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ON THE ANALYTIC LANGLANDS CORRRESPONDENCE FOR PGL; IN
GENUS 0 WITH WILD RAMIFICATION

DANIIL KLYUEV, ATTICUS WANG

ABSTRACT. The analytic Langlands correspondence was developed by Etingof, Frenkel and
Kazhdan in [2, 5, 3, 4]. For a curve X and a group G over a local field F, in the tamely
ramified setting one considers the variety Bung of stable G-bundles on X with Borel reduc-
tion at a finite subset S C X of points. On one side of this conjectural correspondence there
are Hecke operators on L?(Bung), the Hilbert space of square-integrable half-densities on
Bung; on the other side there are certain opers with regular singularities at S. In this paper
we prove the main conjectures of analytic Langlands correspondence in the case G = PGLo,
X = P{ with wild ramification, i.e. when several points in S are collided together.
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1. INTRODUCTION
1.1. Analytic Langlands correspondence. In [2; 5, 3, 1], an analytic version of the
Langlands correspondence was formulated for curves over local fields, motivated in part by
the works [1], [7], [3], [10]. The general setup for the tamely ramified case, which we recount

for completeness, is as follows. Let X be a smooth projective irreducible curve over a local

field F', let G be a connected reductive algebraic group over F', and let S be a finite set of

F-points in X. By Bung(X,S) we denote the algebraic stack of G-bundles £ on X with
1
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Borel reduction on S. On the automorphic side, one considers the Hilbert space ‘H of square-
integrable half-densities on the open dense substack of stable bundles in Bung(X, S); in [7], a
commutative algebra of Hecke operators was constructed, initially only on a dense subspace
of H, but conjectured to extend by continuity to compact normal operators on H. On the
spectral side, for the case F' = C, it is conjectured that the joint spectrum of Hecke operators
should correspond to the set of GY-opers with real monodromy, where G is the Langlands
dual group of G.

In [3], this recipe was implemented for G = PGLy, X = P!, and S a set of distinct F-points
to, .-+ tme1 in X, where m > 1 (a necessary condition for existence of stable bundles). In
this case, a G-bundle with Borel reduction at S = {tq,...,t,+1} is simply a rank 2 vector
bundle, up to tensoring by line bundles, with distinguished 1-dimensional subspaces in the
fibers above the marked points t, ..., t,,+1. Such bundles are called quasiparabolic bundles.
In this case, the moduli stack of stable quasiparabolic bundles is known to be a smooth,
quasiprojective variety, and is the union of two connected components, bundles of degree 0
and 1, respectively. There are isomorphisms identifying the two components, given by Hecke
modification at any of the marked points; so it suffices to consider the degree 0 component
Bund,. This space could be parametrized birationally by P! ([3], Lemma 3.1): by fixing
the lines above t; = 0 and ¢,,11 = 00, a generic quasiparabolic bundle is uniquely given
by m elements of F', each specifying the line above t,...,t,,, up to simultaneous scaling.
Therefore, H = L?*(Buny) = L*(P™!) is the space of square-integrable half-densities on
P! (sections of |K|, where K = O(—m) is the canonical bundle and || is a norm map equal
to the usual absolute value in the case of F' = C). An element ¢ € H can therefore be realized
as a complex-valued function ¥ (yi,...,yn,) on F™\{0}, such that i(zy) = |z|"™(y) for
any z € F'*.

Under this parametrization, the Hecke operators take the following explicit form. For each
r € P'\{to,...,tms1}, the Hecke operator H, is given by

(1.1)
i t1s — zy1 tms — xYm \  |s|"2|ds|?
( )( 1 ) <g| |> C S_yl S—ym Hi:l |S_yi‘2

It was shown in [3], Section 3 that H, extend to compact, self-adjoint, mutually commuting
operators on H, with zero common kernel. Importantly, this relies on the fact that H, is
given by integrating certain unitary operators Us , over s € F.

Now let /' = C. The next important step is the differential equation for Hecke operators:

) 1 - G
(1.2) (‘9”;74(:5—@)2) H, Hmzx_ti = 0.

1>0

Here G; (0 < i < m) are certain commuting holomorphic differential operators on H. One
of the consequences of Eq. (1.2) is that although these G; are unbounded operators, they
commute with H, in a certain well-defined sense, so that we get a good spectral problem
for both Hecke and differential operators (since Hecke operators are compact self-adjoint).
A second consequence is that in this case (PGLy and P! over C), the joint eigenvalues [ (z)
(real-valued and continuous in z, labeled by k € N) satisfy the following differential equation
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([3], Corollary 4.14):

m m

5 1 1 i ke -

1=

which is an SLy(C)-oper (i.e. no 0, term); SLy is Langlands dual to PGLy. Here p; € C are
eigenvalues of G; on the eigenfunction v, corresponding to fj (in particular it was shown
that the joint spectrum of H, is simple). Moreover, the monodromy representation of such a
differential equation (where p; ;, are now parameters in C) lands in SLy(R) up to conjugation
if (and, partially, only if) they come from a joint eigenfunction of Hecke operators ([3],
Theorem 4.15), thus establishing analytic Langlands correspondence.

1.2. Summary of our paper. In this paper we investigate what happens when we collide
several points among t;, i.e. when S is no longer a reduced divisor. For example, suppose we
merge only ¢ty and ¢;. One obvious way of obtaining a limit of Hecke operators is to simply set
to = t1 in Eq. (1.1); this corresponds to choosing two lines in the fiber of the quasiparabolic
bundle above the closed point t, = t;. However, the resulting Hecke operators will not be
compact and will have continuous spectrum, hence they will have no eigenvectors.

Instead, we will make ¢, = ¢; a non-reduced point, in this case a C[e]/(?)-point. A generic
line in its fiber is given by (1,uo + u€), so that in Eq. (1.1) one should change variables
Yo, Y1 by ug = yo, uy = % In order to have a well-defined limit as t; — %, we should also
use a twisted version of Hecke operators, whose twisting parameters are sent to infinity in
an appropriate way.

We carry this out in Section 3.2, obtaining limits of Hecke operators H,. We use this
computation as a motivation for the following definition of modified Hecke operator:

exp (z vi (log(s — ui))) dsds

to+eo—x tm +6m — @
H:{:w(u()a--'aum):/,lvb( s —1 3t s —1u ) 02”i+2
c 0 " | }5 - UE )
Here uy, . .., u,, parametrize fibers over non-reduced points corresponding to to, ..., tm, X

are certain R-linear maps to ¢R. Non-modified Hecke operator H, is obtained as H, times a
certain function of x.

In Section 3.3 we prove that H, given by integrating some unitary representation Us,
over s € C (Proposition 3.5). The measure is the same as in [3, 1]. In Section 3.4 we prove
that H, are bounded self-adjoint operators on H that commute with each other. Moreover,
in Section 3.5 we show that H, are compact and norm-continuous. In Section 3.6 we show
that { H,} have zero common kernel, and therefore they have a joint discrete spectrum with
finite-dimensional eigenspaces. In other words, we recover the main properties of Hecke
operators required for establishing analytic Langlands correspondence in our case.

Wildly ramified case was briefly considered in [!], Section 2.14. It can be shown that
our approach fits into a general definition of ramified analytic Langlands correspondence.
Moreover, we prove that there is strong limit lim. o U= Oy, = ramified,z, Where Uy
is the unitary operator corresponding to the coordinate change (yo, ..., yn) — (ug, ..., uy)
below and H)y are twisted Hecke operators with twisting parameters and marked points
depending on ¢.

In Section 4 we define a family of commuting differential operators GEJ ) and prove the
analogue of the differential equation (1.2). As a corollary, we obtain a differential equation on
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eigenvalues () that corresponds to an S Ly-oper, partially establishing analytic Langlands
correspondence in this case. We also prove that an eigenvector v € H,;. satisfies

GE% = Mi,j,k¢

in the sense of distributions. We expect that the D-module corresponding to this system of
equations on ¢ is irreducible, hence 1 is unique up to scaling and H; is one-dimensional.
We also expect that ¢ are smooth on an open subset of Bung and that GZ(J ) have a natural
self-adjoint extensions that strongly commute with each other and with Hecke operators.

However, the important difference with [3] is that the differential equation on S (x) will
no longer have regular singularities at ¢;. Namely it will have irregular singularities at the
merged points (wild ramification). So the condition of real monodromy is not enough, and
there should be a condition on the Stokes data or asymptotic expansion of solutions at
irregular singularities. This is currently under investigation.

It can be computed that the limit of generating function for twisted Gaudin operators

. UG e Ue . . . , el
after coordinate change, y ") ——=}<—= gives the generating function " > 7" o

defined in Section 4. Here n; + 1 is the multiplicity of point ¢;.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper we will assume that F' = C. Here we collect background material
and auxilliary lemmas that are used in the proof of the main results.

2.1. Non-reduced point with parabolic structure. Fix an integer n > 0 and write
Cle] = C[z]/(z"™). As mentioned in the introduction, let us consider a Cl[e]-point ¢, on
P! with parabolic structure, i.e. there is a chosen rank-1 free C[g]-submodule of C[g]®?, the
fiber of the quasiparabolic bundle O%®? above t;. Generically, one may assume it is the line
spanned by (1,> "7, uge®).

Let z # ty be a closed point, and s a line in the fiber above x. After Hecke modification at
(x,s) (and rewriting in terms of the original parametrization, see [3], sections 3.1, 3.2), the
line (1, ,_,uke®) becomes () ue® —s,tg —x +¢). Part (a) of Proposition 2.2 below
shows that this is just the line (1, — > "p_, H0F(2=2)ek).

s—ugQ

Definition 2.1. Consider the field C(s, z, ¢y, u; ;) generated formally by these symbols, where
0 <j <i<n. Write u; := u;;. Define a derivation 0 on this field, defined by ds = 0x = 0,

dty = 1, and aui,j = (j + 1)wit1,+1. Finally, for purely imaginary numbers a;, define
D=-2iy>", %8] , where i is an imaginary unit.

Proposition 2.2. We have the following identities:

(a) to— -+ 2= (Sjg 5O (520 (5 = Loy we®);

(b) For 0 <m <mn, -9™(log(s —ug)) = [e™]log(s — > _p_, ure™).
Proof. For any X € C(s,,to, u;;), consider its Taylor series T'(X) = >_;_, 50 (X)e*. It is
easily checked that T'(X;X5) = T(X1)T(X3) and T'(log(C — X)) = log(T(C — X)), for any

constant C' (i.e. 9C = 0). Part (a) is simply T'(tp — z) = T(?_—_uﬁ)T(S — up), and part (b)
follows from T'(log(s — up)) = log(T'(s — ug)). O
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Remark 2.3. In particular, Dlog(s — > ,_, uxe®) can be computed as the integral

1 : -
~5- y 1(2 a; 27771 log(s — Zukzk)dz.
2= k=0

It follows that iRe D(log(s — ug)) = x(log(s — >_p_,ure®)), where x is an R-linear map
x : Cle] — iR given by x(>_b;e?) =3 a;Reb;.

Below we will consider x of the form X(Z?:o bje’) = iRe Y. ,¢;b;, where ¢; are not
required to be real. However, we require Im ¢y to be integer, so that exp oyolog is well-defined.
We also require ¢, to be nonzero below. Nonzero Re ¢y corresponds to twisting, nonzero Im ¢
corresponds to taking non-spherical principal series representations of PGLy(C).

Remark 2.4. The x of the form ) a;Reb; arise from taking the limit of twisted Hecke
operators in a specific way. We expect that by changing the limiting procedure for ¢; or \;,
we can obtain any imaginary functional x on Cle] with ¢y real. If we take limit of Hecke
operators corresponding to any principal series representation of PGLy(C), we expect to get
any imaginary x as above.

2.2. Representations of PGL,(Cle]). Recall that the group PGLy(C) has a natural right
action on square-integrable half-densities on P!, given by

ad — be az+b
(2 8) 0= ()
Let Cle] = C[z]/(2™*1). The group PGLy(Cle]) acts naturally on P!(C[e]) by
a b az+b
<C d) (2) = cz+d
Suppose we identify z = ug + - - - + u,e™ with (ug, ..., u,) € C*"", with the usual measure.

Then for any x : Cle] — iR as above we can define a right unitary representation p of
PGLy(Cle]) on L*(C™t1), by

o (Cou0+d0)2

. exp (X(log(cz +d) — 1 log(det 9)))v

where g = <Z Z) € PGLy(Cle)), and gy = (CCLS 22) is the constant part of g. Since we

assumed that x (> bje’) = iRe > ¢;b; with nonzero ¢,, it is well-known that this represen-
tation is irreducible.

We also note the following. Let B be the Borel subgroup of PGLy of upper-triangular
matrices, so that P'(Cle]) = PGLy(Cle])/B(Cle]). Consider the line bundle £ = O(—1)® L.
on PY(Cle]), where L. corresponds to the one-dimensional representation of B(C[e]) given

by 8 aél) — exp(x(log(a))). Then p corresponds to the action of PGLy(Cle]) on the
square-integrable sections of line bundle £ ® M, where M = O(—1) ® L.
2.3. Lemmas about Lie groups.

Lemma 2.5. Let G1,G5 be Lie groups, and K a closed subgroup of G1 X Gy that surjects
onto both Gy and Go. Let L C Gy be the kernel of K — G X Go — G1. Then L < G5, and
K is the preimage in Gy X Gy of the graph of a smooth homomorphism f : Gy — Gs/L.
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Proof. In the case L =1, K — G} is an isomorphism, so f is given by its inverse composed
with the map K < G; X Gy — Go. In general, suppose (1,¢) € L C K. For any gs € G,
there exists (g1, g2) € K, 50 (g1,92) " (1,€)(g1, 92) = (1,95 4gs) € K, so L is normal. Let K’
be the image of K in Gy x (Gg/L). Then we may apply the L = 1 case to K’, and K is the
preimage in G; X G of the graph of a f : G; — G3/L. ]

Lemma 2.6. The nontrivial Lie group homomorphisms f : G(C[e]) — G(C) are all of the
form ¢ o, where © : G(Cle]) — G(C) is projection to constant term, and ¢ € Aut(G(C)).
In particular, they are surjective.

Proof. Pass to Lie algebra homomorphism df : sly(Cle]) — sl3(C). The restriction of df on
sl5(C) C sly(Cle]) is an inner automorphism, since sly(C) is simple and df is not identically
zero. Since every element in sly(Cle]) with zero constant term is ad-nilpotent, we conclude
that they lie in the kernel of df. So f is an automorphism precomposed with projection as
well. O

3. LimMITs OF HECKE OPERATORS

3.1. Twisted Hecke operators. Let tg,...,t,,.1 € P!. Without loss of generality, let us
fix 1 = 00. Let x € PY, o # t;,00. Let A = (Ao, ..., A\my1) be twisting parameters, which

are complex numbers satisfying Re \; = —1.
For any purely imaginary number ¢, we can consider the Hilbert space H = L2(Pg ", |[K]*F¢),
whose elements we view as complex-valued functions ¥ (yi, . . ., ym) on C™\{0}, homogeneous

of degree —m(1+ ¢). They may also be viewed as functions ¥ (yo, 41, - - -, Ym) Which are both
translation-invariant and homogeneous of degree —m(1 + ¢), where geometrically y; param-
etrize the quasiparabolic lines above t;; this interpretation has more symmetry and makes
formulas nicer.

The twisted Hecke operators H7 introduced in [1] are given by

B.1) ()00, ) — (ﬁ\ti—xr&) o (Bt Y o,

)
S — S —
i=0 Yo Ym i—0

It is easy to check that H? is a linear map which maps functions homogeneous of degree
—Amt1 + iy A; to functions homogeneous of degree 2 + 2;”;61 A;. For simplicity, we will
limit ourselves to the case when \,,.1 = 0 and Z;’lo A; = 0, so that functions in the domain
and codomain of H? have the same homogeneity degree —m.

If we omit the constant term [ |¢; — 2|~ in Eq. (3.1), the formula gives so-called modified

Hecke operators, denoted by H.

3.2. Taking the limit. Suppose we wish to merge points tg,...,t,, where n < m. For
simplicity, we let the other points remain distinct, but one can merge more than one group
of points by the same procedure. Let aq,...,a, be a sequence of imaginary numbers such
that a, is nonzero. For 0 < i <mn, 1 < j <n define

3.2 W=

32 I -t

0<k<j
ki

when ¢ < 7 and zero else.
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Let \; = -1+ Zj )\Ej) when 7 < n and —1 when ¢ > n. In the limiting process, we will
make t; — t;_1 (1 <1i < n) all equal, real numbers ¢, as we take the limit § — 0.
Make a change of variables

(3.3) =3 ﬁ
0SSt o Jjy :
P

In fact, define variables w;;, 0 < j < i < n recursively, as follows: w0 = y;, u;; =
% Then it is easy to see u; = u;;. We also let u; = y; for n+1 < i < m for
simplicity. Note that now an element ¢ = ¥(uo, ..., u,) € H will still be homogeneous of
degree —m, but translation invariant only in the variables ug, w11, . - ., Uy, While uy, ..., u,
remain fixed.

Proposition 3.1. The strong limit H,, of the modified Hecke operator after coordinate change
U.HXUZY, as 6 — 0, is given by

(Hp) (woy - -y )
_ /w to—x 9 to—x l@n to—2\ thy1—2 exp(iRe Dlog(s — ug))dsds
C s —Ug s—ug/)  'nl s—tg) s —tunpr ) |5 —uo| 2L s — k|

Here U, is the unitary operator corresponding to the coordinate change (Yo, - .., Yn) — (Ug, ..., Uy).

Remark 3.2. We can collide several clusters of points, doing the same procedure as above
for each collided point, and the proof is the same. If we leave three points unglued, then we
still have a similar strong limit.

Proof. Modified Hecke operators are uniformly bounded, the operator Hl, is also bounded
(this does not create circular reasoning since we do not use the strong limit in this paper.)
Hence it is enough to prove strong convergence on a dense subset of . Let 1 be a continuous
function with compact support modulo translations and dilations. We will show that for
s € C the limit of

fA(S)=¢(t°_x tm_x)H|s—yi\%

) Y
S—Yo S —Ym i—0

to— to— 1 (to—x\ thr1—2x exp(iRe D log(s — ug))dsds
f(S):w aa 7"'7_'8 3 i PR 2n+2 m 2

5 — U s — U n! S—uy /) §— Ups1 |s — ug Il I8 — gl
and similarly for several collided points.

Using the results of [1] and Section 3.3 we see that the sequence of functions f,(s) and f(s)
satisfies the conditions of dominated convergence theorem with g(s) = m, where M

is the maximum value of |+/| on the hyperplane u,, = 0, ,,_; = 1. It follows that H* tends
to H as § tends to zero.

o : G)
Let 7 > 0. Let us show that the limit of the term |s — yo\”éj) s — P s

%, ..
exp(%Re & log(s — uyp)).
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Use induction on j. The base case j = 0 is clear. To reduce clutter, write AE”' ) = A; and
j =n below. In general, we have for 0 < ¢ < n,

\ = a 1 a _ a
Z Hoék#iﬁn(ti —t)  ta—to Ho<k¢i§n(ti — tx) HOSk#i<n(ti —t) )
SO

(3 4) ﬁ |3 — ,‘2&' o H?:l ‘3 — yi|2)‘iv[1,n] tn—to
| e nol 27, ,
=0 Hi:o ‘8 — y2| i,[0,n—1]

a

where )‘i,[O,n—l] = H0§k¢i§n,1(ti_tk) and )‘L[l,n] =
the limit of the RHS of Eq. (3.4) as § — 0 is

. 2a o1 1 B 2a o
(lsl_rf(l] exp ((n — 1)!R60 %(log(s — ) — log(s — Uo,o))) = exp <mRe8 log(s — u0)> :

by using U1,0 = Uo,0 + 5U171.
Let us also consider the terms z’_;f Use induction on n again. The base case n = 0 is
clear. The induction step is given by

1 1 [t — to — 1 to —
lim gl (BT 0T E ) e (072 ,
6—0 (n — 1)' no \ s — U1,0 S — U0 n! S — Ug
where we used t; =t + 0 and u; o = up + duy 1.
Note that this proof works for the several clusters of points: all coordinate changes and
limits are done independently. 0

Miorpien i) By the induction hypothesis,

Example 3.3. Let n = 2. Then we have

to — 1 to — to —
Hmlp(UO,ul,...,um):/‘qﬁ( 0 il + uy 0 r 2 v )
C

s — Uy §— U (s —up)? s —uy’

exp(2a;Re 4 )dsds

s—ug

s — ol |5 — wal? - |5 — up|®

Motivated by Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 2.2 we define Hecke operators for several
(possibly) glued points as follows. First, we change the notation: all points ¢, ..., %, can
be glued. To each point ¢; with multiplicity n; + 1 corresponds its own set of variables ugj ),
where i = 0,...,m and 0 < j < n;. Let Clg;] = C[z]/(z™). Define u; = Zugj)eg. We also
have characters xo, ..., Xm- Let xi(32€lb;) = iRe Ec§-i)bj. We assume that cho) = 0 for
simplicity.

Definition 3.4. Let H, be the operator on H defined by

t - tm m
wa(UOa"-aum):/¢<o+€o xa"'> e x)
C

S — U S — Uy

exp (in(log(s - ui)))ds%

Hm s u(o) 2n;+2
=0 7

Let .
H, = H |t; — x| exp <%Xi(log(t,- +& — x)))HI
i=0
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Note that |
log(t; + &; — x) = log(t; — x) + Z gg(fc—jﬂ’
hence

exp <%Xi(10g(ti +& — :c))) = exp (iRe o log(t; — x) + iRe Z (@ —t;)79).

3.3. The unitary representation. Suppose that we have k possibly glued points t, . . .,
and two unglued points t;, 1, tg1o. We expect that the statements and proofs of this section
and the sections below can be modified to allow all non-infinite points to be glued.

We will now show that H, = fc Usdv(s), where Us, are certain unitary operators on

H = L*(PZ') and v is the same measure on C as in [3, 1].
Set the unglued points u1 = tr1 = 0 and ug,o = tgyo = 1. A short computation gives
that the resulting modified Hecke operator is

(Hx,lvb)(uoa o '>uk) =
/NM (E+M’... ,£+M))
C S—X S S — o S S — Ug
|s(s — 1)|™ 2 exp (in(log(s — ui)))dsdE

s — a|m Hf:o s — ul(0)|2nl+2

where D; is defined similarly to D.
The unitary operators U, , will be given by the action of a group element

gs,:c = (gs,x,Oags,x,n-i-la s 795,1‘,16) S PGL2(C[EO]) X PGL2(C[51]) XX PGLZ(C[Ek])

Y

The action of PGLy(Clg;]) on the coordinates uz(-o), . ,uz(-"") is described in Section 2.2.

Then, using Proposition 2.2, it is easy to check the following:

Proposition 3.5. We have H, = f((: Us »dv(s), where Us, is the unitary operator given by

the action of the group element gs » = (9s.2.0, Ysz1s - - - » Iz k), where
o (—(=1x (tit+e)s(s—1)
Yswi = —(s —x) s(s — ) ’
and v(s) = |s(f(f Sl ldsds. O

3.4. Boundedness. Initially, the Hecke operators are only partially defined. Let V C H
be the (dense) subset of continuous functions v, translation-invariant and homogeneous of
degree —m. Let U C C™*! be the subset of points where no two coordinates are equal to
each other.

Proposition 3.6. For ¢ € V, the integral (H,)(uo, ..., uy) converges and is continuous
on U, and can be extended to an element of H.

Proof. We have to first show the integral converges, i.e. to check the behavior of the formula

0 0 . .
in Proposition 3.1 at s = u(() ), ug ), .. ,u,g ), Ukt1, Ugso,00. Let us use translation invariance
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to set the last coordinate ui o = 0, and also without loss of generality set tx.o = 0. We
obtain

(0) (0)
tos — xuy to—x 1., to—x 115 — Uy
ww(u 7"’7uk+1):/¢ 780 ey Ty 0 ) g oo
’ C 5 — u(()o) 5 — 80) ™\ s - u(()o) 5 — ugo)

e (z va((log(s — ui)))dsdg

Hk-l—l 5 — ul(O)Pnl

where m+-1 is the total multiplicity of all non-infinite points. From this, it is clear that as s —
00, H ) (ug, - - - , Unm_1) decays as |s| ™™ 2, hence integrable. To check the behavior as s — u(()o),

we use homogeneity and scale all arguments up by
(s — ul?)m0+1: then there will be an additional |s — u(”|™*D™ term in the measure, so
that as s — u the integral behaves as |s — ul|(mo+Dm=(2no+2) which is also integrable. A
similar calculation addresses the behaviors at the other points.

Continuity of H,1 in U follows from continuity of 1. Finally, H,v is L?-integrable by
Cauchy-Schwarz and the fact that ||H,| < [, | Wil\dsds < 00, which is a consequence

s(s—1)(s—z)

of Proposition 3.5. U

)

Proposition 3.7. The Hecke operators H, extend to bounded, self-adjoint, mutually com-
muting operators on H, for x # t;, 00

Proof. Boundedness follows from the previous proposition and || H,|| < oco.
It is easy to check that gs_,; = Go(s),e» Where o(s) = m(sf_;) This implies U}, = Us(s)2

S
Also, the measure dv(s) is invariant under the involution s — o(s). This implies that H,
are self-adjoint.
Let 1,25 be two distinct points distinct from ¢;, 00. The fact that operators H,,, H,,
commute is a consequence of the general fact that Hecke modifications at distinct points
(21, 81), (z2, s2) commute. Concretely, it can also be checked directly using Proposition 3.5;

it can be reduced to the routine calculation that dv,, (s1)dv,,(sh) = dv, (s])dv.,(s2), where

zi(z; — 1) _
dv,,(s) = . dsds
(5 s(s—1)(s —x;)
and s| = 852__1 - 5222291 and symmetric for s),. Here, s is the coordinate of the parabolic
2—X9 S2—81
line s; after Hecke modification at (xs, s9), and vice versa. O

3.5. Compactness.

Proposition 3.8. The Hecke operators H, are compact and norm-continuous in x, for
T §£ ti, Q.

Proof. Using Proposition 3.5, the exact same argument as in ([3], Proposition 3.13) goes
through, the only thing that we have to show is that the rational map

k
¢n : AY = Gy = [ [ PGLy(Cle

given by (S1,...,5N8) = Gs;z - Ysy.w» Where, say, N = 4m, is dominant. This is shown in
Lemma 3.13 below. O
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Remark 3.9. In particular, in Lemmas 3.10 and 3.12 below, we give a proof of group gener-
ation claimed in [3] in the proof of Proposition 3.13 that used Lemma 8.9 therein.

We now prove Lemma 3.13. Denote G = PGLs.
Lemma 3.10. For any x #t € C, the elements

ﬂﬁz%AQ:(*s‘””““‘”)er>

—(s—x) s(s—ux)
generate a dense subgroup of G(C), as s ranges in C\{0, 1, z}.

Proof. As g(s)™! = g(2“=1), this set is closed under inverses and contains the identity. Let

g = sl3(C) be the Lie aléebra of G(C), and let H be the closure of the subgroup that these
elements generate. Then H is a Lie group, so that we may consider its Lie algebra h. It
suffices to show that h = g. By definition, b contains the elements

sx(t— $24(1—x
o) (5) = —— S ) =
8(8 — 1)(8 — .CL’) % %(82 + [L’) i sxt(i—ml) )
which linearly spans the 3-dimensional space g = sl (C). 0

Lemma 3.11. Denote Cle] = Cle]/(e"t!). The elements g(s) = gire(S) generate a dense
subgroup of G(Cle]).

Proof. Let H be the closure of the subgroup they generate, and let h be its Lie algebra,
which lies in g = sly(Cle]). It suffices to show h = g. We know b contains the elements
A(s) =s(s —1)(s —x)g(s) g (s) = Ap(s) + Ai(s)e + ..., where

sz(t=1) _ 1(s2 4+ ) i-a) z(l—2) (s —s?
Ao(s) = ( e :c(le) N se(t=1) |~ Ai(s) = (t —x)? (1 )

t—x %(82 + LE‘) T T i—x 5

Let us first produce an element X € bh whose constant term is 0. Suppose we write

Ao(s) = (Z b ) then

—a

1—x 1 1 .
Al(g) — (t—x)(t—l)a + 2tgt—1)b + 2(1—t)c ) —@b 1 .
Ta© (e + men? T ¢

It is not hard to verify that the commutator [A(s; + 1) — A(s1), A(s2 + 1) — A(s2)] is given
by

4(s;1 — so)t(t — Dx(x—1) (0 1 A(s; — so)x(x —1)2tr —t —x) (0 1
(1= o) (0 0)* (1) (0 )=+

which is linearly independent from the elements of the above form. Thus some linear com-
bination of them would give X € § whose constant term is 0 and € term is nonzero.

Now that we have found one element X € h, X = Bie 4+ ... with By # 0, consider its
commutator with all the elements A(s) = Ag+ A;e+.... Since [A(s), X] = [Ag, Bi]e + .. .,
and sly(C) is simple, by Step 1, we may now generate all elements of form Bje + ..., where
B; € sl,(C). Now, taking commutators once again, we can generate all elements of form
Bye? + ..., where By € sl5(C), and so on. Thus we have shown that h = sly(Cle]) = g as
desired. O
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Lemma 3.12. The elements gs . = (Gtg+e0.2(S) Gtrter.x(S)s -, Gtpier.2(8)), where s € C\{0, 1, z},

generate a dense subgroup of Gy, = Hf:o PGLy(Cle]).

Proof. Use induction on k. The induction basis £ = 0 is already shown in Lemma 3.11. For
the induction step, let H be the closure of the subgroup that g, , generate. By induction
hypothesis, H surjects onto G, ;-1 = Hf:_ol PGLy(Cle;]) (the first k factors) and G(Cleg))
(the last factor). By Lemma 2.5, it follows that H C G, x—1 X G(Cleg]) is the preimage of the
graph of some smooth surjective map f : Gy, ,—1 — G(Cleg])/L, where L < G(Cleg]) is the
kernel of H — Gy, ;—1. Since G(C) is simple and any normal subgroup of G(Clej]) containing
G(C) coincides with G(C[eg]), there are two options: either L is inside the congruence
subgroup (1 —I—é[/;((]j[fk] . +€[:(’“:][€k]) or L = G(Cleg]). In the latter case H = Gy, and we
are done; in the former case, consider pf, the composition of f with projection G(Cley])/L —
G(C). This is a surjective map. Take any index j such that pf restricted to G(Cle;]) is
nontrivial. Let ¢ be the restriction of pf to G(Clg;]). Using Lemma 2.6 we see that ¢ is
a composition of projection and an automorphism of G(C), they are all inner. Since the
points tg, t1,...,t; are all distinct, the functions of s given by SL; of the matrix g, ,(s) are
all distinct, which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 3.13. The rational map ¢y : Ag — Gy, 15 dominant, where N = 4m.

Proof. Define ¢; similarly. Let U; be the Zariski-closure of the image of ¢;, then it is a closed
irreducible set in Gy, 1, of dimension at most . Since gs ;0o (s). = 1, where o(s) = x(j__xl), we
have a chain Uy C Uy C Uy C ..., and let 2/ be the smallest index such that Uy = Uy ys.
Then Uy = Uyqo = ..., s0 Uy D H, so by Step 3, Uy = G, . Since G, ; has dimension

3(m — 1) < 4m, Uy, = Gy, as desired. O

3.6. Spectral decomposition.

Lemma 3.14. H, has asymptotics 2 |z|log |x| when x tends to infinity. In other words, for
any ¥ € H we have lim,_, % = ).

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Proposition 3.15(i) in [3]. Note
that ||z|| in [3] is |z|” in our case. We also note that due to asymmetry this proof works only
for x = oo and other points with multiplicity one, where the limit is a certain involution .5;,
but not %. O

By the spectral theorem for commuting compact self-adjoint operators, we conclude the
following.

Corollary 3.15. There is an orthogonal decomposition H = @;°, Hi, where H; are finite
dimensional joint eigenspaces: for any Vv, € Hy, Hyo = Bi(x), where Bi(x) are real-valued
and continuous in x.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.14 we get that the operators H, have trivial common kernel, so all
H, are finite dimensional. Continuity of f;(x) follows from norm-continuity of H,. O

4. GAUDIN HAMILTONIANS FOR PGLy(Cle))

In this section we will prove the analog of Corollary 4.14 in [3]. Namely, we will prove
that each eigenvalue ) satisfies an SLo-oper differential equation.
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We used an irreducible representation of the group PGL(2,Cle]) to obtain a compact
formula for Hecke operators. Similarly, we will use Lie algebra sly(Cle]) to obtain a convenient
expression for differential operators.

In this section we consider slightly more general situation than before and assume that
we have k distinct points in the limit and the infinite point. Suppose that i-th point is the
result of gluing n; points and there was no gluing at infinity. Let Cle;] = Clz]/(2™).

We have the following compact expression for the generating function of classical Gaudin
elements for sly [6], [9]: > Gtz = e(z)f(z) + 3h(z)* + 31/ (x). Here for a € sl, we have

ala) = Y

where a; is a in the i-th tensor factor surrounded by ones.
Consider the same expression G(z) = e(z)f(z) + th(z)? + 11/(z) where for a € sl we

define '
g’ a;
) = 2
We can also think of this as a generating function of a commutative subalgebra of &) U (sl2(Cle;]))
corresponding to a quantum integrable system:

Lemma 4.1.
G(J)
where GEO) = @, are classical Gaudin elements and
GV = N eteelf+elf-cte+ Leth - elh.
a+b=j—1

Note that ng) for j > 0 are in the center of Ug(sly(Cle])).
The formula from Proposition 3.1 can be written as

Hpp = /(C p(gs.0)bdsds,

where g, ., = (_01 ti = i T 51-). The representation p on &) L*(P'[e;]) is defined in the

i-th coordinate as the irreducible representation of PGLy(Cle;]) in L?(P'[g;]) described in
Section 2.2 .
The differential operators are obtained as an image of all GZ(J ) in

D((P'[e1] x -+ x Pl[ex])/ B, L),

where L is a holomorphic line bundle described in Section 2.2. It can be checked that ng )
acts a number z§j ) when n; < j < 2n; and acts as zero when 7 > 2n,. Abusing notation, we
will denote the differential operators also ng ),

By D of the quotient we mean the quantum Hamiltonian reduction of the algebra of
differential operators. The only thing we need to check is that ng ) commute with > e,
> hy. For j > 0 this is true because ng ) is a central element, for j = 0 we can see it directly.

We are ready to prove the differential equation for Hecke operators:
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Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ be a smooth function with compact support modulo translation and
dilations. Then
OR(Ho) = Ga)y
in the sense that both sides are defined and equal to each other for x # t;, 00 on the set of

points where no two coordinates are equal to each other.

Proof. Denote p(gs.) by gs. for convenience. We have H,y = fc gs.obdsds. Using the
standard lemma on differentiating under the integral sign and reasoning similarly to the
proof of Proposition 3.6 we get

O (Hytp) = / (029s.2095.0)9s.atdsds.

C

g o (0 =1y 1 fsa-ti—e\___ 1 (-10
xgs,x,lgs@,i_ 0 0 T—t; —& 1 0 _l'—ti_fi 0 0

is an element of sl,(Clg;]). We have (_01 8) = —1h, so that

Here

1 . .
Oplonigy, =——— p=-1 —t;,) 7 elh
GsaiFsini =~ = f Z o) 2 D) _(x—1t) i
and
8mgs,xg;; = —3h(z).

Similarly computing the second derivative we get
0z (Hy) = (3h(x)® — 30/ (x)) Hy.

The differential operator ih(az)Q - %h’(m) is not B-invariant, so it does not give a differential
operator on [[P'[e;]/B. To fix this note that for any smooth function ¢ we have 9;(gs .¢) =
(8Sgs,m)g;%gs7m¢- We haVe

5 o _(00y 1 fs x—t;—e\_ 1 (00
sgs,w,zgs,m,i_ 01 x_ti_gi 1 0 _x_ti_gi L0/,

Similarly to the above we get 08g8,xg;; = f(x). Hence for any first-order differential operator
D we have

(h(2)* = 3h/ (@) Hott = (Fh(2)* — 3h/ () + f(2) D) Hot).
Taking D = e(x) and using [e(z), f(x)] = I/ (x) we get the claim of the theorem. O

Remark 4.3. In particular, the proof of Proposition 4.2 gives a simpler explicit proof of
Proposition 4.3 in [3] and Proposition 3.7 in [1].

Arguing similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.6 of [3] (with ¢ € H instead of 1) we
get the following: for any v € H; the distribution GZ(] )@b equals to p; j z1 for some complex
number 4, ;5 that depends on 3 but not .

Applying Proposition 4.2 to ¢ € H;, again we get the following:
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Corollary 4.4. The function Py(x) satisfies the differential equation
L(p) Bi(z) = 0,

where . _
L) =2+ gi i T Hij
(1) = 0 + (z —t;)it! + (z — t;)7+!
i o= ! 6,5 <n; !

s an SLo-oper.
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