + ULV]))

= Im(popy) pv ([w]) (v (Q) — pv (E)).

The central charge condition requires Im(pop;) > 0, so (3.14) is equivalent to uy (Q) >
wy (E), i.e. E must be Mumford stable when restricted to V. O

Remark 3.14. We can use Lemma 3.13 to exhibit examples of Z-stable bundles that
are not Z-stable over subvarieties, see Examples 3.15 and 4.2 below. This is part of the
motivation for formulating Conjecture 1.4 as a combination of a stability over subvarieties
characterising the existence of Z-positive metrics (i.e. subsolutions) and an additional
stability over subsheaves that should allow to pass from subsolutions to actual solutions.

Example 3.15. Consider an asymptotically Z-stable bundle E over the projective sur-
face X polarized by an ample line bundle L. Assume that E is not Mumford stable with
respect to L. Then, from [ ], it is known that E is Mumford semi-stable and there
exists a coherent subsheaf F' of E for which the slope satisfies the equality u(F) = u(FE).
Moreover, the restriction of E over a generic curve C' taken in the linear system of L™
(for m large enough) is semistable by the Mehta-Ramanathan theorem for semistable
bundles. But this restriction E)¢ cannot be Mumford stable as its degree can be com-
puted using the restriction to such generic curve: p(Fyc) = p(E)c). Consequently,
Lemma 3.13 shows that F can never be Zj-stable over subvarieties for large k.
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3.3 Small variations of the charge and Mumford stability

We highlight a consequence of Theorem 1.1 that can be useful to provide new examples
of Z-critical metrics starting from known ones. First, the of Z-positivity of a Z-critical
metric implies an openness result, analogously to | , Lemma 3.4].

Proposition 3.16. If E — X is a simple bundle, the set of polynomial central charges
Z for which there exists a Z-positive and Z-critical metric h € HT(E) is open.

Proof. We claim that the linearisation of the Z-critical equation at a Z-positive and
Z-critical metric h is a self-adjoint elliptic operator, and its kernel are the holomorphic
endomorphisms of E.

To prove this, we can reason as in [ , Lemma 3.4] starting from the expression
of the linearisation in (2.9). First of all, it is equivalent to linearise the operator with
respect to a path of Hermitian metrics on E or along the action of a one-parameter
subgroup of the complex gauge group, say generated by V € iA%(X,End(F,h)). Then
the linearised operator is

PV L [lm (e 2,(D)) A (D'D' — D'D")V]

2 sym
and it is elliptic as h is Z-positive by | , Lemma 2.36]. The Bianchi identity then
shows that P is self-adjoint with respect to the pairing on endomorphisms of E given
by trace and integration, see | , §2.3.4].

If we assume that P(V') = 0, then taking the trace of P(V') against V' and integrating

by parts we obtain
(D"V,D"V) =0

for the pairing defined in (2.11). So V must be a holomorphic endomorphism of E,
proving the claim.

In our case, since F is simple the kernel of the linearisation is 1 -C. The image of the
Z-critical operator h — Z is orthogonal to this set, so the Implicit Function Theorem
will give the desired A/ O

From Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.5 then we obtain

Corollary 3.17. Let Z be a polynomial central charge. If E is a strongly Z-positive
bundle over a Kdihler surface and h € H*(E) is Z-positive and Z-critical for some central
charge Z, for any other central charge Z' sufficiently close to Z there is h' € H*(E) that
is Z'-positive and Z'-critical.

We can use Proposition 3.16 to construct examples of Z-critical metrics starting from
Mumford-stable bundles of arbitrary rank on a Kahler surface.

First, note that in the case & = 0 the Z-critical equation (2.4) simplifies substantially:
it essentially reduces to the Hermite-Einstein equation. It is possible then to establish
a stronger result than Theorem 1.1, for bundles of arbitrary rank.
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Proposition 3.18. Fix a polynomial central charge Z, and assume that E — X is a
bundle on a Kdihler surface such that o = 0, with the notation of (2.5). Then there is
a Z-positive and Z-critical Hermitian metric h € H*(E) if and only if E is Z-positive
and Z-stable.

Proof. When « = 0, from (2.4) we see that the Z-critical equation becomes the weak
Hermite-Einstein equation
Fh)ANB+y®1g=0. (3.15)

Moreover the expressions for § and ~ simplify:

£ =1Im (e_prl) w
v =1Im (e_mE (plw ANup + p2w2)) .

The key observation is that in the present situation the Z-positivity condition for any
metric h € H1(F) is actually independent on h, and becomes just a condition on the
bundle. More precisely, from (2.12) we see that Z-positivity of a metric is equivalent
to 8 > 0, while by Lemma 3.2 the bundle E is Z-stable if and only if [] > 0. Both
conditions are equivalent to Im (e*mE ,01) > 0, as w is Kéahler.

Assuming now that § is a Kéhler form, (3.15) has a solution if and only if E is
Mumford stable with respect to 5; to prove our claim, it will be sufficient to show that
if @« = 0 Z-stability and Mumford stability coincide. As a = 0, (3.2) gives, for any
subsheaf S C F,

i (Zx(8) Zx(B) ) = rk(S) tm (Zx(E)pr ) (= i (E) + pn(S)).

As > 0 is equivalent to Im <ZX(E)p1> > 0, we see that Im <ZX(S) ZX(E)) < 0if
and only if pr(S) < pr(E). O

The condition a = 0 is realised precisely when

Im (,01,00U1-[w] + papolw]? + PlPO%) =0

which we rewrite as

Uy.[w] + %MQ = —%. (3.16)

Under this assumption, the positivity condition 5 > 0, i.e. Im (ZX(E)p1> > 0, becomes

Im(p1p2)rk(E)[w]* > Im(pop1) (tk(E)Us + Us.chy(E) + chy(E)) (3.17)

It is relatively easy to find examples of situations where (3.16) and (3.17) are satisfied;
for example, consider a Mumford stable rank 2 bundle on a surface of degree zero as in
Example 3.4. Then (3.16) can be satisfied by Im(p1po)Us + Im(p2po)[w] = 0, and (3.17)
becomes

(1) w]? > Im(pop) (U2 - §CQ<E>)
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which is satisfied for example if 4 Uy — co(F) < 0.

Returning to the search for examples, we can deduce that Mumford stable bundles
are Z-stable with respect to many polynomial central charges, by considering small
variations around particular charges. More explicitly, for a small parameter ¢, assume
that Z' is a family of polynomial central charges depending on stability vectors p' and
unitary charges U', and assume that £ — X is a Mumford stable bundle (with respect
to [w]) such that

o (Z(E)p}) =0

|t=0
Im (Zt(E)p§> > 0.
t=0
Then by Proposition 3.18 we can Proposition 3.16 to conclude that for every small ¢
there is a Z;-critical metric on F.

4 Z-polystability, Gieseker stability, and some examples

We start this Section by discussing an example showing that Z-positivity might fail even
in very simple situations. Drawing from the rank-1 theories of the J-equation and the
dHYM equation, we expect that the most difficult part of establishing Conjecture 1.4
on surfaces or higher-dimensional subvarieties will be addressing when a bundle admits
a Z-positive metric. On the other hand, we expect that it should be relatively easy to
check the Z-positivity of a vector bundle, at least over a surface. For example, in the
rank 1 case it has been shown in | | that one just needs to check the inequality on
a finite number of curves to ensure Z-positivity.

Example 4.1. We consider polynomial central charges on X = P? defined by a unitary

class of the form )

U = Mwrsl — 1 + )\[WFS] + E[WFS]Q

for some real number A\. We claim that the Fubini-Study Hermitian metric hgpg on the
bundle £ = TP? — X is Z-critical for any choice of stability vector. To see this, note
that the curvature of the Fubini-Study metric hpg on E solves

3
f(hps) /\CUFS = éw%S X ]lE

3
.F(hFS)Q = iw?ps ® I[E
In particular, hpg is a solution of the vector bundle Monge-Ampeére equation (as noted
in | ]), and it is also easily checked to be Monge-Ampere positive. Then the Z-
critical operator will satisfy Z(hpg) € C-w? and the definition of the phase e'”# guar-
antees that for any choice of the coefficients p; and A we will get Im(e '’ Z(hpg)) = 0.
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However, for many values of these coefficients F is not Z-positive. As an example,
consider p = (1,—i/3, -1+ 1i). We compute
2

A 3 2 1
Zx(E) =2 <POE+,01>\+P2) +3(P0)\+P1)+§po:>\2+)\(3—§i> -5t

and if H C X is a hyperplane we have instead
2,

If E were Z-positive, by Lemma 3.3 we should find Im <ZX(E)ZH(E[H)> > (0. However,
we get Im (ZX(E)ZH(E(H)) = 2(A\? — 3\ — 4), which is negative for —1 < \ < 4.

We can use this observation on TIP? to also show an example of a polynomial central
charge Z and a bundle that has a Z-positive and Z-critical metric, but is not Z-stable
over subvarieties (c.f. Definition 3.12).

Example 4.2. Consider again the bundle £ = TP? over P? and a polynomial central
charge Z as in Example 4.1, i.e. U = 75 so that the Fubini-Study Hermitian metric
on F is Z-critical. Lemma 3.13 shows that E is not Z-stable over subvarieties: its
restriction to a hyperplane H is not even semistable, as it splits as TH @ Og(1), see for
example | , pag. 14].

It remains to show that hpg is Z-positive for some central charge over P2. We choose
the dHYM charge, defined by the weights p = (—i,—1,i/2), and set A = 0 (so, the
unitary class is trivial). Then, the charge is

1
Zx(E) = =3 — 5i

and the coefficients of (2.5) can be computed from the identities

Zx(Bla=2. |Zx(B)f= 3w, |Zx(B)7=—ou”

Note that the volume form hypothesis (3.4) is satisfied:

B ’ v _ Lo, 2
(2a oz_36w+w'

As for Z-positivity, we should check that
i T [g* NENA (20 F(hps) + B @ 1g) + € A (20 F(hps) + 8@ 1p) /\§] >0

for any p € X and any nonzero ¢ € Tl?’l*X x End(E,). In our particular case, this is
equivalent to

3i Tr [g* NENA Flhps) + € A Flhps) ANE| > wps A1 Tr[€F A€ (4.1)
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It is sufficient to check this at a single point, as the action of the unitary automorphisms
is transitive. So we can perform the computation at the point 0 € Uy C P2. At this
point wgg is the canonical symplectic form, and the Fubini-Study curvature is (up to a
multiple of 27)

(2 0N 0 (01N 0 s (00N, 0 0 (1 0Y. o o
F(hrs) = (O 1) idz Adz +(0 0) idz  Adz*+ 10 idz"Adz" + 0 2 idz"Adz”.
If we let £ = Udz! + Vdz? for two matrices U and V, we find

I Te (€ AE A F(hps) +€ A F(hrs) N €| =
=[3 (ud P+ bl + [} 2+ [031%) + 4+ B + o3 + o3+
+IU%—U%2+IU?—v§2+|v%—Uf2+lv§—US2}W%s
while for Tr [£* A £] we have
wps AT [ AE] = (Jur]* + Jugl” + [t + [uz]” + [or[* + oo + [o* + [03]) whs
and clearly (4.1) is satisfied.

Example 4.3. We consider now a slight modification of | , Example 2.20], to see
what our conjecture predicts for a rank 3 bundle over X = P2. Take a Mumford stable
bundle S — X of rank 2 such that there exists a nonzero 7 € H'(X,S). This class T
defines a non-split extension of Ox by S that we denote by

0—=5—FE—0Ox—0.
It is easy to check that, in this situation, £ and S satisfy
ch(S) = ch(E)
and the Bogomolov inequality implies 4chy(S)? < ch;(S)2.
Asin | ], we choose the Fubini-Study form on P?, w € H := ¢, (O(1)) and we

consider the deformed Hermitian Yang-Mills charge for some B-field class B € H?*(X,R),
obtained by the choice of weights p = (—i,—1,1/2)

ZIYM () — —i/Xe_iHe_BCh(E).

More explicitly, for the dHYM charge we have
1 1
ZIYM(py = 4 (1 —iH — §H2) : (1 — B+ 532) . (1k(E) + chy(E) + chy(E))

=1k(E) (H.B - %BQ + %) — (H — iB) chy(E) — ichy(E).
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We proceed to examine the Z-stability and Z-positivity of E. For the stability part it is
sufficient to check the ratio of Zx(S) and Zx(FE), which is a positive multiple of (using
that ch(F) = ch(95))

Im (ZX(S)W) — (H.BB - %(32 - 1)H) chy (S) — chy(S) H.B

If ch;(S) = 0, which is the case considered in | , Example 2.20], we see that E
is Z-stable if and only if chy(S) H.B > 0. As chy(E) < 0, we see that E is Z-stable
when chy(E) # 0 and H.B < 0.

As for the Z-positivity, it is sufficient to check when Im (Z H(E[H)Z]}DQ(E)) > 0 for a
hyperplane H C P2. The direct computation gives
Zy(Eyy)=—1(1—-1iH).(1 - B). (tk(E) + chy(E))
=3(iB.H — 1) — ichy(F).H.

so that
Im (ZH(E[H)ZX(E)> —(3B.H — chy(E).H)" + 3B.chy (E) — 3chy(E) — 2(32 1=
—5 | B = B+ ) - P L)

Assume that B = xH for some real number x. Then, F is Z-positive if and only if
2
(6 = pur(B))? + g (B + 1> el )
while it is Z-stable if and only if
(2” +1) H.chi(S) — 2z chy(S) <0

So our conjecture predicts that, if ch;(S) = 0 and chy(S) # 0 (so that chy(E) < 0),
there is a positive solution h € H*(F) of the dHYM equation for every x < 0. If x > 0
instead we can not apply Theorem 1.1 directly to deduce that there is no dHYM-positive
solution of the dHYM equation, as that result applies only to rank 2 bundles.

Example 4.4. As a particular case of the construction in Example 4.3, we take S =
TP? ® Kpz. Of course S is stable, as TP? is stable. Moreover, H*(X,S) = H"(X)Y by
Serre duality, so we can define a nontrivial extension F by using the Fubini-Study form.
The components of the Chern character are
C1<E) :C1<T]P2) -+ 2C1(Kp2) =-3H

) ) 3 (4.2)

ChQ(E) :Cl(K]p2) + Cl(TP ).Cl(K]p2) + ChQ(T]P) ) = 5
while the Z-positivity and Z-stability conditions become, respectively,

(z+1°+2>1
— (2> +1)—2 <0
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so the bundle is Z-positive and Z-stable for every choice of x, and there should be a
Z-positive solution of the dHYM equation.
The dHYM charge of E as a function of z is

3
ZHYM(E) =324 3 — Jilr+2)w

To write the dHYM equation we choose xw as a representative of the class B = x H,
and the coefficients of the equation are determined by

(12¢(E)|a = %Im (Zx®(-1) = _2(1 + )

1Zx(E)| = Im (m(m - 1)) W= ;x%

|1Zx(B)| 7 = %Im (ZX(E)(i(l — %)+ 21’)) W= g (14 +2%) W

Hence, the dHYM equation is equivalent to
—1+2)F(h)y?+22wAFh)+(1+z+2°)*®@1p =0 (4.3)

which we could rewrite as a Monge-Ampere type condition (assuming x # —1) as

z? 2 (@420 +12)
(7= mravets) =i et

and the volume form hypothesis is always satisfied.

Take h = hg + h@]P2 where h@]P2 is the flat metric on Op2, and hg is the product of
the Fubini-Study Hermitian metrics on TP? and Kp2. Then, letting A be the second
fundamental form of S C F,

Fs—ANA" DA )
F(h :< i27rl * %ﬂ *
(7) —iDrAr —IAAA

and Fg satisfies
Fs=Frpe @ Iy + lppe @ Fry = Frpe @ Iy — 3w ® lg.
The dHYM equation (4.3) can be seen as a system of equations for
A e A% (X, Hom(Ox, S)) = A* (X, 9).

Explicitly, in the usual local coordinate system over Uy C P2, we can locally trivialise S
by the local frame 9,» ® dz¢ A dz¢, and any such A can be written as

A= (ASdz") ® 0,0 ® d2° A dz*

where we added the parenthesis to highlight the distinction between the form and the
bundle parts. We choose the coefficients of A as the unique solutions of A,%. = —(grs)ea-
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To ease the notation, we denote by e, = 0.« ® dz! A dz? the local frame for S, with dual

co-frame €% = dz® ® 0,1 A ,2. We also let 72 := |2'|2 + |22|?, and so
AL <2122d21 —(1+ |21|2)d22> Re
(1+72)2 !

(4.4)
+ m( —722d2 + (1+ |22|2)d21> ® es.

Then for its adjoint A* we have

A" = (A7 a(grs)a det(grs)dz") @ &°
=(-(1+7)dz") @' + (1 +r°)d2") @

We claim that this choice of A satisfies (4.3). As each piece is equivariant with respect
to the unitary action on P? and its lift to E, it will be sufficient to check that over the
point p = {z' = 2% = 0}, for which we have

A=—-d7*®e +dz' @ e,
A =—d2? e +d2t @ &2

We claim that D’A vanishes at p. To prove this, we express D’A in the usual local frame
for S: ‘ '
D'A=0(A;'dz") @ ¢; + (A;'dz") A D'e;.

Note first that, at the point p, d(A,‘dz*) = 0 for all indices a, 7, from (4.4). So it remains
to show that (D'e;);, = 0. Recall that e; = 9, ® dz' Adz?, and that D’ is the (1,0)-part
of the Chern connection of the Fubini-Study metric on TP? @ Kp2, so D’e; is a sum of
Christoffel symbols of the Fubini-Study metric, and they all vanish at p.

This observation already shows that the off-diagonal components of F(h)? and F(h)Aw
with respect to the decomposition £ = S + Ox vanish. We proceed to compute the
other components of F(h)? and w A F(h). The direct computation gives, at the point p

i 1
Ry NA=— (id22 AdZ? + idzt A dél) = w;
2 2w
ANA* =—d? ANdZ2 Qe el +d22 AdE @ ey @ el
+dz'AdZ2Re @e? —d2P AdE @ ey ® 2
- —dz2 AdZz? dzt AdZF? .
T\ d22AdEt —dzt AdEY )

. 2
<L) (A A A*)2 = — %uﬂ ® 15;

2
(L 2idz! A dz! 4 id2? A dZ? idzt A dz?
TP = idz2 A dz! idz! Adzt +2id22 Adz? )
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We put together these forms to get
FTPQA—AAA = — W ®]]-5’7
27 2

i 3
LAA/\AA;k /\.FT]PQ = — —w2 &® 15;
2w 2

1 (—idz2 AdzZ idz! A dz? ) 1

1 L _ .2
WAGEANAT = WM g2 ndst Sidelpadzst ) T Y @ls

Using these identities, the End(S) part of F? at the point p becomes

™

(.7:5 - %A A A*)2 - (%)2 D'AAND"A* =
:gw2®ﬂg—3w®ﬂg+3w2®ﬂg—%w2®15:w2®15,
so the End(S) part of (4.3) is
—(1+42) (Wels)+2° (-*®@1s) + (1+z+2°) w* @ 1g =0,
which is clearly always satisfied. For the End(Ox) part of (4.3) instead we have
—(1+42) (@) -2+ (1+z+2*) =0
that again is always true.

Our computations in Section 3.1 can be used to establish that:

Lemma 4.5. Let E be a vector bundle over a Kdahler surface. For any polynomaial central

charge Z such that Im(Zx(E)py) > 0, if S C E is a sub-bundle of rank rk(E) — 1
and h € HT(E) is a Z-positive Z-critical metric, then

Im (Z(((;))) <0, (4.5)

with equality if and only if E splits. The same conclusion applies if instead Im(Zx (E) po)
is negative and rk(S) = 1.

Proof. We prove this only in the positive case, that is when Im(Zx(E)py) > 0, as
the same argument with opposite inequalities applies to the negative case. Assuming
that Im(Zx(F) po) > 0 and that the second fundamental form A satisfies i Tr((A* A
A)?) > 0, the first inequality in Lemma 3.7 is stronger than (3.12), so Lemma 3.7 will
imply the inequality (4.5) under these assumptions.

We prove that i2 Tr((A* A A)?) > 0 if rk(S) = rk(E) — 1. Note first that in this
case A* A A is just a (1, 1)-form. Moreover, in an orthonormal frame for S+ Q) = E, we

can write A = A;dz® for matrices A;, and A* = A:dz?; hence,

(1 A" A A)? = 2 (ATATALAs — AT A A A7) idz! A 2! A ide2 A d22,
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so it will be sufficient to show that AJAjA;A; — AJAsAsAT > 0. If we write A7 =
(x',...,2%)T and As = (y},...,y%)T we get

Y PP =Y @y =) [Pl =) wydly =) |@y -2y > 0. O
(2] .J i#£j i#] i#j

This can be used to exhibit examples of central charges and higher-rank bundles that
do not admit a Z-positive Z-critical metric. In particular, one might wonder if the same
phenomenon observed for TIP?, i.e. that it admits Z-critical metrics for many central
charges, holds for the bundle considered in Example 4.4. Using Lemma 4.5, we show
that the answer is negative.

Example 4.6. Consider a polynomial central charge Z given by a vector p = (po, p1, p2)
and the short exact sequence over X = P2

0—-S—FE—-0x—0

of Example 4.4. For simplicity, we assume that the unitary class U is trivial, U = 1.
Then the charges of F and S are, using (4.2),

3
Zx(E) =3py —3p1+ 510

3
Zx(S) =2py —3p1 + 2P0 = Zx(E) = pa

hence we find

Im (ZX(E)f)o) = 31Im (p2p0) — 31Im (p1p0)

and so Im (ZX(E)/)O) > 0 if and only if Im (p2pg) > Im(p1po). Instead, to check
Z-stability we first compute

tin (Zx(EVZx(S)) =t (2 Zx(5)) = (2 (200~ 301+ 3 )
= 3Tm(p 1) + 5 (2 o)
and we conclude that if E is Z-stable, then it must be
Im(p2 po) < 2Im(p2 p1).

By Lemma 4.5 we deduce that E can not admit any Z-positive and Z-critical metric if

Im (p2p0) > Im (p1po)
Im(p2 po) > 2Im(p2 p1).

Many charges satisfy this, an example is p = (1, —i,—1 — 31).
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4.1 Z-polystability

Consider the case of a decomposable rank 2 bundle £ = L1 & Ly — X. If h; € H1(L;)
for + = 1,2, then we get a metric h = hy ® hy on E, and

7= (75 i)

under the decomposition End(FE) = End(L;) + Hom(L;, Ly) + Hom(Ly, L1) + End(Ls).
Hence, for this metric, (2.6) splits as the system
{<2af<h1> +0) = 7 — dary

2 (1.6
(2aF (hy) + B)° = B2 — 4ary.

Under the volume form hypothesis 3% — 4oy > 0, by Yau’s solution of the Calabi
conjecture, the system (4.6) has solutions under the following conditions:

{QQLZ- + [A] has a sign fori=1,2 (4.7)

(2aL; + [B])* = [B* — 4ay] fori=1,2.
As the bundle E is decomposable, by Lemma 3.5 it is not Z-stable. However, we have

Lemma 4.7. The following are equivalent:

1. Im (gﬁg%) < 0 for any proper sub-bundle S C E;

Zx(L1)\ _ 0.
2. Im (2423) =0,

3. (2aLy +[B])* = (2aLy + [B])* = [6* — 4ar].

Proof. The equivalence between 1 and 2 is a direct consequence of the fact that each L;
is a line bundle, and that the sequence 0 — L; — E — Ly — 0 splits, so that Zx(FE) =

Zx(L1)+ Zx(Ls). Note also that each condition is in turn equivalent to Im (?; ((LEi))> =0

Zx (L)
Zx(E)

equality of Monge-Ampere slopes pipa9(Li) = parag(E). By definition of the Monge-
Ampere slope we get, for ¥ := [5/2a],

for ¢ = 1,2. From Proposition 3.1 we know that Im< ) = 0 is equivalent to the

,uMAJg(LZ‘) IChQ(LZ) + Ch1 (LZ>19

chy(FE chy(Lq).9 4 chy(Lg).0
o) ~LE) , L) (L)

hence the Monge-Ampere slopes are equal if and only if
(2aLy +[8])* = (2aLs + [B])*

and they must each equal [3? — 4] since chy(E) + chy(E).9 + 9% = 9% — v/a. O
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The conditions in (4.7) imply the existence of solutions of the Z-critical equation, so
they must be part of a hypothetical Z-polystability condition on £ = Ly & Ls. From
(the proof of) | , Theorem 1.4] we know that, if 3% — 4ary is a volume form, then
the following conditions are equivalent for each ¢ = 1, 2:

1. L; admits a Z-critical metric;
2. L; admits a Z-positive metric;

In particular, under the volume form hypothesis, | , Theorem 1.4] implies Conjec-

ture 1.4 for line bundles over surfaces. Looking at the conditions in (4.7) and Lemma 4.7,

Zx(L1)
Zx(L2)
polystability condition for £ = L & Lo, which motivates an extension of Definition 1.2

and Conjecture 1.4 to the case of decomposable bundles.

it is then natural to interpret the equation Im ( ) = (0 as part of a hypothetical

Definition 4.8. Given a polynomial central charge Z, we say that a vector bundle E is
Z-polystable if it is a direct sum E = € E; of bundles that are Z-stable, such that for

every i, j
Im (ZEZ%) — 0. (4.8)

Conjecture 4.9. For any polynomial central charge Z and any holomorphic vector
bundle E on a compact Kdahler surface, there exists a Z-positive solution h € H*(E)
of the Z-critical equation if and only if E is a direct sum of vector bundles that are
Z-positive, Z-stable, and satisfy (4.8).

Again, it is clear that this conjecture can only hold under some additional assumption,
a supercritical phase condition that is yet to be understood. For the toy example we are
examining, i.e. £ = L;® Ly, we know that we should impose the volume form hypothesis

B% — 4oy > 0.

We have already proven that, under the volume form hypothesis, if L; and Ly are Z-
positive and satisfy (4.8), then there is a Z-positive solution of the Z-critical equation
on F. Our results in Section 3.1 give us the converse implication as well.

Lemma 4.10. Let Z be a polynomial central charge over a Kdhler surface that satisfies
the volume form hypothesis. Then Conjecture 4.9 holds for any rank 2 decomposable
vector bundle £ = Ly @ Lo.

Proof. 1t remains to show that if & = L; ® Ly has a Z-positive solution of the Z-critical
equation then the two bundles L; are themselves Z-positive and satisfy (4.8), as Z-
stability is a void condition for line bundles. We prove this by rephrasing it through the
correspondence with the Monge-Ampere equation of Lemma 2.3. We consider only the
case when a > 0, the other situation is completely symmetrical.
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Assume that F = L; ® L, has a Monge-Ampere-positive metric h € H*(FE) (with
respect to ) that solves the twisted vector bundle Monge-Ampeére equation (2.7). By
(the proof of) Corollary 3.8 then ppa9(Li) < ppas(E) for i = 1,2. However E =
L, @ Ly as a holomorphic vector bundle, so ptar4.9(L;) = ptamas(E) and this implies that
the second fundamental form of h with respect to the inclusion L; C E vanishes (c.f.
proof of Corollary 3.8). From (3.8) the curvature of h satisfies

_ fﬂé,ﬁ(hlq) 0
iy (o) 0 »

where hy, denotes the restriction of h to Ly and Ly respectively. Hence hj, satisfy

Fa75<hL1)2 =n= Fa,5<hL2)2

so (4.8) holds. As we are assuming that h is Monge-Ampere positive, from (4.9) it also
easily follows that each hy, must be Monge-Ampere positive. O

Remark 4.11. Not every pair of solutions (hq, hy) of (4.6) gives a Z-critical metric h =
hy + he that is also Z-positive, as the signs of 2aL; 4+ [3] might not be the same.

4.2 Z-stability and Gieseker stability

In his PhD thesis | |, Leung introduced the notion of almost Hermitian-Einstein
metric. For a given holomorphic vector bundle E over a polarised compact complex
manifold L — X and k sufficiently large, a metric h; is said to be almost Hermitian-
FEinstein if its Chern connection satisfies

n

[exp (F(hg) + kw ® 15) A Toddx]*P = ¢ % ® g (4.10)

where w is a Kahler metric in ¢;(L) and Toddy is the w-harmonic representative of
the Todd class of X. This equation has been introduced as an analytic counterpart to
Gieseker stability.

Note that F(hy) + kw ® 1 is the curvature form of a connection on E @ L¥; then,
by Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch we have

/ Tr [exp (F(hg) + kw ® 1) A Toddx]*® = ch(E ® L*).Toddx = x(E ® LF),
X

where x(E ® L*) denotes the Euler Characteristic of the product bundle, so the con-
stant ¢ in (4.10) must be

_ x(E®LF)

~ Vol(X)rkE’

Leung’s equation (4.10) can be reinterpreted as a special case of the Z-critical equa-
tion (1.1), given by the almost Hermite-Einstein charge

Ck

n

2 ) = o % ® 1+ i(exp (F(h) + kw ® 1g) A Toddx)"".
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Indeed, by integrating over X we find
/ Tr (2077 (h)) = x(E® LF) (1 + 1)
b's

so that the corresponding equation (1.1) is equivalent to (at least if x(E @ L*) # 0)
0=Im ((1—1)Z"""(h)) =

n

= —Ck% ® 1g + [exp (F(h) + kw® 1) /\ToddX}tOp

which is precisely (4.10). Note that ZE can be expressed in a form closer to (2.1):

n top
ZHHE(p) = [ck %ef(h)Toddx - iekwef(h)TOddX}

n—1 . top
_[<<ﬁ+l> E+<Zﬁ(l€w)>>Ae A Todd x
7=0
The stability vector p*’F := (py, ..., p,) is then
i ‘
pj:ﬁ for0<j<n-1
|
o= G 1)
An important remark is that the almost Hermite-Einstein charge does not fit precisely in
the discussion of | |, as it is not properly a polynomial central charge: p;/pj11 =

j+1for j < n—1, hence Im(p;/pj+1) is not positive for j < n — 1. It is however
true that Im(p,—1/p,) > 0 for & — oo (by asymptotic Riemann-Roch), which is the
assumption needed to carry out the asymptotic analysis of the equation in | ].
Another issue is that the coefficient p, defining the charge depends on the bundle F
itself, so the charge is not additive over short exact sequences, for example.

Nevertheless, given a bundle E, we can still apply our results to the almost Hermite-
Einstein charge, by considering the coefficients p; as fixed. In this way we obtain a Z-
critical equation for any bundle F', which will coincide with the almost Hermite-Einstein
equation on F only if x(F® LF)rk(E) = x(E® LF)rk(F): explicitly, the almost Hermite-
Einstein charge defined by E — X, Z%fiE, is defined by the unitary class U = Toddx
and the stability vector

for0<j<n-1

so that for any vector bundle F’

ZFgE(F) =x(E® L’“)% + ix(F® L.
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In particular for any coherent subsheaf F' C F we have

Im (Z%{{CE(E) Z%ﬁE(F)) =x(E ® L*)Im ((1 — i) (X(E ® L’“)% +ix(F ® Lk)))

=x(E ® L") (X(F @ L*) —x(E® L’f)%) .

Since x(E ® L¥) > 0 for k > 0, we obtain that Z§/"-stability of E coincides with
Gieseker stability for sufficiently large k.

This remark has two applications. Firstly, all our results however apply to this almost-
Hermitian charge for any k, thus giving an analogue of Gieseker-stability in a non-
asymptotic case, for rank 2 bundles over surfaces. Secondly, the proof of Theorem 3.9
works in that case and provides the existence of an almost Hermitian-Einstein metric on
a Gieseker stable bundle which is sufficiently smooth, completing the proof of the main
result of Leung’s thesis. Moreover, the techniques of | | do not require k to be a
integer, it can be chosen as a real positive number sufficiently large.

Example 4.12. We continue to investigate Example 3.4 in order to construct a Z-
positive Z-critical metric on E, thus checking Conjecture 1.4 in this particular case. As
before, we consider a non-split extension

0—=-L, —-EFE—0x—0

over X, the blow-up of P? at one point, but we fix [w] = 3H — E; = ¢;(X). Given any
stability vector p = (po, p1, p2), we consider U; proportional to ¢;(X) such that o > 0
in (2.5). Since chy(L,) < chy(Ox), the same reasoning as we did for Monge-Ampere
stability shows that E is Gieseker stable (and thus simple) with respect to the integral
class [w]. From the exact sequence, E is also sufficiently smooth as the graded object
Gr(F)= L, & E/L, is a holomorphic bundle. Consequently, there exists ko(r) > 0 such
that for any real k > ko(r), there exists a metric h,, on E that solves (4.10) and this
simplifies to

1
F(hr,k)Q + <2]€ + 5) w A F<h7’,k) = c’nka & ]1E'

where ¢, is a topological constant. We explain now how we will fix the Z-charge.

As we explained before, we have the flexibility to choose Uy independently of r such
that |Zx(F)|S writes as kw where k > 0 is as large as we want. Since |Zx(F)|« is
positive and does not depend on Us, the Z-critical equation (2.4) becomes

F(h)Y? +KwAFh)+~vyw?@1g=0

where k' = £ > 0 is large as we want while 4/ is a constant, which is fixed topologically.
From above discussion, we can choose U, independently of r such that & > 2ko(r) + %
and we can identify the topological constants 7' = —¢, )21 /4" Consequently, the almost
Hermitian-Einstein metric A, ,/2—1/4 is solution to the Z-critical equation.
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To sum up, we have obtained an infinite family of Mumford semistable bundles E
(in the r parameter) such that for any stability vector p and for an infinite choice of
unipotent classes 1 4+ u; + ug, FE is Z-stable and admits a Z-critical metric. From
Theorem 3.9, the boundedness of the almost Hermitian-Einstein metrics ensure that

1Tr [(20[ F(hr,n/271/4) + /B X JlE) A é* A £:| sym >0

for any £ € T)'*X x End(E,) at p € X, since £ can be taken arbitrarily large. This
shows that we have obtained a Z-positive metric.
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