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FLOQUET–BLOCH FUNCTIONS ON NON-SIMPLY
CONNECTED MANIFOLDS, THE AHARONOV–BOHM

FLUXES, AND CONFORMAL INVARIANTS OF
IMMERSED SURFACES

I.A. TAIMANOV

Abstract. Spectral (Bloch) varieties of multidimensional diffe-
rential operators on non-simply connected manifolds are defined.
In their terms it is given a description of the analytical depen-
dence of the spectra of magnetic Laplacians on non-simply con-
nected manifolds on the values of the Aharonov–Bohm fluxes and
a construction of analogues of spectral curves for two-dimensional
Dirac operators on Riemann surfaces and, thereby, new confor-
mal invariants of immersions of surfaces into 3- and 4-dimensional
Euclidean spaces.

To S.P. Novikov on his 85-th birthday

1. Introduction

The modern theory of finite-zone (finite gap) operators goes back to
Novikov’s work on the integration of the periodic Korteweg–de Vries
equation [14]. The spectral curves of finite-zone one-dimensional opera-
tors introduced in it Schrödinger later formed the basis of algebraic-
geometric methods for integrating soliton equations. The generaliza-
tion of spectral curves to the case of two-dimensional Schrödinger op-
erators, defined in [7], has expanded the applications of this method.
In this paper we will discuss applications of spectral (Bloch) varieties

of multidimensional differential operators on non-simply connected ma-
nifolds.
The main objectives of this work are

• description of the analytical dependence of the spectra of magne-
tic Laplacians on non-simply connected manifolds on the values
of the Aharonov–Bohm fluxes (§3, Theorem 2);

• construction of analogues of spectral curves for two-dimensional
Dirac operators on Riemann surfaces and, thereby, new confor-
mal invariants of immersions of surfaces into 3- and 4-dimensio-
nal Euclidean spaces (SS4 and 5, Theorems 4 and 5).
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Let us point out as an example another nontrivial situation, when the
spectral curve (one-dimensional Bloch variety) is naturally defined. In
[3] there were considered Bloch eigenfunctions of the Cauchy–Riemann
operator on a punctured torus

T 2 = C/{Ze1 + Ze2},
i.e. a two-dimensional torus with punctured points p1, . . . , pN . They
are defined as solutions to the equation

∂̄ψ = 0,

satisfying the Floquet–Bloch conditions

ψ(z + ej) = e2πi〈k,ej〉ψ(z),

and having asymptotics

ψ(z) =
aj

z − pj
+O(|z − pj|.

It was shown in [3] that such functions exist exactly for tuples

(k1, k2, a1, . . . , aN) ∈ Γ,

belonging to some spectral curve Γ.
After our talk at a conference in Lumumba Russian People’s Friend-

ship University in October 2023, Yu. Kordyukov drew our attention to
the works of [9, 10, 18] devoted to the Floquet–Bloch theory for periodic
elliptic operators on non-simply connected compact manifolds. They
contain part of the results from §2, but we save their conclusion, since
it was not presented separately and will be needed later. These works
study a generalization of the Bloch property and its application to
questions of the existence of eigenvalues of such operators. We will be
more interested in Bloch varieties.

2. Floquet–Bloch eigenfunctions of Laplace–Beltrami

and Schrödinger operators

Let M be a closed manifold with a nontrivial fundamental group
π1(M). Consider the composition epimorphism

ρ : π1(M) → H1(M) → Z
k = H1(M)/Torsion

and denote by

p :M0 → M

the covering corresponding to the subgroup Ker ρ: π1(M0) = Ker ρ.
The group Λ = H1(M)/Torsion = ZN , where N = dimH1(M ;R) acts
freely on M0, so that M =M0/Λ.
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Let us choose in Λ the generators Z1, . . . , ZN and in H1(M ;R) a
basis realized by closed 1-forms ω1, . . . , ωN , such that

〈ωj, Zk〉 =
∫

Zj

ωk = δjk, j, k = 1, . . . , N.

The preimages under covering p of 1-forms ω1, . . . , ωN are the differen-
tials of functions

p∗ωk = dhk, hk :M0 → R, k = 1, . . . , N.

Let us denote by T1, . . . , TN generators of the action of Λ on M0 such
that

hj(Tkx) = hj(x) + δjk.

Let us consider functions on M0 satisfying the conditions

ψ :M0 → C,

ψ(Tkx) = eiκmψ(x), m = 1, . . . , N,
(1)

in this case the quantities κ1, . . . , κN ∈ C are called quasi-momenta
and are determined up to 2πm,m ∈ Z. 1

The multipliers which correspond to such a function define a homo-
morphism

µ : Λ → C
∗ = C \ {0}, µ(Tm) = eiκm , m = 1, . . . , N.

We have

Proposition 1. If a function ψ satisfies (1), then it can be represented
as

(2) ψ(x) = ei(κ1h1(x)+···+κNhN (x))ϕ(x),

where ϕ :M0 → C is a Λ-periodic function.

The Floquet-Bloch functions were defined as solutions of differential
equations with periodic coefficients on RN , satisfying (1), Floquet for
N = 1 and Bloch for arbitrary dimension N . It was assumed that they
have the form (2), where h1(x) = x1, . . . , hN(x) = xN — coordinate
functions.
Let us consider the Laplace operator on the Riemannian manifoldM .

Let gjkdx
jdxk denote the Riemannian metric. The Laplace–Beltrami

1If the periods of the functions hm are not normalized by the unit, then the
quasimomenta are determined taking into account these periods. for example, in
the theory of the one-dimensional periodic Schrödinger operator after a shift by
period T , the Bloch function is multiplied by e

iκT , where κ is the quasi-momentum
[14].
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operator (or, more simply, the Laplacian), corresponding to this metric,
acts on smooth functions on the manifold and is given by the expression

(3) ∆ =
1√
g

∂

∂xj
√
g gjk

∂

∂xk
,

where g = det(gjk), g
jkgkm = δjm and everywhere we mean summation

over repeated upper and lower indices. Its action on the function f
takes the form

∆f =
1√
g

∂

∂xj

(√
g gjk

∂f

∂xk

)
.

The Schrödinger operator on a manifold is defined as the sum of the
operator −∆ and multiplication by the potential U(x):

L = −∆+ U.

We call by Bloch eigenfunction of the Schrödinger operator with
eigenvalue E a solution to the equation

(4) Lψ = Eψ,

satisfying (1). As a function it is defined on the maximal Abelian
covering M0 of M =M0/Z

N .
The following fact is proved by straightforward calculations.

Proposition 2. The function ψ :M0 → C of the form (2) satisfies the
equation

(5) Lψ = (−∆+ U)ψ = Eψ

if and only if the function ϕ :M → C satisfies the equation

−
[
∆ϕ− gjk

∂

∂xj

(
N∑

m=1

κmhm

)
∂

∂xk

(
N∑

q=1

κqhq

)
ϕ+

+i

(
N∑

m=1

κm∆hm

)
ϕ+ 2igjk

(
N∑

m=1

κm
∂hm
∂xj

)
∂ϕ

∂xk

]
+ Uϕ = Eϕ.

(6)

It should be noted that the terms in (6) that include the functions
hm are correctly defined on M , although the functions hm are defined
on the cover M0. By definition, the function hm is chosen such that

dhm = p∗ωm,

where ωm = Am,kdx
k is a smooth 1-form on the compact manifold M .

That’s why

∂hm
∂xk

= Am,k, m = 1, . . . , N, k = 1, . . . , dimM,
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and this quantity is correctly defined on M . Let’s write the equation
(6) in terms of 1-forms A:

−
[
∆− gjk

(
N∑

m=1

κmAm,j

)(
N∑

q=1

κqAq,k

)
+

+i
N∑

m=1

κm

(
gjk

∂Am,k

∂xj
+

1√
g

∂
√
ggjk

∂xj
Am,k

)
+

+2igjk

(
N∑

m=1

κmAm,j

)
∂

∂xk

]
ϕ+ Uϕ = Eϕ.

(7)

Recall that Lp(M), p ∈ Z, p ≥ 0, denotes the space of functions
M such that

∫
M
|f |pdµ < ∞, where dµ is the measure generated by

the metric. More precisely, this is the space of equivalence classes
of functions with respect to the relation f1 ∼ f2 if f1 and f2 coincide

outside a set of measure zero. In Lp(M) the norm ‖f‖p =
(∫

M
|f |pdµ

) 1

p

is defined. For C∞-functions on M we define norms

‖∇kf‖2 = ∇j1 . . .∇jkf∇j1 . . .∇jkf,

where∇ is the covariant derivative. We denote byHp
k(M) the closure of

the space of C∞-functions with ‖∇lf‖ ∈ Lp(M) for 0 ≤ l ≤ k relative

to the norm ‖g‖Hp
k
=
∑k

l=0 ‖∇lf‖p. If the Riemannian manifold M is
compact and without boundary, then the spaces defined in this way do
not depend on the choice of metric and Kondrashov’s theorem holds:
the embedding Hq

k ⊂ Lp is compact for 1 ≥ 1
p
> 1

q
− k

dimM
. Detailed

definitions and proofs of these facts are presented in [2].

Theorem 1. In CN+1 there is an analytic subset Γ, a spectral variety
distinguished as the set zeros

Γ = {P(E, κ1, . . . , κN) = 0}
of a nontrivial entire function such that a point (E, κ1, . . . , κN) belongs
to Γ if and only if there exists a Bloch eigenfunction of the form (2)
with quasimomenta κ1, . . . , κN , satisfying (5).
The spectral variety does not depend on the choice of functions h1,

. . . , hN such that p∗ωk = dhk, k = 1, . . . , N , and therefore is determined
only by the operator L.

Proof. Let us choose a constant ε such that the operator ∆ + ε :
H2

2 (M) → L2(M) is invertible and represent ϕ in the form

ϕ = (∆ + ε)−1ξ.
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We rewrite the equation (7) in the form
{
1 +

[
(E − U − ε) +

∑

m

κmBm +
∑

m,q

κmκqBmq+

+
∑

m

κmC
k
m

∂

∂xk

]
(∆ + ε)−1

}
ξ = 0.

(8)

Composition of the multiplication by a bounded function Gκ = [(E −
U − ε) +

∑
m κmBm +

∑
m,q κmκqBmq] and (∆+ ε)−1 splits into a com-

position

L2
(∆+ε)−1

−→ H2
2

embedding−→ L2
×Gκ−→ L2.

The composition of the first two operators is an operator that increases
smoothness, the first being bounded, and the embedding is compact.
The multiplication operator by Gκ is bounded. The composition of
bounded and compact operators is compact, hence the operator

[(E − U − ε) +
∑

m

κmBm +
∑

m,q

κmκqBmq](∆ + ε)−1

is compact for any κ and E. There is a similar decomposition

L2
(∆+ε)−1

−→ H2
2

∑
κmCk

m
∂

∂xk−→ H1
2

embedding−→ L2,

in which the embedding is compact and other operators are bounded.
Therefore, the equation (8) has the form

(9) (1 + A(E, κ1, . . . , κN))ξ = 0,

where A(E, κ1, . . . , κN) is a polynomial in κ1, . . . , κN and E is a pencil
of compact operators from L2(M) to L2(M). By the Keldysh theorem,
in this case the equation (9) is solvable then and only if (E, κ1, ,̇κN)
belongs to some analytic subset Γ in CN+1, which is the zero set of an
entire function P.
Since for κ1 = · · · = κN = 0 this subset intersects C along the

spectrum of the operator −∆+E, which is discrete, then Γ is a proper
subset and the entire function P is non-trivial.
Suppose we took other functions h̃1, . . . , h̃N , satisfying these condi-

tions. Then

hj(Tkx)− h̃j(Tkx) = 0 for all j, k and x.

Therefore, the function hj− h̃j is Λ-periodic and descends to a function
on M .
If

ψ(x) = ei
∑

m κmhm(x)ϕ(x)
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is a Bloch eigenfunction, Lψ = Eψ, then

ψ(x) = ei
∑

m κmh̃m(x)[ei
∑

m κm(hm(x)−h̃m(x))ϕ(x)] = ei
∑

m κmh̃m(x)ϕ̃(x).

The converse is also true, which implies the coincidence of spectral
manifolds constructed from different sets of functions {hj} and {h̃j}.
The theorem has been proven.
Example. If M = S1, then Γ/{κ ∼ κ + 2π} is the spectral curve

of the one-dimensional Schrödinger operator with a periodic potential,
and the classical Bloch eigenfunctions of this operator [14] correspond
to the case h(x) = x.
In proof of Theorem 1, we followed our works [20, 21]. This proof

for the periodic Schrödinger operator on RN and the heat operator
∂y − ∂2x + u, included in the Lax representation for the Kadomtsev–
Petviashvili II equation, was obtained by us in 1984 and was even
used and cited in [12], but we published it in [20] when we found
an application of this method for defining the spectral curves of tori
immersed in the three-dimensional space. Note that for the operator
i∂y − ∂2x + u, which enters the Lax representation for the Kadomtsev–
Petviashvili equation I, the spectral curve does not exist.

3. Spectra of magnetic Laplacians and the

Aharonov–Bohm fluxes

This work arose as a continuation of [24] in the study of magnetic
Laplacians on non-simply connected manifolds.
The equation (7) is rewritten as

(−∆̃ + U)ϕ = Eϕ,

where

∆̃ =
1√
g

(
∂

∂xj
+ iAj

)√
ggjk

(
∂

∂xk
+ iAk

)
.

The operator ∆̃ is the magnetic Laplacian (the Laplace–Bochner oper-
ator) corresponding to the magnetic field F =

∑
j<k Fjkdx

j ∧ dxk with
potential

A = Akdx
k, dA = F.

In our case, for real values of κ1, . . . , κN we have

A =
∑

m

κmωm

and

dA = 0,
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i.e. this operator corresponds to the magnetic Laplacian with a zero
magnetic field. However, with such a formal procedure for constructing
the magnetic Laplacian, the spectrum of L depends on the choice of
potential.
The theory of the Aharonov–Bohm effect [1] also considers the situ-

ation with a zero magnetic field on a non-simply connected manifold,
which is the plane R2 with a certain number N of punctured points
{Q1, . . . , QN} (in reality, of small disks). We have

H1(R2 \ {Q1, . . . , QN};R) = R
N

and we can take the following closed 1-forms as generators ω1, . . . , ωN ,
of this group, such that the integral of ωj along a small closed contour
γk, inside which lies only one punctured point — Qk, is equal to

∮

γk

ωj =

∮

γk

Aj,ldx
l = δjk, j, k = 1, . . . , N.

When quantizing a zero magnetic field on a plane with punctured
points, a choice arises of the “vector potential” A = Aldx

l, which
can be cohomologically nontrivial:

[A] 6= 0 ∈ H1(R2 \ {Q1, . . . , QN};R).
Expanding it into generators [ω1], . . . , [ωN ],

[Ω] = κ1[ω1] + · · ·+ κN [ωN ],

we obtain as coefficients the so-called Aharonov–Bohm fluxes κ1, . . . , κN .
Aharonov and Bohm indicated that these fluxes are physically observ-
able, which was later confirmed by physical experiments.
When quantizing a system with the Hamilton function

H(x, p) = gjk(x)pjpk + U(x)

in a cohomologically trivial magnetic field F , where [F ] ==∈ H2(M ;R),
on a non-simply connected manifoldM the vector potential of the mag-
netic field A is expanded into the following sum

A = A0 +
∑

m

κmωm, dA0 = F, dAj = 0, j = 1, . . . , N.

It is natural to call the expansion coefficients κ1, . . . , κN the Aharonov–
Bohm fluxes.
Analogously to Theorem 1, the following fact is proved.

Theorem 2. When quantizing the motion of a charged particle in an
(exact) magnetic field F , dF = 0, on a non-simply connected manifold
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spectrum of the corresponding magnetic Laplacian

Ĥ = − 1√
g

(
∂

∂xj
+ iAj

)√
ggjk

(
∂

∂xk
+ iAk

)
+ U(x)

is related to Aharonov–Bohm flows by the analytical relation

(10) P(E, κ1, . . . , κN) = 0.

Note that for F 6= 0 the choice of vector potential A0 is ambiguous.
The equation

P(E, 0, . . . , 0) = 0

specifies the spectrum of the magnetic Laplacian with A = A0 and the
addition of non-trivial values of the Aharonov–Bohm fluxes shows how
the spectrum changes, i.e., in fact, the spectrum at the selected value of
the vector potential A0 is compared with its deformations when adding
to A closed 1-forms. The difference between two vector potentials is a
closed 1-form and the flux values κm correspond to it.
This relation (10) is non-trivial, which is already shown by the ex-

ample of a zero magnetic field F = 0.

Theorem 3. On an N-dimensional torus with A0 = 0, Aj,l = δjlκl, j =
1, . . . , N , the equation (10) defines the Bloch variety of the Schrödinger
operator L = −∆ + U with periodic potential U(x). In this case, the
flows κ1, . . . , κN are quasimoments of Bloch eigenfunctions.

According to the Bethe–Sommerfeld conjecture, proven in [5, 6, 15,
16, 17], for N ≥ 2 there are a finite number of gaps on the real line
such that for any E lying outside these gaps, there is a set of fluxes
κ1, . . . , κN , that E is the eigenvalue of the operator

−
N∑

m=1

(
∂

∂xm
− iκm

)2

+ U(x),

those. Different quantizations of even a zero magnetic field lead to
different eigenvalues of the magnetic Laplacian.

4. Spectral varieties of Dirac operators on Riemann

surfaces

Let us consider the Dirac operator on a two-dimensional spinor Rie-
mannian manifold M—a closed Riemann surface of genus g.
Let z be a conformal parameter on M and

ds2 = e2αdzdz̄
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be a Riemannian metric. The Dirac operator has the form

D0 = e−3α/2

(
0 ∂
−∂̄ 0

)
eα/2,

where ∂ = ∂
∂z

and ∂̄ = ∂
∂z̄
. It acts on sections of spinor bundles.

We will consider a more general operator by including the potential
V (x) — a matrix function with scalar components that acts on spinors
by multiplying:

(11) D = D0 + V = 2e−3α/2

(
0 ∂
−∂̄ 0

)
eα/2 + V.

Since D0 has a discrete spectrum, there is a value of E0 such that
the operator

D0 − E0,

acting on L2-sections of the spinor bundle is invertible. We can apply
the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 1 to derive the following
result. The only serious difference is the analogue of Kondrashov’s
theorem on compactness of embedding for sections of spinor bundles,
but in the case of compact manifolds it immediately follows from a
similar theorem for function spaces.

Theorem 4. In C2g+1 there is an analytic subset, the spectral variety,
determined as the zero set

S = {P(E, κ1, . . . , κN) = 0}
of a nontrivial entire function such that (E, κ1, . . . , κ2g) lies to S if and
only if there is a Bloch eigenspinor of the form

(12) ψ(x) = ei(κ1h1(x)+···+κ2gh2g(x))ϕ(x),

on M0, where ϕ is a section of the spinor bundle over M , satisfying
the equation

Dϕ = Eϕ.

The spectral variety does not depend on the choice of functions h1,
. . . , h2g such that p∗ωk = dhk, k = 1, . . . , 2g, and therefore is deter-
mined only by the operator D.

5. Spectral varieties as invariants of surfaces in

Euclidean three- and four-spaces

5.1. TheWeierstrass (spinor) representation of surfaces in three-
and four-spaces. Any immersion of a closed oriented surface M im-
mersed into R

3 or R4 is described in terms of a solution to the Dirac
equation

Dψ = 0,
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where

D =

(
0 ∂
−∂̄ 0

)
+

(
U 0
0 Ū

)
.

For brevity, we will limit ourselves to surfaces in R3. In this case, the
potential U is real. Following [23], we identify R3 with the space of
Hermitian 2 × 2-matrices A: Ā⊤ = −A, and represent the immersion
in the form

X(P ) =

(
ix3 −x1 − ix2

x1 − ix2 −ix3
)
(P ) =

= i

∫ P

P0

[(
ψ1ψ̄2 −ψ̄2

2

ψ2
1 −ψ1ψ̄2

)
dz +

(
ψ̄1ψ2 ψ̄2

1

−ψ2
2 −ψ̄1ψ2

)
dz̄

]
+X(P0).

(13)

Here x1, x2, x3 are the Euclidean coordinates in R3, ψ =

(
ψ1

ψ2

)
is a

solution of the Dirac equation, X : U → R3 is an immersion of a simply
connected domain U ⊂ C in R3, z is a complex parameter (coordinate)
in U , P0 is a fixed point in U and the integral is taken along any path
from P0 to P lying in U (its value does not depend on the path).
The vector function ψ defines the surface with up toa shift X(P0),

i.e. essentially defines its Gaussian map.
These formulas for the local representation of surfaces allowing soli-

ton deformations were derived in [11], where it was shown that the
parameter z is conformal, the induced metric takes the form

ds2 = (|ψ1|2 + |ψ2|2)2 dz dz̄ = e2α dz dz̄

and the potential U of the Dirac operator takes the form

U =
eα

2
H,

where H is the mean curvature of the surface (in the case of surfaces
in R3, the potential U is real).
In [19] it was proven that any closed oriented surface in R

3 has such
a representation, and that ψ1 and ψ2 are sections of a spinor bundle
over the immersed surface.

5.2. Spectral curves of immersed tori. LetM be a torus immersed
in R3 by (13). Let

C/{Ze1 + Ze2} ≈M

be a torus conformally equivalent to M . We denote by e1 and e2 the
generators of the period lattice Λ. We will identify them with the
generators of H1(M ;Z2).
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The immersion is given by the spinors ψ1

√
dz and ψ̄2

√
dz. The

spinor bundle over any closed oriented Riemann surface is given by
the quadratic form

q : H1(M ;Z2) → Z2,

where, briefly speaking, p(w) = (−1)q(w) is the monodromy of a spinor
under a shift by w. Recall that a form on H1(M ;Z2) is called quadratic
if

q(w1 + w2) = q(w1) + q(w2) + w1 · w2,

where w1 ·w2 is the intersection (modulo two) of the cycles w1 and w2.

For example, it is easy to show that
√
dz is a section of the bundle

for which

q0(0) = 0, q0(e1) = q0(e2) = q0(e1 + e2) = 1.

Since the quantities ψ2
1dz, ψ̄

2
2dz and ψ1ψ̄2dz are doubly periodic, then

ψ is the Bloch eigenfunction of D, which, when shifted by periods, is
multiplied by µ(w) = ±1. Note that the multiplier mapping is given
by the homomorphism

ν : H1(M ;Z2) → Z2, µ(w) = (−1)ν(w).

The spinors ψ1

√
dz and ψ̄2

√
dz are sections of the spinor bundle, which

corresponds to the quadratic form

q = q0 + ν.

There are four different homomorphisms H1(M ;Z2) → Z2, which,
using the previous formula, define four different quadratic forms on
H1(M ;Z2) (and thereby spinor structures on M) .
From the above it follows that the spectral variety is determined

independently of the spinor structure.
In [20] we introduced the spectral curve of an immersed torus as

the Bloch variety of D with doubly periodic potential U(x) and at zero
energy level E = 0. Bloch eigenfunctions are solutions to the equations

Dψ = 0, ψ(x+ ej) = e2πi〈k,ej〉ψ(x) = µ(ej)ψ(x), j = 1, 2.

After replacement

ψ → ϕ = e−α/2ψ

this Dirac equation reduces to

Dϕ = 0,

where the operator D has the form (11) and

V =

(
2Ue−α/2 0

0 2Ue−α/2

)
=

(
H 0
0 H

)
.
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It follows from Theorem 4 (after the obvious linear transformation κ→
k) that such solutions exist, exactly, for P(k1, k2) = 0, where P is some
entire function. Since the multipliers µ are invariant under the shift k
by vectors from the dual lattice:

Λ∗ = {v : 〈v, ek〉 ∈ Z, k = 1, 2},
then after factorization

S = {P = 0} → {P = 0}/Λ = Γ

we obtain a Riemann surface Γ, which parametrizes all Bloch eigenfunc-
tions of the operator D.
This spectral curve is “almost” preserved under conformal transfor-

mations of the ambient space. Namely, the multipliers are preserved.
The simplest proof is the following: it is quite obvious that the mul-
tipliers are preserved when R3 rotates (they reduce to the actions of
SO(3) on ψ). The inversion in terms of (13) takes the form

X → X−1

and there is a Moutard transformation connecting the Weierstrass rep-
resentations of tori and their Bloch eigenfunctions while preserving the
multipliers [23]. At the same time, [13] contains examples where inver-
sion leads to the appearance of double points on the spectral curve.
For very large quasimomenta, the spectral curve “approaches” the

spectral curve in the case of zero potential:

k2 ≈ ±ik1.
Near the asymptotic end, where k2 ≈ ik1 we can introduce such a local
parameter λ−1 that

(14) µ(v) = λv +
C0v̄

λ
+O(λ−2),

where

(15) C0 = − 1

Area (C/Λ)

∫

C/Λ

U2 = − 1

4Area (C/Λ)

∫

M

H2dµ

is
∫
M
H2dµ is the Willmore functional of M .

This observation formed the basis of our proposed “spectral” ap-
proach to Willmore’s conjecture, which remained unrealized (see dis-
cussion in [19, 21, 24]).
Note that the spectral curves of immersed tori can be reducible [4].
All these statements are also true for surfaces in R4. Only in this

case can the potential U(x) be complex-valued and the Weierstrass
representation is given by a pair of spinors ψ and φ such that Dψ = 0
and D∨φ = 0, where the operator D∨ is obtained from D by permuting
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U and Ū on the diagonal in the matrix coefficient (see, for example,
[21, 22]). The Moutard transformation corresponding to inversions in
R

4 was derived in [13].

5.3. Spectral varieties of higher genera surfaces. The arguments
from §5.2 extend to surfaces of large genus immersed in R3 and R4. We
have

Theorem 5. If D is a Dirac operator of the form (11), included in the
Weierstrass representation closed oriented surface of genus g immersed
into R3 or R4, then analytic set

{P(0, κ1, . . . , κ2g) = 0},
defined by Theorem 4 and factorized by the action κ→ κ+2πn, n ∈ Z,
is the spectral variety of Γ. The multiplier function µ = (eiκ1, . . . , eiκ2g)
invariant under conformal transformations of the ambient space.

Probably these complex manifolds should contain information about
the Willmore functional of the surface similar to that given in (14) and
(15). However, already for g = 2 the spectral variety has a complex
dimension equal to three. If a surface of large genus has symmetries,
then this should lead to special classes of spectral varieties.

The work was carried out with the support of the Mathematical
Center in Akademgorodok, agreement with the Ministry of Science and
Higher Education of the Russian Federation No. 075-15-2022-281.
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