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Which singular Higgs moduli spaces can be resolved?
Let X be a smooth projective complex curve of genus g, and let MH(X, n) denote the moduli space of S-equivalence
classes of semistable rank-n, degree-zero Higgs bundles (E, Φ). Thus Φ ∈ H0(X, End(E) ⊗ Ω1

X), and stability is tested
only on Φ-invariant subbundles. We work in the singular regime g ≥ 1 and n ≥ 2 implicit in the paper’s classification.
A normal variety is a symplectic singularity if the symplectic form on its smooth locus extends holomorphically to
every resolution. A resolution is symplectic when the extended form is nondegenerate.

Main theorem (Tirelli, Theorems 4.6, 4.7, and 4.9). The space MH(X, n) is a symplectic singularity. It admits a
projective symplectic resolution exactly in the following cases:

g = 1, or (g, n) = (2, 2). (1)

For g = 1 the resolution is the Hilbert–Chow morphism

Hilbn(T ∗X) −→ Symn(T ∗X) ≃ MH(X, n). (2)

The exceptional (2, 2) resolution is the one constructed earlier by Kiem–Yoo. The paper’s contribution is to transfer
both the general local obstruction and the symplectic-singularity property from character varieties, and to identify
the elliptic construction.

Ingredient I: formal nonabelian Hodge theory
Three moduli spaces occur: the character variety MB(X, n) of semisimple representations π1(X) → GLn(C), the
de Rham moduli space MdR(X, n) of flat bundles, and MH(X, n). Nonabelian Hodge theory gives an analytic
isomorphism MB ≃ MdR and a topological homeomorphism MdR ≃ MH .
The stronger local input is Simpson’s Isosingularity Theorem: at corresponding de Rham and Higgs points, the
formal completions are canonically isomorphic. Analytification does not alter the completed local ring, so the analytic
Betti–de Rham isomorphism yields, at corresponding points b and h,

M̂B,b ≃ M̂H,h. (3)

Artin approximation upgrades the required consequences of (3) to etale local statements. This is the decisive bridge:
normality, rational Gorenstein singularities, and the presence or absence of a local symplectic resolution can be
transported from the character side.

Ingredient II: prove the Higgs space is symplectic singular
Bellamy–Schedler prove that MB(X, n) is a symplectic singularity. By (3), its normal and rational Gorenstein local
rings transfer to MH(X, n). Namikawa’s criterion then reduces the remaining work to producing an everywhere
nondegenerate closed holomorphic two-form on the smooth locus.
The stable Higgs locus already has its standard hyperkahler, hence holomorphic symplectic, form. Tirelli shows that
its complement inside the smooth locus has codimension at least two. Indeed, a strictly polystable object is a direct
sum of stable objects with ranks given by a nontrivial partition n = n1 + · · · + nk. Since

dim MH(X, r) = 2r2(g − 1) + 2, (4)

the direct-sum strata have dimension at most dim MH(X, n) − 2. The symplectic form therefore extends across the
missing codimension-two set. Namikawa’s criterion proves the symplectic-singularity assertion for g ≥ 2; the elliptic
case follows from the explicit symmetric-product model below.
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Ingredient III: local terminality forbids a resolution
Assume g > 1 and (g, n) ̸= (2, 2). Choose the Higgs point corresponding, under nonabelian Hodge theory, to the
trivial representation. If a symplectic resolution of MH(X, n) existed, restriction to an etale neighbourhood and (3)
would produce one for the corresponding neighbourhood of the trivial point in MB(X, n).
Bellamy–Schedler’s analysis makes that Betti neighbourhood factorial, while Namikawa supplies terminality. A
symplectic resolution is crepant, whereas a factorial terminal singularity admits no crepant resolution. The assumed
Higgs resolution is therefore impossible. The force of the argument is its locality: no global algebraic identification
between Betti and Higgs moduli spaces is needed; their completed singularities suffice.

Ingredient IV: the two exceptional constructions
For an elliptic curve, a theorem quoted from Franco and Franco–Garcia-Prada–Newstead identifies

MH(X, n, d) ≃ Symh(T ∗X), h = gcd(n, d). (5)

At degree zero, h = n. The cotangent bundle T ∗X is a smooth symplectic surface, and for any smooth symplectic
surface S the symmetric power Symn S is a symplectic singularity resolved symplectically by Hilbn S. This gives (2).
The remaining exception (g, n) = (2, 2) is not reconstructed in this paper: existence is imported from Kiem–Yoo,
while the general nonexistence theorem deliberately excludes it.

A two-point model
Take n = 2 and g = 1. Formula (5) turns a polystable Higgs bundle into an unordered pair of points of the symplectic
surface T ∗X. Away from the diagonal the quotient (T ∗X)2/S2 is smooth. On the diagonal, the two points collide
and create the symmetric-product singularity. Hilb2(T ∗X) remembers the length-two subscheme, including its
infinitesimal collision direction, and the Hilbert–Chow map resolves exactly that defect. This model explains the
positive elliptic case but not the higher-genus obstruction, which is detected instead by the terminal local ring at the
trivial representation.

Hard point, scope, and omissions
The conceptual core is the formal transfer (3). The Betti and Higgs spaces are not algebraically isomorphic globally,
yet their completed local rings match pointwise; this is just strong enough to transport singularity type and a local
obstruction to crepant resolution. The codimension estimate is then what extends the stable-locus two-form to the
entire smooth locus.
The statement above is restricted to the rank-n ≥ 2, genus-g ≥ 1 singular setting; rank one and genus zero are smooth
or degenerate cases and must not be read into (1). The deepest local factoriality input comes from Bellamy–Schedler
and terminality from Namikawa, while the (2, 2) construction is an input from Kiem–Yoo. The paper also notes that
arbitrary-degree Higgs spaces and twisted character varieties lack the formal correspondence needed by this argument,
so the same classification is not asserted there.
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