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On higher genus Weierstrass sigma-function

D. Korotkin' and V. Shramchenko?

Dedicated to the 60th birthday of Boris Anatol’evich Dubrovin

Abstract. The goal of this paper is to propose a new way to generalize the Weierstrass sigma-
function to higher genus Riemann surfaces. Our definition of the odd higher genus sigma-function is
based on a generalization of the classical representation of the elliptic sigma-function via Jacobi theta-
function. Namely, the odd higher genus sigma-function o, (u) (for u € CY9) is defined as a product of
the theta-function with odd half-integer characteristic X, associated with a spin line bundle y, an
exponent of a certain bilinear form, the determinant of a period matrix and a power of the product
of all even theta-constants which are non-vanishing on a given Riemann surface.

We also define an even sigma-function corresponding to an arbitrary even spin structure on £. Even
sigma-functions are constructed as a straightforward analog of a classical formula relating even and
odd sigma-functions. In higher genus the even sigma-functions are well-defined on the moduli space of
Riemann surfaces outside of a subspace defined by vanishing of the corresponding even theta-constant.

Contents
1 Introduction

2 Theta-function: summary

B =3 =

3 Weierstrass sigma-function

4 Some auxiliary objects
4.1 Definitions . . . . . . . . e
4.2 Transformation properties . . . . . . . . ..o

[oon|~u|Na|

5 0Odd sigma-function in higher genus
5.1 Periodicity of odd sigma-functions . . . . . . .. ... Lo
5.2 Transformation of o, under change of canonical basis of cycles . . . .. ... ... ..

EEl=

6 Even sigma-functions in higher genus |E

le-mail: korotkin@mathstat.concordia.ca; address: Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Concordia University

1455 de Maisonneuve Blvd. West, Montreal H3G 1M8 Quebec, Canada
Ze-mail: vasilisa.shramchenko@usherbrooke.ca; address: Département de Mathématiques, Université de Sherbrooke;
2500 boul. de I’Université, Sherbrooke J1K 2R1 Québec, Canada


http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.3961v1

7 Dependence on a choice of a marked point and a local parameter
8 Sigma-function as a function on a Riemann surface

9 Hyperelliptic sigma-functions

&l Bl El El

10 Open questions

1 Introduction

Classically, there exist two main approaches to the theory of elliptic functions: the Jacobi approach
based on the theory of theta-functions, and the Weierstrass approach. Each of these two pictures has
its advantages and disadvantages when tackling a concrete problem, but essentially they are completely
equivalent to each other. Strangely enough, Jacobi’s picture admits a very natural and well-developed
generalization to the higher genus case, while the Weierstrass picture remains essentially undeveloped.

Generalization of the Weierstrass sigma-function to higher genus started from works of F.Klein who
treated the hyperelliptic case in [10] and Baker [2]. In §27 of subsequent work [11], F. Klein constructed
a sigma-function for an arbitrary curve of genus 3, making the first step beyond the hyperelliptic case.
More recently the subject attracted attention of many researchers (Buchstaber, Leykin, Enolskii,
Nakayashiki and others [3| [4, [14] [15]) who developed the theory of higher genus sigma-function for
the so-called (n,s)-curves. It turns out that the sigma-functions are a convenient tool in description
of algebro-geometric solutions of integrable systems of KP type as well as in description of Jacobi and
Kummer algebraic varieties.

In this paper we introduce a notion of a higher genus sigma-function for an arbitrary Riemann
surface of genus g. We construct a straightforward and natural analogue of elliptic sigma-functions
following the classical formalism of the theory of elliptic functions as close as possible. Our definition of
the higher genus sigma-function resembles the genus three sigma-function of Klein from [I1], although
we also use some ingredients of recent works [3, [I4]. The main role in our approach is played by
the matrix of logarithmic derivatives of the product of all non-vanishing theta-constants with respect
to entries of the matrix of b-periods. The even sigma-functions defined via our scheme are modular
invariant; as far as the odd sigma-functions are concerned, we can only claim modular invariance of a
certain power of them.

Our generalization of the notion of a sigma-function to an arbitrary Riemann surface is based on
the following expression of the sigma-function in terms of the Jacobi theta-function 61, which is the
elliptic theta-function with the odd characteristic [1/2,1/2] ([16], Section 21.43):

2w U U | W
=21 Boa2be (—[22) 1.1
J(u) i P { 20.)1 “ ! 2w1 w1 ( )
where the parameters 7; and w; are related via the equation
167
= ———. 1.2
wim 126, (1.2)

Besides the odd sigma-function (L)), in classical theory there exist 3 even sigma-functions [16].

To define the higher genus sigma-functions we start from the following data: a Riemann surface
L of genus g with a chosen canonical basis cycles {a;,b;}7_;, a marked point 2y € £ with some local
parameter (, and an odd non-singular spin line bundle y.
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Using the local parameter ¢ we build a distinguished basis of holomorphic differentials v? which is
independent of the choice of a canonical basis of cycles on £ (the differentials v{ are defined by their
local behaviour near xo as follows: vjo-(x) = (M1 + O(¢M))d¢, where (kq, ... ,kg) is the Weierstrass
gap sequence at xp). The matrices of a- and b-periods of these differentials we denote by 2w; and 2ws,
respectively. We have wo = w1B, where B is the matrix of b-periods of £. Let us denote by S the set
of even characteristics " such that 6[5"](0|B) # 0 (or, equivalently, the set of non-vanishing theta-

constants on £); by N we denote the number of these characteristics. For a generic curve, according
to Th.7 of [7], N = 22971 4 2971 for a hyperelliptic curve N = % <2g+2>. The key ingredient of our

g+1
construction is the product of all non-vanishing theta-constants, we denote this product by F:
F= 11 e810B) .
preS

The following symmetric matrix A which is proportional to the matrix of derivatives of log F with
respect to matrix entries of B plays the main role in the sequel:

_ridlogF 1 3 1 %9[p"](<|B)
N 0B; 4N ﬁHGSH[ﬁ”](O\IBé) 02i0z;  lz=0"

Aij =

This matrix was used in [11I] (see §25) where it played the same role as here in the construction of
sigma-functions in genus 3.
Now we define two other matrices, n; and 7 as follows:
m= (W) A, Ny = w’i_lAIB% - gw’i_l . (1.3)

The matrices w2 and 7 2 defined in this way satisfy equations wzwi = wlwé, 77277'{ = 771775 and the
higher genus analogue of the Legendre relation nwh = naw! + %ifg, where I, is the g x g unit matrix.
Note that the first relation in (L3)) gives a natural generalization of (L.2]).

Consider the Abel map U(z) = f;; v; on L. Here v; are holomorphic 1-forms on £ normalized
via relations faz_ v; = 0;;. Our construction does not depend on the choice of the initial point for the
Abel map. We choose this point to coincide with zg, the point of normalisation for the holomorphic
differentials v).

Let us denote by D the positive divisor of degree g — 1 corresponding to the odd spin line bundle
X- Since the divisor 2D lies in the canonical class, the vector U (D) + K*° (here K*° is the vector of
Riemann constants corresponding to the point x) equals B + B2, where 52 € 1/2Z9. Denote by
BX, the odd theta-characteristic defined by the vectors [f1, (2].

As a straightforward analogy to (I.I]) we define an odd higher genus sigma-function corresponding
to an arbitrary non-singular odd spin structure x as follows:

oy(u) = F 3N det(2w:) exp (%ut(mwfl)u> 0[8X]((2w1) tu|B) , (1.4)

where 0[8X](z|B) is the Riemann theta-function with the odd characteristics [X.

The function o, is modular invariant in the following sense: under a change of canonical basis of
cycles O'iN remains invariant, i.e., o, itself can get multiplied by a root of unity of degree SN. Thus
modular properties of o, are determined by a homomorphism of the modular group to the cyclic group
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The matrices wy2 and 712 depend on the choice of a base point xy and a local parameter (.
However, the sigma-functions corresponding to different choices of a marked point turn out to be
equivalent: they coincide up to a linear change of the variable u.

In addition to the odd sigma-function o(u), Weierstrass introduced three even sigma-functions
or, T = 1,2,3, which are proportional to even Jacobi theta-function. The even sigma-functions are
expressed in terms of o as follows:

e "o (u 4 wy)

o (1.5)

or(u) =

where wg = —w; — w9 and N3 = —n; — n2. Applying a higher genus analogue of formula (LI) to any
of the odd sigma-functions (L4]), we define a higher genus even sigma-function corresponding to an
arbitrary even spin line bundle pu:

0[8"]((2w1)~'uB)
01541(0[B)

The functions o, themselves (not their 8Nth power, as in the case of o,) are invariant under any
change of the canonical basis of cycles. The function o, is well-defined for all Riemann surfaces for
which 0[5*](0|B) # 0.

We find our present definition of the higher genus sigma-function more natural than the definitions
of this object given in [3], 14} (15| [14] and other previous works due to the following reasons. First, in
contrast to these works, we do not make use of any concrete realization of a Riemann surface in the
form of an algebraic equation. Second, in [3, [4] 15, [14] a higher genus sigma-function was defined
only for a class of the so-called (n,s)-curves. On such a curve there exists a holomorphic 1-form
with the only zero of multiplicity 2g — 2 (see [14]); therefore these curves form only a tiny subset
(a subspace of codimension g — 2) in the moduli space of Riemann surfaces. Third, the genus one
relation (L2]) was previously not carried over to higher genus (except, perhaps, the hyperelliptic case
where some analog of (L2)) was derived in [5]; however, the relation from [5] differs from ours). The
formulas relating odd and even sigma-functions in genus one were also not generalized to higher
genus. Fourth, in previous works (except the hyperelliptic case) the moduli-dependent factor which
provides the modular invariance of (a power of) an odd sigma-function was not introduced. Finally,
our definition of the higher genus sigma-function naturally generalizes the approach of F. Klein [IT]
to sigma-functions of non-hyperelliptic genus three Riemann surfaces.

The paper is organized as follows.

In section 2 we collect necessary facts about theta-functions. In section Bl we review definitions
and properties of elliptic sigma-functions. In section [l we introduce a few auxiliary objects and study
their transformation properties under the change of canonical basis of cycles. In section Bl we define
the odd sigma-functions for a generic Riemann surface of arbitrary genus and analyse their periodicity
and modular properties. In section [6]l we introduce even sigma-functions in arbitrary genus and study
their properties. In section [[l we show that the sigma-functions corresponding to a different choice of
the base point and the local parameter are equivalent, i.e., can be obtained from each other by a linear
change of variables. In Section [§ we replace the argument u of the sigma-function by the Abel map
of a point on the Riemann surface and thus consider the sigma-function as a function on the surface.
In Section [l we use Thomae’s formulas to treat the hyperelliptic case in more detail.

o) = xp (gt (o (16)



2 Theta-function: summary

Let us recall the definition and properties of the Riemann theta-function.

The genus g theta-function with characteristics [g] (where a, 8 € C9), with the matrix of periods

B and an argument z € CY is defined as follows:

0 [3] (=1B) = > exp{mi((m +a)")B(m + a) + 2mi(m + a)" (= + §)} .

meZ9

The theta-function possesses the following quasi-periodicity properties with respect to shifts of its
argument by the period vectors:

03] (2 + ki |B) = e2mi@kig [2] (| B) (2.1)

and
0[] (= + Blsy|B) = ¢ *mi(Pkaemile)Bha=2mili)zg [3] (-B), (22)

where ki o € 79 are arbitrary.
To describe modular properties of the theta-function consider a symplectic transformation of the

basis of cycles on the surface £
b” b
2 =7 4 (2.3)

v ( é g > € Sp(2¢.7) . (2.4)

defined by the matrix

Here a = (ay,...,aq4)" and b = (by,...,by)" are vectors composed of basis cycles.
The corresponding modular transformation of the theta-function looks as follows (see for example

[8], page 7):
0[3]7 (CB + D)) '2[B") = &(v, o, B) {det(CB + D)}/2em{ENCBHDI 02} g [o] (1B),  (2.5)
where &(7, «, 8) = p(7)k(7, o, B); p(7) is a root of unity of degree 8;

k(y, . B) = exp{mil(a’ D' — B'C") (= Ba+ AB + (A(B)")o) — (a")f]} , (2.6)

=05 )]+l ] o

For an arbitrary matrix M, the notation My is used for the column vector of diagonal entries of M.
The transformation of the Riemann matrix B of b-periods is as follows [9]:

and

B = (AB + B)(CB + D)~ (2.8)



3 Weierstrass sigma-function

Let us first briefly discuss the classical Weierstrass sigma-function from a convenient perspective (see,
for example, chapter 20 of [16]).

Let £ be a Riemann surface of genus 1 with an arbitrary (not necessarily normalized) holomorphic
differential v° on £ and a canonical basis {a,b} of H{(L,Z). Introduce a- and b-periods of v°: 2w; :=
fa v and 2wy = fb vY. Choosing 2y € L as the initial point, we can map the surface £ to the
fundamental parallelogram J(£) with periods 2w; and 2ws and identified opposite sides. This map is
given by u(z) = f;o v%; then u can be used as a local coordinate on £. Now introduce the Weierstrass
p-function, which is a double periodic function of u with the periods 2w; and 2ws and a second order
pole at 0 such that p(u) ~ u=2 + 0(1) as u — 0. Then the (-function is defined via —('(u) = p(u)
and ((u) = u~' 4+ o(1) as u — 0, and, finally, the sigma-function is defined by the equation ¢(u) =
o'(u)/o(u) and o(u) = u+ o(u) as u — 0.

The sigma-function defined in this way has the following properties which characterize it uniquely:

A. o(u) is holomorphic in the fundamental parallelogram with the sides 2w; and 2wy and has a simple
zero at u = 0.

B. o(u) satisfies the following periodicity relations:
o(u+ 2w) = _e2n1(w1+u)0_(u) ’ o(u + 2wy) = _e2nz(w2+U)0(u),

where 171 := ((w1) and 72 := ((w2); these constants are related to periods w; and wy via the
Legendre relation nyjwy — now; = mi/2 and
16y

winm = _Eﬁ_i .

C. Consider an arbitrary matrix v € SL(2,7Z) of the form (Z4]) acting on the periods wy 2 as follows:
w] = Cwo+ Dwy, wg = Aws+ Bw;. Then the sigma-functions corresponding to two sets of periods,
coincide:

o(uswi,wa) = o(u;wi,wy) -

D. The sigma-function is locally holomorphic as a function of periods wy and ws, which play the role
of moduli parameters. Moreover, o(u;wi,ws) neither vanishes nor diverges identically in u for any
values of wy and wy as long as §(wq/wy) remains positive.

E. Normalization: ¢/(0) = 1.

These properties determine the way to generalize the classical sigma-function to an arbitrary
genus. However, in higher genus it turns out to be impossible to satisfy all of the properties A-E
simultaneously. Therefore, we shall keep only the (appropriately reformulated) properties A-C as the
main principles. The property D, as it stands, can not be fulfilled in arbitrary genus. Namely, the
higher genus sigma-function is well-defined and holomorphic with respect to moduli on each stratum
of the moduli space where the given set of theta-constants remains non-vanishing. On the subspace
of the moduli space where some of these theta-constants vanish the sigma-function becomes singular
as a function of moduli, and has to be redefined using the new set of non-vanishing theta-constants.
The property E does not have an obvious natural analog in the case of a function of several variables;
therefore, we are not going to carry it over to the higher genus case.
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The odd Weierstrass sigma-function is expressed in terms of the Jacobi theta-function #;, and
periods wi, we and m ([I6], Section 21.43) by (LI)).

This formula is the starting point of our construction of higher genus odd sigma-functions.

To construct even o-functions in any genus we shall generalize formula (L3]).

4 Some auxiliary objects

4.1 Definitions

Fix a Riemann surface £ with a marked point 2y and a chosen local parameter ¢ in neighbourhood of
Q-

Let 1 = ki < ka,...,< kg <2g—1 be the Weierstrass gap sequence at x¢ (if z¢ is a non-Weierstrass
point, the gap sequence is (1,2,...,9 — 1,9)).

Definition 1 The basis of holomorphic differentials v9, . .. ,vg is called “distinguished” if in a neigh-
bourhood of zo the holomorphic differentials v? have the following expansion in the distinguished local

parameter (:

(@) = (¢F 1+ 0(¢*))d¢ (4.1)

The existence of holomorphic differentials with zeros of order (exactly) k; — 1 at the Weierstrass
point xg is an immediate corollary of the Riemann-Roch theorem. The required structure of higher
order terms in the Taylor series can always be achieved by taking linear combinations of such differ-
entials.

Now let us choose some symplectic basis {a;, b;}?_; in H1(L,Z), and introduce matrices of a- and

b-periods of v):
2(w1)ij :/ v, 2(wa)ij :/ vy
a; bj

J J

Then the matrix of b-periods of the surface £ is given by
B = wl_lcug . (42)

Denote the set of all non-singular even theta-characteristics # on £ by S, and their number by
N; for a generic surface N = 229~ 4+ 2971 Consider the product of all non-vanishing theta-constants:

F= 11 o180 . (4.3)

BHrES

Let us introduce the following g X g symmetric matrix A:

i 0log F
ANy =—— , 4.4
J N 0B;; (44)
which, according to the heat equation for theta-function, can be written as
1 1 3%0[8")(2[B)
Aij=— > . (4.5)
4N Gres 9[5“](0’1@) E?ziazj z=0

Let us now define matrices n; and 72 as follows:

7



_ -1 mi
m = (WA, no = wi  (AB — 5Ig) . (4.6)
Definition ([.6)) together with the symmetry of matrices B = w; 1wy and A immediately imply the
following relations:
—wowt +wiwh =0,

—man| +mny =0,
L ; mi
— MWy + hmwy = 5[9 . (47)
Relation ({7 is a straightforward higher genus analogue of the Legendre relation.

Definition (.6]) implies also the following relation between wj 2 and 7 o:

mi
Niws — winy = 5 1o (4.8)
In the sequel we shall make use of the matrix
mwi ' = (i) T Awr (4.9)

which is obviously symmetric as a corollary of the symmetry of A.

4.2 Transformation properties

Let us now see how all the matrices defined in Section @] transform under a symplectic transformation
23), [24) of the canonical basis of cycles on L.

Lemma 1 Under a change of the canonical homology basis (Z.3) the matriz A transforms as follows:

A7 = (CB + D)A(CB + D)! — %iC(C’IB% + D). (4.10)
Proof. Let us use the formula (£4]) for A. Due to (2.5]) we have
F) = e{det(CB + D)}V/2F, (4.11)
where € is a root of unity of degree 8, i.e.,
log F7' = log F + %log{det(CB + D)} +loge. (4.12)
Using definition (£4)) of the matrix A, we get
(M) = _%% . (4.13)

The Riemann matrix B transforms as in (2.8]) under the change of a symplectic basis. Substituting

238) and ({12 into (AI3]) and taking into account that
g, log det(CB + D) = Tr{[0g,,(CB + D)|(CB + D)™ '},

we see that the matrix A” is given by (4.10).

Alternatively one can prove the lemma by a straightforward differentiation of (2.1 with respect
to z; and z; and then putting z = 0. O

Now we are in a position to prove transformation formulas for the matrices wi 2 and 7; 2 under the
change of a canonical basis of cycles:



Lemma 2 Under a symplectic transformation (2.3) the matrices w2 and ;2 transform as follows:
wi = waCt 4+ w1 Dt | wy = wa Al + w Bt (4.14)
n =mC'+mD", ng =mA'+mB".

Proof. The transformation of the matrices of periods wy and wo ([AI4]) follows from the fact that
the choice of holomorphic differentials U? depends only on a marked point xy and local parameter (,
and does not depend on the canonical basis of cycles.

The transformation of 7; and 7, is immediately implied by their definition (4.6]) and the transfor-
mation laws for w; (given by ([@I4])), B (given by (Z.8])), A (given by (4.10)) and the following relations
for the blocks of a symplectic matrix v 24): C*A = A'C, D'B = B'D, D'A - B!C =1. O

5 0Odd sigma-function in higher genus

To generalize o(u) to any genus consider a Riemann surface £ of genus g and an odd non-degenerate
spin structure x on L. Fix a point xzy € £ and a local parameter ((z) in a neighbourhood of zj. Con-
sider the corresponding distinguished basis of holomorphic differentials U?, . ,vg and their matrices
of periods 2w; and 2ws. Introduce matrices m; 2 by (£.6).

Formula (1)) relating the genus one odd sigma-function with the theta-function ¢; has four main
ingredients, which will be generalized to any g > 1 as follows:

1. The theta-function with an odd half integer characteristic (which is unique in genus 1) 6 (u/2w1)
(recall that 0; = —6[1/2,1/2]).

For genus g Riemann surfaces we choose some odd non-singular spin structure y and (ignoring the
minus sign relating 6, and 6[1/2,1/2] since 6; enters the definition of o twice) replace 61 (u/2w;)

by 0[8X] ((2w1)~'u), with u € C9, where [8X] = [gﬂ and the vectors (12 € (1/2)Z9 are defined
by
BB + B2 = K™ + Uy, (D) . (5.1)

Here D is the divisor corresponding to the spin structure y, Uy, is the Abel map and K*° is
the vector of Riemann constants with the base point x.

2. The exponent of the expression (11 /2w;)u?. For any g > 1 this term is replaced by the exponent

of the bilinear form %ut(nlwl_ D,

3. The factor 2wy, which does not depend on the argument u. For any g > 1 this factor is replaced
by det(2w ).

4. The factor 0}, which equals 76560360, according to Jacobi’s formula. This factor does not depend
on the argument u, but depends on B = w; Lwy. For any g > 1 we shall replace this factor by
F3/N  where F given by @3) is the product of all non-vanishing theta-constants on £.

Definition 2 The sigma-function corresponding to an odd non-singular spin structure x is defined by
the formula

oy (u) = F3N det(2wr) exp <%ut(mwl_1)u> 018X]((2w1) 1uB). (5.2)

Obviously, oy (u) is an odd function since 0[8X]((2w;)'u|B) is odd. Now we are going to study other
properties of the odd sigma-function.



5.1 Periodicity of odd sigma-functions

Periodicity properties of o, (u) (0.2]) are given by the following proposition:

Proposition 1 The function o, (u) has the following transformation properties with respect to shifts
of the argument u by lattice vectors 2wik; and 2woks for any ko € 79:

oy (u+2wik) = 2Bk p2wrkatu) mka oy (u), (5.3)

oy (U + 2woks) = 2B )k 62(“2k2+“)t"2kzax(u) (5.4)

where B1 and B9 are vectors forming the non-singular odd characteristic BX.

Proof. To prove (5.3) we first use the corresponding periodicity property of the theta-function
(210, which produces the first exponential factor in (5.3]). The multiplier coming from the exponential

term in (5.2]) equals
1 _ _
expi{(ut + 2k'iw'i)n1w1 1(u + 2wiky) — utnlwl 1u},

which can be brought into the form of the second exponential factor in (5.3]) by a simple computation
using the symmetry of the matrix nfw; = A.

The proof of (54 is slightly more complicated; besides (2.2]) it requires also the use of relation
D).

Namely, consider the expression
Ox (u + 2w2k2)

log (5.5)
oy (u)
The contribution from the exponential term in (5.2]) to this expression is
1 _ _
5{(ut + 2kbwh)mwy H(u + 2waks) — ulmwy tu},
which equals
2khwhmwy twoks + 2ulnwi twoks | (5.6)

where the symmetry of the matrix nyw; ! (Z9) was used. The contribution from the second exponential
term in the transformation of the theta-function (2.2)) to (5.5]) equals

— mikbw; twoky — mikhw; tu . (5.7)

Now the sum of first terms in (5.6) and (5.7) gives

i _
2k§ {wém — 319} wy Loky = 2k§n§w2k2 = 2k§w§772k2 , (5.8)

where in the first equality we used the relation (4.8]). In the second equality we used the symmetry of
whny = BAB — Z'B.
Now consider the sum of second terms in (5.6]) and (5.7]). This sum is equal to
9 t t 7T_1 t —1k —9 t k
W\ ez T 5 (wi)™ ko = 2un2ko, (5.9)
where we used the symmetry of matrix B = w; 'wy and ([@T). The sum of expressions (5.8) and (5.9)
gives the second exponent in (5.4]). O
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5.2 Transformation of o, under change of canonical basis of cycles

To deduce modular properties of the sigma-function, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3 For an arbitrary v € Sp(2g,Z) of the form (2)) acting on symplectic homology basis on
L according to (Z.3) the characteristics (%)Y and X are related by (2.7).

Proof. According to Lemma 1.5 on p.11 of [9], the vectors of Riemann constant K, and K,, are
related by (modulo the lattice of periods):

K3, = [(CB+ D)™ Ky + 5B(CDYy + 5(ABYs,

which immediately shows that (8X)” and X are related by (27]). O
The modular properties of the odd sigma-function are described in the next theorem.

Theorem 1 The function oy (u) (2.2) is invariant with respect to symplectic transformations up to a
possible multiplication with a root of unity of degree 8N.

Proof. Take an arbitrary v € Sp(2¢,Z) of the form (2.4]) acting on a symplectic homology basis on £
according to (23] and consider the ratio of sigma-functions:

—3/N _
W) _ bt ) -mer ((det]  (FTN T O[5X)(20]) " ufBY) (5.10)
oy (u) detw; F 018X]((2w1)~tuB) '

According to (2.1, we have

08X ((2w]) " u[B7)
018X]((2w1)~u[B)
where 2z = (2w;) .

Look first at the exponential factor in the ratio (5.10]) composed of the first multiplier in (5.10), as
well as the last term in the transformation of theta-function (G.IT). It is convenient to use the variable
z = (2w1)"'u. The term in the exponent arising from (5.I1)) equals

mi(2") (OB + D) 'Cz = mi(z")(C*)(BC* + DY) '2. (5.12)

On the other hand, the first term in (5.I0]) can be transformed as follows:

= &(y, o, f){det (CB + D)}/2em{(N(CB+D) 702} (5.11)

2(2") (1) { (m2C* +m D) (w20 + w1 D) =it oz
= 2(z") (1) { (1C" + m D" (wy tweCt + DY — i } 2.
Recall now that B = w; 'wy = wh(w!) ™!, and the above expression rewrites as
2(2") (wr)? {mct +mD! — (wé(wﬁ)_lct + Dt)} (BC* + Dt)_lz. (5.13)
Using the relation mw) = now! + T, from (&7), we rewrite (G.I3) as
—7i(2")CY(BC! + D)z,
which cancels against (5.12). Therefore, the exponential term in (5.10) is equal to 1.

Consider the term involving det(CB+ D)}/2 in (5I0). This term appears from the transformation
law (2.35]) of the theta-function, as well as from the transformation law (£IT]) of the function F, and
the transformation law of of detwy; this term cancels out similarly to the genus 1 case.

What remains is a root of unity of eight’s degree from the transformation of the theta-function, as

well as a root of unity of degree 8N from the transformation of 3/ which give altogether a root of
unity of degree 8NV in the transformation of o,. O
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6 Even sigma-functions in higher genus

Even elliptic sigma-functions are given by

e~ (u+ wy)

) (6.1)

or(u) =

for r = 1,2, 3, where wg = —wy —wsy and 13 = —n; —12. The enumeration of sigma-functions is different
from theta-functions: o is proportional to 61, o3 is proportional to f3 (i.e. usual theta-function with
0 characteristic), o; is proportional to 6o, and oy to 6y:

o1(u) = ex mu?) fa(a;) o2(u) = ex mu? a(z) o3(u) = ex mu? Os(z7)
! - P 2&)1 92 ’ 2 N P 2&)1 94 ’ 3 N P 2&)1 93 ’
(6.2)

where 0, = 0;(0).

Let us now describe a generalization of the even sigma-functions to the higher genus case. De-
note by p an even spin line bundle on the surface £ (generically such a line bundle does not admit
holomorphic sections). An inspired by (6.2]) definition of an even sigma-function corresponding to u
is less ambiguous than in the case of odd sigma-function if we insist on carrying the normalization
0,(0) = 1 to the higher genus case. Denote by (3, the non-singular even characteristic correspond-
ing (analogously to (5.1])) to the spin structure p under some choice of a canonical basis of cycles

{aiv bi}g:l :

Definition 3 The sigma-function corresponding to an even non-singular spin structure u is defined

by the formula

[6"]((2w1) " u|B)
o[prl(0B)

Periodicity properties of even sigma-functions (6.3)) coincide with the periodicity properties (5.3]),
(BA4) of odd sigma-functions, where the vectors 1 and f2 should be substituted by characteristic
vectors corresponding to the even spin bundle p.

Moreover, even sigma-functions o, (u) are invariant under any change of canonical basis of cycles.
This property is in contrast to the case of odd sigma-functions where only JiN (u|B) can be claimed
to be invariant under any change of canonical basis of cycles.

Finally we have

o) = exp () (63)

0u,(0) =1

similarly to the genus 1 case.
The even sigma-functions ([6.3]) is well-defined if

[6"1(0[B) # 0 . (6.4)

Therefore, for a generic Riemann surface when none of theta-constants vanishes all even sigma-
functions, as well as all odd sigma-functions, are well-defined. For Riemann surfaces for which relation
([€4)) does not hold, the definition of o, should be modified, but we do not consider this case here.

Proposition 2 Formula (61]) relating odd and even sigma functions in the elliptic case admits the

following generalization to higher genus:

ax(u + winy + wgng)
ax(wlnl + wgng)

mni+nznz)

ou(u) = e (6.5)

12



where n1 and ny are integer vectors, ni,ne € 79, such that

1 n9g o .
§<n1>_5u BX.

Proof. The proposition can be proved by the following straightforward calculation. Using definition
[2) of oy, we rewrite (6.5 in the form:
1 _
ou(u) = exp {—ut(mnl + m2n2) + é(ut +niwt + nbwd) (mwr ) (u + wing + wang)

0[By) ((2w1) " u+ dny + 3Bno)
018, (31 + 3Bna)

1 _
50t ) g ) rm + ) |
Simplifying the expression in the exponent and taking into account that

0[8](2|B) = exp{miBiBB; + 27i(z + B2)'B1} 0(2 + B2 + BB1B)  with = [ g; ] ;

we get

1 _ _ . _
ou(u) = exp {—Ut(mnl + mang) + §Ut(771w1 Du +ul (mwy ) (wing + wang) — miu' (2wh) 1712}

0[8"] ((2w1)_1u)
o[pr](0)

Further simplification of the exponential factor leads to

o) = oxp { Gt ey s L (<t st ity ) (ot~} B0

which due to relation (£7]) for the period matrices w; and 7; coincides with (6.3]). O

7 Dependence on a choice of a marked point and a local parameter

The period matrix w; transforms under a change of the marked point ¢ and of the local parameter
¢ which define the distinguished basis of holomorphic differentials. This transformation also implies a
transformation of the symmetric matrix @9) mw;* = (w})"'Aw; ! of the bilinear form which enters
the exponential term in the definition of both odd (£.2]) and even (6.3]) sigma-functions. However, the
matrix A depends only on the Riemann surface £ and a choice of a canonical basis of cycles on L.

This allows to establish the coincidence of the sigma-functions corresponding to the same spin
structure on £ and to different bases of distinguished differentials.

Namely, consider two points x¢p and Zg on the surface with local parameters ¢ and f in their
neighbourhoods, respectively. Let 2w; and 2w, be the matrices of a-periods of two sets of distinguished
holomorphic differentials {v?} and {#?} such that the differentials {v)} have expansions (£I]) at the
point z¢ in ¢ and the differentials {#?} have expansions (@I]) at the point & in (.

Both sets of differentials give bases in the space of holomorphic differentials on £ and, therefore,
are related by a linear transformation: (27,...,09)" = Q(v,...,v))" with some matrix @, i.e.,

(:11 :le .
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and
Gy (@) = F3/N det(20) exp (—at(wi)—lml—la> 0[B8X]((201) " LalB) .
Therefore,
oy (@) = {detQ} O-X(Q_la)v
or

oy () = {detQ} oy (u),
if we put @ = Qu.
The even sigma-functions are related by even simpler transformation (with @ = Qu):

ou(w) = opu(u).

Thus the sigma-functions corresponding to two different sets of distinguished holomorphic differ-
entials are essentially equivalent. We notice however that the matrix ) depends on the moduli of the
Riemann surface, and on the choice of base points xy and Zg, and on the choice of local parameters
near xg and Zg.

8 Sigma-function as a function on a Riemann surface

One can consider the sigma-function as a function of a point on a Riemann surface, just like the
Riemann theta-function. We recall that the Riemann theta-function, 0(z), for z = U(z) —U(Dy) — K,
where D, is a positive non-special divisor of degree g, has g zeros on £, and these zeros lie at the
points of the divisor Dgy. (Here we put U = U,, and K = K*°.)

What is a natural definition of the sigma-function on a Riemann surface? Obviously, we should
take the sigma-function o, (u) constructed above and take (2w1) 'u+ BBy + B2 = U(z) —U(D,) — K
for some choice of a divisor Dgy. A natural set of g points in our construction consists of the base point
zo and the divisor D; therefore, we choose Dy = xg + D. Then, according to the definition (51I) of
the characteristic fy, we have u = 2w (U(x) — U(z0)) = 2wild(x).

Alternatively, we can introduce the “modified” Abel map

U(z) = 2wl (z) .

The components of U(z) are given by integrals of the “distinguished” differentials fu?:

Then the odd sigma-function on the Riemann surface is given by:

ox(x) = oy (U(z)) -

Alternatively, using the representation (5.2) of o, in terms of the theta-function, we have:
oy (x) = F3N det(2w,) U @ AU@ 95X (1 (2)[B).
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The function o, (x) has zeros at the points xg and Pi,..., Py_1 (where D = Py + -+ 4+ Py_q). If
we divide it by the spinor h,(x), we get a non-single-valued —1/2 form

. oy ()
(z) = %
* hy(x)’
which has only one zero at x = xy. This object is similar to the usual prime-form

O3 Uz) — Ulzo))

) )
Bl a0) = =75, 1) hnlo)

The difference is that &, (z) is a —1/2-form with respect to z, and zo plays the role of parameter. In
this sense 6, () is similar to the —1/2-form

e(x) :== E(x,x0)hy(z0) =

0[8X]U(x) — U(xo))
hy () '

In contrast to e(z), which transforms non-trivially under modular transformations, our —1/2-form,
being taken to the power 8NV, is modular-invariant.

Note also that the second derivative of the logarithm of o, (z — y) for two points z,y € L is the
following symmetric bidifferential (a differential on £ x £) holomorphic everywhere except for a pole
of order 2 at the diagonal x =y :

dydylogoy (z —y) = W(z,y) — 4v'(z) Av(y) . (8.1)

Here v = (vy, ... ,Ug)t is the vector of holomorphic 1-forms on £ normalized via the relations fai vj =
0ij; and W(z,y) := dpdylog E(x,y) is the symmetric bidifferential with a double pole along = =y
and holomorphic everywhere else normalized via fai W(x,y) =0 for any i = 1,...,g, the integration
being taken with respect to any of the arguments.
The bidifferential
Witein(@,9) = W(2,) — 4v!(2) Av(y) (8.2)

from the right-hand side of (81]) was introduced by F. Klein in [II] (see also discussion in J. Fay’s
book [8] p. 22). The bidifferential Wi, is independent of the choice of homology basis defining the
bidifferential W (x,y), the holomorphic differentials v; and the Riemann matrix B. This independence
can be derived from the transformation (4.10]) of the matrix A and the following transformation of the
bidifferential W under a change (2.3]) of the canonical homology basis (see [9], p. 10):

W (z,y) = W(z,y) — 2rivi(z)(CB + D)~ 1Cv(y).

9 Hyperelliptic sigma-functions

Here we consider our general construction presented above for the subspaces of hyperelliptic Riemann
surfaces, i.e., Riemann surfaces possessing a meromorphic function of degree 2. Any such Riemann
surface £ is biholomorphically equivalent to an algebraic curve of the form

2g+2

v =TT (= \).

j=1
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For definiteness choose the canonical basis of cycles {a;,b;}Y_; on £ in the same way as in Chapter
ITI, §8 of [I3]. The point z( entering our construction can be chosen to coincide with co(!) (a point
corresponding to A = oo where v ~ A9t1) and the local parameter ¢ = 1/\.

The basis of holomorphic differentials U? can in this case be chosen as follows:

NI\
) = — —, i=1,...,9. (9.1)

The corresponding matrix of periods is (2w1);j = fai v?, and the other matrices wo and n; 2 are given
by (2), ().

The non-vanishing theta-constants in the hyperelliptic case correspond to even characteristics
BH = [BY, B4] which can be constructed via partition of the set S = {1 ..,2g+2} into two subsets: T =

{it,. ., igy1} and S\T = {j1,...,Jg+1} (see [13]); therefore, N = (3?:12). Then the corresponding

theta-constant is given by Thomae’s formula

06" (0B) = +det® 2w1) [ i—=X) [ i—=M)- (9.2)
i,J€T, i<j 1,7€T, i<j
Therefore
2g+2
F =[] 08"1(0B) = e[det (21)]* ] (Ni—N; )4<29+1>
B i,j=1,i<j

where & = 1.
Thus we can transform the definition of the odd sigma-function (5.2]) to the form

oy (u) = (det(2wy)) —1/2 H )73/8 exp <%ut(mw1—1)u> 016X]((2w1) tulB).

The even hyperelliptic sigma-function o, (63]) can be rewritten as follows using (9.2)):

{det (2w1)}~'/20[8#]((2w1) " "u[B)
Hi<j;i,j€T()‘i - )‘j)l/A‘ Hi<j;i,ng()‘i - )‘j)l/zl7
where € is a root of unity of degree 8 which has to be chosen to provide the normalization ¢,(0) = 1.

We see that on the space of hyperelliptic curves the sigma-functions with even characteristics are
always well-defined as long as the curve remains non-degenerate.

0 (1) = € exp <%ut(n1w1_1)u>

10 Open questions

There are several interesting problems related to results of this work. First, the role of sigma-functions
in the theory of integrable systems should be further clarified; results of previous works [4] suggest
that, due to their modular invariance, the sigma-functions might have various advantages in describ-
ing algebro-geometric solutions of integrable systems in comparison to theta-functions. The issue of
modular invariance should also be resolved completely. Namely, according to our present results, the
sigma-function is invariant under modular transformations up to multiplication with certain roots of
unity. In particular, our present framework allows genus one sigma-function to be multiplied with
a root of unity of degree 24 under modular transformations, while it is well-known that this root of
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unity is in fact absent. Therefore, one may wonder whether it should be possible to better control
this root of unity in the higer genus case. This issue might be quite subtle, since even the explicit
computation of the transformation of Dedekind eta-function under the action of the modular group is
rather non-trivial (see [I] for the review of this topic).

In the case of Riemann surfaces admitting a holomorphic differential with zero of the highest order
(29 — 2), and in particular for the case of the (n, s) curves studied in previous works, it is desirable to
establish an explicit relationship of our construction with the previous ones. In particular, one could
expect that the Taylor expansion of the sigma-functions near zero should involve an appropriate Schur
polynomial, similarly to [12] [6].
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