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Abstract

We consider families of Abelian integrals arising from pelations of planar Hamiltonian
systems. Théangential center focus probleasks for the conditions under which these integrals
vanish identically. The problem is closely related to thenodromy problenwhich asks when
the monodromy of a vanishing cycle generates the whole hogyadf the level curves of the
Hamiltonian. We solve both these questions for the case wiehlamiltonian is hyperelliptic.
As a side-product, we solve the corresponding problem&&oitd-dimensional Abelian integrals”
defined by Gavrilov and Movasati.

1 Introduction
The weak Hilbert 18 problem, as posed by ArnoldI[1], asks:

Problem 1.1 (Weak Hilbert 16" problem) Let F € C[x,y] and w = P(x,y) dx+ Q(x,y)dy, with
P,Q € C[x,y] and consider the system
dF +ew=0. (1.2)

Bound the number of real limit cycles in the systém(1.1) foa#l values ofe.
The problem leads to the study of the zeros of the Abeliaryate

I(t) = /6(0 , (1.2)

whered(t) is a family of cycles lying inF ~%(t). Provided this integral does not vanish identically,
limit cycles of [1.1) correspond to zeros|df) for generic values df.
That is, to first order we are led to solve the following sinmgdeoblem.
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Problem 1.2 (Tangential Hilbert 16" problem) Bound the number of zeros of the Abelian integral
(@.2) in terms of the degrees Bfand w.

When, the Abelian integral vanishes identically, it prasdo information about the limit cycles
of (1.3), and higher order perturbation theory must be u#teid.therefore of interest to understand
under what conditions this can happen.

The classical center focus problem asks for a charactenizaf centers of planar polynomial
vector fields. The problem of when an Abelian integral vagsstdentically along a vanishing cycle,
can be seen as a tangential version of this problem.

Problem 1.3 (Tangential center focus problem)Characterize the conditions under which the Abelian
integrall (t) of (1.2) vanishes identically along a vanishing cyal¢) associated to a Morse singular
point p of F.

If such ad(t) exists, we say thak (1.1) hasangential centeat p.

Problem1.B was solved by II'yashenko for gend¥idy proving that, for generi€, the mon-
odromy acts transitively on the first homology group of theeye fiber. The vanishing off(t)
therefore implies the vanishing of the Abelian integralngiall cycles inHy(F~1(t)). This in turn
implies that the formw is relatively exact.

In fact, the condition that the vanishing of an Abelian im#g1.2) along a family of cycles
o(t) implies the relative exactness afis called “condition(x)” by Francoise. Under conditiofx),
Francoise [5] (see alsb [111]) gives an algorithm for calting higher order terms of the displacement
function.

By the results of Bonnet and Dimcal[2] (and, in a more restdcsetting, Gavrilov[[7] and
I'yashenko [10]), if we assume the vanishing of the Abeliategrals on all cycles, theR(F)w
must be relatively exact, for some polynomiglwhose roots correspond to some exceptional fibers.
Condition (x) therefore follows automatically (after possible multigiiion of w by a factorP(F))
if we can show that under the action of the monodromy, theec§d) generates the whole of the
homology of the generic fiber & overQ.

This leads to a natural problem:

Problem 1.4 (Monodromy problem) Under what conditions of is theQ-subspace dfi; (F ~1(t),Q)
generated by the images of a vanishing cycle of a Morse paitumonodromy, equal to the whole
of Hl(Fil(t)aQ)’)

The principal motivation for this paper was to solve thest tevo problems in the case when
F(xy) = y*+ f(x) (thehyperelliptic casg In more detail, we prove the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.5 The systen.1), with F = y? 4 f(x), has a tangential center with associated vanishing
cycled(t), if and only if (i) or (ii) is verified:

(i) the formw is relatively exact i.eco = AdF+dB, with AB € C[x,y].

(i) fisdecomposablei.e. £ goh, andw = w+ 11'n, wherew is relatively exact, andt.d(t)
is homotopic to zero in3x-g(z) =t, wherert(x,y) = (h(x),y) = (zY).

Theorem 1.6 Let F = y? + f(x), with associated vanishing cyclit) at a Morse point, then one of
the following must hold.



(i)  the monodromy ob(t) generates the homology: B ~1(t), Q).

(i) fis decomposable i.e. ¥ goh, and7.5(t) is homotopic to zero indg(z) =t, where
m(x,y) = (h(x),y) = (zy).

To prove the above theorems we first reduce them to analogdirséhsional problems which
we consider next.

We define a 0-dimensional Abelian integral following Gawibnd Movasati [8].

Let f € C[x] be a polynomial and(t) € Ho(f1(t)) a O-cycle: thatisp(t) = T mixi(t) € (1),
n; € C, with 3 nj = 0 and letw € C[x] be a polynomial (0-form). A @imensional Abelian integras
given by a function

o) = [, @ TNO00) (1.3)

A cycle of the formd(t) = x;(t) — x;(t), with f(x;(t)) = f(x;(t)) =t is called asimple cycle

We characterize the vanishing of O-dimensional Abeliaegrals along simple cycles (the 0
dimensional tangential center focus probesnd the conditions under which a simple cycle generates
the whole of the reduced homolodis(f~1(t)) of the generic fiber (the-@imensional monodromy

problem.

Theorem 1.7 Let f,w € C[x], d(t) = x(t) — X;(t) be a simple cycle in the generic fiber of f. The
Abelian integral (t) = fa(t) w vanishes identically if and only if there exists a polyndnfiavith

degh) > 1such that f=goh andw = n oh, for some polynomials g ang, and5(t) = 5(h(t)) for
some simple cyclé of g.

Theorem 1.8 Letd(t) = x;(t) — x;(t) be a simple cycle in the generic fiber of f. Then either
()  The cycled(t) generates the reduced homology(F2(t))).

(i) f decomposes as £ goh, (degh) > 1), andd(t) = 5(h(t)) for some simple cycld of g.

The principal tools in the proof of these theorems is Liisotheorem on field extensions and
the Burnside-Schur theorem on group actions with a regyleiccsubgroup. We recall both these
theorems in Sectidd 2 below.

Remark 1.9 If a cycle d(t) is not simple, then the theorems above do not hold. A cowexemple
is provided iff (x) = Tp(x), a Chebyshev polynomial of prime degree. We examine this icedetail
in the final section.

Similarly, the polynomialF (x,y) = y2+Tp(x) gives a counter-example to a generalization of
Theorem$§ 1J5 arld 1.6

2 Preliminaries

We recall some definitions from group theory

Definition 2.1



1. LetG be a group acting on a finite s&t We say that the action imprimitiveif there exists a
non-trivial decomposition o, S= S, such that for each element gfind each, g sendsS
into S; for somej. The action is callegrimitive if it is not imprimitive.

2. An action istransitiveif given any pair of elements &, s; ands,, there is an elemem e G
which sends; to ;.

3. An action is2-transitiveif given any two pairs of elements & (s1,s,) and(s3,&), there is an
elementg € G which sends; to s3 ands; to .

4. An action isregular if given two elements; ands, of Sthere is a unique elemegif G which
sendss; t0 ;.

5. Givense S we denote the group of all elements@fwvhich fix s (the stabilizerof s) by Gs.

The following theorem is classical, but we state it here fanenience.

Theorem 2.2 (Luroth) Let k(t) be a transcendental extension of a field k. Any subfield Kt),
such that k& K, is of the form K= k(r) for some re k(t).

Proposition 2.3 Let G be a group acting transitively on a finite set S. The actitb G on S is
imprimitive if and only if for some element s of S there is ggsop H of G such that

GsG H G G, (2.1)
where G is the subgroup of G of all elements which leave s fixed.

Proof Suppose that the action & on Sis imprimitive, and letS, be the subset which contaigsn
the decomposition db. We letH be the subset db consisting of all elements which fi&%. Since&
is non-trivial it must have more than one element but bethtrgontained inS. From the transitivity
of G, H must be therefore strictly larger th&a, but smaller thar.

Conversely, if[(2.11) holds, we can consider the orbis ahder the action ofi: call thisS;. This
cannot be the whole @&, or elseH would be the same &5 (sinceH already contain&s). However,
it must contain more elements than jesNow consider the action @ on ;. If S € g1(S1) N g2(S1)
then there exist sontg, h, € H such thag;h;(s) =5 = g2hy(9). Thushglgglglhl € Gg, and hence
gglgl € H andgi1(S) = g2(S1). Therefore the images &underG give a partition ofSon whichG
acts imprimitively.

Recall that the affine group AfZ,) is the group of all affine transformations 8§ to itself. That
is, itis the group of all maps fro#, to itself of the formx — ax-+b for a, b € Z, with multiplication
given by composition. Note that every element of (Xif) fixes at most one element @f,. We will
use this fact in the proof of Theordm B.8

Theorem 2.4 (Burnside-Schur) Every primitive finite permutation group containing a regutyclic
subgroup is either 2-transitive or permutationally isompbic to a subgroup of the affine group
Aff(Zp), where pis a prime.

Proof Seel[3] or[[4].



3 Monodromy groups of polynomials

Let f(x) be a polynomial of degree > 0, and consider the solutiong(t), of the equationf (x) =t.
Let = be the set of critical pointsc C for which f(x) =t and f’(x) = 0 have a common solution.
Clearly there are at mos{n— 1) of these points. Astakes values if\ Z the functionsx (t) are well-
defined. The groug = 1 (C\ X) acts on the(t). The action is always transitive (Proposition]3.2).

Definition 3.1 Let G be as above, then the action of G on the se¢ &f called themonodromygroup
of the polynomialf, denoted Moff).

Proposition 3.2 Let f be a polynomial ovet of degree n, then its monodromy group, Moy is
transitive and has a cyclic subgroup of degree n which agslegly on the roots of f.

Proof The first statement follows from the second. Wheslarge thex; can be expanded as
X = wrtl/n_i_o(t(l/n)fl)’

wherew is ann-th root of unity. Thus, taking a sufficiently large loop@h\ %, we obtain an element
of G which is ann-cycle. This element generates a cyclic subgrou@ efhich acts regularly on the
roots of f (x) =t.

Elements of the monodromy group clearly lie in the Galoisugrof f(x) —t = 0 overC(t). The
following fundamental theoren [5] states that all elemaritthe Galois group can be generated in
this way.

Theorem 3.3 The monodromy group of f, M@f), is isomorphic to the Galois group of(X) —t
considered as a polynomial ovext).

Definition 3.4 We say that a polynomidi(x) is decomposablé and only if there exist two polyno-
mialsg andh, both of degree greater than one, such & = g(h(x)).

Lemma 3.5 Suppose that (k) is a polynomial overC which can be expressed athgx)) for g and
h rational functions of degree greater than one o@etthen there is a decompositior{x = g(h(x)),
whered andh can be chosen to be polynomials o@er

Proof Let h(x) = r(x)/s(x), wherer ands are polynomials ove€. Without loss of generality, ifn
is a Mobius transformation, we can rewrite the decompmsitif f asf = §o h with g=gomtand
h=moh. In this way, we can assume that= /5, with deg$) < degf), and bothr “ands'monic.
Now,
o) = 2 T LAS)
Miza ¥F(X) + a8(x)

for some constants;, 5, .4 € C. If o + ;S shares a common factor withi +- 9;$, these two
polynomials must be the same up to a constant multiple, where can assume that the fraction
above allows no further cancelations. Silg&dﬁ"lS a polynomial,[] i 4+ S must be a constant, and
hence the denominator has no dependence ands'must be a constant (and therefare 1). The
result follows directly.

Proposition 3.6 Let f be a polynomial as above and let&Mon( f) be its monodromy group. Then
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(0
(ii)

Proof

(i)

(ii)

the action of G is imprimitive if and only if the polynorhiiis decomposable.

the action is 2-transitive if and only if the divided f@ifences polynomial

AXY) = (FO) = f(¥))/(x=y)

is irreducible.

Lett € C\ Z, letsbe aroot off (x) —t, andGs the stabilizer ok. From Propositiof 2]3 we
have

GsCHCG. (3.1)

The splitting field off(x) —t overC(t) is justC(xy(t),...,%n(t)). Under the Galois corre-
spondence, we have

Clx()) 2 K2 C(1), (3.2)

whereK is the fixed field ofH, and x(t) is the root of f(x) =t corresponding tc.
From Luroth’s theorem, we must hake= C(r(x)), for some rational functiom over

C. Then [3.2) implies that = s(r(x«)) for some rational functios. Thus f(x) = s(r(x)),
and Lemma_3J5 shows thatandr can in fact be chosen to be polynomials. Conversely,
given a decompositiori(x) = s(r(x)), we takeK = C(r(x)) and obtain[(3]1) fron{(3]2) via
the Galois correspondence.

Let y=x; be aroot off (x) —t = 0. Then, for any other roatof f(x) =t, we must have

f(2) - f(y)=0=(z-y)R(zY),

for some polynomiaR(x,y), which must therefore contain the minimal polynomial for
overC(y,t) = C(y). Clearly, G is 2-transitive if and only if there is an automorphism of
C(x,...,%n) which fixesy, and sendg to any of the roots; to x,. In turn, this can happen
if and only if the polynomiaR is irreducible.

Definition 3.7 The unique polynomial,(x) which satisfied,(cog8)) = cogn0) is called theCheby-
shevpolynomial of degre@. EquivalentlyT,((z+z1)/2) = (2" +z ") /2.

From the definition, the Chebyshev polynomighasn— 1 distinct turning points whem, = +1.
Conversely, it can be shown that any polynonTiék) with just two critical values and with all turning
points distinct must be equivalent T9(x) for somen after pre- and post- composition with suitable
linear functions.

We would like to thank Peter Muller for bringing the followg result to our attention. We give a
proof for completeness.

Theorem 3.8 Let f(x) be a polynomial of degree n and-5Mon( f), then one of the following holds.

(i)
(ii)

(iii)

The action of G on thej)s 2-transitive
The action of G on thejxs imprimitive

f is equivalent to a Chebyshev polynomig Where p is prime.
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(iv) fis equivalent to Rwhere p is prime.

Remark 3.9 In particular, the question of whethérs a composite polynomial or not, can be solved
very simply by considering whether or not the divided défieces polynomial factorizes or not, having

excluded the two exceptional cases above. “Equivalendetsdo pre- and post- composition by

linear functions.

Proof From Propositiofi 3]2, we can apply the Burnside-Schur Téradp show that the group must
be 2-transitive, imprimitive, or a subgroup of Affy). In the latter case we note that= p, and every
element of AffZ,) fixes at most one element @,. This means that for every critical value bf
there is at most ong that remains fixed as we turn around this value.

Now, supposef hasr distinct critical valuest,...,t,, and f hasr; distinct turning points as-
sociated to the critical valug. Let the multiplicities of the roots of’ at these turning points be
m.1,...,M . Since a root of multiplicitym ; gives a cycle of ordem, then for alli we must have

1< S (my)<n (3.3)
J; j

since at most one of the remains fixed when turning around each critical value. Sumgrtihese
equations overwe obtain

r(n—1) < 2 i(m.j) <rn. (3.4)
i=1]=

But the number of turning points df counted with multplicity is just the sum of thm ;, and hence
r

r(n—l)g(n—1)+zlri <rm. (3.5)
i=

Since the sum of thg is at mosn— 1 we must have < 2.

If r =1, then[(3.5) shows thai = 1, and thereford (x) must have a root of multiplicity. This
is just Case (iv), noting thatis prime.

If r=2we neech—1<r;+ry<n+1. Butsincer; can be no more than/2 this means that
bothr; lie between(n—1)/2 andn/2. This implies that every turning point must have multigyicl
and the polynomial must be Chebyshev witprime.

4 Proof of the O-dimensional theorems

Having dealt with the preliminaries, the proof of the O-dimai®nal theorems are straight forward.

4.1 Proof of Theoren LY

Let 5(t) = x(t) — x;(t) be a simple cycle, and le¥ C C(x) denote the field of all rational functions
R e C(x) for which R(x;(t)) = R(x;(t)). ClearlyC c .#, and from the hypothesis of the theorefn,
andw both lie in.%, so it contains at least one non-trivial element. Howexeiges not lie in#, so
we have

C¢.Z# ¢ C(x).

By Luroth’s theorem, there exists a non-trivial rationah€tionh(x), necessarily of degree greater
than one, such tha# is generated by(x). In particular, f and w are rational functions offi(x).
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However, by Lemma&_3]5 this implies that after a Mobius tfarmation, the generatdi(x) can be
taken to be a polynomial, antland w are polynomials ofi(x). Sinceh(x) lies in.#, h(x) = h(x;)
and we are done.

4.2 Proof of Theoren 1.8

Let 5(t) = x(t) —x;(t) be a simple cycle, and |& = Mon( f) be the monodromy group df. Con-
sider the graph with vertices, ...,X, and whose edges consist of all pafss,xs} for which there
exists ao in G such that{o(x),0(x;)} = {,Xs}. Every vertex lies on at least one edge, sicis
transitive.

If two rootsx, andxs lie in a connected component of the graph, then it is clednleacan obtain
Xr — Xs @s a sum of terms of the form(oi (X)) — ok(X;j)). Thus, if the monodromy of the cyckt)
does not generate the wholeld§(f~1,Z), then there must be more than one connected component
of the graph. LeSbe the connected component of the graph which contqiasdx;.

Each element of gives an automorphism of the graph in a natural way. Fake be a subgroup
of G which sendsSto itself. ClearlyH containsG, and also some elemerd;j, which sendss to
Xj. However, if the graph is not connectdd, is strictly smaller tharG. Thus, from the proof of
Proposition 3.6f (x) is decomposable witi(x) = g(h(x)), whereh(x) generates the fixed field &f.
Finally, h(x;) = aij (h(x)) = h(x), sincea;; lies inH.

5 The tangential center focus problem in the hyperelliptic ase

Proposition 5.1 Let w be a polynomial 1-form, and (%,y) = y*+ f(x) a polynomial. Then, there
exists polynomials B € C[x,y] and ge C]x], such that

w=AdF+dB+ygdx

Proof First, it is clear that we can write = dB'(x,y) + A’ (x,y) dx for an appropriate choice of poly-
nomialsA’,B’ € C[x,y]. Then, using inductively the identity

(n+2)
2
whereA(x) is a primitive ofa(x), we obtain the result.
We now prove Theorein 1.5: from Proposition]5.1 we need onhgicler the case» = yk(x) dx

Without loss of generality, we can assume that the tandes@ier is at the origin, and that we
have scalea so thatf (x) = x> + O(x%). We define an analytic functio to be the unique solution
of the equation

AR F 0y dxct dAKyY™*?) — T2 angyndr,

a(x)y"2dx= >

X2=1(x), X=x4+003).

With respect to the coordinatéX,y), the vanishing cycles can be reparameterized to give the
circlesX? 4 y? =t. Furthermore, our Abelian integral (1.2) becomes

k(X dx:/ X)X dX,
/5 JIR0dx= [ ymX)

where




Clearly this integral vanishes for small values)off and only if k(0) = 0, andm(X) is even inX.
That is,

for some analytic functionp. Thus,

2Kk(x) = F'(x)(f (x)).

Taking ® to be a primitive ofg with ®(0) =0, andK to be a primitive of R with K(0) =0, we
obtain
K(x) = ®(f(x)).

Now, this means that (x) vanishes with respect to the cycle definedfify) = X2, and by the
proof of Theoreni_1]7 in the previous section, we must have Koand f to be composites of a
common polynomiah(x): K=rohandf =goh.

Finally, takingm(x,y) = (h(x),y) = (z,y), we find

w = yk(x)dx = yr'(h(x))h' (x) dx = 1t (yr'(z) d2).

This concludes the theorem once we note that the vanishirlg iypushed forward to a cycle homo-
topic to zero in thez,y) coordinates. This is true as they lie on a family of parab¥lasy? = t.

6 The monodromy problem in the hyperelliptic case

We consider the level curves of the hamiltonldn= y* — f(x) =t as a two sheeted covering of the
complex planeC given by projection onto the-axis. The sheets ramify at the roots oofx) = t.
Taking X to be the set of critical points as above, wetletary in C\ %, and follow the effect on
the homology grougH:(F~1(t),Z). We wish to relate this group to the monodromy group of the
polynomial f (x). As x tends to infinity along the positive real axis, we can distisf the two sheets
as “upper” and “lower” depending on whethge= +xV2. We letT denote the deck transformation
which takesy to —y fixing x.

Let HS(F~1(t),Z) represent the homology with closed supportrofl(t) over Z. This can be
obtained fromH;(F~1(t),Z) by adding unbounded closed curves. kgt) be the roots off (x) =
t. Generically, theg will having distinct imaginary parts, and so any closed patlt \ < can be
deformed so that only two of the’s have the same imaginary part at the same time. In othersyord
we can decompose every element of Nibnas a number of swaps af's with neighboring real
values.

Suppose that thg are initially numbered in order of decreasing imaginarnyt fjar a value oft
close to zero. We ldt; represent the path from infinity (from the direction of thesitige real axis)
on the upper sheet, turning arourdn the positive direction and returning to infinity on the lew
sheet. Clearlyr(L;) -+ L; is homotopic to zero, and so the generateH$(F ~1(t),Z). Furthermore,
the elements; — Li 1 generateH; (F~1(t),Z).

The effect of a swap af; andx;, 1 is to takel;,1 to L; andL; to 2L — L, 1. This is a little too
complex to analyze in general, except for very specific systénstead we shall work for the moment
overZ,. That is, we consider the images of then HS(F~1(t), Z,) andHE(F~1(t), Zy).

Working modulo 2 means that a swapxfandx;. ; takesL;,; to L; andL; to L;, 1. Thatis, the
action of Mor(f) on theL; (mod 2 is exactly the same as the action on the
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Figure 1: The loops,;

We now apply the results of Theordm 3.8 in order to prove Téndf.6. According to Theo-
rem[3.8 we only need to consider four cases.

We shall show below that the Cases (i) and (ii) of Theorem 8r8espond to Cases (i) and (ii)
of Theoreni 1.6. Case (iii) can be dealt with by adapting tfwfpfor case (i), and in Case (iv) the
Hamiltonian does not have a Morse point, and hence therecatiangential centers.

Case (i)/(iii) If the monodromy group of is 2-transitive then we can find a transformation which
takes any twog’s to any other two. Since, working modulo two, the action be toopsL; is the
same as the action on tlg we can find an element of the monodromy group which tékesL; 1
toL; —Lj4+1 modulo 2 for alli and j.

Now, the vanishing cyclé(t) occurs at the coalescence of two of th&se and so must corre-
spond to one of they — L1 for somek. Thus, there exist pattsin C \ Z such that

o(4)o(t) =Li—Liy1 (mod 2,

for all i.

Now letN = 2|(n—1)/2]. ThenL; — L, form a basis oH;(F1(t),Z). From the discussion
above, we have

0(61)5(0 Ll—Lz

o(l2)d(t) A Lo—Ls

a(In)o(t) Ln — LNyt
where the matriA reduces to the identity matrix if we reduce modulo 2. In paittr, A is invertible,
and we can express the basisHaf F ~1(t),Z) as sums of ther(¢;)(t) with coefficients inQ. That
is, (t) generatesi; (F~1(t),Q). This gives us Case (i) of Theorém11.6.
Note that in Case (iii), the monodromy group is not 2-tramsit However it is still possible to
generate each of tHg — L overZ; as a sum obr(¢x)d(t). This follows directly from theZ, action
of Propositiorf 3.2 on the roots, and hence onltheverZ,. The proof then proceeds as above.
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Case (i) In this case, we can assume that Nibnis imprimitive (but not 2-transitive) on the roots of
f(x) =t. From Theorern 1]8, the functidi{x) decomposes a¥x) = g(h(x)) with h(x;) = h(x;). This
gives us Case (ii) of Theorelm 1.6 once we note that the vangsthyicle fort close to the bifurcation
value is pushed forward to a cycle homotopic to zerotvia

This completes the proof of Theorém11.6.

7 Generalized monodromy, tangential problems and Chebyshepoly-
nomials

In this final section we would like to consider the possipilitf generalizing the tangential center
focus problem or monodromy problem to the case where thee &t) lies in Hy(F~1(t),C). We
will show that the Chebyshev polynomials give counterexasipo both Theorenis 1.5 ahd 1.6 in
this case. That is, in the Chebyshev case there are noatsibspaces dfi;(F~(t),C) which are
invariant under the monodromy, and one can choose a &yt)en this subspace and a 1-formso
that w is neither relatively exact, ndi(x) decomposable.

We make the following conjecture along the lines of Thedreéh 1

Conijecture 7.1 If there exists a non-trivial subspace téf(F ~1(t),C) which is invariant under the
monodromy, then either the polynomifildecomposes ak= goh, or f is equivalent to eithex” or
the Chebyshev polynomidl, for some primep.

For completeness, it would be also interesting to invetiga analogy with Theorenis 1.5 and
[L.8, whether any cycled(t) which lie in the invariant subspace b (F~1(t),C) and any 1-formw
for which [, w = 0 also must factor throughif there is a decomposition. We do not consider these
guestions here.

In the 0-dimensional case, Conjectlre] 7.1 is in fact a theoferom Propositions 3.6 ahd 8.8, if
the monodromy is not imprimitive (and hence the polynonfidecomposes), it is either equivalent to
xP or Tp(x) for some primep, or the monodromy group is 2-transitive. In the latter césea classical
result ([9], p281) that the permutation representatiorr @vef a 2-transitive group decomposes into
two irreducible sub-representations. One is the trivi&,@nd one the spad& kix|ki € C,y ki = 0},
which is just our spacklg(f~1(t),C).

Theorem 7.2 Let f(x) = Tp(X) be the Chebyshev polynomial for some prime @, and let F=
2
ye+ f(x).

(i) The space bl f~1(t),C) splits into p— 1 invariant subspaces Wkip, k=1,...,(p—1)/2.
Furthermore, ifo(t) € Wemip, k=2,...,(p—1)/2, then there exists a O-formw such that
5@ =0, butw is not decomposable.

(ii) The space b(F~1(t),C) splits into p— 1 invariant subspacesMp, kK=1,...,(p—1)/2. Fur-

thermore, if5(t) € Vgnip, K=2,..., (p—1)/2, then there exist a 1-forma such that/5 ) w=0,
but w is not relatively exact.

Remark 7.3 It would be sufficient to consider homology groups with cagdints inQ(w) for some
p-th root of unityw.
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The rest of this section is devoted to proving Theorem 7.2a¥éaime that is odd throughout.
Recall thafT,(x) is defined by

Th(X) = To(cog0)) = cognb), where x=cosO (7.2)

Clearly T, has degre@, and hencd,(x) is not decomposable fqrprime.
We prove the theorem by pulling back @ocoordinates. Lef : C? — C be the function

y) = y* +cogné)

and letXz be the Hamiltonian vector field associatedrto The vector fieldXz has infinitely many
singular pointsp, = (17,0), ¢ € Z. These points are saddleg = (%7, 0) for ¢ = 2k even and centers
Cor1 = (X + &7 0), for £ = 2k+ 1 odd.

Fort € (— 1 1), let C2k+1, k € Z, be the cycle turning once in the positive direction aroums t
centercyy 1. All cycIesC2k+1 vanish fort = —1. Similarly, letSy be the complex cycle vanishing at
the saddlesy, fort = 1. The orientation is chosen by the condition:

(Ca-1,90) = ($i,Cai1) = 1.
We denote’, the cycleS, for ¢ even oiCy, for ¢ odd. The complex fibeff ~1(t) can be represented as
a two-sheeted Riemann surfage- /t — cogn@), with a countable number of cuts. The homology
group of a fiberH;(F~1(t),Z) for t € C\ {—1,1}, is the free abelian group on the set of cycles
Uiez{Gi, S} )

The flow of the gradient vector field df allows us to define a compact support fibration on
C?\ (FY(—=1)UF~1(1)). Thatis, for anyty € C\ {—1,1}, and any compadf in F~(to), there
exists a neighborhood of to € C\ {—1,1} and an embedding : U x K — C2?\ {—1,1}, such that
®(tg, p) = pandF o P(t, p) =t, for anyt € U. Moreover, the trivializatiorb is well defined up to an
isotopy which is identity oK and preserves the fibers.

The existence of the compact support fibration enables thiton of the monodromy acting on
Hi(F~1(t),Z). In fact, by the Picard-Lefschetz formula, it follows:

Mi(Cai1) = CanitSi—Sare, |V|1(Sz|) = S, 3
M1(Coir1) = Can, 1(&) = S+Ci1-Can

Consider the mapping co€: — C and denotd1 = cosx|Id, then

(7.2)

B.y)eC? 5 (xy)eC\{-1,1}xC
\F v F
C\{_la 1}
Let . - ~
P[{: I_I*(PI/)> SZZZI_I*(SZZ)7 C2K+1:|_I*(C2Z+l)'

The map cosC\ nZ — C\ {—1,1} is a covering with covering grou@ = Zy * Z, = D gen-
erated by two transformations of order 86) = —8 andb(0) = 2rr— 6. The compositiorbo a
is the translatiord — 211+ 6, which we denotdl. We takea andT as the generators &f.,, with
Ta=aT L

The mapln : (C\ nZ) x C — (C\ {—1,1}) x C is a covering with the same covering group
G = D« generated by the two transformatioas id, andT x id.
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The action of the groufs = D., on the cyclesy, (i.e. Cx.1 or Sy) is given by

TXId(E)p) = Pgtgn,
aXid(Pg) = —P_,

We IetHf(ﬁ*lg),C) be the homology with closed support If 1(t) with complex coefficients.
An element oHS(F~1(t),C) is of the formC = ¥, zP.
We define the action of the covering groGmon HE(F ~1(t),C) as follows:

9(C) = g(;ZZ%PK) = ;ZZ/,Q(PE)-

Let H3(F~1(t),C) be the subspace #1(F~1(t),C) consisting of elements dfi;(F~(t),C)
invariant under the action of the gro@ The monodromy operatoid,, o = +1 extend naturally
to Hy(F1(t),C).

The spac?if(ﬁ*l(t),C) is theC-vector space generated By.c9(P), £ € Z, and the extended
monodromyM, preserves it.

LetM*: Hy(F~4(t),C) — HE(F~1(t),C) be the pullback via the map, thenl* gives an isomor-
phism ofH; (F~(t),C) ontoHE(F~1(t),C) with inversel’ = (I'I*)\;lé(ﬁfl(t) , from HE(F~1(t),C)
to Hi(F (1), C).

Let My andMg, 0 = +1, be the monodromies corresponding to turning aramed-£1, as given
in (Z.3). Then the following diagram is commutative

HE(F11),0) & Hi(F1(t),0)
Mg | I Mg : (7.3)
HE(F-1(t),C) & Hi(F%(t),C)

Let w be ann-th rooth of unity. The vectors w'Sy andy w'C,, 1, are clearly invariant by the
translationT, but not bya. Taking

S o= (QFayws = 32 w-whH$,

> - (- W N 7.4
Co = (1+a)IWCxi1 = 37 oW —wHChya, (74)
we therefore obtain elements i (F~1(t),C). ) )
We letS, andC,, in Hy(F ~1(t),C) represent the images 8f, andC,, underl’. That is
_ IS _ <h-1 _ l .
Sy = May= Zf:o(Wé W) Sy, (7.5)

Cu = MGy = STAW W'Dy

By direct substitution from{{7]2) we can calculate the @i Var,, to = +1, onHE(F~1(t),C)
aroundty = +1. Due to[[Z.B), these calculations push forwaréiioF —*,C) via ', to obtain

Van(C) = (1+w s, Var(Cy) = (1+w S,
Van(Sy) = 0, n’ Vari(Sy) = 0,
Var_1(C,) = 0, Var_1(C,) = 0,
Var_1(Sy) = (—14+w)Cy Var_1(Sy) = (—1+w)Cy.

We denoteV,, = SpariCy,Sy) € HE(F(t),C) andVy = MV, C Hi(F~(t),C). The spaces
Vi C H1(F~1(t),C) are invariant under the action of the monodromy gro#pof the fibration given
by F. Moreover, fom odd,

H1(F (t),C) = @un_1imw)>0Var-
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Proposition 7.4 Let = S, or & = C,, be the family of cycles in HiIF ~1(t),C), given by [(.5), for
2k

w=en ,k=2...,(n—1)/2and letw =ydx. Then

/wEO,
[

Proof Letw= &K k=2,...,(p—1)/2, where& = e

Consider first the casé Sw. Letl = [5 ycos8db. We calculatdy = [ (5, ydX=— [, ysin6do.
We make a change of coordinates+ 6+ 2. This gived = — cos?. [ ysmede sinZX [= cosfd6.
The first integral vanishes, giving

but the formw is not relatively exact.

21 gt_g-t
lyy = —sin=—1=->
20 = sin n >

l. (7.6)

This gives

N1 f yen-1/zkt _ z—keyE'-E
o, yex = ZZTO(X\L V(\Lﬂ))lzg ck ll)z (f kt1)¢ W )f(kiil)/ (7.7)
=~z 2-0(¢ 3 gliniyg )=0.
The last equality holds as each of the four sums which ap@essives. Consider now the case: C,.

DenoteT_,/,(C,) the transport of the translation of the cy@leby —11/n, thus giving a cycle centered
atthe origin. Letl = [ on(Gy)yCOSO dO. We calculately+1 = [y (g, ,) YIX=— Jg,,,, ysinfdo. We

make the change of coordinat@s— 0 + (2/“) . This givesly11 = cos(Z’+1 T i >ysin6 do—
sin 20T Jr nGyyYCOSO A = —sm(zg+1> J. Thatis
(+1/2 _ z0-1/2
oy = —sint2FDT & & (7.8)
n 2i
s M= Ki—ky( gl+1/2  g0-1/2
/QNde:/Z(W/‘— )32/+1——Z/Z(f =& )(E’+/ — &Y )=0, (7.9)
=]
similarly to (Z.1).
Note that it is obvious that the form = ydxis not relatively exact since for instangg ydx+# 0
is the non-zero area bounded Gy a

This completes the proof of part (ii) of the Theoreml 7.2. We poove the statement in part .
Let 6y = £S89 — g + 2 x* = cog 6;°). Note that;” = cog(6;" + 2 ) = cosfy cos
sinBg sinZX. Hence,
. .2 .
X[ —%; = —2sing; sanE =isingy (§'—&7). (7.10)

Let
&(0) =xf (¢) —x;(¢), £=0,....n—1,

be the families of simple cycles of the Chebyshev polynofjaand let

:Zlv\/ w18y € Ho(f1(1),C)

0
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wherew = %' k=1,..., (n—1)/2. TakingW, as the subspace bfy(f~1(t),C) spanned by, it
is clear that\,, is invariant under the monodromy, and

Ho(f~(t),C) = @uwn_1,1m(w)>oWo-

Proposition 7.5 TheO-dimensional Abelian integral+ [5w vanishes identically, for the cycte=

8w, With w=e"1" k=2,..., (n—1)/2 and w(x) = X, but theO-form w is not relatively exact.

Proof The proof is similar to the proof of the previous theorem. dntfit is simpler. The simple
cycles &, entering in the definition of the cyclé corresponds to the ramification points around
which the cycleSy, turns. We have

. n-1 n-1
w=S W -wXx —x)=isingy T (E¥-E ) E - =0
~/5 go ‘ ‘ [ZO
On the other hangl; w =X/ —x, = 22 -£ 0, soc is not relatively exact. 0
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