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0 Introduction

To every smooth curve C one can associate a natural variety U (r, d) - the moduli space of semi stable
vector bundles of rank r and degree d on C. This canonical object has a rich geometrical structure
which reflects in a beautiful way the geometry of the curve C' and its deformations. In the abelian
case r = 1 this relationship is classical and goes back to the Riemann inversion problem, the theory
of Jacobi theta-functions and the Torelli theorem. Understanding the subtleties of the non-abelian
case has resulted over the years in a multitude of new ideas and unexpected connections with other
branches of mathematics. One of the remarkable similarities between the Jacobian varieties and
the higher rank moduli spaces is the existence of theta line bundles on them, see [D-N]. These are
ample determinantal line bundles, naturally arising from the interpretation of U(r,d) as a moduli
space and provide valuable information about the projective geometry of U(r,d).

In this paper we describe the groups of automorphisms and of polarized automorphisms of
U(r,d) for r > 1. To understand the problem better, consider first the case r = 1. It is well known
that for any integer d, the group of automorphisms of the Jacobian J¢(C) = U(1,d) is isomorphic

to the semi-direct product
JO(C) x AutgP (JO(C)) = Aut(J4(C)),

where Aut8°"(J%(C)) is the group of group automorphisms of J°. The above isomorphism depends

on the choice of a point Ly € J¢(C) and is given explicitly by (£, ¢) — TgoTp,0¢0Ty, ! Moreover,
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the subgroup of automorphisms preserving the class of the theta bundle is just

JO(C) % ((&id) x Aut(C)) C—not hyperelliptic,

0/ 7d o~
Aut”(J4C)) = { JO(C) x Aut(C) C—hyperelliptic.

Some natural automorphisms of U(r, d) can be obtained by analogy with this case. For example,
the Jacobian J°(C) acts by translations on the moduli space and, as it turns out, it actually
coincides with the identity component of the automorphism group. Furthermore, we have a natural
morphism
(0.1) det : U(r,d) — J4C)

sending a bundle E to its determinant det(E). The fibers of this morphism are moduli spaces
on its own right, e.g. the fiber det™!(Lg) over a point Ly is just the moduli space SU(r, Lg) of
semistable bundles of rank r and fixed determinant L. One can use the fibration (D.1]) to construct
some natural automorphisms of U(r, d), that is, certain automorphisms of the fiber SU(r, Ly) can
be glued with certain automorphisms of the base J%(C) to produce global automorphisms of the
moduli space. After choosing a point Ly € J%(C) we can trivialize the bundle (0.1]) by pulling it
back to an étale cover of J¢(C):

SU(r, Lo) x JO(C) —EDZESL | 14(p, )

(0.2) P2 det
0 d

JC) L—L®" QLo JHC)

The top and the bottom rows of the diagram (0.2) are Galois covers with Galois group the group
of r-torsion points J°(C)[r]. Consider the subgroup Auty,(J°(C)) C Aut(J(C)) consisting of
group automorphisms of J°(C) which act trivially on the torsion points J°(C)[r]. Then given a
translation, 7}, by a torsion point u € J°(C)[r] and ¢ € Auty,(J (C)), the automorphism T}, x ¢
of SU(r,Lg) x J°(C) commutes with the action of the Galois group and hence descends to an
automorphism of U(r, d). In addition, every symmetry of the curve C' will induce an automorphism
of U(r,d).

In the special case r|2d, by choosing v € J 27?1(0) with property v®" = L?z, we can construct
an additional automorphism § of order two:

d0: U(r,d) — U(r,d)
E — EV®u

To combine these, consider the subgroups U&p, € U&(, C Aut(JO(C)) x Aut(C) defined by



Definition 0.1
LL@(ET} = {((b?(j) ‘ (b_l oo* € Autm(JO(C))},

and

U, = {(¢,0) | 7' o (£1) 0 0™ € Auty,(JO(C))}.
The group ﬂ@fr] is of index two in {®&,; and we have a natural homomorphism:

JO(C)NL[@(ET,} —  Aut(U(r,d))

(0.3) € d0)  — (Em o E®Eo6n) @t ()

where n € J(C) is an arbitrary line bundle with the property %" = det E ® Ly L If in addition
7| 2d, then the homomorphism (P.3]) can be extended to
JO(C) U, —  Aut(U(r,d))
(0.4) TFE®ERP(n) @o*(nt) if oo € Auty,y(JO(C))
(& ¢,0) — Ew EV @£ d(n) ®a*(n) if 1o (—1)oo* € Aut[r](JO(C))
The commutative diagram (0.9) suggests that the subgroups (0.3) (or (0.4]) in the case r|2d)
will not differ too much from the full automorphism group, if the moduli space SU(r, Ly) doesn’t
have excess automorphisms. The variety SU(r, L) has a lot of advantages. It is a Fano variety of
Picard number one and by a theorem of Narasimhan and Ramanan, [N-R 3], H°(SU(r, Lo), TSU(r, Lo)) =
0 unless g = 2, r = 2 and d even. Therefore, in general, Aut(SU(r, Ly)) is finite and contains the
group JY(C)[r]. In the case r = 2, odd degree and g = 2 the group Aut(SU*(2, Lo)) was described
by Newstead [Nd| as a consequence of his proof of the Torelli theorem for the variety SU®(2, Lo).
To generalize his result we adopt a different viewpoint - we use Hitchin’s abelianization to prove

our main theorem

Theorem A Let C be a curve without automorphisms. Then the automorphism group of the

moduli space SU(r, Lg) can be described as follows

1. If r{2d, then the natural map

JOO)r] — Aut(SU(r, Ly))
U — (E—= E®p)

is an isomorphism, and

2. If r|2d, then the natural map

JUOr) xz/22 — Aut(SU(r, L))
(1,€) — (B & (B)@p)

is isomorphism for r > 3 and has kernel Z/2Z for r = 2.



The strategy of the proof is to lift the automorphism & to a birational automorphism of the moduli
space of Higgs bundles and then study the induced automorphism ® g of the family Prym CZ(CN ,C)
of smooth spectral Pryms. To determine the map ® g explicitly we study the ring of relative
correspondences over the universal spectral curve and show that the family of groups Prym(C~ ,C)
does not have non-trivial global group automorphisms. Furthermore, we show that all the sections
of Prym d~(C~ ,C) come from pull-back of line bundles on the base curve C' and conclude that ® j must
be a multiplication by £1 along the fibers of Prym d~(C~ , () followed by a translation by a pull-back
bundle. To finish the proof, we use the rational map from a spectral Prym to the moduli space
SU(r, Ly) to recover from ® j the original automorphism &.

For curves with automorphisms the statement of the main theorem has to be modified appro-
priately. To avoid some technical complications which occur in the case g = 2, we assume that
g > 3 throughout the paper. Consider the subgroups GQS‘ET] c6s,CJ 9(C) x Aut(C) defined as

Definition 0.2

660 ={(&0) | & = Lo®a*(Ly")},
and

68 ={(£,0) | € = Lo o™ (L")}

Again 6(’5% is a normal subgroup of index two in &&,; and we have

Theorem B Let C be any smooth curve of genus g > 3. We have

1. If r{2d, then the natural map

ee;; — Aut(SU(r, Ly))

(&0) — (E—0*"E®E)

s surjective, and

2. If r|2d, then the natural map

&6, — Aut(SU(r, Ly))
c*E®¢ i (&0) € GQS‘ET]
(670') — E— { o*EY ®£ if (670-) c 66[7«] \6@@1}

18 surjective.

Remark 0.1 The maps in the above Theorem [ are actually isomorphisms. Our proof of the
injectivity involves some standard arguments from Prym theory similar to those in [N-R 1J|; the

proof is not included here because of its length.



The first part of Theorem [B| gives a positive answer to a question posed by Tyurin in the survey
paper [[[3f.
The main theorem, together with the observation that every automorphism of U(r, d) must lift

to an automorphism of SU(r, Ly) x J°(C), see Lemma [.3, gives

Theorem C Let C be a smooth curve of genus g > 3. Then the automorphisms of the full moduli

space U(r,d) can be described as follows

1. If rt2d, then the map (D.3))

JO(C)NE,[@(ET,} — Aut(U(r,d))

(&, 0,0) = (E= o' E@@¢(n) @ (n7"))

s surjective, and

2. If r|2d, then the map (D.4)

JO(C) UG = Aut(U(r,d))
TFE®ER¢(n) @a*(nh) if 971 oo* € Auty,(J(C))
(67 ¢,O‘) - E— { o*EY ® £® @(’I’]) ® 0*(77) if b o o* € Alltm(:]o(c))

18 surjective.

The description of the polarized automorphisms of U(r, d) follows easily from Theorem [d:

Theorem D For any curve C of genus g > 3 the automorphisms of the moduli space U(r,d)
which preserve the class of the theta bundle are those belonging to the image of the subgroup
JO(C) » ((£id) x Aut(C)) € JO(C) x Uy, under the map (D.4).

As an application of the technics we use in this work, we prove in the Appendix at the end of

the paper the Torelli Theorem for the moduli space of vector bundles:

Theorem E Let C1, Cy be smooth curves of genus g > 3 and L1, Lo line bundles of degree d on
C4, Cy respectively. If SUc, (r, L1) ~ SUc, (r, L2), then Cy ~ Cs.

The paper is organized as follows. In the first section we gather all the facts about the moduli
space of Higgs bundles, the linear system of spectral curves and the Hitchin map which we are going
to use later on. We have included the proofs of some statements which seem to be well known to
the experts in the field but which can not be found in the standard sources, as well as, the proofs
of some facts about the discriminant locus in the Hitchin base which help us simplify our main

argument. In the second section we construct the induced automorphism @ g and study its first



properties. The third section contains a discussion of the relative Picard of the universal spectral
curve and its sections over a Zariski open set in the Hitchin base. In section four we analyze the
ring of relative correspondences on the fibers of the universal spectral curve whose description is
the key ingredient in the proof of the main theorem. In the fifth section we give the proof of the
main theorem and discuss the case of curves with symmetries. In the sixth section we derive the
description of Aut(U(r,d)).

Acknowledgments: We are very grateful to Ron Donagi for his constant support and for many
valuable discussions and suggestions. We would like to thank Eyal Markman for explaining to us

the proof of Lemma [[.4 and George Pappas for helpful conversations.

Notation and Conventions

SU(r, Lg) : The moduli space of semi stable vector bundles of rank r and fixed determinant L of
degree d.

SU?*(r, Lo) : The moduli space of stable vector bundles of rank r and fixed determinant Lg of degree
d.

X(r,Lp) : The total space of the cotangent bundle T*SU*(r, Ly).

M(r, Lgy) : The moduli space of semi stable Higgs pairs.

H : M(r,Ly) — W : The Hitchin map.

C : A smooth curve of genus g > 3.

we : The canonical bundle on C.

S° : The total space of the canonical bundle w¢.

S : The space P(O @ we).

a: S — C : The canonical map.

Y € H%(S,Og(1)) : The infinity section of S.

X € H°(S,05(1) @ a*wce) : The zero section of S.

x = X/Y : The tautological section of S°.

Yoo : The divisor at infinity div(Y) C S.

X : The zero divisor div(X) C S°.

W =HC,0)® H(C,wZ?) & - & H(C,wg").

Wy, = HO(C,wdF).

W~Wy®--®W,, embedded in W as {1} @ Wo & --- ® W,.

W® ~Wy® - ®W,, embedded in W as {0} @ Wo @ - & W,.

D : The discriminant divisor.

wree = W\ D.

Cy : The spectral curve of genus § = r2(g — 1) + 1 associated to s € W.



75 : Cy — C : The projection to the base curve C.

7 :C —» C : The universal spectral curve and its projection to C.

B:C —> S° : The map to S°.

Prym(é’s, C) : The prymian of the map 7 : C, — C.

Prym(C~ ,C) : The universal prymian associated to the map 7 : C—C.

Prym;(Cs, C) : The “prymian” of degree d = d+r(r—1)(g—1), i.e. theset {L € J‘Z(és) | detm L =
Lo}.

Prym d~(C~ ,C) : The universal spectral “prymian” of degree d.

1 Spectral curves
1.1 Linear systems of spectral curves

Let C be a smooth curve of genus g. Let S° be the total space of the line bundle we — C and let
S = P(we @ O¢) be the projective extension of we. Denote by « : S — C' the natural projection
and let Og(1) be the relative hyperplane bundle on S corresponding to the vector bundle we @ O¢.

Definition 1.1 An r-sheeeted spectral curve is an element C of the linear system la*wE @ Og(r)|

having the property C C S°

The adjective spectral refers to another interpretation of the curve C which we recall next. For any
vector bundle E of rank r over C' and any we-twisted endomorphism 6 € H°(C,EndE ® we) of E
there is a suitable notion of a characteristic polynomial. Define the i-th characteristic coefficient
s; € HO(C,wg") of 0 as s; = (—1)"1tr(A9). The characteristic polynomial P(z) of 6 can be
written formally as P(x) = 2" + s12" ! +... + s5,. Geometrically the polynomial P(x) corresponds
to a subcheme 68 C S° which via the projection « is an r-sheeted branch cover of C. Indeed, let
X € H(C,a*we ® Og(1)) be the zero section of the ruled surface S and let Y € H°(C,0g(1)) be

the infinity section of S. By setting x := i.e. x is the tautological section of a*wc — S°, we

%
can reinterpret Y " P(z) = X" 4+ 51 X"V +...5,Y" as a section of a*wE” ® Og(r) whose divisor

is contained in S°, that is - a spectral curve, for more details see [B-N-R]], [[Fi 1.

Remark 1.1 We can view the space W := @/_, H(C, w&") as the space of characteristic polyno-
mials of wo-twisted endomorphisms of rank 7 vector bundles. The vector space W can be identified
explicitly as the locus of spectral curves in |a*wE” ® Og(r)| as follows. The push forward map a.

induces an isomorphism

oyt HY(S, a*wE" @ Og(r)) — H°(C, an(a*wE" @ Og(r))).



On the other hand,

(@ 8 05(r) = W ©au(Os(r) = W ® (Sym'(Oc ® wg!) =
= OcQwc®...0wp.

Therefore we get an isomorphism
Ay HO(S7 Oé*wgr & OS(T)) — ®;=0H0(O7 wgi)v

whose inverse is ,
®r_H'(C,wg) —» HO(S, a*wi" ® Og(r))
(50,81,--+,8:) — 80X  +s XY+ ... +5s.Y".

Here we have identified the spaces HO(C,w&") and o* H(C,w&") ¢ H(C, a*wE') via a.

For any s = (sg,S1,...,8,) denote by C, the divisor Div(soX" + 51 X" 'Y + ... +5.Y") on
S. Let Div(X) = X, and Div(Y) = Ys. By definition the curve Cj is spectral if Cy C S°, or
equivalently, if CsNYs = @. Since XoNYs = @ it follows that CyNYa # @ if and only if Y, C Cs,
i.e. if and only if sg = 0.

Thus the locus of all spectral curves in the projective space |a*wg” ® Og(r)] is the affine open
set W = {Cy | so # 0}.

For the purposes of this paper we will be mainly concerned with the slightly smaller space
W= H(C,w&?) @ H(C,wE®) @ ...® H(C,wg"),

consisting of the characteristic polynomials of traceless twisted endomorphisms of rank r vector
bundles. Let h : C — W be the family of spectral curves parametrized by W. To construct the
variety C consider the line bundle p%(a*w3” ® Og(r)) — W x S. There is a natural tautological
section ¢ € HY(W x S, p(a*wE @ Og(r))) given by

(((s2,--,80):p)) = X"(p) + 52(0) X" 2(P)Y2(p) + ... + 52 (0)Y" (p),

and C = Div(c) is just the divisor of this section.

The universal family C is proper over W and admits a natural compactification to a projective
variety C - the universal family for the linear system P(H°(C,O¢)@W). Set W := H°(C,Oc) D W.
Next we are going to study the linear system P(W) and the total spaces of the universal families C
and C.

Lemma 1.1 The linear system P(W) is base point free. Furthermore, if r > 3 the morphism

fIP’(W) : 8 — P(W)V is an inclusion when restricted to S° and contracts the infinity section Y.



Proof. Let p € S. If p € Y, then the curve Div(X") € P(WW) does not pass through p. If p ¢ Y,
then choose a section s, € H°(C,wg") not vanishing at a(p). The curve Div(s,Y") € P(W) does
not pass trough p.

Consider the morphism

fw 85— P(W)Y.

Since a curve C' € \a*w%r ® Og(r)| is either spectral or contains Y., see Remark [T, it follows that
fIP’(W) contracts Y.

If p # q € S are points in the same fiber F' of a, then they are separated by P(W) because by

pulling P(W) back on F' we get the linear system
P(Span(zg, 25 227, .., 21)) C |Op(r)],

which for r > 3 separates the points on F = P!,

If p # q € S are points in two different fibers of a, then by choosing a section s, € H°(C, w?r)
satisfying s,(a(p)) = 0 and s,(a(q)) # 0, we get a curve Div(s,Y") passing trough p and not
passing through q.

The above considerations and the local triviality of S° — C show that P(WW) separates also the
tangent directions because for every point p € S° the morphism fIP’(W) maps the fiber to hrough p

and a suitable translate of X into two transversal curves in P(W)V.

Od
Here are some immediate corollaries from the above lemma which are going to be usefull later
on.
Corollary 1.1 The generic spectral curve Cy is smooth.

Proof. Follows from the fact that P(WW) does not have base points and from Bertini’s theorem.

|

Corollary 1.2 The total spaces of the universal families C and C are smooth.

Proof. Since C C C is a Zariski open set it is enough to show that C is smooth.
Let 7 : U — P(W)" be the universal bundle of linear hypersurfaces in P(W). The total space
C fits in the fiber product diagram

al

C

3



But both S and U are smooth varieties and moreover the projection 7 : U — P(W) is a smooth

map. Therefore the fiber product C = S;__ x, P is also smooth.
g

Let W,_1, (resp. Wﬁ’fl,r) be the linear subsystem of W consisting of points of the form
(50,0,...,8—1,8:) (vesp. (0,0,...,8-1,8,)). According to Remark [, W,_1, (resp. W2y ,)
can be embedded naturally in the vector space H(S, a*wd" ® Og(r)) and thus, |(W,_1,| (resp.
|(W21,]) can be viewed as a linear subsystem of lo*wE” ® Og(r)|. The arguments in the proof of

Lemma [[.1] yield the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3 The linear system W,_y, (resp. W2, ) is base point free. Furthermore if r > 3,
0 S = P(W,_y1,)Y (resp. fiwee | |28 = P(W2,,)Y) is an inclusion

then the morphism fIW'r r—1,r

71,'r|
when restricted to S° and contracts the infinity section Y.

In the next section we are going to prove the irreducibility of various discriminant loci. The
following fact is an essential ingredient in the proof of Corollary [.§ and is also of independent

interest.

Proposition 1.1 Let C bea spectral curve of degree v and let ¥ C C be an irreducible component

of C. Then S is a spectral curve of degree | < r.
Proof. Since ¥ c C C S°, we only need to show that
05(%) = 05(1) ® a*w¥,
for some [ < r. But Pic(S) =Z- Og(1) ® a*Pic(C), and hence
Os(X) = 0g(l) ® a™L,
for some line bundle L on C. Since ¥ C S° we have X - Yo, = 0 which yields
0=05(X2)-0s(1) =0s(l) - Os(1) + a*L - Og(1) = —1(2g — 2) + deg L,

ie. degL =1(2g —2).

On the other hand the line bundle Og(l) ® o*L has a section ¥ which does not vanish on the
infinity divisor Ya.. But the sections of Og(l) ® a* L vanishing on Y, are H°(S,Os(l) ® a*L ®
Os(—Yy)) = H(S,05(l — 1) ® a*L). By pushing forward Og(l — 1) ® a*L on C we get

H°(S,05(l-1)®a*L) = HC,a.(0s(l—1))® L) = H(C,Sym" ™ (Oc @ wz') ® L) =
HYC, Lo (Low;")o...oLew"™) =alZlH(C, Lo wg).

10



Similarly H°(S, 0s(l) ® o*L) = @'_ H°(C, L ® w;') and hence
H°(S,05(1) ® a*L)/H"(S,0s(1 — 1) ® «*L) = H°(C, L ® wg').

The section of the divisor ¥ gives a non-zero element in H°(S, Os(l)®a*L)/H®(S, Os(l—1)®@a*L)
and therefore H°(C, L ® wal) # 0. Since deg(L ® wal) =0 we get that L ® wal ~ Oc¢.

Remark 1.2 The meaning of the above proposition becomes transparent if we use the interpreta-
tion of the spectral curves as characteristic polynomials of we-twisted endomorphisms.
Let F — C be a line bundle. Then F can be viewed as a sheaf on S supported on C c se.

Consider the rank r vector bundle £ = a,F on C. The push-forward of the homomorphism
R, *
F— F®ad we
is a we-twisted endomorphism of E:
0:F— EQuwc.
In this way the curve C then can be described as the zero scheme of the section
det(a* — z - ida+g) € HO(S, a*wS" @ Og(r)).

Let now ¥ C C be a component of C. Consider the sheaf F ® Ox; on S supported on . Let
E' := a,(F ® Oyx) and let
0:F —F® we

be the push forward of the homomorphism
F®O0s 2% (F® 0x) ® a*we.

The commutative diagram of (torsion) sheaves on S°

Kz

F F®a*we

F® Ox %z, (F®0y)®dwe

11



then pushes down to a commutative diagram of vector bundles on C":

E—€>E®w(;

El L» E/®LUC

In particular £’ is ¢ invariant and 6’ = ¢|/. Then ¥ is the zero scheme of the section
det(@* ' — x -idg-pr) € HO(S, a*w@ @ O5(1)),

where | = tkF’, i.e. X is a spectral curve.

Corollary 1.4 The locus R C W consisting of reducible spectral curves has codimension
codim(R,W)>g—1

Proof. Set W; := H°(C, w%i). Let R, be the image of R under the natural projection W — W,..
It suffices to show that codim(R,, W, ) > g —1 or equivalently, since R, is invariant under dilations,
that codim(P(R,),P(W;)) > g —1.

For every i = 1,...,7 — 1 consider the variety S; C P(W,) x P(W;) defined by

S; ={(D,G) | D > G}.
Since a component of a spectral curve is a spectral curve we have
P(R;) C ppw,)(S1) U ... U ppaw, ) (Sr—1),

and therefore codim(P(R,),P(W;)) > mini<i<,—1{codim(ppay,)(Si),P(W;))}.  Furthermore
dim(pp(yw;,)(Si)) = dim S; because the map ppyy, ) : S; — P(W,) is finite on its image. To compute

dim S; look at the second projection
(1.5) pe(w;)  Si — P(W;).
The map ([L.5) is obviously onto and for any G € P(W;) we get by Riemann-Roch
dim py ) (G) = h2(C,w (=G)) — 1 = (C,wg" V) =1 < (2(r — i) — 1)(g — 1)
Consequently by the fiber-dimesion theorem we get dim S; < (2r — 2)(¢g — 1) — 1 and hence
codim(pr, ) (S0), B(Wi)) = g — 1.

forany i =1,...,r — 1.

12



1.2 Discriminant loci

As we saw in Corollary the generic spectral curve is smooth. Therefore the space W of spectral

curves contains a natural divisor parametrizing the singular spectral curves:
D := {s € W |C,—is not smooth},

which due to Corollary is just the discriminant locus for the map h: C — W.

The divisor D is irreducible. To see this consider the full family W of spectral curves and its
discriminant divisor D. We have a natural inclusion W < W and clearly D = W N'D. The first
step will be to show that D is irreducible and the second to deduce the irreducibility of D from
that. To achieve this we need to introduce some auxilliary objects.

Let Aff be the additive group of the vector space H°(C,w¢). There is a natural affine action of
Aff on the bundle we which can be considered as an action on its total space

7: Af — Aut(S°)
v — (3 p+aap).
The action 7 on S° has a natural lift to an action on the bundle a*wc — S° which gives an affine
action of Aff on the space of its global sections: 7 — (u — p© + a*y). Consequently we obtain a
polynomial action on the space of spectral curves
p: Af — Aut(W)
o @ s s B @4y s ) T 4+ sy).

For every v € Aff we have a commutative diagram

(1.6)

<—Q1
<—Q1

W W
where 7, is the automorphism of the universal spectral curve induced by 7, € Aut(S°).
Proposition 1.2 The discriminant divisor D C W is irrreducible.
Proof. Consider the incidence correspondence I' C W x S° defined by
T :={(s,p) € W x §°| Ord,C, > 2}.

Since D = Py (T') it suffices to show that T is irreducible. The commutativity of the diagram ([L.6)
implies that [ is p-invariant. Furthermore, if ' = p,(s), then s} = s; 4+ ry and hence p is a free

action. Therefore we can form the quotient variety I'/Aff. Since the fibration
I — T/Aff

13



is a locally trivial affine bundle, the irreducibility of [ is equivalent to the irreducibility of f/ Aff.
The fibers of the projection

pci=aopge: I — C
are p-invariant and by taking the quotient we obtain a morphism
po : T/Aff — C.
Let = C W x C be the incidence correspondence
2 ={(s,a) € W x C | Cy is singular at the point o (a) N X}

More explicitly by using the Jacobian criterion for smoothnes one gets, see [B-N-R|] Remark 3.5,
2 ={(s,a) € W x C | Div(s,) > 2a, Div(s,_1) > a}.

The fact that w%r is very ample for any r > 2, implies that the fibration = — C' is a vector bundle

of rank dim W — 3. On the other hand we have a natural morphism of fibrations

t

—_
—
—

[/Aff

N

C

where ¢((s,a)) = Orbug((s, ' (a) N Xg)). It is easy to see that ¢ is onto. Indeed, if (s,p) € T, then
Ord,(Cs) > 2

. Choose v € H°(C,w¢) with the property v(a(p)) = p. Then

(P T=r) - (5,0) = (p—r(5), 0" (a(p)) N X0)),

and hence
Orbag((s,p)) = Orbag((p—(s), @ (a(p)) N Xo))).

Consequently ¢ is onto and I'/Aff is irreducible.

Remark 1.3 The variety I'/Aff (and therefore T') is actually smooth. Indeed, let =, be the fiber
of the bundle = over the point a € C. Let (s,a),(s',a) € 2, be such that ¢((s,a)) = t((s’,a)). Then

Orbyg (s, (a) N Xo)) = Orbug ((s', @™ (a) N X)),
and therefore s’ = p,(s) for some v € H*(C,wc) satisfying v(a) = 0.
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Let Z¢ C = be the subbundle
0 = {(s,a) € E| Div(s1) > a}.

The morphism t descends to an isomorphism of fibrations

2/Z [/Aff

N\ A

and thus T JAff =2 Z/= is smooth. Furthermore, observe that Py I’ — D is birational because for
the generic s € D the curve Cy has a unique ordinary double point. Therefore [ can be viewed as

a natural desingularization of D.

Corollary 1.5 The discriminant divisor D C W is irreducible.

Proof. Consider the incidence correspondence

I' = {(s.p) | Ord,(C) > 2J.

Let gp : ' — f/Aff be the restriction to I' of the natural quotient morphism ¢ : I' — f/Aff. If
(s,p) € T, then (p_1,,(5),7_ 1, (s)) € I'. Combined with the fact that p acts freely, this yields
P Orby((5,9)) = {(p_1.0, (5,710 ().

Consequently ¢r is an isomorhism and in particular I' and D are irreducible.

a

There are two other discriminant loci whose irreducibility will be usefull. Define W, :=
HO(C,wE) and W,_y , := H(C,wE" V)@ HO(C,wE"). Let D, = DNW, and Dy, = DNWy_1,

be the discriminant divisors for the families of spectral curves W, and W,_;, respectively.
Proposition 1.3 The discriminant divisor D, C W, is irreducible.
Proof. Consider the incidence correspondence I', C W,. x C defined by

I ={(sr,a) | Div(s,) > 2a}.

Using the Jacobian criterion it is easy to check that a curve Cy, s € W, is singular if and only if s,

has a double zero.

15



Therefore D, = pw,(I';) and it suffices to show that I', is irreducible. The divisor T, is
equivariant with respect to the natural C* action on W, (extended trivially to W, x C'). Thus the
problem reduces to showing that P(I',) C P(W,) x C' is irreducible.

Consider the projection pc : P(T') — C. By Riemann-Roch p¢ is onto and codim(pg (a), P(T))
= 2 for every a € C. Moreover, p;'(a) C P(W,) is a linear subspace and hence all the fibers of pc

are equidimensional and irreducible. Therefore P(T,) is irreducible.

Remark 1.4 The divisor P(D,) is a divisor in the projective space of the complete linear system

P(H(C,wg")). This allows us to give more geometric description of P(D,):
P(D,) = P({H C P(W,’)—hyperplane | H > P(T, fiw,|(C)) for some a}),

that is, P(D;) = fiw,|(C)" is the dual hypersurface of the r-canonical model of the curve C'.

Proposition 1.4 The divisor D,_1, C W,_1, is irreducible.

Proof. Consider the incidence variety
L1 ={(a,b,p) € Wy_1, x 8°| Ordy(z" + ax + b) > 2}.

Again pwrflyr(lﬂr_lm) = D,_1,, so it suffices to show that I',_; , is irreducible.
Consider the projection
pso : Lp_qp — S°.
Let (U, z) be a coordinate chart on C. Then we can choose natural coordinates (w, z) : o~ (U)=C x
U on a~1(U), so that the tautological section x is z = wa*(dz).
Let (29, wp) € @~1(U). Then for any (a,b) € W,_1, one has in a neighborhood of (zg,wp):

a = (ag+ai(z—z)+..)dz20"D = f(2)dz®0—D
b = (bp+0bi(z—20)+...)dz%" = g(2)dz%.

Therefore in the local coordinates (z,w) the equation of the curve " 4+ ax 4+ b becomes
(1.7) w" + f(z)w +g(z) = 0.

The conditions for ([[.7]) to have singularity at (zo,wp) are

bp = O
(rw™ + £(2)zoswe) =
(f'(2)w+9'(2)|(zowe) = O

[an}
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or equivalently

bp = 0
(1.8) rwyt +ag = 0
aiwg+b; = 0.

The equations ([L.§) determine a codimension 3 affine subspace of W, _1 , and hence Fr—lﬂ‘\orl(U) —
oz_l(U ) is a trivial affine bundle. Therefore I';,_; , is an affine bundle over S° and hence is irre-
ducible.

Corollary 1.6 Let h : C — W be the universal spectral curve and let hy_1, : C]Wriw — W1,
and h, : CN‘WT — W, be the subfamilies parametrized by W,_1, and W, respectively. Then the
divisors h=Y(D), h; %, . (Dy_1,) and h7Y(D,.) are irreducible.

r—1,r
Proof. Recall the following standard lemma, see [BH],

Lemma 1.2 Let f : X — Y be a proper map between algebraic varieties of pure dimension. IfY
is irreducible, the general fiber of f is irreducible and all the fibers are equidimensional then X is

irreducible.

As we saw above each of the discriminant loci D,_;,, D, and D is irreducible. According to
Lemma IE it suffices to show that the generic fiber of each of the maps h, h,_; and h,_1, is
irreducible. But, by Corollary @, there exists a point s € D, C D,_1, C D such that C’s is
irreducible which finishes the proof.

1.3 The Hitchin map

For a line bundle Ly € Pic?(C) denote by SU(r, Ly) the moduli space of semistable vector bundles
of rank r and determinant Lg. It is well known that SU(r, Lo) is a normal projective variety whose
smooth locus coincides with the locus SU*(r, Lg) of stable vector bundles, see [Bd]. Since C' is a
curve, the deformations of any vector bundle £ — C' are unobstructed and the Kodaira-Spencer
map

(1.9) T SU*(r, Ly) — H'(C,End°E),

is an isomorphism; here End°FE is the bundle of traceless endomorphisms of E.

Using the isomorphism ([[.g) and Serre’s duality, one gets a canonical identification
TiSU° (r, Ly) = HO(C,End°E ® we),
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of the fiber of the cotangent bundle to SU*(r, L) at the point [E] and the space of wo-twisted
traceless endomorphisms. Therefore the collection of characteristic coefficients defined in Section
.9 gives rise to a morphism

H : T*SU*(r,Lo)
(E,0)

w
(82(9), 83(9), PN ,8,«(9)).

Hitchin [Hi 1] was the first one to study the morphism ([[.10) in various situations. He discovered

many of its remarkable properties and in particular he showed that H endows the (holomorphic)

(1.10) :

symplectic manifold X (r, Ly) := T*SU*(r, L) with a structure of an algebraically completely inte-

grable hamiltonian system. More specifically, he showed that there exists a partial compactification

X(T, L()) M(T, LO)

(1.11) N

w

with general fiber an abelian variety and such that the fibers of ([.10) embed as Zariski open
sets in the fibers of H : M(r, Ly) — W. The variety M(r, Ly) is again a moduli space which
parametrizes the equivalence classes of semistable Higgs pairs - that is, pairs (E,#) of a bundle and
an we-twisted endomorphism such that for every #-invariant subbundle U C E the usual inequality
w(U) < u(E) for the slopes of U and E holds. The characteristic coefficients map ([[.10) is a well
defined morphism on the whole variety M(r, Lg) and is called the Hitchin map of M(r, Ly). There

is a natural C*-action on the moduli space M(r, L)
(E76) — (Eate)a

which induces via the Hitchin map a weighted C*-action on the vector space W. A number ¢t € C*
acts on W by multiplying the piece H°(C, w%i) with #!. The compactification diagram ([L.11])
and its generalizations have been studied extensively in the last years, see [B-N-R||, [[Hi 1],[i 7,
[M], [@] For our purposes, the most convenient is the approach in ] which we proceed to

describe.

Proposition 1.5 (Beauville-Narasimhan-Ramanan) Assume that 7, : Cs — C is an integral

spectral curve. Then the push-forward map e induces a canonical bijection between

e [somorphism classes of rank one torsion-free sheaves F on Cy of Euler characteristic d —

r(g — 1) satisfying det(ms. F') = L.

e [somorphism classes of Higgs pairs (E,0) satisfying det E = Ly, trd =0, H(0) = s.
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Remark 1.5 Let s € W be such that Cj is integral. Then every Higgs pair satisfying H (0) = s is
stable. Indeed, if we assume that there exists a proper #-invariant subbundle U C F, then the spec-
tral curve of (U, 6)7) will be contained in C which contadicts the integrality of C. Consequently
E does not have @-invariant subbundles and in particular (£, 6) is stable.

Under the bijection in Proposition [[.5 this translates into the well known fact that the moduli
functor of rank one torsion free sheaves on an integral curve possesing only planar singularities
is representable by an irreducible fine moduli space - the compactified Jacobian of the curve, see

A-I-K]]. Therefore the push-forward map 4, induces an isomorphism
Tsx * Prymj(ém O) — H_l(s)v

where Prym3(Cs,C) = {F € jd—r(g—l)(és) | det(ms«F') = Lo}, and jd—r(g—l)(és) is the generalized

Jacobian parametrizing rank one torsion free sheaves of Euler characteristic d — (g — 1) on Cs.

Remark 1.6 If the curve Cy is smooth, then the Prymian Prym g(és, (') is in a natural way torsor

over an abelian variety. Indeed, it is easy to see that

det(ms. /') = Nmy, (F) @ det(ms. O ),

for any line bundle F on Cy. Since T5:0p = Oc @ wal h...0 wa(r_l), see [B-N-R]], we get

r(r—1)

Prym;(Cy, C) = {F € JYCy) | Nmy,.(F) = Ly®@wg =},

with d = d + r(r — 1)(g — 1).

Remark 1.7 We will need more explicit geometric description for the fiber H~1(s) of the Hitchin
map over a generic point s € D of the discriminant. Observe first that there exists a point s € D
for which C, is irreducible and has a unique ordinary double point as singularity. Indeed, let
s, € H(C, ng) be a section having a unique double zero a € C. It follows then by the Jacobian

criterion for smoothness that the curve
Co: X" +5Y =0,

has a unique node lying over a. Consequently, by upper semicontinuity there is a non-empty Zariski

open set D° C D satisfying

D° = {s € D | C, is irreducible and has a unique ordinary double point}.
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Let now s € D° and say p € C; is its ordinary double point. Set a = 7s(p). To study
the geometric properties of Prym d'(é& ('), we recall the construction of the compactified Jacobian

jd_r(g_l)(és) in this simple case. Let

cy — Cy
C

be the normalization of the curve Cs. Let v~1(p) = {p*,p~} € C¥. For any rank one torsion free

sheaf F — C, we have the exact sequence

(1.12) 0 —F —vv'F—C,—0.

Therefore x(F) + 1 = x(v«*F) = x(v*F) and hence the pull-back induces a morphism
(1.13) v Jaer(g=1)(Cs) — Jar1-r(g-1)(CY),

where Jd+1_r(g_1)(C~'§ ) is the component of the Picard group of C’;’ consisting of line bundles of
Euler characteristic d + 1 — (g — 1). One can show that ([L.13)) is a bundle with structure group
C* and with fibers isomorphic to a P! glued at two points. To identify the bundle ([[.13]) explicitly,

consider a Poincare bundle

P

Jis1-r(g-1)(CY) x C¥

_ 5 _ ~ 1
and set P = P\Jdﬂ—r(gﬂ)(cs”)x{lﬁ} and P_ = P\Jdﬂfr(gﬂ)(cs”)x{lf}' The P-bundle
PPy &P-) — Jd+1—r(g—1)(é§)

does not depend on the choice of the Poincare bundle P and is furnished with two sections X and

X_ corresponding to P4 and P_ respectively. Furthermore, there is a bundle isomorphism

o

Ta—r(g-1)(Cs) PPy ®P_)/ Xy ~ X_

S~

Jis1-r(g—1)(CY)

To describe the subvariety Prym J(és, ) C jd—l—l—r(g—l)(és) in these terms, we need the following

lemma
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Lemma 1.3 If F|, F5 € 7d+1_r(g_1)(és) are such that
det(mgs F1) = det(mgi Fy),

then
det(n v* Fy) = det(my, V" F).

Proof. For any F' € jdH_r(g_l)(CN's) we have the short exact sequence ([[.12). After taking direct
images, we get

0 — B = T F ~ 7:Cp — Rlﬂ's*F
| | |
o U F Cq 0

i.e. we have a short exact sequence of sheaves on C'.
0 — e F — o V'F — C, — 0.

Therefore the bundle 7, F' is a Hecke transform of the bundle 7%, v*F with center at an (r — 1)-

dimensional subspace of the fiber (7%, v*F),. Thus
det(msu F) = det(nl,v* F) @ Oc(—2),
which yields the statement of the lemma.
g

According to the above lemma, if a point F' € jd+1_r(g_1)(C~'s) belongs to the subvariety
Prymd~(C~’s, C), then every point in the fiber (v*)~!(v*(F)) also belongs to this subvariety.
Define Prym(C?,C) := {F € Jd+1_r(g_1)(C~’S”) | det(n%, F') = Lo(—a)}. Then Prymd~(C~’s,C’) fits

in the fiber square

Prymcz(és, C) 7cl—i—l—r’(g—l) (C'S)

* *

v v

Prym(C?,C) — Jd-i-l—r(g—l)(ég)
In particular, Prym J(és, C) is a bundle over the abelian variety Prym(C”, C') whose total space is

singular along a divisor and has a smooth normalization which is a P*-bundle over Prym(C?, C).

The total space X (r,Lg) of the cotangent bundle of SU*(r, L) is a Zariski open set in the
moduli space of Higgs bundles M(r, Lg). It has the advantage that we have morphisms both to
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SU?*(r,Ly) and W:
X(T, LO

)
Ao
) w

whose fibers are generically transversal. The natural projection IT : X (r, Ly) — SU®(r, L) is onto by

Su?® (7’, LO

definition and the Hitchin map H is dominant by an argument of Beauville-Narasimhan-Ramanan,
see [B-N-R||. In particular, this implies that for the generic element s € W the push-forward map
Tex : H7Y(s) N X(r, Lg) — SU*(r, Lg) is dominant. In specific geometric situations it is important
to know what is the codimension of the locus of those s € W for which m,, is not dominant. A
general result to this extend can be deduced easily from the following Lemma [[.4 communicated
to us by E. Markman.

First we introduce some notation.

Definition 1.2 A wvector bundle E € U(r,d) is called very stable if it does not have non-zero

nilpotent wo-twisted endomorphism.

By a result of Drinfeld and Laumon, see [Ld], [B-N-R], very stable vector bundles always exist.
Let U C SU*(r, Ly) be the non-empty Zariski open set consisting of very stable bundles. For an
E € X(r,Ly) denote by Xg := T[E}SL{S(T, Lg) = H°(C,End°E ® we) C X(r, Lo) the fiber of the
cotangent bundle at [E].

Lemma 1.4 For any E € U the Hitchin map
(1.14) HE:H|XEZXE—>W
18 surjective.

Proof. Since E is very stable we have Hy'(0) = 0 and hence the dimension of the generic fiber of
Hp is zero. On the other hand, dim Xg = dim W and therefore Hg : X — W is dominant.
Denote by W° C W the Zariski open subset

W ={seW| dimHg'(s) = 0}.

Clearly the subvariety X is preserved by the C* action on M(r, Ly). Furthermore the C*-
equivariance of H implies that W is a C*-invariant subset of . Since Hy'(0) = {0}, we have
that

(1.15) Hg : X\ {0} — W\ {0}
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is a C*-equivariant morphism and thus descends to a morphism
Hp : P(XE) — Pyeight,

where Pyeight = (W \ {0})/C* is the corresponding weighted projective space.

The morphism H g is dominant because its range contains the Zariski open set (W°\{0})/C* C
Pyeight- But P(Xg) is a projective variety and therefore H p(P(Xg)) is projective and thus Hp is
onto.

We obtain a commutative diagram of C*-bundles over P(Xg) and Pyeignt respectively

X\ {0} 2~ W\ {0}

L

H
]P)(XE) £ Pweight

Since the C* on the fibers of X \ {0} — P(XE) and W \ {0} — Pyeight is simply transitive, we
obtain that the map ([[.15) (and consequently the map ([.I4)) is surjective.

(]
Corollary 1.7 For any s € W the rational map
Tow = I pr-1(s) : H‘l(s) ............... ~ SU(r, Lo)
s dominant.
Proof. By Lemma [L.4 the range IT1(H ~!(s)) contains the nonempty Zariski open set U.
d

2 The abelianization of an automorphism
2.1 The map ¢y

Start with an automorphism & of SU(r,Ly). We would like to abelianize it, i.e. to lift ® to
the moduli space of Higgs bundles and induce from it an automorphism of the family of spectral
Pryms. The hope is that in this way we will get a simpler picture because of the fact that the
automorphisms of the abelian varieties are pretty well understood. As we will see in the subsequent
sections, this hope turns out to be unsubstantiated in that simple form since the spectral Pryms

are not generic abelian varieties and can have non-trivial group automorphisms. This is the reason
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why we have to work with the whole family of Pryms rather then the individual Prym varieties
and to make essential use of its “rigidity” as a group scheme over W.
To construct the abelianized version of ®, observe first that the codifferential of ® provides a

natural lift of ®|syss(r. 1) to the total space of the cotangent bundle
d®* : X(r,Lg) — X(r, Lo).

The automorphism d®* commutes with the projection II : X (r, Lg) — SU*(r, Ly) by deffinition.
The behaviour of d®* with respect to the Hitchin map is described by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1 There exists an automorphism ow € Aut(W) making the following diagram

commutative o
X(T, L()) Em—— (7’, LO)

(2.16) Hl lH

W

w

Pw

Proof. Let s € W\ D. Then the spectral curve C is smooth and (see Remark [[§) H~'(s) =
Prme(CN’s, (). Consider the fiber

Hy'(s) == H Y (s) N X(r, Ly) = {F € Prymy(Cs,C) | a,. F—stable}.

The argument in Remark 5.2 of [B-N-R|| gives codim(Hy'(s), H'(s)) > 2. Therefore since
Prymd(és,C) = H~'(s) is smooth, the regular map H o d®* : Hy'(s) — W extends by Har-
togs theorem to a morphism H o d®* : H!(s) — W. But Prymcz(és, C) is projective and W is an
affine space; hence

H 0 d®*(Prymj(Cs, C)) = point in W.

Denote this point by @w(s). In this way we obtain a rational map @w on W, with possible
singularities along D which makes the diagram (R.16) commutative.
This implies that ¢y is C*-equivariant since d®* is linear on the fibers of the cotangent bundle

and H is C*-equivariant. Thus oy descends to a rational map

But Pyeight i a normal projective variety and therefore @y, is not defined in a locus of codimension
> 2. Finally the C*-equivariance of py together with the fact that C* acts transitively on the
fibers of W'\ {0} — Pyeignt yield that ¢y itself is not defined on a locus of codimension > 2. Since

pw is a map from a vector space to a vector space, it extends by Hartogs to the whole W.
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Since we want to reduce the study of the automorphism ® to the study of a suitable fiberwise
automorphism of the family of spectral Pryms, the best situation for us would have been if we
could say that ¢y = id. Unfortunately, at this stage the only information we can extract from the
above proposition is that @y commutes with the C* action on W. In the next lemma we use this

to determine some further properties of @y .

Lemma 2.1 The map pw preserves the subspace W,_1, C W and moreover ¢,_1, 1= OW | Wy_1.0
is of the form ¢,_1, = (¢r_1, ¢,) where

br_1 : H(C,wE" ™Dy — HO(C,wE )

and
¢r : HY(C,wE") — H(C,wg")

are linear maps.

Proof. Consider the algebra of regular functions S := C[W] on W. Decomposing S into isotypical

components with respect to the C* action, we get a new grading on it:
S = ®n205n7

where S, consists of all functions on W on which a number ¢t € C* acts by a multiplication by t".
More explicitly, if we choose coordinates x;1, . . ., T, in W; = H°(C, w%i), then the elements in .S,

are just polynomials in ;;’s with admissible multidegrees {a;;} satisfying
ZZ s Qi =M.
2%

Any automorphism of W commuting with the C* action will preserve this grading and in particular
will preserve the subspaces of the form W; & W;11 & ... ® W, for any ¢. In paticular, since oy

commutes with the C* action we have
¢r—1,r : Wr—l,r — Wr—l,r-

Moreover, since g.c.d.(r — 1,7) = 1, it follows that ¢,_1, has the required form.
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2.2 Extension to the family of Pryms

As we have seen in Section the fiber of the Hitchin map H : M(r, Ly) — W over every point
s € W8 .= W \ D is isomorphic to an abelian variety. Moreover, one can show, see [N{], that D
is exactly the locus of critical values of H. Define Prym J(é ,C) to be the preimage of W8 under
the Hitchin map. Then Prym J(é ,C) is a smooth variety, see [Ni], and we have a smooth fibration
H : Prym J(év C) — Wr, Our next goal is to extend the automorhism d®* to an automorphism

of the family Prym J(é ,C). The first result in this direction is the following proposition
Proposition 2.2 The map ow preserves the discriminant divisor D C W.

Proof. Let s € W. Corollary [.7 guarantees that Prymd(és, C)NX(r,Ly) # @ and hence, due to
Proposition P.1, d®* induces a birational automorphism between H~1(s) and H (¢ (s)).
Let s € D°. If we assume that oy (s) € D, then CN’SD

w(s) 18 smooth and Prym(C,,, (), C) is
isomorphic to an abelian variety. Therefore Prym ci(ésv (') is birational to an abelian variety. On
the other hand Prym ci(és’ C) is birationally isomorphic to a P! bundle over an abelian variety, see
Remark [[.7, which is a contradiction because such a bundle has Kodaira dimension —oo.
Consequently ¢ (D°) C D. But ¢ is an automorphism and hence is a closed map which

yields ¢ (D) = D since the discriminant is irreducible, see Corollary [L.5.

Corollary 2.1 Let ¢, be the map defined in Lemma B.4. Then there exists a number A € C* and

an automorphism o of the curve C such that
¢r =m)o O'*,
where my s the dilation by A.

Proof. By Lemma P.1] the map ¢, is a linear map. On the other hand, Proposition R.g implies in
particular that the map ¢, preserves the discriminant divisor D,. Therefore the induced map @,
on the projective space P(W) preserves the divisor P(D,). But, by Remark [L.j, the divisor P(D,.)
is the dual variety of the r-canonical model of C' and therefore the dual map 5;/ preserves the
curve fpy,)(C) C P(W;)Y. Let o be the induced automorphism of C'. Then, since fpw,)(C) spans
P(W,)" and ¢, is linear, it follows that ¢, = 0.
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Remark 2.1 If the curve C' does not have automorphisms, then the above corollary implies that

¢, is just a dilation.

The proposition above yields the commutative diagram

wree wres

ow

Furthermore, as we saw in the proof of Proposition .9 the map d®* gives a birational isomorphism
between H~1(s) and H (o (s)) for any s. In particular, in the case s € W8 we get a birational
automorphism between abelian varieties and hence d<I>|*H,1(8) extends to a biregular isomorphism
between H~!(s) and H~ (¢ (s)). Therefore d®* extends as a continuous automorphism @ g of the

whole variety Prym CZ(CN ,C) and since Prym J((f’ ,C) is smooth, we get:

Proposition 2.3 There exists a bireqular automorphism ® g extending d®* which fits in the com-
mutative diagram
Prymd((f’, ) a2, Prymcz((f’, )

H H

wree wres

ow

3 The fibration C — W%,

3.1 The Picard group of C

We start with some notation: For a vector space V', the points of the Grassmanian Gr(k,V') cor-
respond to codimension k linear subspaces of V. Also, for a linear space of sections W on S and a
given point p on S, W), denotes the linear subspace of sections of W vanishing at p. We now make
the assumption that r > 3. We are going first to prove our main Theorem [ in the case r > 3
and next, in Section p.3, we outline the modifications needed for the proof of the rank 2 case. For
simplicity denote the space W,_;, by B and the spaces WT_LT and Wfigl’r =W,_1,\D by B and
B"%9 respectively. In the following we are going to use repeatedly Proposition 6.5 in [Hd], which
compares the Picard group of a variety X with that of a Zariski open subset U of X.

Notation. From now on we will denote by C the part of the universal spectral curve sitting

over B8 unless otherwise stated.
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We have the diagram:
C~ h Breg

N\

«

S ——C

B

Proposition 3.1 The Picard group of the variety C is isomorphic to the pull back of the Picard
group of the base curve C by the map , i.e. PicC ~ m*PicC.

Proof. The variety C can be constructed as follows. Consider the diagram:

fl%‘Ureg‘So ZCN - Urcg C U - G'f’(l,F) X F

>

$°c § — Gr(1,B)

(3.17) 8 P2

ol

oBDOD

The map f|§| is the map associated to the base point free linear system |B| i.e. it sends a point p to
the point [B,] representing the linear subspace B,. The bundle U is the universal bundle over the
Grassmanian. The fiber of the bundle UNp; ' (B) over a point [H] in the Grassmanian is isomorphic

to HN B. The variety U Np; ' (B) is an affine bundle over f|§|(S°) with fiber over the point fz (p)

isomorphic to Bj,. Define U™ Ly Npy'(B\ D) = U Npy(B™8). Then C =~ I%IUreg|So' Note
that by Corollary [[.§, the divisor fl%\ (py ' (A)NU) is irreducible. Also it is linearly equivalent to

zero since Pic B is trivial.

To complete the proof of the proposition, we have:

PicC ~ Pin|*§‘Ureg|So
Pic f7 (U Npy ' (B\D))se

12

~ Pic f|*§‘(U Npy ' (B))|se since U Np, 'D is an irreducible divisor lin. equiv. to 0,
~ [*PicS° since f\%I(U Npy'(B))|se is an affine bundle over S°,
~ 7*PicC since S° is an affine bundle over C.

d
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3.2 The Picard group of C~p

For a fixed point p in S° we denote by ép the subvariety of C consisting of those curves whose image
in S° passes through p. ép sits over the subspace B’ of B8, consisting of those sections vanishing
at p. Let h : ép — B} denote again the restriction of the map i on ép. We are going to calculate
the Picard group of ép. Observe that the above fibration h has a section corresponding to the point
p. Take the restriction of the map S to C~’p ie. [ ép — S°. Let H, be the preimage of p via the
map 3. By a construction similar to that for the variety C in the above Section B.1, one can see that
the fibration 3 : C,\ H, — S°\ {p} is the complement of an irreducible divisor linearly equivalent
to zero in an affine fibration. We thus have Pic (C, \ H,) ~ 8*Pic (S°\ {p}) =~ #*Pic S° ~ 7*Pic C.
Since H), is an irreducible divisor in ép, we conclude that Pic C~’p is generated by 7*Pic C' and H,,.

We proceed by showing that we actually have:
Proposition 3.2 PicC, ~ 7*Pic C @ Z[H,)).

Proof. Pick a generic pencil P! in B, such that all the fibers of the restriction of the compactified
universal spectral curve over the pencil are irreducible, except the one over the infinity point b
which has exactly two irreducible components, see Corollary [.4. We may also assume that none of
the singular points of the fibers lies on the N = 2r?(g— 1) base points of the system. The restriction
of the compactified universal spectral curve over P!, is a smooth surface X which is the blow up of

the surface S over the N base points p1 = p,...,pn of the pencil. We have the following picture:
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In the above picture, b is the point at infinity, b,...,b; correspond to the singular fibers and
E\,...,Ey are the exceptional divisors. The curve over b consist of two components Ya, and él;,
one of which, Y, is the proper transform of the divisor at infinity on S. The intersection of X with
the variety Cp is X° = X \ h=1(b,by,...,b). We define E? = E; N X°. Note that E? = H,NX. To
prove the claim, it is enough to show that on X° the line bundle E° is independent from 7*Pic C.
We have

(3.18) Pic X ~ 8*Pic S @ Z[Ei)iz1...n ~ T*PicC ® Z[Ya] @Y, (BZ[E/]).

Now B*(rYee +ra*we) = h~Hpoint) + N | E;, where the equality stands for the linear equivalence
of divisors. Therefore, 1Yy, +rm*we = b~ (point) + SN, E; = C) + Yoo + 20| Fi. In other words,

N
(3.19) Cp = (r —1)Yoo + rr*we — Z E;.

i=1
All the fibers of h define linear equivalent divisors on X and the restriction on X \ h~'(b) of the
line bundles corresponding to the divisors CN’I; and Y., are trivial. We thus get
PicX° =~ PicX \h~l(b) = Pic X /(Yoo = 0,0y = 0)
~ mPicC ol (z[Ef]) /(rrtwe = L, BY) by BI8) and (BI9).

Assume now that 7*L +mH, = 0 on CN’p. Then 7*L + mE] = 0 on X°. By the description of the

Pic X° we conclude that 7*L = 0 and m = 0 and this completes the proof of the proposition.

3.3 The sections of H : J4(C) — Wi,

Proposition 3.3 The only sections of the map H : J‘i((f’) — W8 = B™ are those coming

—1,r
from a pull back of a fixzed line bundle on C. In other words, if o : B*% — Jd((f’) is a section of
H, then o(s) = [1*M] where M is a fized line bundle on C. In particular, if r does not divide d,

then the map H has mo sections.

We start with two lemmas:

Lemma 3.1 On J‘i(é) x gres C there exists a line bundle P such that PJ‘[L}xC‘S ~ L®" for some

integer n.

Proof. See [M-R].
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Remark 3.1 One can actually prove that the minimum such positive integer n is equal to g.c.d.(r,d).

Lemma 3.2 If o is a section of the map H whose image lies in the locus 7*PicC i.e. o(s) =
[7* M), where My is a line bundle on C, then My = M for all s € B*®.

Proof. Consider the map v : C — J‘i(é) X gres C which sends a point ¢ sitting over s € B8 to
(o(s),q). Then [W*P‘JHL}] = no(s). By the description of PicC, see Proposition B1], we get that
~*Pd ~ 7* M for a fixed M; in PicC. Hence, n[r*Mg] = no(s) = [7*M;] for all s € B™®. Since
the map 7* is one to one, see Remark 3.10 in [B-N-R||, we conclude that the map B*¢ — PicC

that sends s to [M;] has finite image. Since B™® is connected, the map is constant.

Proof of Proposition B.3. Say that ¢ is not coming from a pull back. By the above Lemma B.2,
we may assume that there exists an sy € B™® such that o(sg) is not of the form 7*A for some A
in PicC'. Take a point p on S° that lies on é’so C S§°. The family of curves ép has a section and
therefore on J%(C,) x B C, there exists a Poincare bundle P, see [MR]. We have

[fy*P‘Z!és] =no(s) and [7*7’5!@5] =o(s) for all s € B.

Therefore, n’y*Pg ’és ~ V*P‘i\és for all s € B;8. Since Pic B} is trivial, we conclude by the see-saw
principle, see [Mud], that
(3.20) n’y*Pﬁ o~ fy*Pd\ép on C,.

On the other hand, by the description of the Picard groups of ép and C, see Propositions B

and B.3, we have
(3.21) ’y*Pg ~ "M +mH, and y*P? ~ 7*L.

Hence, by (B.20) and (B.21]), we have on ép that nm*M + nmH, ~ 7*L. Proposition implies
that m = 0 ie. 7*P4 ~ 7*M. But then, o(sg) = [v*Pg|éso] = [7*M] which contradicts the

assumption on o (sg).
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4 The ring of correspondences
4.1 The map [ :C~h><¢hC~ — 5% x §°

Throughout the Sections ] and [|, we will denote by ¢ the map ¢,_1, : B — B. According
to Lemma P.1, we have that ¢,_1, has the form ¢._1, = (¢r_1,¢,) where ¢; : H(C,wl) —
HO(C, w’c) are linear automorphisms for ¢ = r — 1,r. Furthermore, by Proposition P.3, we have
that ¢(D) = D. Therefore, the restriction of the map ¢ on B™2, which we will denote again by ¢,
induces an automorphism ¢ : B™8 —s B8 In this section we study the fiber product C X h C

defined by the diagram

S° x S°

C

We define ¢ : B — B to be the map which extends ¢ to B as ¢ = (1, ¢,_1, ¢,). To investigate the
map 3, we define in the product S x S the following loci A and T.
Definition 4.1

A S S§°x8°\Imf

r 4 {(p,q) € S x S such that B, = ¢(B,)}
On S x S\ (AUT) we can define a map f to the Grassmanian G7(2, B) of codimension 2 linear
subspaces of B, by sending the point (p,q) to the class of the plane B, N ¢(B,). We have the

following diagram:

C ¥ Clsoxsorr = f*U™8| o5 5o\1 urecu Gr(2,B) x B
(4.22) 5 > P2
S° % §°\ (AUT) C § x S\ (AUT) <+ Gr(2, B BOBOD

The notation is in complete analogy with that of the Diagram (B17). As in the case of C, the
variety C X éh é’soxso\(Aur) is an affine bundle over the image of S° x §°\ (AUT") under the map

f.
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Lemma 4.1 dimA <2

Proof. Let B> denote the space of sections W;°; ., i.e. the linear subspace of W consisting of

points of the form (0,0,...,0,s,-1,s,). We have

{(p7 Q) S SO X SO SUCh that U‘f(p,q) ﬂpz_lB = @}
{(p.q) € S° x S° such that B, N ¢(B,) = o}
{(p,q

) € §° x §° such that Bp® = ¢(B°)}
By Corollary [L.3, the linear system defined by B> separates points on S°. Therefore, given a point

A

p € S° there exists at most one g € S° with (p,q) € A and this proves the lemma.

We give now a better description of the locus I'. Consider the diagram

ur:]

S —— P(B")

P(B")

— %

¢

In the above diagram the map ¢ is the induced automorphism of ]P’(Fv) by the linear automor-
phism ¢. We denote by m; and m the two projections of I' to the surface S. It is easy to see

that .
m(I') ={p €S such that fmp) o f|§‘(5)}

= 5 (Fm($) N f5(5))
and similar
w0 =@ fz) " ()N fi7(9)
We describe the fibers of the map 7. If p € Y, then it is easy to see that m| 1(10) consists
of the whole divisor Y. If p € S°, then 7 1(p) consists of at most one point since the system B

separates points on S°. By the above discussion we conclude that
Lemma 4.2 dim (I'N (S° x §°)) < 2.

4.2 The Picard group of C hX g h C

We are going to use the following diagram
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C hx¢hC

B'{ §

S°x 8 2+ CxC

to calculate the Picard group of C hX ¢ h C.
Lemma 4.3 Pic (C yx4n C~|SOXSO\F) ~ 7*Pic (C x C).

Proof. We have C KX h é‘soxso\r >~ frU8|goxgo\r =2 f* U] g0 go\(rua) since the fiber over A
is empty. Therefore,
Pic (C~ hx¢h é‘SoXSO\F) ~

Pic f*U®| g0y g0\ (rua)
Pic f*(U N pz_l(B))’SoXSo\(FuA) since the preimage of D is irred. divisor lin. equiv. to 0,

R

~ B"Pic(S° x §°\ (I'U A)) since it is an affine bundle over S° x S°\ (I'U A),
~ B"Pic(S° x 5°) since codim(I"U A) > 2,
~ Pic(C x C) since S° x S° is a rank two affine bundle over C x C.

The variety C X h C splits as
éhx¢hc~:éhx¢hc~lsoxso\F II C~h><¢hC~]p.
To calculate its Picard group, we have to consider the following two cases.
Case A: dimI'N(S° x S°) < 1: Then one can easily see that dimC x4, Clr < dim(C x4, C) — 2.
We thus have:
Lemma 4.4 In case A, the Pic (C px 45, C) =~ Pic (C pnxgpn C~’|50X50\F) ~ 7' *Pic (C x C).

Case B: dimI'N(S° x S°) = 2: Following the notation we used in the description of I" in the above
Section [L1], we have (') = S. This implies that ¢~ induces an automorphism of f‘g‘(S). The

following summarizes the basic properties of the induced automorphism 5*
1. The point py = f|§| (Yy) remains fixed.

2. ¢ sends a fiber of the map « to a fiber: otherwise we get a P! cover of the curve C, which

contradicts the assumption that genus ¢g(C') > 0.
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3. Since C has no automorphisms, 5* sends a fiber of the map « to the same fiber.

Therefore ¢ induces an automorphism y : S° — S° which preserves the fibers of the map

a:S°—C.

Lemma 4.5 Let s € B and let Cy denote also the image of the corresponding spectral curve on S°.
Then x(Cs) = C~’¢71(S).

Proof. Let H, denote the hyperplane in ]P’(Ev) corresponding to the section s. Then

and
Com1(9) = J15)(Com1(s)) = Homr5) N fi(57).
Itis ¢ (H,) = Hy-1(5) and so,

*

13/(Co1(9) ¢ (Hs) N f5(S°) B B
= ¢ (Hy)N ¢*f\§\(50) since ¢*f|§|(50) = f\§|(50) in P(B"),
— 5*(H8 N f|§|(S°)) since 5* is an automorphism,

By the above Lemma [L.H, the automorphism x on S° induces an automorphism v of C over B

which makes the following diagram commutative

e
¢71
B —— B

Since S° is the total space of the line bundle we on C, the map x acts by a dilation and a translation
by a section of we on the fibers i.e. it has the form xy = my o Ty where A € C* and s € H°(C,wc).
We actually claim that s = 0 and that ¢! has the form ¢~!(s,_1,s,) = ()\_(T_l)sr_l,)\_"sr).
Indeed,

(4.23) xoh (sp_1,8:) =h (o7 (5,1, 87)).

To prove the first claim, we apply (#-23) to (sy—1,5.) = (0,0). Then, x o h=1(0,0) = A=1(0,0)
since ¢! is a linear map. But h~1(0,0) is the curve 2" = 0, and so, x o h~1(0,0) is the curve

(Az + )" = 0, see beginning of Section [.4. This implies that s = 0.
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For the second claim: h~!(s,_1,s,) is the curve 2" + s,_12 + s, = 0 and so, x o h™(s,_1, ;)
is the curve \"z" 4+ As,_1z + s, = 0 i.e. the curve 2" + A= Vs, 124+ A "s, = 0 i.e. the curve

h_l()\_(r_l)sr_l, A7"s,) which completes the proof.
Corollary 4.1 ¢(s,_1,5,) = (\" " ts,_1,\"s,.).

We now proceed with our discussion about the Picard group of C hXéh C in the case of dimI' N
(S° x S°) = 2. We have that éhx¢h Clr = Ax = {(p,v"*(p)),p € C}. Note that if A = 1, then A,
is exactly the diagonal in the fiber product C ;x5 C. Combining the latter with Lemma B3 we get:

Proposition 4.1 In case B, the Pic(C x 45, C) is generated by m *Pic (C' x C) and Aj.

Remark 4.1 It is easy to see that Pic (C KX éh C) ~ 7 *Pic (C x C) & Z[A,].

5 Proof of the main Theorem
5.1 The form of ®

We start with a definition. Let C' and C; are two smooth curves. Given a line bundle £ on the

product C' x (4, then £ induces a map
Y : PicC — Pic Cy

defined by ¢.(O(p)) = o (L|cr), where C? is the fiber in the product over the point p € C' and
a : Cp — C? the natural isomorphism. The extension of the definition to a point [L] € PicC
is given by taking a meromorphic section of the bundle L. In the same way, whenever we have a
line bundle on a fiber product of two families of curves we get a map between their relative Picard
groups

Consider the diagram

~ ~ hl
CpxypC — B™®

C CxC C

Let £ be a line bundle on C x C. Then 7 *£ is a line bundle on the fiber product C X éh C.

Following the above notation, it is easy to see that
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Lemma 5.1 9., = 751 Nmy, where Nmy is the norm map of m1.

Note that on the level of fibers we have

Yorep PicCy, — Picé¢(5)
Op) — Ty e Nmy(O())

where the subscripts refer to the restriction on the corresponding fiber over a point of B™5.

Remark 5.1 We recall the following fact about maps of abelian torsors and induced maps of
abelian schemes. Let p : G — Z be an abelian scheme and 7 : T — Z a G-torsor. Given two
elements ¢; and ty in the same fiber of T over z € Z, we denote by t; — to the unique element
g € G over z € Z, with the property: Tyta = t;. Let now ¢7 : T — T be an automorphism
of the abelian torsor 7 i.e. an automorphism that sends a fiber of the map 7 to another fiber
and preserves the action of G. To that, one can associate a group automorphism ¢¢g of the abelian
scheme G as follows. Given g € G, i.e. an element of G sitting over z € Z, choose an element

t, € 7. and define
bg(g:) = ¢T(T9zt2) — o7 (t2).

It is easy to check that this is independent from the choice of ¢, in the fiber 7, and that it defines

a group automorphism. Note that given ¢; and to two elements in the same fiber 7T, then

o7(t1) — ¢7(t2) = ¢g(ts — t2).

Following the notation of Proposition B3, let @ : Prym(C,C) — Prym(C,C) be the group
automorphism associated to the automorphism ®; : Prym3(C, C') — Prym3(C,C) of Prym(C, C)-

torsors. We determine now the form of the map ®. Consider the map

T C~’h><¢hC~’ — Prym(é,C’) uxnC
(Ps, 4p(s)) (¢>(rps—W§Nms(ps)),Q¢(s))

where the notation for a point on a curve, stands also for the line bundle which the point defines.
According to Lemma B.J, on the product Prym((f’, C) gxp C we have a line bundle P with the
~ n L for some integer n. Hence,

property P| [L1xCe)

(5.24) WP n®(rps — m*Nmy(ps)).

| [ps] ><C~Vd)(s) =

By using (5.24) and the knowledge of the Picard group of C KXo h C we will derive the form of the
map .
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Case A: dimT'N(S°xS°) < 2. Then, by Lemma [£4, we have that Pic (C jx45,C) ~ 7 *Pic (C' x C).
We thus get

~ 1L

WP~ m*L and so, M*P’[ps ‘[ps}x(%(s)’

1xCo(s)
ie.

(5.25) ®(nrps — nwiNmg(ps)) ~ Ty cNmg(ps).

Take the map ®, : Prym(Cs, C) — Prym(C¢(S) C) Now given a line bundle L, € Prym(Cs,C),

choose a line bundle M, in Prym(C’S, (') such that Ly = nrM,. By choosing a meromorphic section,

we can write My = O(Y;(pF — p?)) where Nm (>, (p} — p?)) = 0. We have
i>s(ﬁs) = (i)s(rnMs) = (i)s (Ez ’r”I’L(le - ) =
= 3 (Bs(rnp} — nmiNmy(p})) = o(rnp? — nwiNm, (p?)) )
+2 és(nﬂ':Nms (pi —p7))
iﬂ-;(s)wﬁNms(pil) - ﬂ;(s)wNms(pf) by (B.25)),
= T YeNm, (3 (p; — p}))
0 since Nm(3;(p} — p?)) = 0.

The later contradicts the fact that @ is an isomorphism, which means that case A cannot occur.

Therefore dimI" N (S° x S°) = 2, i.e. we are in case B which we examine bellow:

Case B: dimI' N (S° x S°) = 2. By the discussion in Section [I.3, the Pic(C x4 C) is gener-
ated by 7 *Pic (C x C) and the divisor Ay. Hence,

WP~ 7 L+ nA,.

Working as before and using the definition of Ay, we conclude that ®(£) = ny*(£). Since ® and

1* are isomorphisms, we get that n = +1. To summarize,

Proposition 5.1 ® = +4¢*, where 1 is the map defined in Section K3

5.2 The conclusion of the proof

We now conclude the proof of the main Theorem [4] in the case of 7 > 3 by examining the two cases
® = +¢)*. We start with some notation. We denote by (A Prymd((f’, ) — Prym[i((f’, C') the pull
back of the map ) : C —» C. Note that ¢* = 5. We have the diagram:

Prym;(C, C) —. Prym;(C,C)

H H

Bres

Bres
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Lemma 5.2 Let x denote an element in Prymd(CN, C). We have that
1. If ® = ¢*, then ¢2-_1<i>cz(x) — x 1s independent from x on the fibers of the map H.

2. If & = —*, then w:z_lfid(a;) + x is independent from x on the fibers of the map H.

Proof. For the first: Let y be apoint in the fiber of H through z. Since ¢*~1® = 1, it is enough
to show that ¢2~_1<i>cz(x) — ¢2~_1§>d(y) = ¢*1®(x — ). Since ¥*~1® is the group homomorphism
associated to the map 1[)3_1@ g of abelian torsors, the later is true by Remark p.J] For the second: It
is enough to show that 1[)2_1&)(1(:17) —zbzfléd(y) = y—x. But since ® = —¢p* we have * " 1d(z—y) =

y — x and this case follows as well.

Proposition 5.2 Let —1 denote the inversion along the fibers of Prym((f’, C). Then
1. If ® = o*, then @d =Ty 0 ¢;~, where p is an r-torsion line bundle on the base curve C.

2. If & = —*, then r|2d and Ci)d = Ty © (¥5) 0 (=1), where v is a line bundle on the base

. , -1
curve C' which satisfies vi" = L§? ® w?r(r ).

Proof. For the first: According to Lemma f.3, on each fiber H™1(s) = Prymcz(é’s, C) of the map
H, the maps ® 4 and ¢ differ by a translation by a unique element a(s) € Prym(Cy, C). This
defines a section of the map H : J° (C~’ ) —> B™® and therefore by Proposition B.3, it must have the
form 7* M for some fixed line bundle p on C. Since the image of the section is in the Prym(C, C)
we get that p is an r-torsion line bundle.

For the second: According to Lemma .9, we can construct a section of the map H : .J 2CZ(CN) —
B™8& by assigning to the point s € B™8 the line bundle zﬁ;ﬁl@ j(x) + z for some point = €
Prym;(Cs, C'). By Proposition B3, we get that r|2d. Since d = d + r(r — 1)(g — 1) this is equiv-
alent to r|2d. The same proposition implies that the above section must have the form 7*v; for
some fixed line bundle v; on C. To complete the proof of the second part of the proposition,
observe that the map ¢* commutes with the translations by an element of the form n*v; and that

Nm7uy = LE? @ ws Y,

We are ready now to complete the proof of the Theorem [4 in the case r > 3. Pick an ele-

ment element s € B™8. Then, by Corollary [[.7, the prymian Prym J(CS,C) maps dominantly to
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SU(r,Ly). Let V be its image. It is enough to prove the theorem for the restriction of the map ®

on V. We have the following commutative diagram:

Prymy(Cy,C) —4~ Prym(Ciyy), C)
Tsx Tp(s)x

1%

<

where the maps s, and 7g(,), are rational maps.
Assume first that ® = ¢*. Let E a vector bundle in V. Then, there exists a line bundle L, in
Prymd~(C~'s, C) such that 74, (Ls) = E. By Proposition .9, the above diagram and the fact that the

map ¢ commutes with the projections 7y and my(,), to the base curve C, we conclude that

O(E) = Omgu(Ls) = Tp(5)uLg(Ls) = sy (VE(Ls) ® T(s)5ht) = Tp)u0i(Ls) @ o= E @ pu.

Assume next that ® = —¢*. Then, following the above notation, we have

(E) = ®mgu(Ls) = Tp(5)s Pg(Ls) = (s (W5 L)@y (5)11) = Tp)ut05(L3 @11 = mou (L7 @01

We claim that 7., (L;') = EY ® wa(r_l). Indeed, consider the map m, : Cs — C. By relative

duality we have

ROmeu(L7Y) ~ RO (wr, ® Ly)V.

By the adjunction formula we have, see e.g. [Hi 1f|, that w,, ~ W;kwg_l. We thus get
T (D7) ~ EV ® wg(r_l).

By choosing v =11 ® wa(r_l), we get that ¢(E) = EV ® v where v®" = L§?.
Thus, we have shown the surjectivity of the maps (1.) and (2.) in the statement of Theorem [A].
To show the injectivity of the map (1.), pick up a point u # 0 € J°[r] and consider the set of fixed

points SU(r, L0)<TN> . A vector bundle F is fixed under the action of T),, if we have an isomorphism
k:E— EQu.

If p|r is the order of the torsion point u, then the p-twisted Higgs bundle (F, k) gives a p-sheeted
unramified spectral cover 7, : C;, — C and a semistable vector bundle F}; of rank r/p on it with the
property 7,.(Fy) = E, see [N-R 1] for details. Therefore the locus SU(r, Lo){T#) can be identified
with the image of the moduli space SUc, (r/p) under the pushforward map 7, and hence is a

proper subvariety.
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We will sketch the proof for the injectivity of the map (2.) in the case r > 3 and when Ly = O.
The modifiations of the argument for general Ly are minor and are left to the reader. If Ly = O,
then it suffices to check that the map £ — EV is not the identity on SU(r,0). But if E is a
stable vector bundle satisfying £ = EV, then the bundle E®? has a unique (up to scaling) non-zero
section t. But H°(C, E®?) = H(C,Sym?E) @ H°(C, A2E) and therefore either H°(C, E®?) = 0 or
H°(C,A?E) = 0. This implies that the isomorphism ¢ between E and EV is either symmetric or
skew-symmetric. Thus, F is either orthogonal or symplectic and hence it lies either in the moduli
space of stable SO(r)-bundles or in the moduli space of stable Sp(r)-bundles. But for r > 3, those
are proper subvarieties of SU(r, O) and this yields that the map (2.) is injective for r > 3.

Remark 5.2 For r = 2, the moduli space SU(2,O) coincides with the moduli space of Sp(2)-
bundles; if £ € SU(2,0), then E ~ EV.

5.3 The rank 2 case

The proof in the rank 2 case is a modification of the proof of the rank > 3 case. The main
difference is that the linear system defined by B = Wy = HY(C, w%) does not separate the points
on the surface S°: A section s € B corresponds to the curve 22 + s = 0 on S°. If m_; is the
dilation by —1 on S°, then a curve in the linear system |B| that passes through a point p, passes
also through the point m_;(p). Therefore the map fip) sends S° in a 2 : 1 way to the projective
space. We now show briefly the adjustments for the rank 2 case of the argument we used in the
rank > 3 case.

At first one can see e.g. by Corollary P.1], that the map ¢ = ¢ is a multiplication by a A\ € C*.

Following a similar argument with that of Section B.J], we can prove that the Picard group of
C — B™8 is again

PicC = 7*Pic C.

We also have
(5.26) PicC, = Pic7*C @ Z[H,)]

but in this case the technicalities of the proof are slightly different: Let p’ = m_1(p). On the fiber
of S° over ¢ = a(p) = a(p’), only the points p and p’ belong in the image of the map 3. We write
Cp=Cp\ (H,U H,)UI(H,UHy). Then Pic Cp is generated by Pic (C'\ {c}) and H,, H . Observe
that 7*(c) = Hp + H ;. We thus have that PicC, is generated by Pic7*C and H). To prove that
this is a direct sum, we again take a pencil as in the proof of Proposition B.2, but now the curve
at infinity embedded on S, consists of the Y5, and a bunch of NN; fibers over the points c;,...,cn,

on C, which pass through the N = 2N; base points of the pencil. Therefore the fiber over the
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infinity point b on X consists of the infinity divisor Y. and a bunch of N; divisors Ay, ... AN,
which satisfy 7*(¢;) = A; + E; + E; Using that we get

Pic X° = mPic C oY) (@Z[E)) o, (VZ[B])) /(n*(cs) = Bi + E})ic1,.3; -
Working as in the rank > 3 case, this proves relation (5.2€). To prove the analogue of Proposition
B.3, we proceed in the same way as in the rank > 3 case.
For the Picard group of C X h C: Let again ¢ : C — C be the analogue of the map introduced
in Section [LJ Then the locus T' consists of two components namely T'; = {(p,(p)) for p € C}
and Ty = {(p,¥(m_1(p))) for p € C}. By observing that = *(Diagonal in C x C) = I'; + I'
we conclude that Pic (C px 45, C) is generated by Pic (C' x C) and T';. The rest of the argument,

combined with Remark @, proceeds as in the rank r > 3 case.

5.4 Curves with automorphisms

For the rank r > 3 case, the only modification that has to be done, is in the argument of Section
.9, about the induced automorphism of the embedded surface f|§‘. For the rank 2 case, the only
modification is in the use of Corollary P.]. We leave to the reader to fill up the details for the proof
of Theorem B.

6 The automorphisms of U(r,d)

Proposition 6.1 Let ® be an automorphism of U(r,d). Then ® factors through the determinant
map i.e. we have the following commutative diagram

Ulr,d) —2

(627) detl ldet

J4C) —2— J(C)

U(r,d)

Proof. We would like to show that the map det o ¢ : det™(Ly) — J%(C) is constant for all
Lo € J4(C). By definition, det (L) = SU(r, L) and dim SU(r, L) = (12 —1)(g—1) > g, g > 2.
Therefore the map det o ¢ : SU(r, Lg) — J%(C) has positive dimentional fibers and so, no pull
back of a line bundle from J(C) can be ample. According to [D-N|, Pic SU(r, Ly) = Z[O]. Since
SU(r, Ly) is a projective variety, © is an ample divisor. Let £ be a line bundle on J¢(C). We thus
have (det o ¢)*L ~ n® for some integer n. We claim that n = 0: If not, then say first that n > 0.
Then n© is ample and so (det o ¢)*L is ample, which is a contradiction. Next, if n < 0, then the
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same argument applied to the line bundle £~! leads to a contradiction. Therefore (deto ¢)*L = O
for all £ € Pic J4(C). Since SU(r, L) is irreducible, this implies that the map is constant. Indeed,
if the image has positive dimension, then there exists a positive divisor on that - the hyperplane
section of its embedding in the projective space. But then the pull back of that divisor on SU(r, Lg)

by the map det o ¢ defines a non - trivial line bundle, which is a contradiction.

As in the case of the automorphisms of SU(r, Ly), an automorphism ® of U(r,d) induces an
automorphism ® j of the Jacobian fibration H : J J((f’ ) — W which sends a fiber of the Hitchin
map H to a fiber of H. Let Ny : Jd(é) — J%(C) be the map defined by N; = det o 7. Note that
Nm = TT(TT,D we © Ni.

Lemma 6.1 Let s be a point in W', Then the following diagram commutes

Proof. For the proof we are going to use the following commutative diagram

X(r,d) 2% X(r,d)

(6.28) Ulr,d) —2— U(r,d)

det det

Pd

J4C) J4O)

It is enough to show that Nl‘i’d‘ = ¢4N1 on a Zariski open U in JJ(C'S). Choose U to be the
intersection of the cotangent bundle X(r,d) to U(r,d) with the Jacobian J‘i(és). According to
Corollary [[.7, this is a non empty Zariski open in U(r,d). The proof of the Lemma is now a

consequence of the commutativity of the above diagram.
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Let ® and ¢ be the group maps associated to @ g and ¢g, see Remark p.J By using the above
Lemma p.1], it is easy to see that

Corollary 6.1 The following diagram is commutative

(6.29) le
(

where Nm is the norm map.

Lemma 6.2 Following the notation of Corollary , the diagram bellow is commutative

Proof. Note first that

(6.30) O7*(L) = n*(M) for some fixed line bundle M.

Indeed, ® is a global automorphism on J°(C) and so, ® 7*(L) defines a section of the map H :
JO(C) — W8, Hence, by Proposition B3, it must have the form 7*(M) for some fixed line bundle
M on C. By applying the norm map to (6-30), we get Nm®7n*(L) = Nm#*(M). Corollary B.]
implies that r¢(L) = rM. Let n, denote the multiplication by r. By composing both sides of
(6-30) by n, and by using the last relation we get that n,®7*(L) = n,m*¢(L). Since the map n,

is onto, this completes the proof.

Lemma 6.3 For any E € U(r,d) and M € J°(C) we have ®(E @ M) = ®(E) ® ¢(M).
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Proof. It suffices to prove the relation for all F in a Zariski open V of U(r,d). Take C, a smooth
spectral curve and let V' be the image of X (r,d) N .J J(és) on U(r,d). According to Corollary [L.7,
this is a Zariski open of U(r,d). Then E = m,L. We have

QE®M) = (mL®M)

D(. (L ®@m*M)) by the projection formula,

<1>~J(L ® M) by diagram (6.28), )
7.(®5(L) ® ®(7*M)) by the definition of the group map @,
(@

= m(Pg(L) ®m*¢(M)) by Lemma 6.9,

= mP L) ® ¢(M) by the projection formula,
— m (L)@ o(M)

= O(E)®¢(M).

Proof of Theorem [d. Let ® : U(r,d) — U(r,d) be a given automorphism and let ¢4 the
induced automorphism on J%(C) as in Lemma B.1]. Given a vector bundle E € U(r, d), we can find
a vector bundle Ey, € SU(r, Ly) and a line bundle n € J°(C) such that E = E;, ® 1. Note that
n®" = detE @ Ly ! The above decomposition is unique up to a choice of an r-torsion point. Let
€1 be a line bundle such that (" = ¢4(Lo) ® Ly ! Then, T, et © ® induces an automorphism of
SU(r, Lg). By the main Theorem [J, we have two cases.

Case 1: T§;1 o ®(Er,) = 0*Er, ® i, where o is an automorphism of the curve C' and p a line
bundle which satisfies u®" = Lg ®0’*L51. We choose now € = &1 ® p and so, £€" = ¢4(Lo) ®0’*L51.

We have
o(E) = @(EL®n)
= ®(EL,) ®9(n) by Lemma .3,
= Ty (T§;1@(ELO)) ® ¢(n)

= 0"EL, @{®¢(n)
= oc*(Een oo by the definition of Ef,,

= "ERE{R@¢(n) @o*(n7h).

Therefore,
O(E)=0"ER&{®0(n) ® J*(n_l) where 7®" = detF ® Lgl and %" = oa(Lo) ® U*Lgl.

Note that, due to Lemma[6., the map ¢~'oc* is the identity on the set of r-torsion points in J°(C).

Case 2: T§;1 o®(EL,) = 0*E} ®v, where ¢ is an automorphism of the curve C and v is a line bun-

dle which satisfies v®" = Lo®0*Lg. In this case we choose £ = £ @ v and so, £¥7 = ¢g(Lo) ® o* Ly.
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We have
o(E) = @(EL,)®e(n) by Lemma [.3,
03 (Tgfl@(ELo)) ® é(n)
o*EY, @& ® ¢(n)
o*(EY @n) @& ¢(n) by the definition of ET,,
= 0*EY@E® ¢(n) ®@a*(n).

Therefore,
®(E) =0*EY @ €@ ¢(n) ® 0*(n) where n°" = detE ® Ly' and &¥" = ¢4(Lo) ® 0* L.

Again, due to Lemma .3, the map ¢ o ¢* has to be the identity map on the set of r-torsion points
in J(C).

A Appendix: A proof of the Torelli Theorem for the moduli space
of vector bundles

Using the technics of the paper we sketch in the following the proof of Theorem [ - the Torelli

Theorem for vector bundles.

Remark A.1 In the case (r,d) = 1 the theorem has been proven in [M-N], [N-R 7] and [T3f]. The
way they prove it is by showing that the intermediate Jacobian of the moduli space is canonically
isomorphic to the principally polarized Jacobian of the curve; the theorem then follows from the
usual Torelli for Jacobian of curves. In the case (r,d) # 1, the moduli space of vector bundles
is singular and the construction of the intermediate Jacobian does not apply. In the special case
r = 2 and trivial determinant, Balaji has proven a similar result for a desingularization of the space

constructed by Seshadri, see [Bd]. Here we prove the theorem for any r,d.

Proof of Theorem [H. The notation we use is in analogy with the one used in the paper. The
subscripts 1, 2 in the notation refer to the curves Cj, Co respectively. Let ® : SUc, (r,L1) —
SUc, (1, L2) be the given isomorphism. After lifting to the cotangent bundle we obtain in a similar

way as in the paper the following commutative diagram:
- 3 -
Prym(Cy,C;) — Prym(Csy, Cb)
H1 H2

reg
B 1

reg
B 2
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where @ is the induced isomorphism, Hy, Hy are the Hitchin maps and the map ¢ is a linear

isomorphism. Consider the following diagram
Sy —2+ p(By)

— %

¢
S1 —— PB(By)

where the maps i1,4s are those defined by the linear systems B, By respectively and the isomor-
phism ¢ is the one induced by the extension ¢ of ¢. Using arguments similar to those in Sections
.9 and p.1], we deduce that the existence of an isomorphism ® in the above diagram, implies that
¢ has to map i2(S2) isomorphically to i1(S7). Thus the curve Cy maps to Cy and since both are

curves of the same genus g > 3, the map is an isomorphism.
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