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CLASSIFICATION OF REAL RIEMANN SURFACES AND THEIR JACOBIANS IN
THE CRITICAL CASE

PIETRO GIAVEDONI

Abstract. For every g ≥ 2 we distinguish real period matrices of real Riemann surfaces of
topological type (g, 0, 0) from the ones of topological type (g, k, 1), with k equal to one or two
for g even or odd respectively (Theorem B). To that purpose, we exhibit new invariants of
real principally polarized abelian varieties of orthosymmetric type (Theorem A.1). As a direct
application, we obtain an exhaustive criterion to decide about the existence of real points on a
real Riemann surface, requiring only a real period matrix of its and the evaluation of the sign of
at most one (real) theta constant (Theorem C). A part of our real, algebro-geometric instruments
first appeared in the framework of nonlinear integrable partial differential equations.

1. Introduction

1.1. Formulation of the problem in terms of real Riemann surfaces. Let Γ be a Riemann
surface1 of genus g ≥ 1. Recall that a basis of homological cycles

B =
{

a1, a2, . . . , ag; b1, b2, . . . , bg

}

(1a)

in H1(Γ,Z) is said canonical if it satisfies the intersection relations

a j ◦ ak = b j ◦ bk = 0, a j ◦ bk = δ jk j, k = 1, 2, . . . g.(1b)

The basis of normalized holomorphic differential

ω1, ω2, . . . ωg(2)

associated to B is individuated by the conditions
∮

a j

ωk = δ jk j, k = 1, 2, . . . , g.(3)

Correspondingly, the period matrix of Γ computed with respect to the basis B is the g × g-
dimensional complex matrix τ defined elementwise as follows

τ jk :=

∮

b j

ωk j, k = 1, 2, . . . g.(4)

According to a classical result of Riemann, τ belongs to the Siegel upper-half space

Hg =
{

τ ∈Mat(g × g,C) | τ⊺ = τ, Im(τ) positive definite
}

,(5)

E-mail: pietro.giavedoni@gmail.com
1That is a compact, one dimensional complex manifold.
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2 PIETRO GIAVEDONI

of dimension g. Let us introduce the modular group

Sp(2g,Z) =
{

G ∈Mat(2g × 2g,Z) | GJG⊺ = J
}

.(6)

where J is the standard, 2g-dimensional symplectic matrix

J =
[

0 Idg

−Idg 0

]

.(7)

Denote withM the modular action

M : Sp(2g,Z) ×Hg −→ Hg(8a)

of this last one on the Siegel upper-half space defined as follows

M(
[

A B
C D

]

, τ) = (Aτ + B)(Cτ +D)−1 τ ∈ Hg,
[

A B
C D

]

∈ Sp(2g,Z).(8b)

Another basis B̃ in H1(Γ,Z) is also canonical if and only if there exists

G =
[

A B
C D

]

∈ Sp(2g,Z)(9a)

such that

B̃ =
[

D C
B A

]

B.(9b)

If τ̃ denotes the corresponding period matrix, one has

τ̃ =M(G, τ).(10)

The ”viceversa” also holds

Theorem 1.1 (Torelli’s Theorem). Let τ, τ̃ ∈ Hg be period matrices of Riemann surfaces Γ, Γ̃ of
genus g ≥ 1 respectively. These last ones are isomorphic if and only if τ and τ̃ belong to the same
orbit of the modular actionM of Sp(2g,Z) onHg.

According to the previous result, the isomorphism class of a Riemann surface, and so the
complete information about its geometry, is contained in any of its period matrices.

Let us now consider the additional datum of an anti-holomorphic involution

σ : Γ −→ Γ σ2
= IdΓ, ∂σ = 0(11)

on Γ. (See [3] for a detailed introduction to the topic.) The couple (Γ, σ) is referred to as a
real Riemann surface. Given another real Riemann surface (Γ̃, σ̃), a continuous or holomorphic
morphism φ : Γ→ Γ̃ is real2 if it makes the following diagram commutative

Γ Γ̃

Γ Γ̃

φ

σ σ̃

φ

2Without an opposite indication, morphisms between real Riemann surfaces are implicitly understood to be
real.
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Points of Γ invariant for the action of σ are also said real. The locus of these last ones consists
of finitely many connected components called ovals, each of them being homeomorphic to
S1. Denote with k their number. Define the quantity δ to be one if the union of the ovals
disconnects Γ and zero otherwise. In the former case (Γ, σ) is said to be of separated type. The
triple (g, k, δ) determines the class of real homeomorphism of the real Riemann surface. As
such, it is referred to as its topological type. Harnack and Weichold proved that a triple (g, k, δ)
is the topological type of some real Riemann surface if and only if it satisfies the following
conditions

(δ = 1, 1 ≤ k ≤ g + 1, k ≡ g + 1 mod 2) or (δ = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ g).(12)

In particular, a real Riemann surface has real points if and only if its topological type differs
from (g, 0, 0).

The definition of period matrix provided above is insufficient to describe the geometry
of a real Riemann surface. Indeed, it is not difficult to find examples of Riemann surfaces
bearing several, non equivalent real structures. This motivates the introduction of some
additional requirements on the bases of homological cycles considered. Recall that the
anti-holomorphic involution σ on Γ induces an involution σ⋆ in H1(Γ,Z).

Definition 1.2. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of genus g ≥ 1. A canonical basis of cyclesB in
H1(Γ,Z) of the form (1) satisfying the additional condition

σ⋆a j = a j j = 1, 2, . . . , g.(13)

is said semi-real. This condition implies

σ⋆b j = −b j +

g
∑

k=1

M jkak j = 1, 2, . . . , g,(14)

for some (g× g)-dimensional, symmetric matrix M with integral entries. This last one will be referred
to as the reflection matrix of (Γ, σ) with respect to B.

The existence of semi-real bases of cycles on every real Riemann surface of genus g ≥ 1 is
a classical result, proved, for example, in [4]. Another basis of cycles B̃ is also semi-real if
and only if it is related to B via a transformation of the form (9) yielded by some element G
of the semi-real modular group

G
R

g =

{[

A B
0 (A⊺)−1

]

|A ∈ GL(g,Z),B ∈Mat(g × g,Z) and AB⊺ = BA⊺
}

≤ Sp(2g,Z).(15)

In this case, the respective reflection matrices M and M̃ correspond according to the law

M̃ = AMA⊺ + 2BA⊺, G =
[

A B
0 (A⊺)−1

]

∈ GRg .(16)
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Definition 1.3. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of genus at least one. A period matrix of its is
said semi-real if computed w.r.t. a semi-real basis of cycles B in H1(Γ,Z). In this case, one has

τ = 1/2M + iT,(17)

with M the reflection matrix of (Γ, σ) with respect to B and T a g × g-dimensional, symmetric and
positive definite real matrix.

For every integer g ≥ 1, let us define the locus

HRg =
{

τ ∈ Hg | 2Re(τ) ∈Mat(g × g,Z)
}

(18)

of all semi-real Riemann matrices of the form (17) as the semi-real Siegel upper-half space of
dimension g. The modular actionM defined in (8) is easily verified to reduce to an action

M : GRg ×H
R

g −→ H
R

g(19a)

of the semi-real modular group on the semi-real Siegel upper-half space. The explicit ex-
pression (8b) simplifies in this case to

M(G, τ) = AτA⊺ + BA⊺

= (ARe(τ)A⊺ + BA⊺) + iAIm(τ)A⊺,
τ ∈ HRg ,G =

[

A B
0 (A⊺)−1

]

∈ GRg(19b)

In particular, the doubled real part of τ undergoes transformation (16).The following,
semi-real version of Theorem 1.1 holds (see [18]):

Theorem 1.4 (Real Torelli’s Theorem). Let τ, τ̃ be semi-real period matrices of real Riemann
surfaces (Γ, σ), (Γ̃, σ̃) of genus g ≥ 2 respectively. These last ones are real isomorphic if and only if τ
and τ̃ lie in the same orbit of the modular action of the group GRg on the semi-real Siegel upper-half

spaceHRg .

The previous theorem guarantees that complete information about the geometry of a real
Riemann surface is contained in any of its semi-real period matrices. Let us recall the relation
between the (doubled) real part of the latter - i.e. reflection matrices - and the topological
type of the former. The real type of an integral, symmetric matrix M is the triple of integers
(g, λ, ε), where g denotes its dimension and the remaining quantities are defined as follows:

λ(M) = rank(M mod 2), ε(M) =

g
∏

k=1

(1 −Mkk) mod 2.(20)

The conditions

0 ≤ λ ≤ g and

{

λ even if ε = 1

λ ≥ 1 if ε = 0.
(21)

determine the eligible values for the real type, this last one being said orthosymmetric or
diasymmetric for ε equal to one or zero respectively. The real type is easily verified to
be invariant for transformations of M of the form (16) yielded by elements of Gg,λ,ε. In
particular, if M is the reflection matrix of a real Riemann surface, this quantity is independent
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of the underlying semi-real basis of homological cycles. The real type of a matrix of HRg is
understood to be defined as the one of its doubled real part. In view of (19b), this last one is
also invariant for the modular actionM of GRg .

Notation 1. Throughout this article, the letter g is understood to indicate an integer of the form 2g0

or 2g0 + 1, for some other integer g0. The same holds for the letter λ.

Theorem 1.5 (See [18]). Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of genus g ≥ 2. The real type (g, λ, ε)
of its reflection matrices - or, equivalently, of its semi-real period matrices - is determined by its
topological type (g, k, δ). In particular, one has

(λ, ε) =

{

(g + 1 − k, δ) if k > 0

(2g0, 1) if k = 0
(22)

According to the previous theorem, the topological type of a real Riemann surface of genus
g ≥ 2 can be deduced from a reflection matrix of its, provided that the real type of this last
one differs from (g, 2g0, 1). In the opposite case, the topological type is bound to be either
(g, g + 1 − 2g0, 1) or (g, 0, 0). On the other side,

Theorem 1.6. Let M be a symmetric, integral matrix of real type (g, 2g0, 1) for some integer g ≥ 2.
Every real Riemann surface of topological type (g, g+1−2g0, 1) as well as every real Riemann surface
of topological type (g, 0, 0) admits M as reflection matrix w.r.t. some semi-real basis of cycles in the
homology.

In other words, if the real type of a reflection matrix is (g, 2g0, 1), the reflection matrix alone
is insufficient to distinguish between real Riemann surfaces of topological type (g, 0, 0) and
of topological type (g, g + 1 − 2g0, 1). The challenge of this distinction by means of a full
semi-real period matrix - possible in view of theorem 1.4 - is referred to as the problem of
classification of real Riemann surfaces in the critical case and represents the main focus of this
article. For our investigations it will be convenient to formulate it in terms of some more
specific semi-real period matrices. Theorem 1.6 is an easy consequence of a result of Albert:
symmetric, integral matrices of the same real type are equivalent per transformations of the
form (16). This fact allows the introduction of a standard form Mg,λ,ε for each eligible real
type satisfying conditions (21). Our choice in this article will be

Mg,λ,ε =

[

Mλ,λ,ǫ 0
0 0

]

(23a)

where

Mλ,λ,ǫ =















[

0 Idλ0
Idλ0

0

]

if ε = 1

Idλ if ε = 0.
(23b)

Definition 1.7. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of topological type (g, k, δ), with g ≥ 1. A
semi-real basis of cycles in H1(Γ,Z) is said real if its reflection matrix has the standard form Mg,λ,ε, λ
and ε being determined by the topological type of (Γ, σ) according to (22). The corresponding period
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matrix τ is also said real and takes the form

τ = 1/2Mg,λ,ε + iT(24)

for some real, symmetric and positive definite matrix T.

The introduction of real period matrices suggests to reduce to a real Siegel upper-half space

Hg,λ,ε =

{

τ ∈ Hg | 2Re(τ) = Mg,λ,ε

}

(25)

specifically associated to each eligible real type. As a direct consequence of (22), each of these
last ones contains real period matrices of a unique topological type, with the only exception
ofHg,2g0 ,1, to which both real period matrices of both topological type (g, 2g0, 1) and (g, 0, 0)
belong. We are now ready to give a precise formulation of the main problem addressed in
this article:

Problem 1 (Classification of real Riemann surfaces in the critical case). For every integer g ≥ 2
distinguish real period matrices of real Riemann surfaces of topological type (g, 0, 0) from the ones of
real Riemann surfaces of topological type (g, g + 1 − 2g0, 1).

For each eligible type (g, λ, ε) satisfying conditions (21) we will also introduce the corre-
sponding real modular group

Gg,λ,ε =

{[

A 1/2(M−AMA⊺)(A⊺)−1

0 (A⊺)−1

]

| A ∈ GL(g,Z), M ≡ AMA⊺ mod 2
}

≤ Sp(2g,Z).(26)

Its elements are the matrices of GRg preserving the standard form Mg,λ,ε introduced in (23)
per transformations of the form (16). As such, via transformations of the form (9), they also
preserve real bases of cycles in the homology of real Riemann surfaces, whose topological
type corresponds to (g, λ, ε) according to (22). Moreover, in view of (19), the modular action
M defined in (8) reduces to an action

M : Gg,λ,ε ×Hg,λ,ε −→ Hg,λ,ε(27)

of the real modular group on the real Siegel upper-half space of the same type.

1.2. Formulation of the problem in terms of real Jacobians. We start by recalling some well-
known facts about classical, complex principally polarized abelian varieties (abbr. ppavs)
and Jacobians of Riemann surfaces.
Fix an integer g ≥ 1. A period matrix for a g-dimensional ppav (X,E) can be computed fol-
lowing the same procedure described for Riemann surfaces in the previous section, provided
that (1b) is replaced with

E(a j, ak) = E(b j, bk) = 0, E(a j, bk) = δ jk, j, k = 1, 2, . . . g.(28)

To every matrix τ of the Siegel upper-half space Hg defined in (5) there corresponds a
principally polarized abelian variety given by

A(τ) = (Cg/Λ(τ),E(τ))(29)

Here Λ(τ) is the lattice of Cg generated by the columns of the matrix [Id|τ]. These last
ones yield a basis in H1(Cg/Λ(τ),Z). The polarization E(τ) is represented by the standard
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symplectic matrix J defined in (7) with respect to it. The corresponding period matrix
coincides with τ. Viceversa, every g-dimensional ppav can be represented in the form (29)
provided that τ is a period matrix of its. This last one belongs to Hg. Period matrices of
the same ppav are related by a modular transformation of the form (10) and two ppavs are
isomorphic if and only if they have the same period matrices. The quotient

Ag =Hg/Sp(2g,Z)(30)

is the (rough) moduli space of ppavs of dimension g.
The Jacobian of a genus g Riemann surface Γ, denoted with Jac(Γ), is the ppav given in the
form (29) with τ a period matrix of Γ. Consequently, a Riemann surface and its Jacobian have
the same period matrices. An alternative realization of Jac(Γ) is provided by the quotient

J0(Γ) = Div0(Γ)/Princ(Γ)(31)

of divisors of zero degree on Γwith respect to the principal ones. The Abel map

A : Div0(Γ) −→ Cg/Λ(τ)(32a)

defined as follows

A(D) =















N
∑

n=1

∫ Pn

Qn

ω















Λ(τ)

, D =

N
∑

n=1

Pn −

N
∑

n=1

Qn ∈ Div0(Γ)(32b)

induces an isomorphism of groups

A : J0(Γ) −→ Cg/Λ(τ).(32c)

The Torelli mapping

T :Mg −→ Ag(33)

defined on the moduli space of Riemann surfaces and associating to each of these last ones
its Jacobian is known, by the homonymous theorem 1.1, to be injective. The question to
describe its image is the classical Schottky problem (see [11] and references therein).

Let us now consider the real framework ([20], [4], [5]): a real ppav is a pair (A, S), where
A = (X,E) is a complex ppav, S is an anti-holomorphic involution on X such that S(0) = 0
and the following compatibility condition with the polarization E holds

E(S⋆(c1), S⋆(c2)) = −E(c1, c2), c1, c2 ∈ H1(X,Z).(34)

A period matrix of a real ppav is said semi-real if the underlying basis {a1, a2, . . . ag, b1, b2, . . . , bg}
in H1(X,Z) satisfies the conditions

S⋆(a j) = a j j = 1, 2, . . . , g.(35)

To every matrix τ of the semi-real Siegel upper-half space HRg there corresponds the real
ppav

(A(τ), Sconj)(36a)
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where A(τ) is the (complex) ppav associated to τ via (29) and Sconj the anti-holomorphic
involution on Cg/Λ(τ) induced by the standard complex conjugation on Cg:

Sconj : [z]Λ(τ) −→ [z]Λ(τ) [z]Λ(τ) ∈ C
g/Λ(τ).(36b)

τ turns out to be a semi-real period matrix of (36a). Viceversa, every real ppav (X,E, S) can
be obtained in the form (36) provided that τ is a semi-real period matrix of its. This last one
belongs to HRg . Semi-real period matrices of the same real ppav are related by a modular
transformation of the form (19) and two real ppavs are isomorphic if and only if they have
the same semi-real period matrices. The quotient

ARg :=HRg /G
R

g(37)

is the (rough) moduli space of real ppavs of dimension g. Summarizing,HRg and GRg play in
the real case the same role as Sp(2g,Z) in the complex one.

In view of its invariance with respect to the modular action ofGRg , the real type (g, λ, ε) of a
real ppav can be defined as the one of its semi-real period matrices. Moreover, a geometrical
interpretation of it is possible: apart from the dimension g, the locus of real points of a real
ppav has 2g−λ connected components and ε expresses some real properties of its polarization.
Real ppavs of a given real type (g, λ, ε) form a connected component ofARg . Resorting to real
period matrices, this last one can be realized as the quotient

Ag,λ,ε :=Hg,λ,ε/Gg,λ,ε(38)

The Jacobian of a real Riemann surface (Γ, σ) inherits a real structure SΓ. Indeed, σ extends
in a natural way to divisors of degree zero, to the quotient J0(Γ) and via the Abel map (32)
to Jac(Γ). The couple (Jac(Γ), SΓ) is a real ppav, to be expressed in the form (36) with τ a
semi-real period matrix of (Γ, σ). In particular, a real Riemann surface and its real Jacobian
have the same semi-real period matrices.
In this framework, theorems 1.5 and 1.6 above can be rephrased as follows: each component
ofARg contains real Jacobians of a single topological type, with the only exception ofAg,2g0 ,1,
to which real Jacobians of topological type (g, g + 1 − 2g0, 1) as well as (g, 0, 0) belong. A
distinction based solely on the real type is in this last case not possible. Problem 1 formulated
in the previous section is equivalent to the following

Problem 2 (Classification of real Jacobians in the critical case). For every integer g ≥ 2 distin-
guish real period matrices of real Jacobians of topological type (g, 0, 0) from the ones of real Jacobians
of topological type (g, g + 1 − 2g0, 1).

Notice that problem 1 and 2 above have the same solution but they are not the ”same” prob-
lem. Indeed, given a real Jacobian, the challenge to effectively determine the corresponding
real Riemann surface is non trivial and to the best of our knowledge still open.
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1.3. Summary of results and methods. The formulation and the first results about the
critical case of classification of real Jacobians are due to Comessatti, although the problem
might have been known already to Klein, at the end of the nineteenth century [12]. In [4] he
provides a solution to the case of genus two in terms of the determinant of the imaginary part
of real period matrices. An alternative proof of this result based on different instruments is
available in [20].
The question is closely related to other research in real algebraic geometry, for example the
one of [13], [21] and [2]. Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge, no significant progress
has been made since the time of Comessatti for genus higher than two. In this article, we
recast his results in terms of theta-constants and extend them to all genera.

Recall that, for every integer g ≥ 1, the g-dimensional theta function

Θ

[

α
β

]

: Cg ×Hg −→ C(39a)

with integral3 characteristics α,β ∈ Zg is defined as follows

Θ

[

α
β

]

(z; τ) =
∑

m∈Zg

exp [πi(m + α/2)⊺τ (m + α/2) + 2πi(z + β/2)⊺ (m + α/2)] , z ∈ Cg, τ ∈ Hg.

(39b)

As usual, we will put

Θ(z; τ) = Θ
[

0
0

]

(z; τ), z ∈ Cg, τ ∈ Hg.(39c)

The action

A : Sp(2g,Z) ×Z2g −→ Z2g(40a)

of the modular group on the set of theta-characteristics is defined as follows:

A

(

[

A B
C D

]

,
[

α
β

])

=
[

D −C
−B A

]

[

α
β

]

+

[

diag(CD⊺)
diag(AB⊺)

]

,
[

α
β

]

∈ Z2g,
[

A B
C D

]

∈ Sp(2g,Z).(40b)

Theta-characteristics are said even (resp. odd) if the product α⊺ · β is even (resp. odd). This
property is preserved by the action A of Sp(2g,Z). For a transformation of the arguments

τ̃ =M(G, τ), z̃ = [(Cτ +D)⊺]−1z,
[

α̃
β̃

]

= A

(

G,
[

α
β

])

, G =
[

A B
C D

]

∈ Sp(2g,Z),(41a)

the value of the theta function changes as follows

Θ

[

α̃
β̃

]

(z̃; τ̃) = κ[det(Cτ +D)]
1/2 exp















1

2

∑

i≤ j

ziz j

∂ log det(Cτ +D)

∂τi j















Θ

[

α
β

]

(z; τ)(41b)

where κ is understood to be a nonvanishing complex number independent of τ and z. In the
present article, a fundamental role will be played by theta-constants

Θ

[

α
β

]

(τ) = Θ
[

α
β

]

(0; τ) τ ∈ Hg,λ,ε(42)

3In general, characteristics can take real values but only integral ones are relevant for our purposes.
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with integer characteristics α,β ∈ Zg.
For any real type (g, λ, ǫ) satisfying constraints (22), let us introduce the sets

Og,λ,ε =

{

[β]2 ∈ Z
g

2
| β⊺Mg,λ,εβ ≡ 2 mod 4; βλ+1 ≡ βλ+2 ≡ . . . ≡ βg ≡ 0 mod 2

}

(43o)

Eg,λ,ε =

{

[β]2 ∈ Z
g

2
| β⊺Mg,λ,εβ ≡ 0 mod 4; βλ+1 ≡ βλ+2 ≡ . . . ≡ βg ≡ 0 mod 2

}

(43e)

Correspondingly, for every τ inHg,λ,ε, let us consider the indexed families4

O(τ) =
{

Θ

[

0
β

]

(0; τ)
}

[β]2∈Og,λ,ε
, E(τ) =

{

Θ

[

0
β

]

(0; τ)
}

[β]2∈Eg,λ,ε
.(45)

Notice that no ambiguity is contained in this definition, due to the well-known identity

Θ

[

α+2d
β+2f

]

(z; τ) = exp(πif⊺α)Θ
[

α
β

]

(z; τ),(46)

for all τ ∈ Hg; z ∈ Cg; α,β ∈ Rg; d, f ∈ Zn. This last one guarantees that the theta-constants
are independent of the particular representative β of the class [β]2. The value of the triple
(g, λ, ε) on the r.h.s. of (45) is understood to be the real type of the real Riemann matrix τ on
the l.h.s..

The first part of this article contains results about real ppavs, mostly of orthosymmetric
type, employed in the solution of the critical case of classification of real Jacobians and also
relevant by themselves. Our first result is the following

Theorem A.1 (See Thm. 2.6 and Lemma 2.7). Fix an orthosymmetric real type (g, λ, 1). Let τ be
a matrix of the real Siegel upper-half spaceHg,λ,1. The elements of the families O(τ) and E(τ) are all
real. Moreover, let τ̃ be another matrix ofHg,λ,1 such that

τ̃ =M(G, τ) for some G ∈ Gg,λ,1.(47)

Then

O(τ̃) = O(τ) and E(τ̃) = E(τ) up to permutations of the indexes.(48)

Consequently, the elements ofO(τ) andE(τ) respectively constitute multi-dimensional, real quantities
associated to the real ppav (A(τ), Sconj) defined in (36), invariant - up to permutations - per real
isomorphisms.

To the best of our knowledge, these invariants are new in the literature and for the first
time here recognised as such. Their relevance goes beyond the classification of real Jacobians.
For example, they provide an instrument to distinguish non-isomorphic real ppavs of the
same orthosymmetric type. This clarifies our motivation to define O(τ) and E(τ) not simply

4Formally, O(τ) can be thought of as a function

Og,λ,ε −→ R(44)

associating to every [β]2 in Og,λ,ε the value of the theta-constant Θ
[

0
β

]

(τ). An analogous definition holds for

E(τ).
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as sets but as indexed families: in this way, a trace is kept of possible repetitions among the
values of their entries, potentially crucial for their optimal employment.

The first part of the proof of theorem A.1 consists in providing a simpler version of the
transformation law (41) of the theta function for the real framework. We will restrict to
characteristics of the form [0⊺,β⊺]⊺. Notice that the set of these last ones is invariant for the
action of A. With the obvious identification

[

0
β

]

←→ β β ∈ Zg(49)

and considering classes modulo 2 of these vectors, A reduces to an action

A : Gg,λ,ε ×Z
g

2
−→ Z

g

2
(50a)

given explicitely by

A(G, [β]2) = [Aβ − 1/2diag(M − AMA⊺)]2, G =
[

A 1/2(M−AMA⊺)(A⊺)−1

0 (A⊺)−1

]

.(50b)

Theorem A.1.1 (See Thm. 2.1). Let [β]2, [β̃]2 be vectors of Z
g

2
and τ, τ̃ be matrices of some real

Siegel upper-half planeHg,λ,ε of dimension g. Assume that

τ̃ =M(G, τ) and [β̃]2 = A(G, [β]2) for some G ∈ Gg,λ,ε.(51)

Then

Θ

[

0
β̃

]

(τ̃) = Θ
[

0
β

]

(τ).(52)

Next, we restrict to orthosymmetric types and prove a property of the action A:

Theorem A.1.2 (See Thm. 2.2). Let (g, λ, 1) be an orthosymmetric real type. The set Og,λ,1 is

invariant for the action A of Gg,λ,1 on Z
g

2
defined in (50). The same is true for Eg,λ,1.

This result is a generalization of the classical invariance of the set of odd (resp. even)
characteristics for the action A of the modular group Sp(2g0,Z) defined in (40). In particular,
the elements of Og,λ,1 (resp. Eg,λ,1) can be considered as the real, orthosymmetric analogue
of the former ones. Theorem A.1 follows easily from a combination of theorems A.1.1 and
A.1.2. As a next step, we investigate the sign of real theta functions.

Theorem A.2 (See Theorem 3.1). Let (g, λ, 1) be an admissible, orthosymmetric real type, with λ
(even,) equal to 2λ0 and strictly positive. Introduce the set

Tg,λ,1 =

{

[β]2 ∈ Eg,λ,1 | β j · β j+λ0
≡ 0 mod 2, j = 1, 2, . . . , λ0

}

.(53)

Let τ be a matrix of the corresponding Siegel upper-half spaceHg,λ,1. One has
∑

[β]2∈Tg,λ,1

Θ

[

0
β

]

(τ) > 0.(54)

In particular, at least one element of the indexed family E(τ) is strictly positive in this case.

Finally, we consider the zeros of the theta function
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Theorem A.3 (See Theorem 3.4). Let τ be a matrix ofHg,λ,1, for some admissible, orthosymmetric
real type (g, λ, 1). Denote with R=0 a connected component of the locus of real points on the real ppav
(A(τ), Sconj) non containing its zero. One has

dim((Θτ) ∩ R=0) = g − 1.(55)

Here (Θτ) is understood to indicate the theta-divisor on A(τ).

Notice that (A(τ), Sconj) is not required to be a real Jacobian. The prove of the previous
theorem relies essentially on an appropriate application of the elementary properties of the
theta function.

In the second part of the article, we apply the material above to solve the critical case of
classification of real Jacobians. The indexed family O(τ) proves to be the right instrument to
that purpose.

Theorem B (See Theorem 5.4 and Theorem 5.5). Let τ be a real period matrix of a real Riemann
surface (Γ, σ) of genus g equal to 2g0 or 2g0 + 1, for some integer g0 ≥ 1. Assume that τ belongs to
the real Siegel upper-half spaceHg,2g0 ,1. One has

(1) If the topological type of (Γ, σ) is (g, g + 1 − 2g0, 1), then all the elements of O(τ) are strictly
negative.

(2) If the topological type of (Γ, σ) is (g, 0, 0), then all elements of O(τ) are nonnegative.

Let us consider the real and imaginary subspaces

R = {x | x ∈ Rg}, I = {ix | x ∈ Rg}.(56)

of Cg. Let us introduce the notation

Θτ(z) = Θ(z; τ) z ∈ Cg(57)

for theta as a function of the only variable z, if τ is a fixed element of Hg. An important
ingredient to prove theorem B is the following

Theorem B.1 (See Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.6). Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of
genus g equal to 2g0 or 2g0 + 1, for some integer g0 ≥ 1. Denote with τ a real period matrix of its.

(1) If the topological type of (Γ, σ) is (g, g + 1 − 2g0, 1), then the function Θτ has no zeros on the
imaginary subspace I.

(2) If the topological type of (Γ, σ) is (g, 0, 0), then the set

{z ∈ R | Θτ(z) , 0}(58)

is path-connected.

This theorem is largely inspired by the theory of algebro-geometric solutions to integrable,
nonlinear PDEs (see [1], [6] for a general introduction). Its first part has already been
proved for example in [7] with some additional assumptions on the underlying real basis
of homological cycles. We remove them here. The second part is inspired by the work
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of Malanyuk [15], [14], whereas its original statement seems to us to be incorrect.5 For a
modified statement (Point 2 in the previous theorem), we provide proof based on theorem
(A.3) above and on Riemann theorem about the zeros of the theta function.

It is not difficult to verify that Θτ is real on both R and I, if τ belongs to the real Siegel
upper-half space Hg,2g0,1 (see lemma 2.7). From Theorem B.1 one deduces that Θτ cannot
change sign on R or I, if τ is a period matrix of topological type (g, 0, 0) or (g, g + 1 − 2g0, 1)
respectively. Under the same hypothesis, theorem A.2 implies thatΘτ takes a strictly positive
value at some point of R as well as at some point of I. Theorem B is then obtained by means
of some appropriate manipulations based on the properties of the theta function.

When considered in the general framework exposed in section 1.1, this last result implies
the following criterion to decide about the existence of real points on a real Riemann surface.

Theorem C. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of genus g equal to 2g0 or 2g0 + 1 for some integer
g0 ≥ 1. Let M be the reflection matrix of (Γ, σ) w.r.t. some semi-real basis of cycles in H1(Γ,Z).

(1) If λ(M) , 2g0 or ε(M) , 1, then (Γ, σ) has real points.
(2) If λ(M) = 2g0 and ε(M) = 1, let τ be a real period matrix of (Γ, σ) and β any vector in {0, 1}g

satisfying the conditions

β⊺Mg,2g0 ,1β ≡ 2 mod 4, βg = 0 if g is odd.(59)

where the matrix Mg,2g0 ,1 is defined in (23). In this case (Γ, σ) has real points if and only if

Θ

[

0
β

]

(τ) < 0.(60)

Notice that our criterion requires only the knowledge of the quantities λ and ǫ, and of
the sign of at most one (real) theta-constant. Its implementation as numerical algorithm
and an extensive exam of its potential for the investigation of systems of multivariate real
polynomial equations are currently part of a work in progress.

2. Invariant theta constants for real ppavs

The main purpose of this section is the introduction of the indexed families O(τ) and E(τ)
as invariants -modulo permutations of the indexes- of real ppavs of orthosymmetric type
(Theorem A.1). We start with a result holding also in the diasymmetric case.

Theorem 2.1 (See Thm. A.1.1). Let (g, λ, ǫ) be a type of real ppavs, with g ≥ 2. Denote with M the
corresponding matrix Mg,λ,ε, defined in (23). Let G be an element of the real modular group Gg,λ,ε.
Recall that in this case there exists a matrix

A ∈ GL(g,Z) satisfying AMA⊺ ≡ M mod 2(61)

5According to our understanding, it is claimed there (with different normalization conventions), that the
theta function does not vanish, under appropriate hypotheses, on the set R1 introduced in section 4. But this is
impossible, because that set contains points corresponding to odd theta characteristics.
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such that

G =
[

A 1/2(M−AMA⊺)(A⊺)−1

0 (A⊺)−1

]

(62)

Let τ, τ̃ be real Riemann matrices of the real Siegel upper-half planeHg,λ,ε such that

τ̃ =M(G, τ) = AτA⊺ + 1/2(M − AMA⊺).(63)

Consider theta-characteristics
[

0
β

]

,
[

0
β̃

]

(of dimension 2n), whose classes modulo 2 are related as

follows:

[β̃]2 = A
(

G, [β]2

)

= [Aβ + 1/2diag(M − AMA⊺)]2.(64)

One has then

Θ

[

0
β̃

]

(Az; τ̃) = Θ
[

0
β

]

(z; τ)(65)

Proof. Recall that in view of (46), the value of the theta functions in (65) is invariant as
the characteristics vary in a given class modulo 2. One can then assume, without loss of
generality,

β̃ = Aβ + 1/2diag(M − AMA⊺).(66)

Plugging this last one and (63) into the definition (39) of theta function with characteristics,
one obtains

Θ

[

0
β̃

]

(Az; τ̃) =
∑

m∈Zn

exp {πim⊺ [AτA⊺ + 1/2 (M −AMA⊺)] m(67)

+2πi
[

Az + 1/2Aβ + 1/4diag(M − AMA⊺)
]⊺

m
}

(68)

=

∑

m∈Zn

exp
{

πim⊺(AτA⊺)m + 2πi
[

A(z + 1/2β)
]⊺

(69)

+πi/2
[

m⊺ (M − AMA⊺) m + diag(M − AMA⊺)⊺m
]}

(70)

=

∑

m∈Zn

exp
{

πi(A⊺m)⊺τ(A⊺m) + 2πi(z + 1/2β)⊺(A⊺m)
}

(71)

=Θ

[

0
β

]

(z; τ)(72)

In this last chain of equalities, we have exploited the relation

m⊺ (M −AMA⊺) m +m⊺diag(M − AMA⊺) ≡ 0 mod 4.(73)

In order to deduce this last one, observe that due to (65)

M − AMA⊺ = 2X for some X ∈Mat(n × n,Z), X⊺ = X.(74)

One can then rewrite

m⊺ (M −AMA⊺) m +m⊺diag(M − AMA⊺) = 2
[

m⊺Xm +m⊺diagX
]

= 2
[

2m⊺diagX + 2c
]

(75)

for some appropriate c in Z. �
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Next, we restrict to orthosymmetric, real ppavs and prove a purely arithmetic property of
the real version (50) of the action A.

Theorem 2.2 (See Thm. A.1.2). Let (g, λ, 1) be any orthosymmetric type. The sets Og,λ,1 and Eg,λ,1

are invariant for the action A of the group Gg,λ,1.

The vectors of the setsOg,λ,1 andEg,λ,1 can be considered the real (orthosymmetric) analogue
of the classical odd and even theta characteristics. The proof of theorem 2.2 requires some
preliminary work.

Lemma 2.3. Fix a strictly positive, even integer g equal to 2g0. Denote with M the orthosymmetric
matrix M2g0 ,2g0,1. Let A ∈Mat(2g0 × 2g0,Z) satisfy

AMA⊺ ≡M mod 2.(76)

Assume that β, β̃ ∈ Z2g0 satisfy

β̃ = Aβ −
1

2
diag(AMA⊺).(77)

Then

β̃
⊺
Mβ̃ ≡ β⊺Mβ mod 4.(78)

Proof. According to a theorem of Newman and Smart [17] there exists a matrix X such that

X ∈ Sp(2g0,Z) and X ≡ A mod 2.(79)

Put

β̂ = Xβ − 1/2diag(XMX⊺)(80)

As β̂ and β are congruent modulo 2, one has

β̂
⊺

Mβ̂ ≡ β̃
⊺
Mβ̃ mod 4.(81)

Introduce the notation

β =
[

α0
β0

]

, β̂ =
[

α̂0

β̂0

]

α0,β0, α̂0, β̂0 ∈ Z
g0 .(82)

Then

β⊺Mβ = 2α0
⊺β0 β̂

⊺

Mβ̂ = 2α̂⊺
0
β̂0.(83)

For the action A defined in (40) one has

[β̂]2 = A(−JXJ, [β]2) J =
[

0 Idn0

−Idn0
0

]

.(84)

Indeed, if

X =
[

P Q
R S

]

(85)

from the condition X ∈ Sp(2g0,Z), one has

PQ⊺ = QP⊺, RS⊺ = SR⊺.(86)
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which yields

β̂ =
[

P Q
R S

] [

α0
β0

]

− 1/2diag
([

P Q
R S

] [

0 Id
Id 0

] [

P⊺ R⊺

Q⊺ S⊺

])

=

[

Pα0+Qβ0−diag(PQ⊺)

Rα0+Sβ0−diag(RS⊺)

]

(87)

The action A is well-known ([10], [8]) to preserve the parity of the characteristics (82). That
is

α̂⊺
0
β̂0 ≡ α0

⊺β0 mod 2.(88)

In view of (83), this last one implies

β̂
⊺

Mβ̂ ≡ β⊺Mβ mod 4.(89)

The thesis follows then from (81) and (89) together.
�

Lemma 2.4. Fix a type of real ppav (g, λ, ε), with 0 < λ < g. Let A ∈ GL(g,Z) satisfy

AMg,λ,εA
⊺ ≡Mg,λ,ε mod 2.(90)

Introduce the notation

A =
[

A0 A01
A10 A1

]

.(91)

Here A0 and A1 are understood to be square matrices of dimension λ and g− λ respectively. One has
then

A0Mλ,λ,εA0
⊺ ≡Mλ,λ,ε, A10 ≡ 0 mod 2(92)

and

diag(A10Mλ,λ,εA10
⊺) ≡ 0 mod 4.(93)

Proof. With notation (91), condition (90) is equivalent to the following system of equations


















A0Mλ,λ,εA0
⊺ ≡ Mλ,λ,ε mod2

A0Mλ,λ,εA10
⊺ ≡ 0 mod2

A10Mλ,λ,εA10
⊺ ≡ 0 mod2.

(94)

The first one of (94) is exactly the first one of (92) and implies

det(A0Mλ,λ,ε) ≡ 1 mod 2.(95)

The second equation in (94) implies then the second one of (92). This last one is equivalent
to the existence of a matrix X ∈Mat((g − λ) × λ,Z) such that

A10 = 2X.(96)

This yields

diag(A10Mλ,λ,εA10
⊺) = 4diag(XMλ,λ,εX

⊺)(97)

which is (93) �
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Lemma 2.5. Fix any orthosymmetric type (g, λ, 1). Denote with M the corresponding matrix Mg,λ,1.
Let A ∈ GL(g,Z) satisfy

AMA⊺ ≡M mod 2.(98)

Consider β ∈ Zg of the form

β =
[

β0
β1

]

, β1 ∈ Z
g−λ, β1 ≡ 0 mod 2.(99)

Put

β̃ =
[

β̃0

β̃1

]

= Aβ − 1/2diag(AMA⊺).(100)

Then

β̃1 ≡ 0 mod 2(101)

and

β̃
⊺

0 Mλ,λ,1β̃0 ≡ β0
⊺Mλ,λ,1β0 mod 4.(102)

Proof. For the ease of notation, let us indicate the matrix Mλ,λ,1 simply with M0. Making use
of notation (91) and simplifying according to (93), from the definition (100) of β̃ one obtains

{

β̃0 ≡ A0β0 + A01β1 +
1/2diag(A0M0A⊺

0
) mod 2

β̃1 ≡ A1β1 mod 2.
(103)

Relation (101) follows immediately. Now put

˜̃β0 = A0β0 +
1

2
diag(A0M0A⊺

0
).(104)

As

β̃0 =
˜̃β0 mod 2,(105)

one has

˜̃β0

⊺

M0
˜̃β0 ≡ β̃

⊺

0 M0β̃0 mod 4(106)

On the other side, A0,M0,β0 and ˜̃β0 satisfy the hypothesis of lemma 2.3. Consequently,

˜̃β
⊺

0 M ˜̃β0 ≡ β0
⊺Mβ0 mod 4.(107)

Formulas (106) and (107) together give (102). The proof is complete. �

Proof of theorem 2.2. Let
[

0
β

]

2
be any element of Og,λ,1. For the ease of notation, let us put

β =
[

β1
β2

]

, β1 ∈ Z
λ,β ∈ Zg−λ.(108)

From the definition (43o) of Og,λ,1 one has

β2 ≡ 0 mod 2, β1
⊺Mλ,λ,1β1 ≡ 2 mod 4.(109)
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Consider

G =

[

A 1
2
(M − AMA⊺)(A⊺)−1

0 (A⊺)−1

]

∈ Gg,λ,1(110)

where, in view of definition (26),

A ∈ GL(g,Z) and AMA⊺ ≡M mod 2.(111)

Put

β̃ = Aβ − 1/2diag(AMA⊺).(112)

According to definition (50), one has then

[β̃]2 = A(G, [β]2).(113)

This last one is easily seen to belong to Og,λ,1. Indeed, let us put

β̃ =
[

β̃1

β̃2

]

, β̃1 ∈ Z
λ, β̃2 ∈ Z

g−λ.(114)

From lemma 2.5 one has then

β̃2 ≡ 0 mod 2(115)

and

β̃
⊺

1 Mλ,λ,1β̃1 ≡ β1
⊺Mλ,λ,1β1 mod 4.(116)

The argument for Eg,λ,1 is analogous. �

We are now ready for the proof of the following

Theorem 2.6 (See Thm. A.1). Fix any orthosymmetric type (g, λ, 1). Let τ, τ̃ ∈ Hg,λ,1 lie in the
same orbit of the modular actionM of the real modular groupGg,λ,1 onHg,λ,1. Then the familiesO(τ),
O(τ̃) coincide up to a permutation of the indexes. The same holds for the families E(τ), E(τ̃).

Proof. Let us first prove the thesis for the families O(τ), O(τ̃). Let G be an element of Gg,λ,1

satisfying

τ̃ =M(G, τ).(117)

In view of theorem 2.2, the map

[β]2 −→ A(G, [β]2) [β]2 ∈ Z
g

2
,(118)

reduces to a bijection of Og,λ,1 into itself. Moreover, due to theorem 2.1,

Θ

[

0
A(G,β)

]

(τ̃) = Θ
[

0
β

]

(τ), ∀β ∈ Zg.(119)

One has then

O(τ) =
{

Θ

[

0
β

]

(τ)
}

[β]2∈Og,λ,1
=

{

Θ

[

0
A(G,β)

]

(τ̃)
}

[β]2∈Og,λ,1
.(120)
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On the other side, according to definition (45),

O(τ̃) =
{

Θ

[

0
β

]

(τ̃)
}

[β]2∈Og,λ,1
.(121)

One concludes that the families O(τ) and O(τ̃) coincide up to the permutation (118) of their
indexes. The proof for families E(τ), E(τ̃) is analogous. �

We conclude this section with the following

Lemma 2.7. Fix an orthosymmetric real type (g, λ, 1). Denote with M the corresponding matrix
Mg,λ,1. Let τ be a real Riemann matrix of the real Siegel upper-half spaceHg,λ,1. The function Θτ (is
even and) satisfies

Θ(z; τ) = Θ(z; τ) ∀z ∈ Cg.(122)

In particular, Θτ is real on both R and I introduced in (56).

Proof. Recall that

τ =M − τ.(123)

This yields

Θ(z; τ) =
∑

m∈Zg

exp(πim⊺τm + 2πim⊺z)(124)

=

∑

m∈Zg

exp(−πim⊺τm − 2πim⊺z)(125)

=

∑

m∈Zg

exp [−πim⊺(M − τ)m − 2πim⊺z](126)

=

∑

m∈Zg

exp [−πim⊺Mm + πim⊺τm − 2πim⊺z](127)

=

∑

m∈Zg

exp(πim⊺τm − 2πim⊺z)(128)

= Θ(z; τ)(129)

The parity of the function Θτ is a general, well-known fact. In view of this last one, (122)
implies

Θ(z; τ) = Θ(−z; τ).(130)

The reality of Θτ on R and I follows from (122) and (130) respectively, after recalling that
these last ones are the loci of vectors of Cg with real and imaginary entries respectively. �

Notice that the elements of the indexed families O(τ) and E(τ) have the form Θ(β/2; τ). In
view of the previous lemma, these last ones are real, provided that τ belongs to some real
Siegel upper-half space Hg,λ,1 space of orthosymmetric type. This concludes the proof of
theorem A.1.
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3. Sign and zeros of the theta function in the real framework

We continue the study of the theta function in the real framework. The results of this
section hold for all matrices of some appropriate real Siegel upper-half spaces, without
restriction to real period matrices. We start with the following

Theorem 3.1 (See Thm. A.2). Fix any orthosymmetric real type (g, λ, 1), with λ > 0. Introduce
the set

Bg,λ,1 =
{

β | β ∈ {0, 1}g; βkβλ0+k = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . λ0; βλ+h = 0, h = 1, 2, . . . , g − λ
}

(131)

Let τ be any real Riemann matrix inHg,λ,1. One has
∑

β∈Bg,λ,1

Θ(1/2β; τ) > 0.(132)

In particular, for every τ ∈ Hg,λ,1 there exists β ∈ Bg,λ,1 such that

Θ(1/2β; τ) > 0.(133)

Proof of Theorem A.2. Let us introduce the notation

Sg,λ,1(m,β) = exp
[

πi
(

1/2m⊺Mg,λ,1m +m⊺β
)]

, m ∈ Zg,β ∈ Bg,λ,1.(134)

One has
∑

β∈Bg,λ,1

Θ(1/2β; τ) =
∑

β∈Bg,λ,1

∑

m∈Zg

exp(πim⊺τm + πim⊺β)(135)

=

∑

β∈Bg,λ,1

∑

m∈Zg

exp
[

πi
(

1/2m⊺Mg,λ,1m
)

− πm⊺Tm + πim⊺β
]

(136)

=

∑

m∈Zg

















exp (−πm⊺Tm)
∑

β∈Bg,λ,1

Sg,λ,1(m,β)

















.(137)

To prove the thesis, it suffices to show that
∑

β∈Bg,λ,1

Sg,λ,1(m,β) > 0, ∀m ∈ Zg.(138)

Denote with πλ the projection of an n-dimensional vector on its first λ components. Notice,
that πλ is a bijection from Bn,λ,1 onto Bλ,λ,1. Moreover,

Sn,λ,1(m,β) = Sλ,λ,1(πλ(m),πλ(β))(139)

for any m in Zg and any β in Bg,λ,1. This implies
∑

β∈Bg,λ,1

Sg,λ,1(m,β) =
∑

β∈Bλ,λ,1

Sλ,λ,1(πλ(m),πλ(β)) =
∑

β∈Bλ,λ,1

Sλ,λ,1(πλ(m),β).(140)
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So, (138) follows, if
∑

β∈Bλ,λ,1

Sλ,λ,1(m,β) > 0, ∀m ∈ Zλ.(141)

Let us prove this last one. For every m ∈ Zλ, let us denote with p(m) and n(m) the number
of elements β of Bλ,λ,1 such that Sλ,λ,1(m,β) equals 1 or −1 respectively:

p(m) = card
{

β | β ∈ Bλ,λ,1; Sλ,λ,1(m,β) = 1
}

,(142a)

n(m) = card
{

β | β ∈ Bλ,λ,1; Sλ,λ,1(m,β) = −1
}

.(142b)

The cardinality ofBλ,λ,1 is 3λ0 . Indeed, its elements can be described as the vectors β of {0, 1}λ

such that (βk, βλ0+k) belongs to {(0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0)}, for k = 1, 2, . . . , λ0. As Sλ,λ,1(m,β) can only
take values 1 or -1, these facts imply

∑

β∈Bλ,λ,1

Sλ,λ,1 = p(m) − n(m) = 3λ0 − 2n(m).(143)

Let us prove that

n(m) ≤
3λ0 − 1

2
, m ∈ Zλ.(144)

We proceed by induction on λ0 =
1/2λ. For λ0 = 1, one has

S2,2,1(m,β) = exp
[

πi
(

m1m2 +m1β1 +m2β2

)]

(145)

for m = (m1,m2)⊺ in Z2 and β = (β1, β2)⊺ in B2,2,1. It follows, that in this case n(m) is 0 if both
m1 and m2 are even and 1 otherwise. This confirms (141). Consider now λ0 > 1. Introduce
the projections

π2 : m −→ (m1,mλ0+1) ∈ Z2, πλ−2 : m −→ (m2, . . . ,mλ0
,mλ0+2, . . . ,mλ) ∈ Z

λ−2(146)

for any m ∈ Zλ. One has

Sλ,λ,1(m,β) = exp















πi

λ0
∑

k=1

(

mkmλ0+k +mkβk +mλ0+kβλ0+k

)















(147)

= exp
[

πi
(

m1mλ0+1 +m1β1 +mλ0+1βλ0+1

)]

exp















πi

λ0
∑

k=2

(

mkmλ0+k +mkβk +mλ0+kβλ0+k

)















(148)

= S2,2,1(π2(m),π2(β)) · Sλ−2,λ−2,1(πλ−2(m),πλ−2(β)).(149)

In view of this decomposition, for any given m ∈ Zλ, the vectors β of Bλ,λ,1 such that
Sλ,λ,1(m,β) = −1 are exactly the ones satisfying either of the two following conditions:

{

S2,2,1(π2(m),π2(β)) = 1

Sλ−2,λ−2,1(πλ−2(β),πλ−2(β)) = −1
or

{

S2,2,1(π2(m),π2(β)) = −1

Sλ−2,λ−2,1(πλ−2(β),πλ−2(β)) = 1
.(150)
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Moreover, the map

β −→
(

π2(β),πλ−2(β)
)

(151)

is a bijection from Bλ,λ,1 to B2,2,1 × Bλ−2,λ−2,1. As a consequence of these facts and of the
inductive hypothesis, for every vector m in Zλ one has

n(m) = p(π2(m))n(πλ−2(m)) + n(π2(m))p(πλ−2(m))(152)

= [3 − n(π2(m))] n(πλ−2(m)) + n(π2(m))
[

3λ0−1 − n(πλ−2(m))
]

(153)

= 3n(πλ−2(m)) + n(π2(m))
[

3λ0−1 − 2n(πλ−2(m))
]

(154)

≤ 3n(πλ−2(m)) + 3λ0−1 − 2n(πλ−2(m))(155)

= n(πλ−2(m)) + 3λ0−1(156)

≤
3λ0−1 − 1

2
+ 3λ0−1

=
3λ0 − 1

2
(157)

This proves the theorem. �

Notice that Bg,λ,1 contains exactly one representative for each class of the set Tg,λ,1 defined
in (53). So, inequalities (54) and (132) are equivalent and theorem A.2 follows. We will now
exploit the previous result to deduce the existence of points in the spaces I and R at which
the theta function takes a strictly positive value. The following, simple lemma will play a
crucial role for the proof of theorem B.

Lemma 3.2. Fix an orthosymmetric real type (g, λ, 1), with λ > 0. Denote with M the corresponding
matrix Mg,λ,1. Let τ be a real Riemann matrix inHg,λ,1 and β be any vector in Zg. One has6

sgnΘ(τ(−Mβ) + 1/2β; τ) =

{

sgnΘ(1/2β; τ) if β⊺Mβ ≡ 0 mod 4

− sgnΘ(1/2β; τ) if β⊺Mβ ≡ 2 mod 4
.(159)

Proof. Recall that

τ = 1/2M + iT(160)

for some real, symmetric and positive definite matrix T. Applying the quasi-periodicity law
(174) to the l.h.s. of (159) one obtains

Θ(τ(−Mβ) + 1/2β; τ) = exp
[

−2πi
(

−Mβ
)⊺ (1/2β

)

− πi
(

−Mβ
)⊺
τ
(

−Mβ
)]

·Θ(1/2β; τ)(161)

= exp
[

πiβ⊺Mβ − πiβ⊺(MτM)β
]

·Θ(1/2β; τ)(162)

= exp
(

−1/2πiβ⊺Mβ
)

· exp
(

πβ⊺MTMβ
)

·Θ(1/2β; τ).(163)

6Here we use the convention

sgn x =























1 if x > 0

0 if x = 0

−1 if x < 0

, x ∈ R.(158)
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The second factor in the last expression is strictly positive. The thesis follows. �

Corollary 3.3. Fix an orthosymmetric real type (g, λ, 1), with λ > 0. Denote with M the matrix
Mg,λ,1 defined in (23). Let τ be a real Riemann matrix in Hg,λ,1. There exists a point x0 in R and a
point z0 in I such that

Θ(x0; τ) > 0, Θ(z0; τ) > 0.(164)

Here R and I are understood to indicate the linear spaces introduced in (56).

Proof. According to theorem 3.1 there exists β ∈ {0, 1}g satisfying the conditions

β⊺Mβ = 0, βλ+1 = βλ+2 = . . . = βg = 0,(165)

such that

Θ(1/2β; τ) > 0.(166)

Put x0 =
1/2β. This last one belongs to R and satisfies the first inequality in (164). Now notice

that the second part of conditions (165) implies

M(Mβ) = β,(167)

and put

z0 = τ(−Mβ) + 1/2β = (τ − 1/2M)(−Mβ).(168)

This last one belongs to I. Moreover, again in view of conditions (165) one can apply lemma
3.2 to obtain

sgnΘ(z0; τ) = sgnΘ(τ(−Mβ) + 1/2β; τ) = sgnΘ(1/2β; τ) = 1.(169)

Consequently, z0 satisfies the second inequality in (164). �

In the remaining part of this section, we will investigate the zeros of the theta function in
the real framework. To that purpose, let us recall some well-known facts. Fix any real type
(g, λ, ε) and let τ be a matrix ofHg,λ,ε. Consider the real ppav determined by τ via (36). We
will need to consider the locus of real and imaginary points on it. That is, of points [z]Λ(τ) in
Cg/Λ(τ) satisfying the equations

Sconj([z]Λ(τ)) = [z]Λ(τ) or Sconj([z]Λ(τ)) = −[z]Λ(τ)(170)

respectively. Making use of the sets R and I defined in (56), let us introduce

R(τ) = {[z]Λ(τ) | z ∈ R}, I(τ) = {[z]Λ(τ) | z ∈ I}.(171)

In view of definition (36b), all points of these last ones are real resp. imaginary on the real
ppav. If λ < g, introduce

Rq(τ) =
{

τα + β | α,β ∈ Rg, 2α =
[

0
q

]}

, Iq(τ) =
{

τα + β | α,β ∈ Rg,Mα + 2β =
[

0
q

]}

(172)

for q ∈ {0, 1}g−λ with q , 0 and M equal to Mg,λ,ε. Introduce also the corresponding

Rq(τ) = {[z]Λ(τ) | z ∈ Rq}, Iq(τ) = {[z]Λ(τ) | z ∈ Iq}.(173)
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The locus of real (resp. imaginary) points has 2g−λ connected components given by R(τ)
(resp. I(τ)) together with the (2g−λ − 1) sets Rq(τ) (resp. Iq(τ)) if λ < g (see [4]).
Let us recall the well-known quasi-periodicity property of the g-dimensional theta function

Θ(z + τλ + µ; τ) = exp(−2πiλ⊺z − πiλ⊺τλ) ·Θ(z; τ) ∀λ,µ ∈ Zg,∀z ∈ Cg,∀τ ∈ Hg.
(174)

Theorem 3.4. Let (g, λ, 1) be an orthosymmetric real type, with λ < g. Denote with τ a matrix of
Hg,λ,1. Fix a vector q in {0, 1}g−λ, q , 0. The locus

{

z ∈ Rq(τ) | Θ(z; τ) = 0
}

(175)

is a real analytic variety of dimension g − 1.

Proof. In view of definition (172) it is sufficient to prove the thesis for the locus
{

x ∈ Rg | Θ(x + 1/2τeq; τ) = 0
}

(176a)

where

eq =

[

0
q

]

∈ {0, 1}g.(176b)

Introduce the auxiliary function

T(x) = exp(πieq
⊺ · x)Θ(x + 1/2τeq; τ) x ∈ Rg.(177)

First let us show that

T(x) ∈ R, ∀x ∈ Rg.(178)

Indeed, denote with M the matrix Mg,λ,1 defined in (23). As

τ =M − τ(179)

one has

Θ(x + 1/2τeq; τ) =
∑

m∈Zg

exp
[

πim⊺τm + 2πim⊺(x + 1/2τeq)
]

(180)

=

∑

m∈Zg

exp
[

−πim⊺τm − 2πim⊺(x + 1/2τeq)
]

(181)

=

∑

m∈Zg

exp
(

−πim⊺Mm + πim⊺τm − 2πim⊺x − πim⊺Meq + πim⊺τeq

)

(182)

=

∑

m∈Zg

exp
[

πim⊺τm + 2πim⊺
(

−x + 1/2τeq

)]

(183)

= Θ(x − 1/2τeq; τ).(184)
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On the other side, in view of (174)

Θ(x − 1/2τeq; τ) = Θ((x + 1/2τeq) − τeq; τ)(185)

= exp[−2πi(−eq)⊺(x + 1/2τeq) − πieq
⊺τeq]Θ(x + 1/2τeq; τ)(186)

= exp(2πieq
⊺x)Θ(x + 1/2τeq; τ).(187)

Combining the two last equations, one obtains

Θ(x + 1/2τeq; τ) = exp
(

2πieq
⊺x
)

Θ(x + 1/2τeq; τ) x ∈ Rg.(188)

With this last one, one deduces (178). Moreover, let s be a vector in {0, 1}g−λ such that q⊺ ·s = 1
and put

es =
[

0
s

]

∈ {0, 1}g.(189)

Using again (174), with a simple manipulation of definition (177) one obtains

T(x + es) = −T(x) x ∈ Rg.(190)

Now notice that T vanishes exactly on the analytic variety defined in (176). If this last one
had dimension strictly less than g−1, its complementary set inRg would be path-connected.
Consequently, T would be either nonpositive or nonnegative on the whole Rg. But this is
not possible: Let x0 be a point of Rg such that T(x0) , 0. In view of (190), T(x0 + es) is also
different from zero and has opposite sign. As τ was chosen arbitrarily inHg,λ,1, the proof is
complete. �

Lemma 3.5. Fix any type (g, λ, ε), with g ≥ 2. Denote with M the corresponding matrix Mg,λ,ε

defined in (23). Let τ, τ̃ be real Riemann matrices of the real Siegel upper-half spaceHg,λ,ε. Assume
that for some G ∈ Gg,λ,ε one has

τ̃ =M(G, τ).(191)

The function Θτ has zeros on the imaginary space I defined in (56) if and only if Θτ̃ does.

Proof. Recall that G belongs to Gg,λ,ε if and only if it has the form

G =
[

A 1/2(M−AMA⊺)(A⊺)−1

0 (A⊺)−1

]

(192)

for some A ∈ GL(g,Z) such that

AMA⊺ ≡ 0 mod 2.(193)

Correspondingly, condition (191) can be recast as follows

τ̃ = AτA⊺ + 1/2(M − AMA⊺).(194)

Let us introduce the map

φ(z) = Az + 1/4diag(M − AMA⊺), z ∈ Cg.(195)
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In view of condition (193), the constant term on the r.h.s. belongs to 1/2Zg. Moreover, in view
of lemma 2.4, its last g − λ entries are integers. So, both vectors p and r defined as follows

p = 2Ms, r = s − 1/2Mp, s = 1/4diag(M − AMA⊺)(196)

have only integral entries. With these last ones, one can rewrite

1/4diag(M − AMA⊺) = 1/2Mp + r = (τ̃ − 1/2M)(−p) + (τ̃p + r).(197)

In this way, the l.h.s. has been decomposed as the sum of an imaginary vector and an integer
period. Define

g(z) = Az + (τ̃ − 1/2M)(p) z ∈ Cg.(198)

One has then

φ(z) = g(z) + (τ̃p + r) z ∈ Cg.(199)

Applying theorem 2.1 and identity (174) one obtains

Θ(z; τ) = Θ
[

0
0

]

(z; τ)(200)

= Θ

[

0
1/2diag(M−AMA⊺)

]

(Az; τ̃)(201)

= Θ(φ(z); τ̃)(202)

= Θ(g(z) + τ̃p + r; τ̃)(203)

= c(z)Θ(g(z); τ̃),(204)

for all z ∈ Cg, c(z) being defined as the never vanishing quantity

c(z) = exp[−2πip⊺g(z) − πip⊺τp](205)

It follows that Θ(z; τ) vanishes if and only if Θ(g(z); τ̃) does. Now notice that g reduces to a
bijection of the space I into itself. Indeed, the constant term on the r.h.s. of its definition (198)
belongs to this last one and the matrix A is invertible and real. This concludes the proof. �

4. Theta divisor of real Jacobians

This section is dedicated to the study the locus of real and imaginary points of the theta-
divisor of real Jacobians (Theorem B.1). We will first consider separated topological types.

Proposition 4.1 (See Thm. B.1). Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of separated topological type
(g, k, 1) with g ≥ 2. Let τ be a real period matrix of its. One has

Θ(z; τ) , 0 ∀z ∈ I .(206)

Proof. Recall that, according to (22), all real period matrices of (Γ, σ) belong to the real Siegel
upper-half space Hg,λ,1, where λ equals g + 1 − k. Let B be the real, canonical basis in
H1(Γ,Z) with respect to which the (real) period matrix τ has been computed. If its cycles
aλ+1, aλ+2, . . . , an are homologically equivalent to ovals of (Γ, σ), the theorem has already been
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proved in [7],[10]. Let τ̃ be any other real period matrix of (Γ, σ). Then there exists G ∈ Gg,λ,1

such that

τ̃ =M(G, τ).(207)

For lemma 3.5, then,

Θ(z; τ̃) , 0, ∀z ∈ I .(208)

The proof is complete. �

Next, we consider real Riemann surfaces without real points. We will make use of the
following, fundamental result.

Theorem 4.2 (Riemann, see [10]). Let Γ be a (compact, complex) Riemann surface and B a basis of
cycles in H1(Γ,Z). There exists a divisor ∆ of degree g − 1 on Γ such that for any P0 ∈ Γ and e ∈ Cg

one has

(1) If Θ(e; τ) , 0, there exist exactly g points on Γ satisfying the condition

Θ(A(P − P0) − e; τ) = 0.(209)

Denote with D = P1 + P2 + . . . + Pg the positive divisor of such points. One has

e ≡ A(D − P0 − ∆) in Jac(Γ).(210)

(2) If Θ(e; τ) = 0, then, for some positive divisor D on Γ of degree g − 1, one has

e ≡ A(D − ∆) in Jac(Γ).(211)

In the statement above, the symbol A denotes the Abel map defined in (32b). We will
refer to the divisor ∆ as Riemann divisor. This last one is in general not positive and depends
on the fixed basis of cycles B in H1(Γ,Z). Recall that the anti-holomorphic involution σ on Γ
easily extends to divisors by linearity:

σ















N
∑

n=1

knPn















=

N
∑

n=1

kn(σPn),
N
∑

n=1

knPn ∈ Div(Γ).(212)

Let us show that the Riemann divisor behaves well w.r.t. this extension, if (Γ, σ) is a real
Riemann surface without real ovals. The following lemma mimics proposition 6.1 of [10].

Lemma 4.3. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of topological type (g, 0, 0), with g ≥ 2. Fix a real
canonical basis of cycles B in H1(Γ,Z). Then for the Riemann divisor one has

∆ − σ∆ ≡ 0 in J0(Γ)(213)

Recall that J0(Γ) was defined in (31) as the quotient of the group of divisors of degree zero
w.r.t. the subgroup of the principal ones.
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Proof. Denote with τ the (real) period matrix corresponding to B. In view of (22), this last
one belongs to Hg,g,1 or Hg,g−1,1, depending on g being even or odd respectively. So, from
lemma 2.7, one has

Θ(z; τ) = Θ(z; τ) ∀z ∈ Cg.(214)

Fix P0 ∈ Γ and e ∈ Cg such that Θ(e; τ) , 0. Let

D = P1 + P2 + . . . + Pg(215)

be the positive divisor of the g points on Γ satisfying the condition

Θ(A(P − P0) − e; τ) = 0.(216)

In view of symmetry (214), the points of the divisor

σD = σP1 + σP2 + . . . + σPg(217)

are exactly the ones satisfying

Θ(A(P − σP0) − e; τ) = 0.(218)

According to theorem 4.2, conditions (216) and (218) imply

e ≡ A(D − P0 − ∆) and e ≡ A(σD − σP0 − ∆) in Jac(Γ).(219)

The thesis follows from an elementary manipulation of these last ones. �

Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of topological type (g, 0, 0), with g ≥ 2. Fix a real,
canonical basis of cycles B in H1(Γ,Z). Indicate with τ the corresponding real period matrix
of Γ. The results above allow a convenient characterization of7

(Θτ)real =

{

[z]Λ(τ) ∈ Jac(Γ) such that Sconj([z]Λ(τ)) = [z]Λ(τ) and Θ(z; τ) = 0
}

(220)

Denote with Γg−1 the set of positive divisors on Γ of degree g − 1. Introduce

Z(Γ) :=
{

D ∈ Γg−1 | D − σD ≡ 0 in J0(Γ)
}

.(221)

As a consequence8 of theorem 4.2, one has

(Θτ)real = {A(D − ∆) | D ∈ Z(Γ)}(222)

Now notice that this last one can be decomposed as

Z(Γ) = Ztriv(Γ) ∪Znontriv(Γ)(223)

where

Ztriv =
{

D ∈ Z(Γ) | D = σD as plane divisors
}

(224)

Znontiv =
{

D ∈ Z(Γ) | D , σD as plane divisors
}

(225)

We will consider the points of (Θτ)real yielded by each of these two sets.

7This set is of course well-defined, in view of (174).
8See [9] and [19] for more detail.
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Proposition 4.4. The set

{A(D − ∆) | D ∈ Znontriv(Γ)}(226)

is contained in a real analytic subvariety of the locus of real points of (Jac(Γ), Sconj) whose real
codimension is at least three.

Proof. The conditions defining Ztriv(Γ) imply that for each divisor D of its there exists a
nonconstant element in L(D), the space of meromorphic functions on Γ with poles bounded
by −D. That is

l(D) > 1.(227)

Introduce

G(Γ) :=
{

D ∈ Γg−1 | l(D) > 1
}

.(228)

Denote withW(Γ) the set of zeros of Θτ it generates:

W(Γ) := {A(D − ∆) | D ∈ G(Γ)} .(229)

Now notice that

σ(G(Γ)) ⊂ G(Γ).(230)

Lemma 4.3 and the definition of the symmetry SΓ on Jac(Γ) (see section 1) imply then

SΓ(W) ⊂W.(231)

That is,W inherits an induced anti-holomorphic involution from the real Jacobian of (Γ, σ).
On the other hand,W is an analytic subvariety of Jac(Γ) of dimension at most g− 3. Indeed,
it is a result of Martens [16], that a translate of its is. The thesis follows then by observing
that the elements of the set (226) are SΓ-real points of the subvarietyW and by recalling that
SΓ coincides with Sconj, because the basis of cycles B in H1(Γ,Z) is real. �

Proposition 4.5. The setZtriv(Γ) is nonempty if and only if g is odd. In that case, its image

{A(D − ∆) | D ∈ Ztriv(Γ)}(232)

is entirely contained in R1(τ)

Proof. Let D be a positive divisor on Γ such that σD = D (as plane divisors). If P is a point of
D, then also σP is. P and σP are distinct, because the symmetry σ has no fixed points. One
has then

D = (P + σP) + D̃(233)

for some (possibly vanishing), positive divisor D̃ such that σD̃ = D̃ and deg D̃ = D̃. By
induction, one can then easily prove that deg D is even. This forces the genus of Γ to be odd.
As Ztriv(Γ) is connected, the set (232) is also connected. Consequently, it entirely lies either
in R1(τ) or in R(τ). If this last one was the case, the points of (Θτ)real in R1(τ) would all
correspond to divisors of Znontriv(Γ). In view of proposition 4.4, (Θτ)real ∩ R1(τ) would be
contained in a real analytic subvariety of dimension not greater than g − 3. But this would
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contradict theorem 3.4, because R1(τ) is locally isomorphic to R1(τ). In this way, also the
second part of the thesis is proved. �

As an easy consequence of the last two propositions one has the following

Theorem 4.6. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of topological type (g, 0, 0), with g ≥ 2. Denote
with τ a real period matrix of its. The set

{z ∈ R | Θ(z; τ) , 0}(234)

is path-connected.

Proof. In view of proposition 4.4, all the points of (Θτ)real ∩ R(τ) correspond to divisors in
Znontriv(Γ). In view of proposition 4.5, these points are contained in a real subvariety of
(real) dimension not greater than g − 3. As R(τ) is a manifold of real dimension g, the set
R(τ)\(Θτ)real is path-connected. The thesis follows then by observing that the set in (234) is
locally isomorphic to this last one. �

5. Proof of the main theorem

We are now ready to prove Theorem B. Notice that, according to definitions (39) and (42),
for any g ≥ 2 one has

Θ

[

0
β

]

(τ) = Θ(β/2; τ)(235)

for all β ∈ Zg and τ ∈ Hg.

Proposition 5.1. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of topological type (2g0, 1, 1) or (2g0 + 1, 2, 1),
for some integer g0 ≥ 1. Let τ be a real period matrix of its. One has

Θ(z; τ) > 0, ∀z ∈ I .(236)

Proof. According to (22), τ belongs toH2g0 ,2g0,1 orH2g0+1,2g0,1 respectively. In view of Proposi-
tion 4.1 the function Θ(z; τ) is nonzero for every z in I. Moreover, it is continuous and, due
to lemma 2.7, real on I. So, it is either strictly positive or strictly negative on the whole I.
Corollary 3.3 implies that the former option holds here. �

Proposition 5.2. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of topological type (g, 0, 0), for some integer
g ≥ 2. Let τ be a period matrix of its. One has

Θ(z; τ) ≥ 0, ∀z ∈ R .(237)

Proof. Again, according to (22), the matrix τ belongs to H2g0 ,2g0 ,1 or H2g0+1,2g0,1, with g equal
to 2g0 or 2g0+ 1 for some integer g0 ≥ 1 respectively. In view of theorem 4.6, the real analytic
variety

{z | z ∈ R,Θ(z; τ) = 0}(238)

has real dimension not greater than g− 3. Moreover, the theta function in the last expression
is continuous and, due to lemma 2.7, real on R. As a consequence, this last one is either
nonnegative or nonpositive there. Corollary 3.3 implies that the former case holds here. �
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Proposition 5.3. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of topological type (2g0, 1, 1) or (2g0 + 1, 2, 1),
for some integer g0 ≥ 1. Let τ be a real period matrix of its. One has

Θ

[

0
β

]

(τ) < 0, if [β]2 ∈ Og,2g0,1(239o)

and

Θ

[

0
β

]

(τ) > 0, if [β]2 ∈ Eg,2g0 ,1(239e)

Recall that the sets Og,2g0,1 and Eg,2g0 ,1 have been defined in (43) and that in view of (46) the
theta constants in (239) are independent of the particular representative of [β]2.

Proof. First consider the case of a real Riemann surface of topological type (2g0 + 1, 2, 1).
According to (22) all real period matrices of this last one are real Riemann matrices of the
real Siegel upper-half planeH2g0+1,2g0 ,1. Denote with M the matrix M2g0+1,2g0,1 defined in (23).
In view of (235), for (239o) it suffices to prove that

Θ(β/2; τ) < 0(240)

for all β ∈ Z2g0+1 such that β⊺Mβ ≡ 2 mod 4 and β2g0+1 = 0. In particular, this last condition
implies

M(Mβ) = β.(241)

Due to lemma 3.2, one can equivalently show for such vectors β the following inequality

0 < Θ(τ(−Mβ) + 1/2β; τ) = Θ((τ − 1/2M)(−Mβ); τ).(242)

Notice that the argument of the theta function on the r.h.s. belongs to the space I. This
inequality follows then from proposition 5.1. The case of real Riemann surfaces of topological
type (2g0, 1, 1) as well as inequality (239e) can be treated similarly. �

Theorem 5.4 (See Thm. B). Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of genus greater or equal than two
and τ a real period matrix of its. If the topological type of (Γ, σ) is (2g0, 1, 1) or (2g0 + 1, 2, 1), then
all elements of the indexed family O(τ) are strictly negative. If instead the topological type of (Γ, σ) is
(g, 0, 0), then all elements of O(τ) are positive, some of them possibly vanishing.

Proof. The part concerning real Riemann surfaces of separated topological type is already
contained in proposition 5.3. If τ is the real period matrix of a real Riemann surface without
real points, one has

Θ(β/2; τ) ≥ 0, ∀β ∈ Zg.(243)

This follows from proposition 5.2, after observing that all points of the form 1/2β for β in Zg

belong to R. The thesis follows then from identity (235). �

With an analogous argument, one proves the following

Theorem 5.5. Let (Γ, σ) be a real Riemann surface of genus greater or equal than two and τ a real
period matrix of its. If the topological type of (Γ, σ) is (2g0, 1, 1) or (2g0 + 1, 2, 1), then all elements
of the indexed family E(τ) are strictly positive. If instead the topological type is (g, 0, 0), then all
elements of E(τ) are nonnegative.



32 PIETRO GIAVEDONI

6. Acknowledgment

The author wishes to thank Prof. V. Kharlamov and Prof. H. Braden for their valuable
feedback about the research plan, Prof. B. Dubrovin and Prof. K. Hulek for supportive
discussions during the investigations, and Prof. A. Moro and Prof. M. Mazzocco for their
precious help by the revision and improvement of the manuscript.

References

[1] E.D. Belokolos, A.I. Bobenko, V.Z. Enol’skii, A.R. Its, and V.B. Matveev. Algebro-geometric Approach to
Nonlinear Integrable Equations. Springer Series in Nonlinear Dynamics. Springer-Verlag, 1994.

[2] J. Bochnak, W. Kucharz, and R. Silhol. Morphisms, line bundles and moduli spaces in real algebraic
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