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Abstract

We revisit the Hitchin integrable system [EI] [@] whose phase space is the bundle
cotangent to the moduli space N of holomorphic S Ly-bundles over a smooth complex
curve of genus 2. As shown in @], N may be identified with the 3-dimensional
projective space of theta functions of the 2°¢ order, i.e. AN = IP2. We prove that
the Hitchin system on T*A =2 T*IP3 possesses a remarkable symmetry: it is invariant
under the interchange of positions and momenta. This property allows to complete the
work of van Geemen-Previato @] which, basing on the classical results on geometry
of the Kummer quartic surfaces, specified the explicit form of the Hamiltonians of
the Hitchin system. The resulting integrable system resembles the classic Neumann
systems which are also self-dual. Its quantization produces a commuting family of
differential operators of the 2" order acting on homogeneous polynomials in four
complex variables. As recently shown by van Geemen-de Jong [, these operators
realize the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov-Bernard-Hitchin connection for group SU(2) and
genus 2 curves.

1 Introduction

In [LT], Nigel Hitchin has discovered an interesting family of classical integrable models re-
lated to modular geometry of holomorphic vector bundles or to 2-dimensional gauge fields.
The input data for Hitchin’s construction are a complex Lie group G and a complex curve
Y of genus v. The configuration space of the integrable system is the moduli space N of
(semi)stable holomorphic G-bundles over 3. This is a finite-dimensional complex variety
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and Hitchin’s construction is done in the holomorphic category. It exhibits a complete fam-
ily of Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians on the (complex) phase space T*N. The Hitchin
Hamiltonians have open subsets of abelian varieties as generic level sets on which they
induce additive flows [[[1]]. More recently, Hitchin’s construction was extended to the case
of singular or punctured curves [[f][[[9)[fi] providing a unified construction of a vast family
of classical integrable systems. For ¥ = CP! with punctures, one obtains this way the so
called Gaudin chains and for G = SLy and ¥ of genus 1 with one puncture, the elliptic
Calogero-Sutherland models which found an unexpected application in the supersymmetric
4-dimensional gauge theories [ .

In Section 2 of the present paper we briefly recall the basic idea of Hitchin’s construction.
The main aim of this contribution is to treat in detail the case of G = SLs and ¥ of genus
2 (no punctures). The genus 2 curves are hyperelliptic, i.e. given by the equation

6
¢ =TI =) (1.1)
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where \; are 6 different complex numbers. The semistable moduli space N has a partic-
ularly simple form for genus 2, [L§]: it is the projectivized space of theta functions of the
2nd order:

N = PH(LY) (1.2)

where Lg is the theta-bundle over the Jacobian J! of (the isomorphism classes of) degree
v —1=1 line bundlesf]  over . dim(H°(L3)) = 4 so that V' = P3. This picture of A" is
related to the realization of S Lo-bundles as extensions of degree 1 line bundles. We review
some of the results in this direction in Section 3 using a less sophisticated language than
that of the original work [[[§]. The relation between the extensions and the theta functions
is lifted to the level of the cotangent bundle T*A in Section 4. The language of extensions
proves suitable for a direct description of the Hitchin Hamiltonians on 7*A . The main aim
is, however, to present the Hitchin system as an explicit 3-dimensional family of integrable
systems on TIP3, parametrized by the moduli of the curve. This was first attempted, and
almost achieved, in reference [R1].

Let us recall that the Hitchin Hamiltonians are components of the map
H: TN — H(K?) (1.3)

with values in the (holomorphic) quadratic differentials (K denotes the canonical bundle
of ¥). Due to relation ([.3), the map H may be viewed as a H°(K?)-valued function of
pairs (0, ¢) where § € H(LZ) and ¢ from the dual space H°(L3)* are s.t. (0, ¢) = 0. Fix
a holomorphic trivialization of Lg around [ € J' and denote by ¢; the linear form that
computes the value of the theta function at I. As was observed in [21],

HO, ¢1) = — o (dO(1))? (1.4)

"~ 16n2

Lwe use the multiplicative notation for the tensor product of line bundles



(with appropriate normalizations). In the above formula,  is viewed as a function on J*
and df(l) as an element of HY(K). Since 6(I) = 0, the equation is consistent with changes
of the trivialization of Lg.

The map J! > [ +— ¢; induces an embedding of the Kummer surface J!/Zy with [ and
[7'K identified into a quartic K* in PH?(L%)*. The Kummer quartic is a carrier of a rich
but classical structure, a subject of an intensive study of the nineteenth century geometers,
see [[[J) and also the last chapter of [[[J]. The reference [R1] used the relation ([.4) and
a mixture of the classical results and of more modern algebraic geometry to recover an
explicit form of the components of the Hitchin map H up to a multiplication by a function
on the configuration space. The authors of [R]] checked that the simplest way to fix this
ambiguity leads to Poisson-commuting functions but they fell short of showing that the
latter coincide with the ones of the Hitchin construction.

Among the aims of the present paper is to fill the gap left in RI]. We observe that
the proposal of [@] has a remarkable self-duality property: it is invariant under the
interchange of the positions and momenta in 7*P3. We show that the Hitchin construction
leads to a system with the same symmetry. This limits the ambiguity left by the analysis
of R1] to a multiplication of the components of H by constants. A direct check based on
Eq. (L4) fixes the normalizations and results in a formula for the Hitchin map which uses
the hyperelliptic description ([[.1]) of the curve. Namely,

"= -1 Lot dN)> 15
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where 7y are explicit polynomials in (6, ¢) given, upon representation of (6,¢) by pairs
(q,p) € C* x C*, by Egs. (F.7) below. The above expression for H has a similar form as
that for the Hitchin map on the Riemann sphere with 6 insertion points Ay, see e.g. Sect. 4
of [{], except for the structure of the terms rg. This is not an accident but is connected to
the reduction of conformal field theory on genus 2 surfaces to an orbifold theory in genus
0 [[4[23]. We plan to return to this relation in a future publication.

Let us discuss in more details how we establish the self-duality of the Hitchin Hamil-
tonians. The main tool here is an explicit expression for the values of the Hitchin map off
the Kummer quartic £* which we obtain in Section 5. Our formula for H (6, ¢) requires a
choice of a pair of perpendicular 2-dimensional subspaces (II, II+) where 6§ € I ¢ H O(L%)
and ¢ € It C HO(LY)* (there is a complex line of such choices). The plane II+ corre-
sponds to a line PII* in PH?(L2)* which intersects the Kummer quartic X* in four points
C*¢y;, j =1,2,3,4, (counting with multiplicity). Whereas the analysis of 1)) was mainly
concerned with the geometry of bitangents to K* with two pairs of coincident ¢;,’s, we
concentrate on the generic situation with ¢;;’s different. Then any two of them, say C* ¢y,
and C*¢y,, span IT+. I is composed of the 2"¢ order theta functions vanishing at /; and
l5. In particular,

¢ = a1¢ll + a2¢12 and 9([1) =0= 9(l2) (16)

Let x1 + 29 and x3+ x4 be the divisors of [1ls and of lllz_lK, respectively, where z; are four



pointsf] in . If [? # K, which holds in a general situation, then the quadratic differential
H(8, ¢) is determined by its values at z; which, as we show in Section 5, are
H(O, 0) (i) = — 1o (a1dO(l1) £ apdf(l2))” (7). (1.7)

Sign plus is taken for x; and x5 and sign minus for x3 and x4. Note that for ¢ = ¢; with
(1) = 0 the above equation reproduces the result ([.4).

As we recall at the end of Section 3, there exists an almost natural linear isomorphism ¢
between HY(L2)* and H°(L2). What follows is independent of the remaining ambiguity in
the choice of . The identity (6, ¢) = (1(¢), t~1(#)) implies that if (6, ¢) is a perpendicular
pair then so is (¢, ¢') where 6’ = 1(¢) and ¢/ = ¢~1(). Thus ¢ interchanges the positions
and momenta in T*N. We may take (IT', II'") = ((II1), .~ (II)) as a pair of perpendicular
subspaces containing (0, ¢'). The line PTI' L meets K* in four points C*qﬁl;. Equivalently,
C*L((ﬁl;) are the points of intersection of PIT with the Kummer quartic K = «(K*) C

PH O(L%). In general situation, I’ L s spanned by any pair of gbl; ’s so that
o = dion +abdy and G() =0 = 0'(1) (1)
which is the dual version of relations ([.6). Equivalently,

0 = aju(ey) + ase(dy) and (uey), @) = 0 = (u(dy), o). (1.9)

Let y; be the points associated to l;- the same way as the points x; were associated to [;.
l;- may be chosen so that y; and x; coincide modulo the natural involution of ¥ fixing the
six Weierstrass points. Formula ([[.7) implies then that

HO, &) (i) = — 1o (ahd0'(15) £ abdd (15))? (:) - (1.10)

Points y; in Eq. (.10)) may be replaced by z; since the quadratic differentials are equal at
point z if and only if they are equal at the image of x by the involution of X. A direct
calculation of the coefficients a1, ag and a}, a, appearing on the right hand sides of Egs.
(L7) and (LL.I0) shows then that both expressions coincide, establishing the self-duality of
‘H. The verification of this equality is the subject of Section 6.

In Section 7, we recall the main result of reference R1] and show how the self-duality
may be used to complete the analysis performed there and to obtain the explicit form
(L.3) of the Hitchin map. We briefly discuss the relation of that form to the classical
Yang-Baxter equation.

An appropriate quantization of Hitchin Hamiltonians leads to operators acting on
holomorphic sections of powers of the determinant line bundle over N and defining the
Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov-Bernard-Hitchin [[L5][H][B][12 connection. In our case, the sec-
tions of the powers of the determinant bundle are simply homogeneous polynomials on
H 0(L%). It is easy to quantize the Hamiltonians corresponding to the components of the

2the other two lines of intersection of PTI* with KC* correspond to I3 and l4 with l1l3 = O(z1 + x3),
lllglK = O(:Cz + £C4=)7 iy = (’)(1:1 =+ 134)7 lllZIK = O(:Cz + :Cg)



Hitchin map ([L.J) in such a way that one obtains an explicit family of commuting 2" order

differential operators acting on such polynomials. The corresponding connection coincides
with the explicit form of the (projective) KZBH connection worked out recentlyf] in [P7].

The quantization of the genus 2 Hitchin system is briefly discussed in Conclusions,
where we also mention other possible directions for further research. Four appendices
which close the paper contain some of more technical material.

We would like to end the presentation of our paper by expressing some regrets. We
apologize to Ernst Eduard Kummer and other nineteenth century giants for our insufficient
knowledge of their classic work. The apologies are also due to few contemporary algebraic
geometers who could be interested in the present work for an analytic character of our
arguments. To the specialist in integrability we apologize for the yet incomplete analysis
of the integrable system studied here and, finally, we apologize to ourselves for not having
finished this work 2 years ago.

2 Hitchin’s construction

Let us assume, for simplicity, that the complex Lie group G is simple, connected and simply
connected. We shall denote by g its Lie algebra. The complex curve ¥ will be assumed
smooth, compact and connected. Topologically, all G-bundles on ¥ are trivial and the
complex structures in the trivial bundle may be described by giving operators 0 + A where
A are smooth g-valued 0,1-forms on X [[. Let A denote the space of such forms (i.e.
of chiral gauge fields). The group G of local (chiral) gauge transformations composed of
smooth maps h from ¥ to G acts on operators 0 + A by conjugation and on the gauge
fields A by

Ar— M =nAn=' + hon'.

Two holomorphic G-bundles are equivalent iff the corresponding gauge fields are in the same
orbit of G. Hence the space of orbits A/G coincides with the (moduli) space of inequivalent
holomorphic G-bundles. It may be supplied with a structure of a variety provided one
gets rid of bad orbits. This may be achieved by limiting the considerations to (semi)stable
bundles, i.e. such that the vector bundle associated with the adjoint representations of
G contains only holomorphic subbundles with negative (non-positive) first Chern number.
For v > 1, the moduli space N5 = As/G of stable G-bundles is a smooth complex variety
with a natural compactification to a variety N, the (Seshadri-)moduli space of semistable
bundles [[§.

The complex cotangent bundle T*N; may be obtained from the infinite-dimensional
bundle T* A, by the symplectic reduction. T*As; may be realized as the space of pairs
(A, ®) where ® is a (possibly distributional) g-valued 1,0-form on ¥, A € A, and the

Swe thank B. van Geemen for attracting our attention to ref. [@] and for pointing out that this work
may be used to fix indirectly the precise form of the Hitchin map



duality with the vectors A tangent to A is given by

/tTCIJ/\éA

b))

with tr standing for the Killing form. The action of the local gauge group G on Aj; lifts to
a symplectic action on T* A4 by

dr— "o =hont.
The moment map p for the action of G on T*Nj is

WA,®) = 0P+ ANDP+PANA = 0,9 .

A

Note that it takes values in g-valued 2-forms on Y. These may be naturally viewed as
elements of the space dual to the Lie algebra of G. The symplectic reduction of T*A,
realizes T* N, as the space of G-orbits in the zero level of u:

T'N, = 17 ({0})/G .

For a homogeneous G-invariant polynomial P on g of degree dp, the gauge invariant
expression P(®) defines a section of the bundle K of dp-differentials on X. If ® is in the
zero level of p then P(®) is also holomorphic. Hence the map ® — P(®) induces a map

Hp : T*N, — HO(K)

into the finite dimensional vector space of holomorphic differentials of degree dp on 3. The
components of such vector-valued Hamiltonians clearly Poisson-commute since upstairs (on
T*A;) they depend only on the momentum variables ®. By a beautiful argument, Hitchin
showed [[1]] that taking all polynomials P one obtains a complete system of Hamiltonians
in involution and that the collection of maps Hp defines in generic points a foliation of
T*N into (open subsets of) abelian varieties.

Let us briefly sketch Hitchin’s argument for G = SLy. There is only one (up to
normalization) non-trivial invariant polynomial P, on sly given by, say, half of the Killing
form. H = Hp, maps into the space of quadratic differentials. A non-trivial holomorphic
quadratic differential p determines a (spectral) curve 3’ C K given by the equation

& = p(n(€)) (2.1)

where £ € K and 7 is the projection of K on 3. The map £ — —& gives an involution o
of 3. Restriction of 7 to ¥/ is a 2-fold covering of X ramified over 4(y — 1) points fixed by
o, the zeros of p. ¥/ has genus 7/ = 4y — 3. If p = L tr (®)? then relation (B1) coincides
with the eigen-value equation

det(®—¢-1) =0

for the Lax matrix ®. Let for each 0 # £ € X', ¢ denote the corresponding eigen-subspace
of ®. By continuity, ¢ extend to vanishing £ in ¥’ and U.l¢ forms a line subbundle !



of ¥/ x C2. In fact, I is a holomorphic subbundle with respect to the complex structure
defined on X' x C? by 9 + Ao 7. The degree of I is —2(y — 1). Besides,

1(o%]) = 7K1, (2.2)

Conversely, given ¥’ and a holomorphic line bundle [ of degree —2(vy — 1) on it satisfying
(B-2), we may recover a rank 2 holomorphic bundle E of trivial determinant over ¥ as a
pushdown of [ to ¥. Thus for 0 # £ € ¥/, Er@¢) = lg ®l_¢. E corresponds to a unique
holomorphic SLy-bundle which, if stable (what happens on an open subset of I’s) defines
a point in the moduli space M. A holomorphic 1,0-form with values in the traceless
endomorphisms of E acting as multiplication by +§ on l1¢ C Er () defines then a unique
covector of T*N. Thus ¥’ encodes the values of the quadratic Hitchin Hamiltonian H (i.e.
of the action variables) whereas the line bundles [ satisfying relation (R.3) form the abelian
(Prym) variety (of the angle variables) describing the level set of H.

3 SL,; moduli space at genus 2

We shall present briefly the description of the moduli space N for G = SLy and v = 2
which was worked out in [[I§].

Let us start by recalling some basic facts about theta functions. We shall use a coordi-
nate rather than an abstract language. The space of degree v — 1 holomorphic line bundles
forms a Jacobian torus J?~! of complex dimension . Fixing a marking (a symplectic
homology basis (A4, By), a,b = 1,...,7), we may identify J7~! with C/(ZY + 7Z").
7 = (7%) is the period matrix, i.e. 7% = [ B, W where w® are the basic holomorphic forms
on ¥ normalized so that [, w® = 6. The point 0 € C” corresponds in J7~! to a (marking
dependent) spin structure Sp, i.e. a degree 1 bundle such that Sg = K. u € C7 describes
the line bundle V (u)Sy where V(u) is the flat line bundle with the twists 2™’ along the
By cycles. The set of degree 1 bundles [ with non-trivial holomorphic sections forms a
divisor © of a holomorphic line bundle Lg over J?~!. Holomorphic sections of the k-th
power (k > 0) of Lg are called theta function of order k. With the use of a marking, they
may be represented by holomorphic functions u + 6(u) on C? satisfying

O(u+p+71q) = e TikaTa=2mikgu 0(u) (3.1)
for p,q € Z7. The functions
ek,e(u) _ Z ewik (n+e/k)-T(n+e/k) + 2mik (nt+e/k)-u (32)

nezy
where e € 27 /kZ form a basis of the theta functions of order k. Hence dim H°(L) = k7.

In particular, the Riemann theta function 6 o(u) = ¥(u) represents the unique (up to
normalization) non-trivial holomorphic section of Lg. It vanishes on the set

=1,
{wa—A]a:lez,...,a;y_;leE}

i=17T0



representing the divisor ©. Here A € C7 denotes the (zp-dependent) vector of Riemann
constants. All theta functions of order 1 and 2 are even functions of w.

For v = 2, the divisor © is formed by the bundles O(x) with divisors x € . O(z) =
V([ w —A)So. The pullback of the theta bundle Lg by means of the map z — O(z)
is equivalent to the canonical bundle K. The equivalence assigns 1,0-forms to functions
representing sections of the pullback of Lg:

e“babvﬂ(f w—A) = wx). (3.3)

x
This is consistent since vanishing of ¥( [ w — A) implies that
T

8.0(J w—A) wi(z) = 0.

— T 27 £ a_Aa
Hence any multivalued function on 3 picking up a factor e izt =2mi( w0 * ) when x

goes around the B, cycle and univalued around the A, cycles may be identified with a
1,0-form on 3.

As already suggested by the discussion at the end of Sect. 2, for the SLs group it is
more convenient to use the language of holomorphic vector bundles (of rank 2 and trivial
determinant) than to work with principal SLy-bundles. Of course the first ones are just
associated to the second ones by the fundamental representation of SL,. Any stable rank 2
bundle F with trivial determinant is an extension of a degree 1 line bundle [ ([1g], Lemmas
5.5 and 5.8), i.e. it appears in an exact sequence of holomorphic vector bundles

0 — 1" %FE1—0. (3.4)

The inequivalent extensions (B.4) are classified by the cohomology classes in H*(I=2). This
may be seen as follows. Taking a section of w, ie.a smooth bundle homomorphism
s: | — E such that @wos =id;, we infer that wds = 0 and hence that s = o for b a 0,1-
form with values in Hom(l,171) =172, i.e. b € A% (172). b is determined up to ¢ where
@ is a smooth section of 172, i.e. ¢ € I'(I"2). The class [b] in AY'(I72)/T(172) = H'(I7?)
determines the extension (B.4) up to equivalence. Each b corresponds to an extension:
0 b
1 + (0 0 )
Proportional [b] correspond to equivalent bundles E. If E is a stable bundle then the
extension (B.4) is necessarily nontrivial, i.e. [b] # 0.

one may simply take E equal to 7! @ [ with the J-operator given by 517

Let Cg denote the set of degree 1 line bundles [ s.t. H°(I ® E) # 0 (equivalently, s.t.
E is an extension of ). This is a complex 1-dimensional variety. It was shown in [[[§] that
Cg characterizes the bundle E up to isomorphism and that there exists a theta function
6 of the 2"! order which vanishes exactly on Cg. The assignment E + C*6 gives an
injective map

m: Ny — PHY(LE) . (3.5)



Let V(u1)Sy = ly, € Cg. E may be realized as an extension of l,,, which is characterized
by [b] € H'(l;%). Then one may take

0(u) :/ K(z;u1,u) Ab(x) . (3.6)

>

where
K(z;ui,u) = 19(xiw—u1 —u—A) ﬁ(xiw—m%—u—A)
. (eab abﬂ(x}: w— A)>_1 W () (3.7)
(it does not depend on the choice of a = 1,2). Let us explain the above formulae.

K(z;u1,u), in its dependence on x, is a multivalued holomorphic 1,0-form. More ex-
actly, the function

xHﬂ(fw—ul—u—A) (3.8)

o
is multivalued around the B,-cycles picking up the factor

. . x
—TiTY — 27r2(f wr—uf—u®—A%)
e o

when 2 goes around B, so that it describes an element sy € HY(l,,l,) (non-vanishing if
uy +u & 72 + 772). Similarly,

x 79(7w—u1+u—A) (e“b(‘)bl?(fw—A)>_lw“(x)

Zo o

picks up the factor

e 2mi(u —u®)

when x goes around B, and describes a holomorphic 1,0-form x with values in [, [;!
(non-vanishing if uy —u ¢ Z? + 7Z*). The product syx = K(-;u1,u) is a holomorphic
1,0-form with values in {2, and it may be paired with b € A% (I;;?) via the integral over
x on the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.6). The integral is independent of the choice of the representative
b of the cohomology class [b]. In its dependence on u, K(x;uq,u) is a theta function of
the 2" order and so is 6(u). In Appendix 1 we check explicitly that 6 given by Eq. (B.§)
possesses the required property.

The product of the two shifted Riemann theta functions ¥(u' — u)¥(u' + u) is a theta
function of the 2°d order both in «’ and in « (and it is invariant under the interchange

uw' <> u). Let ¢ denote the (marking dependent) linear isomorphism between the spaces
HO(L2)* and HO(LZ) defined by

UP) () = (I(- —u) (- +u), ¢) (3.9)
An easy calculation shows that

I(u' —u) I +u) 2926 ) O2.c(u (3.10)



Hence ¢ interchanges the basis (fa.) of HY(Lg) with the dual basis (05,.) of H°(Lg)*.
Denote by ¢,, the linear form on H%(LZ) that computes the value of the theta function at
point v € C2. The Kummer quartic K* ¢ H(L})*, K* = {C*¢, |u/ € C?} is mapped by
the isomorphism ¢ into a quartic K C H O(L%) of theta functions proportional to

u — I —u) I +u)
for some u' € C2.

One may define a projective action of (Z/2Z)* on H°(L%) by assigning to an element
(e,€') € (Z)27)*, with e, e’ = (0,0), (1,0), (0,1) or (1,1), a linear transformation U, ¢ s.t.

(Uee0)(u) = eamie e/ +2miclu 0(u + %(e +7e')). (3.11)

The relation Ue1,e’1 Uemé = (—1)61'6/2 Uel+eg,e’1+e’2 holds so that U lifts to the Heisenberg
group. In the action on the basic theta functions,

Ue1,e’1 02, = (=1)re 92,e+e’1- (3.12)

The marking-dependence of the isomorphism ¢ of Eq. (B.9) is given by the action of
(Z/2Z)*. Tt is easy to check that this action preserves K and that the transposed ac-
tion of (Z/2Z)* preserves K*. The (Z/2Z)* symmetry of the Kummer quartics allows to
find easily their defining equation, see Appendix 3.

It was shown in [[§ that the image of N under the map (B.§) contains all non-zero
theta functions of the 2°d order except the ones in the the Kummer quartic . The latter
correspond, however, to the (Seshadri equivalence classes of) semistable but not stable
bundles so that the map m extends to an isomorphism between N; and PH?(L%) showing
that Ny, is a smooth projective variety.

4 Cotangent bundle

Let us describe the cotangent space of N at point E. The covectors tangent to N at
FE may be identified with holomorphic 1,0-forms ¥ with values in the bundle of traceless
endomorphisms of E. We may assume that F is an extension of a line bundle [ of degree

1 realized as ! @[ with 9, = (‘271@4— B where B=(§ {). Then
U = (_“ ”) (4.1)
/A
where pp € A v e A(172), n € AT(12) and
d,n=0, ou=-nAb, d_,v=2uNb. (4.2)
It is easy to relate the above description of covectors tangent to ANy to the one of Sect.

2. Let U : "' @1 — ¥ x C? be a smooth isomorphism of rank 2 bundles with trivial

10



determinant. Then U 0, ,U~! = d + A for a certain sly-valued 0,1-form A and ® = YWY ~!
satisfies 0, ® = 0. The G orbit of (A, ®) is independent of the choice of U and the quadratic
Hitchin Hamiltonian takes value %tr (®)? on it. The latter expression is clearly equal to
3tr (¥)? = p? + nv which, as easily follows from relations ([.9), defines a holomorphic
quadratic differential. Hence

H(E, V) = p® +nv . (4.3)

We would like to express the latter using the theta function description of T*Ns =
T*PH(L2) where the covectors tangent to N, at C*0 are represented by linear forms ¢
on HY(LZ) s.t. (0, ¢) =0.

Let | =1,, € Cg, i.e. 8(u;) = 0 for the theta function corresponding to E. We shall
assume that [2 # K i.e. that 2u; ¢ Z?+ 7Z?. An infinitesimal variation 6 F of the bundle

E in N may be achieved by changing 0, = 5171@ + B with B = (8 8) to

= mou;(Im7) "' b+ db
1l +

? 0 —ﬂéul(ImT)_lw) = 0p+ 0B (44)

(all other variations of d,, may be obtained from ([£4) by infinitesimal gauge transforma-
tions). Clearly

(6E, ) — / trUASB = —2mbu;(Tmr)~" / WAG + / A Gb. (4.5)
> b >
Note that the line bundle ,,, with the d-operator changed to 5lu1— mour (Im7)~ 1w is equiv-

alent to l,, 154, = !’ and the equivalence is established by multiplication by the mul-
273 Sup (Im 7)1 f:() Imw

Hence 7! @ [ with the J-operator given

+ (5 ") where

tivalued function z — e

by Eq. (E4) is equivalent to !’ ! @ I' with the d-operator 51

/71691/

db(x) = b — 4miduy (ImT)_l(f Imw)b(z). The last bundle corresponds by the rela-
zo

tion (B.6) to the theta function

(0 +60)(u) = / K (@5 + 6ur, u) A (b(x) + 6'b(x)) .
>
Hence §F is represented by the variation
50(u) = — 2méul (Im7) -} / Lo(a:u, u) A b(z) + / K(ziut,u) ASb(z)  (4.6)
P P

of the theta function, where
x

LY(z;uy,u) = K(xjup,u) [(w* —o%) — %ImT“bauz;K(:E;ul,u) . (4.7)

Zo

Note that as functions of z, L(z;u1, u) are 1,0-forms with values in 12 (as are K (z; u1, u)).
They are not holomorphic:

0 L*(z;up,u) = K(x;up,u) ANo(z).
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2nd

As functions of u, L%(x;uq,u) are theta functions of the order.

We would like to find an explicit form of the Lax matrix ¥ representing the linear form
¢ on H O(L%) s.t. (0, ¢) = 0. We shall achieve this goal partially, finding the entries 1 and
p of the matrix ([.1]). The correspondence between ¥ and ¢ is determined by the equality

(0FE, W) = (40, ¢)

Since the left hand side is given by Eq. (f.5) and 66 by Eq. (f.6]), we obtain

—27rf5u1(1m7')_1/,u/\w+/7]/\6b
z z

= —2méuf (Im7),} /(Lb(m;ul, ), &) A b(z) + /(K(a;;ul, ), &) ANdb(z).  (4.8)
= >
Taking du; = 0 we infer that

is the lower left entry of the matrix ¥ corresponding to the linear form ¢.

It is easy to find the entry p of W representing the linear form ¢,, (recall that ¢,
computes the value of a theta function in HY(Lg) at point u). Since K (z;u,u1) =0, it
follows from Eq. ([.9) that n = 0 in this case. Eq. (.§) reduces then to

—27r5u1(1m7')_1/ Ao = 5u‘f/ Ous K (z3u1,u1) A b()
b)) b))

= —5u‘f/ Oue K (z5u1,u1) Ab(x) = —ouf 0,0(uq).
b))

This fixes p uniquely:

wo= ﬁ@aﬁ(ul) w® . (4.10)

Let us check that there exists v € A1%(1;?) such that the last equation of () holds. For
this it is necessary and sufficient that

//-i,u/\b =0 (4.11)
z

for a non-zero holomorphic section x of 12 = V(2u1)K (dimH°(12)) = 1 if 2uy ¢ Z* +
777%). But such a section may be represented by the function

x — 19(7w—2u1—A)

2o
so that, recalling the definition (B.7), we obtain

//-iw“/\b = /e“bﬁubK(x;ul,ul)/\b(x) = €® 90(uy) . (4.12)
b))

P

Hence the relation (f.11) follows for p given by Eq. (1(). The 1,0-form v satisfying the
last relation of ([J) is now unique since H(I;?K) = {0}.

12



We would like to find the entry p of ¥ corresponding to more general linear forms ¢ s.t.
(6, ¢) = 0. Recall that § with 6(u;) = 0 may be given by formula (B.6) with b € A% (1;2).
Note that any 2"d-order theta function 86 vanishing at u; and not in the Kummer quartic
K may be written as

00(u) = /K(:E;ul,u)/\éb(:n) (4.13)

with 0b € /\Ol(lu_12) since it corresponds to an extension of /,,,. The space of 66 vanishing
at up is 3-dimensional, as well as the space H l(l;f) of classes [0b] and the assumption that
66 ¢ K is obviously superfluous. Set for a linear form 1 on H°(L3),

(@) = (K(z;ur, -), ¥) . (4.14)

7y defines a holomorphic 1,0-form with values in lil. We have

(60, 9) = /WMb (4.15)

P

for 69 given by Eq. ({.13). By dimensional count, the map ¢ — 1y, is onto H°(I2 K) with
the 1-dimensional kernel spanned by ¢,,. Specifying Eq. (.1§) to 40 o 6, we obtain the
relation

(0,9) = /nwAb (4.16)

which determines the class [b] € H'(I;2) in terms of §. On the other hand, taking 1 = ¢
in Eq. (4.14), we infer that n = 0 if and only if ¢ is proportional to ¢,,, the case studied
before.

If ng # 0 then p depends on the choice of the representative b in the class [b] € H L1.2)
characterizing F as the extension of /,,. Under the transformation b — b+ dy where ¢ is
a section of 2,

NN, pepE N, vy — 20— oo,

The pairing of the theta functions L%(x;uy, -) of Eq. (.7) with the linear form ¢ gives two
1,0-forms with values in [2 :

X4 (x) = (L%z;-,w), ) st Ox* = A (4.17)

Specifying the equality ([£§) to the case with 6b = 0, we infer the relation

/;mw“ = /Xa/\b (4.18)
P P

which, together with the equation
Ou=-nAb (4.19)

determines p completely. In Appendix 2, we show that p fixed this way satisfies the relation
J. £ Ab=0 and hence defines a unique 1,0-form v with values in lp2 st Ov=2uNb.

13



5 Hitchin Hamiltonians

From the relation ([.J) and the explicit form of ¥ corresponding to ¢, (1 vanishing, u
given by Eq. (JEI0)), one obtains

H(O, a160,) = — 1o ai (0af(u1) w®)?. (5.1)

The right hand side is a quadratic differential. Eq. (5.1), whose projective version was
first obtained in [R], is consistent with the rescaling  — ¢ and ¢ — t~1¢ for t € C*. It
describes the value of the Hitchin map H on the special covectors, namely those represented
by the pairs (0, ¢) s.t. C*¢ is in the intersection K}, of the Kummer quartic £* with the
plane (6, ¢) = 0. The linear span of K3}, gives the whole cotangent space THNs. Indeed,
any theta function of the 2"d order ¢¢ which vanishes on C'z has to be proportional to
and defines a zero vector in TpN,s. K, is itself a quartic. Hence the restriction of the
quadratic polynomial H to six lines in K% in a general position determines H completely.

It is possible to find a more explicit description of the values of H away from K7}, and
this is the main aim of the rest of the present section. Suppose then that the entry 7 in
¥ does not vanish. Let x;, i = 1,...,4, be its four zeros. We shall assume that n cannot
be written as kw for k € H°(12,) and w € H(K). This is true for generic ¢. In this case,
n = azng,, for some as € C* and for uy satisfying

uy +ug = f1w+f2w—2A and  u; —ug = f3w+ f4w—2A, (5.2)

zo xo zo o
ur £ up ¢ Z+ 7. Indeed, Néu, (€) is a holomorphic section of lalK represented by the
multivalued function 9(fy, w —u1 —uy — A) ([, w — ur +uz — A) vanishing exactly at
x; and such a section is unique up to normalization. We infer that in the action on the

theta functions of Eq. (.13), the linear forms ¢ and ag ¢y, coincide. Since Eq. ([.13) gives
all theta functions vanishing at wuy, it follows that

(b = a ¢u1 + ag (buz (53)

for some a; € C. Let us stress that, to fix normalizations, u; and us shoulgl be viewed
as elements of C? with =; in relations (f.J) belonging to the covering space % of ¥. The
relation (6, ¢) = 0 implies that 6(ug) = 0.

Summarizing, we have shown that a generic pair (6, ¢) s.t. (6, ¢) = 0 may be obtained
by first choosing u; and wug s.t. 2uqy, 2us, uy + us € 7Z + 77 and then taking 6 from the
2-dimensional space of theta functions vanishing at u; and us and ¢ from the orthogonal
subspace. The zeros x; of 1) are determined from Egs. (5.2) (as the zeros of 9([3 w —uy £
ug — A)). For simplicity, we shall assume that they are distinct (this is true for generic ¢).
Then the differentials dn(z;) € (12, K*?),, do not vanish.

A quadratic differential p € H(K?) is determined by its values at four points x; which
form a divisor of I2 K # K?. Since dim H°(K?) = 3, there is one linear relation satisfied
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by all p(x;):

4

3" p(a) ki) On(ai) ™ = 0

1=1

for 0 # Kk € H O(Z?Ll). It expresses the fact that the sum of residues of the meromorphic
1,0-form prn~! has to vanish. For p = H(6,¢) = u? + nv,

plai) = p(x;)?

so that it is enough to know u(x;) in order to determine H (6, ¢). Note that although the
1,0-form p depends on the choice of the representative b of the class [b] € H L(13%) defined
by Eq. (1), the values u(x;) are invariant since under b — b+ d¢p the 1,0-form p changes
to u+ pn.

1

It remains to find p(x;). Consider the meromorphic function nyn~". Viewed as a

distribution, 5(n¢n_1) is supported at the poles of 77¢77_1 and
- 4
[ 1n ) = ~2mi 3 i) i) On(a) !
= i=1

for any (smooth) 1,0-form p. In particular, for p satisfying Eq. (.19) we obtain

4

S i) g () D) L = 5o / e Ab = 5= (8,0 (5.4)

1=1

Recall that 7, run through the three-dimensional space H(12 K). If ny(z;) = 0 for all ¢
then 7, has to be proportional to n = aany,,. Hence vectors (ny(x;)) form a 2-dimensional
subspace in @(I12 K),, and equations (B.4) determine vector (u(z;)) € @ Ky, up to a 2-
7 7
dimensional ambiguity spanned by (w®(x;)) (indeed, as the residues of the meromorphic
1,0-form nyn~'w®, the numbers w®(z;)ny(z;) On(z;) ™! sum to zero). It is clearly enough
to take for 1 in Eq. (5.4) any two linear forms independent of ¢,, and ¢,,. In the generic
situation, we may choose the forms 0,¢,, defined by

(0, Oatpuy ) = Oab(uq).

Denoting the corresponding 1,0-forms 7, by 1), we obtain 2 relations for p(x;):

4

> plai) il (wi) On(ai) ™ = 57 Oabun). (5.5)
i=1

Alternatively, we may choose for v the linear forms 9,¢,, corresponding to 1,0-forms 7/,
This gives the relations

4

S pulas) i () On(wi) ™ = 5 Bab(un) (5.6)
i=1
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7Y must be linearly dependent from 7/, and 7 (in the generic situation):
Wy = Dany + 1 (5.7)
leading via Egs. (b.5) and (5.6) to the relation

8[19(’&2) = DZ 81)9(’&1)

We need 2 more equations to determine y(z;). They may be obtained from Eqs. (£.13)
fixing the holomorphic contributions to u. Indeed, using the 2" equation in (), and
Eq. (:19) we infer that

/u/\@“ = /(/m‘l n A" =/ (un~ ") ox* = /x“/\é(un_l)
P >

— / X“AD — 2mz (i) X (1) On(ai) ™" (5.8)

so that Eq. (f.1§) implies that
4
> @) X" (ws) On(w:) " = 0. (5.9)

i=1

These are the two missing equations. To see this, repeat the calculation (B.§) for u replaced
by w’. This gives the relation

%ImT Zw (x3) x*(x3) On(x)~ L

Suppose now that dqx®(z;) +eny(x;) =0 fori=1,...,4. It follows that

0= Zw ;) (daX () + eng(z;)) On(z:) ™" = %ImT“bda

so that d, = 0. Hence the vectors (x*(x;)) span a 2-dimensional subspace of @ K, transver-

3
sal to the 2-dimensional subspace spanned by the vectors (7, (z;)) and the linear equations
(p-4) and (5.9) determine u(z;) completely.

It is enough to consider the case ¢ = ¢,,,. Indeed, the shift ¢ — ¢ + a1¢,, results in
the change

TR ,u—l—%alaaﬁ(ul)w“,

see Eq. (JEI0). Identifying 1,0-forms with multivalued functions by the relation (B.3) and
setting x, = 27T(Im7');blxb, w; = [iw — A, Gy = G2 = —Gz and G3 = Gy = —Gy
where

Gij = det(almw» almwj))’

16



we obtain

on(zy) = Gy Hwy — ws — wy), Xa(21) = =0, (we) Hwy — w3 — wy),
on(za) = Ga V(wy — w3 — wy), Xa(z2) = —0,9(w1) Hwe — ws — wy),
on(z3) = Gz Y wg — wy; — ws), Xa(x3) = =0, (wy) Hws —wy — wa),
on(zy) = Gy Y (wy —wy —wy), Xa(zg) = =09 (ws) Hwyg — w1 — wa),
ne(z1) = 0,9(w1) Hwa + w3 +wy), no(x1) = oV (we) I wy —ws —wy),
ne(z2) = 0,9(wa) Y(wy + w3 +wy), nh(x2) = IV (wy) F(wy — w3 —wy),
ne(z3) = 0,9(w3) Hwy +wa +wy), nh(x3) = —0,9(wy) I (wz —wy —wa),
ne(z4) = 0,9(wq) V(wy +we +w3), 7l (rs) = =00 (w3) I wg — w1 — wo)

Given these values, it is easy to find the explicit form of the matrix (D?) appearing in the
relation between the derivatives of 9,6 at u; and ug by specifying Eq. (5.7) to two of the
points z;. One form of these relations is

8219(’[03) 619(UQ) — 6119(’[03) 620('&2)

P wz—wi—w
= - SR (95 (wa) D10(ur) — Ov9(ws) nb(un))

8219(’[04) 619(UQ) — 6119(’[04) 620('&2)

Y(wg—wi—w
= —W (8279(11)3) 819(u1) - 8119(103) 829(u1))

Let us denote fi(x;) = pu(z;)/G;. Eqgs. (B.9) have the general solution
(1(x1), .- fi(wa)) = g1 (G34,0,Gaz, —Gaa) + g2 (0,G34,G13, —G14)
and Egs. (.6) fix the values of g; and gy to
_ %0(w1) 010(uz) — 019 (wr) 020(uz)

9= 471 G12 G
_ 6219(102) 619(UQ) — 8119(102) 829(’&2)
92 473 G12 G34 '

This leads to the following simple result:
p(i) = £ = (929(w;) 10(us) — 019(w;) Dab(uz)) (5.10)
or, in a more abstract notation from the introduction,
) = £ 1 df(l,)
with the plus sign for ¢ = 1,2 and the minus one for i = 3, 4.

Since the Hitchin Hamiltonian is quadratic in ¢ and its values on ¢,,, and ¢,, are given
by Eq. (b.1)), it follows that

IH(G, ai ¢u1 + ag ¢u2)
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= a2H(O, bu,) + aEH(O, bu,) + 2a1a2 (c1 (wW')? + cow'w? + c3(w?)?).
The mixed term may be found from the linear equations
= (020 (w;) 910(wr) — 819 (w;) Dob(wr)) Filw;) G

= 1 ¥ (w;) R (w;) — co ¥ (w;) 019 (w;) + c3019(w;) 019 (wy) .

Their explicit solution leads to the expression

H(O, a1 Py, + a2du,) = —16% (a1 0,0(u1) W + ag 00 (uz)w®)?
+ % (8279(11)3) ale(ul) - 8119(103) 829(u1)) (5.11)

- (a0 (w3) 10(uz) — 0109(ws) Dab(uz)) De®(wy) Ayl (wa) W,

The second term on the right hand side hand side is a quadratic differential that vanishes
at 1 and xo and is equal to G- 9,0(uq) OB (ug) ww® at x3 and x4 so that

H(O, ) (z;) = —# (a1 0,0(ur) w(x;) £ ag 8a9(u2)w“(mi))2 (5.12)

where sign plus should be taken for z; and xo and sign minus for x3 and x4. This is the
result ([.7) described in Introduction.

6 Self-duality

We would like to compare the values of the Hitchin Hamiltonians on the dual pairs (6, ¢)
and (0', ¢') where 0’ = 1(¢) and ¢' = .71 (0) with ¢ defined by Eq. (B-J). Recall that, given
uy s.t. O(u1) = 0, we associated to the linear form ¢ a 1,0-form 7 by Eq. ([.9). Viewed as
a holomorphic section of lilK ,

n(x) = (ﬁ(}cw—ul—'—A) ﬁ(}cw—ul—i—-—A), o).

o o

Let us denote

u;::jiw—ul—A. (6.1)

o
The vanishing of n(x;) implies then that the linear form ¢ annihilates the theta functions
w9 —u) 9(ug + u) = o(dy) () (6.2)

and also, if we rewrite n(z;) as t(¢)(u}), that 6'(u}) = 0. Since ¢ = a1y, + a2du,

and ¢,, annihilates the theta functions (b3) as well, it follows that they belong to II.
Hence C*i(¢,) are the 4 points of intersection of the line PIT with the Kummer quartic
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K. Equivalently, (C*(;Su; are the points of intersection of PII’ L with £*. In the generic

situation, any pair of theta functions ¢, spans I'" and since ¢ € II'", we may write

gb/ = all ¢v1 + a/2 @bvg (6'3)

or, equivalently,

0 = all Yo, ) + a,2 Uw, ) - (6.4)

The involution [ + [~'K of the Jacobian J! lifts to C? to the flip of sign of u. By
restriction to the bundles O(z), it induces the involution x +— 2’ of ¥ which leaves 6
Weierstrass points invariant. The latter involution lifts to an involution (without fixed
points) of the covering space 3 determined by the equation

Jwo—A=—Tw+A. (6.5)
To

o

Definitions (p.1]) together with Eqgs. (5.2) give the relations
/ / I *2 , , z3 x4
up—Uy = fw— [w and wujFuy=—[w— [w+2A
x0 x0o Zo o
holding in C2, with z; € 5. They may be rewritten as

/ ’

xy T2 a4 Ty
up—ub=[w+ [w—2A and uj+uh= [w+ [w-—2A, (6.6)
zo xo zo o

which, upon the flip of the sign of u) leaving <;5u/2 unchanged, provides the dual version

of relations corresponding to points zq,z), 4,2, € X. Applying the previous resu
f relati ding to point hyah, ) € 3. Applying th It
(b-13) and using the possibility to exchange a point with its image under the involution of
Y in the argument of a quadratic differential, we infer that

H', &) (@) = — gz (040 (uh) ™ (w3) F az a (uh) w(2:))* (6.7)

The sign minus should be taken for x1 and x2 and sign plus for 3 and z4. The exchange
of signs in comparison with Eq. (5.12) is due to the flip ub — —ub.

In order to compare expressions (b.13) and (f.7) we shall calculate the coefficients a; 2
and a} 5 of the linear combinations (b.3) and (6.3). Note that the definition 8’ = (o)
implies that

9/(7w—u1—A) = a9 ﬁ(fw—ul—ug—A)ﬂ(}cw—ul—l—uQ—A).

x0 o zo
Taking the derivative over x at x1, we obtain
00’ (W) w(z1) = —ag H(wy — w3 — wy) 09 (we) w(x1)
where we employed Eqgs. (6.9) and the abbreviated notations w; = [ —A. Hence

_ 00’ (uf) w(z1)
H w1 —wz—wa) OaP(w2) w(z1) *

ag =
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Similarly,
X X X
O(fw—us—A) = a1 ([ w—u —us — A)I([ w+uy —ug—A).
xo xo o
Taking the derivative at = 21 and noting that w; — ug = —uf, we infer that

— 9a b’ (uy) w (1)
M= Jlwitwstws) Gad(wz) o (1) (6.9)

To calculate aj 5, we note that Eq. (b.4) implies that
O(fw—v1—A) = a)y V([ w—u]—uh—A)I([w—u]+u)—A).
zo xo o
Upon derivation at x = x1 and with the use of relations (f.6) and (6.5), this gives

I Oaf(u1) w?(x1)
2 T T lwitwstws) 9ad(ws) W (a1) | (6.10)

Finally, since
x x ’ , xr ’
O(fw+va—A) = a) I [ w—u)+uy—A)I([w+u] +uy—A).
To o) o
and wy + ub = uz we infer that

J = Bab(uz) wa(z1) ' (6.11)

B ﬁ(wl —U)S—U)4) aaﬂ(U)Q) Wa(ml)

Substitution of expressions ([.9),(F-§),(p.1]) and (6.10) shows equality of the right hand
sides of Eqs. (5.12)) and (B.q) for x; = x1. Since there is a full symmetry between points z;

(hidden in our arbitrary choices of the order and the signs of u;’s and u; ’s), the self-duality
H(D,9) = H(Y,¢) (6.12)

follows.

7 van Geemen-Previato’s result and beyond

The genus 2 curves are hyperelliptic. The map H°(K) > w ~— w(z) defines an element
of PHY(K)* and varying = € ¥ one obtains a realization of ¥ as a ramified double cover
PHO(K)* = P!. One may use the 1,0-forms w® € H°(K) to define the homogeneous
coordinates on PH?(K)*. Then
w2 (z) NnI(fZ, w—A)

Mo) = T = T o) (7.1)
becomes the inhomogeneous coordinate of the image in P! of the point 2 € X. If 2’ is the
image of x under the involution O(z) — O(—z)K = O(2/), i.e. if

fw+7w—2A € L+L then Azx) = A2').

o o
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Hence the involution x — 2’ permutes the sheets of the covering ¥ +— P! ramified over
the 6 Weierstrass points x5, s = 1,...,6, fixed by the involution. O(xy) is an odd spin
structure. i.e.

?Sw— A = E, mod(Z? +17?)
Zo

and

019(Es)
T 8y9(Es)

As = Azg) = (7.2)
where Es = 4(es + 7€)) with e, €, = (1,0), (0,1) or (1,1) such that e, - €} is odd. The
possibilities are:

e1=(1,0), ¢y =(L,0); e2=(11), e =(L,0); e3=1(0,1), e5=(0,1);
(7.3)
es = (1,1), ¢y = (0,1); e5=1(0,1), e5 = (1,1); es=(1,0), eg = (1,1).

and we shall number the Weierstrass points (in a marking-dependent way) in agreement
with this list. ¥ may be identified with the hyperelliptic curve given by the equation

6

¢ = [ =) (7.4)

s=1
with the involution mapping (), ¢) to (A, —¢). The expressions

dA AdA
wr=C—= and w*=0—"=, (7.5)
¢ ¢
where C' is a constant, give the basis of holomorphic 1,0-forms of 3 (the right hand sides

vanish exactly where the left hand sides do).

Let us recall the main result of [R1]] based on the analysis of the formula (f.1) for the
Hitchin Hamiltonians on the Kummer quartic JC*. It will be convenient to identify the
pairs (0, ¢) s.t. (8,¢) = 0 with pairs (g,p) € C* x C* s.t. ¢-p = 0 by the relations

0 = q100,0) + 9202100 + 9302,0,1) + q102,1,1)>
¢ = p 92*7(070) + p2 92*,(1,0) + D3 92*,(0,1) + D4 92*7(171)-

The symplectic form of T*P3 is the standard dp A dg and the isomorphism ¢ interchanges p
and ¢q. By examining the values of the quadratic differentials given by H at the Weierstrass
points x5, van Geemen and Previato showed that

Z4q) = {plqg-p=0, H(g,p)(zs) =0}

is a union of a pair of bitangents to C*. Then classical results giving the equations for
bitangents to the Kummer surface permitted the authors of [21]] to write an almost explicit
formula for H(xs) in the form

rst(q, p)
H(g,p)(ws) = hs ; At_ » (7.6)
t#s
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where rg = 745 are homogeneous polynomials,

r12(q,p) = (qup1 + q2p2 — q@3p3 — Q4p4)27
r3(a,p) = (q1ps — @23 — q3p2 + qap1)?,
r14(q,p) = —(qpa + q2p3 — q3p2 — Q4p1)27
r15(¢,p) = —(q1p3 — qopa — Gsp1 + qup2)?
r16(¢,p) = (q1p3 + q2pa + q3p1 + Q4p2)2 )
r23(¢,p) = —(q1p4 — qop3 + asp2 — qup1)?
r24(q,p) = (qupa + q2p3 + q3p2 + Q4p1)2 )
ro5(¢,p) =  (q1p3 — @2pa + q3p1 — qap2)?, (7.7)
r26(¢,p) = —(q1p3 + q2p4 — q3p1 — Q4p2)2 )
r34(q,p) = (qp1 — q2p2 + q3p3 — Q4p4)27
r3s(q,p) = (qip2 + qep1 + q3pa + q1p3)?,
r36(¢,p) = —(qip2 — q2p1 — q3pa + Q4p3)27
ras(q,p) = —(q1p2 — q2p1 + 3P4 — qup3)?,
r46(¢,p) = (qup2 + @21 — @3p4 — Q4p3)2 .
r56(¢,p) = (q1p1 — @2p2 — q3p3 + qapa)®

and hg € K%S could still depend on ¢. In the original language of pairs (0, ¢), and of the
(Z)2Z)*-action (B-13) on H(LZ) one has

Tst(9,¢) = <Ues,e’SUet,e;97 ¢> <Uet,e;Ues,e’80y ¢>

with e, €/, from the list (F.3). The polynomials ry are self-dual:

Tst(Qap) = Tst(pa Q) (78)

and the self-duality of H proven in the present paper forces coefficients hy in Eq. (F.6) to
be g-independent filling partially the gap left in [RI. An easy but important identity is

> rsile,p) = (¢-p)* = 0 (7.9)
t#s

for any fixed s. It implies that the Hamiltonians ([f.6) are preserved up to normalization
by the isomorphisms of the hyperelliptic surfaces induced by the fractional action A —

N = ‘cl/)\‘j:g of SL(2,C) on PL.

We would still like to fix the values of the constants hs in Egs. (f.§). We claim that
they are such that the Hitchin map is given by Eq. (L), i.e. that

Hig.p) = -2 D, (A_T;‘;()q(kp)_ " (dN)2. (7.10)

s,t=1,...,6,
s#t

First note that the above formula is consistent with the SL(2, C) transformations. Indeed,
relations ([(.9) imply that

Tst ne T'st 2
2o P = 2 e @
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for N = Zijr'g Taking, in particular, N = A~! one verifies that the quadratic differentials

(F10) are regular at infinity. They are also regular at the branching points since \/%

is a local holomorphic differential around z,. Hence the r.h.s. of Eq. ([.10) is indee;l a
(holomorphic) quadratic differential. Thus Eq. ([.10) is equivalent to relations ([(.§) with

hs = %LS, modulo an overall normalization. To prove Eq. ([.10) we shall verify it at

a point of the phase space for which H(q,p)(zs) # 0 for s # 1. This will fix hg for s # 1
and hence all of them (two quadratic differentials equal at points x5 with s # 1 have to
coincide).

Consider a pair (0, ¢y, ) lying in the product K x £* of the Kummer quartics with

O(u) = ez e e F2mic u Hug + By —u) Hug + E1 +u)
=D (Uey ¢, 02.6) (1) O2,(u) (7.11)

for ey = €} = (1,0). Note that (6, ¢,,) = 0. Eq. (b.1]) together with the relations ([.§) and
the equation

aae(ul) _ _e%ﬂ'iell'Tell—l—27Tie,1vU1 aaﬁ(El) 19(21L1—|—E1)

results in the identity

2 (d\)?

H(B.bu,) = o ™ AT (2(B))? 0201 + By ) (A - A)? D

T 1672

(7.12)

where C' is the constant appearing in Eq. ([.§). Note that H(6,¢,,) # 0 as long as
Y(2u; + E1) # 0. It follows that #H(0, ¢y, ) is a quadratic differential proportional to
(A —X1)? (dg‘f which has the 4" order zero at ;. The latter property characterizes it
uniquely up to normalization.

It is not difficult to check that Eq. (7.10) gives a quadratic differential with the same
property. Indeed, in the language of ¢’s and p’s, the linear form ¢,, corresponds to a
vector p € C* and 0 to q = (p2, —p1,p4, —p3). A straightforward verification shows that
r1¢(q,p) = 0 for all ¢ # 1. This implies that the quadratic differential given by Eq. (.10)
vanishes to the second order at x1. The condition that it vanishes to the fourth order is

> ral(p2—p1.pa,—p3),p) [ (A —A) = 0.

;f;»l v#1,s,t
A direct calculation shows that this is exactly the equation (A3.9) of the Kummer quartic
with the coefficients (JA3.4)) so that it holds for p corresponding to ¢,,. This establishes
proportionality between the Hitchin map and the right hand side of Eq. () with a
coefficient that may be still curve-dependent.

Fixing the overall normalization of the Hitchin map is more involved. We shall calculate
the value of the quadratic differential on the right hand side of Eq. (7.19) at A = Ay and
compare it to the value given by Eq. (.10). Since this is somewhat technical, we defer the
argument to Appendix 4.
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The system with Hamiltonians (.6) bears some similarity to the classic Neumann
systemsf], also anchored in modular geometry [[7|[B]. The Hamiltonians of a Neumann
system have the form

>
H, = s (7.13)
1<t#£s<n As = At

where Jg; = qsp; — q1ps are the functions on T*C" generating the infinitesimal action of
the complex group SO,,:

{Jsty I} = —Jsp for s,t,v different,
(7.14)
{Jsty Jow} = 0 for s,t,v,w different.

The fact that the Hamiltonians (7.6) (with constant hs) Poisson commute reduces, as is
well known, to the identities

{rst +rsv, Tt} = 0 and cyclic permutations thereof ,
(7.15)
{rst, Tow} = 0 for {s,t} N{v,w} =0.

If we set ry = J2 for the Neumann system, then Egs. (f.1§) follow from the relations
(14). It appears that the same algebra stands behind the factﬂ that rg given by Eq.
(F7) verify (F.15). The phase space T*Nys = {(q,p)|q-p = 0}/C*, where C* acts by
(q,p) + (tq, t~'p), may be identified with the coadjoint orbit of the group SL, composed of
the traceless complex 4x4 matrices |p)(q| of rank 1. Using the isomorphism of the complex
Lie algebras sly = sog, we obtain the functions Jg = —Jys on this S L4-orbit which generate
the action of sog and have the Poisson brackets given by ([.14)). A straightforward check
shows that, for ry of Eq. ([.7),

re = —4J2 (7.16)
so that Eq. (f.15) follows from the sog-algebra ([7.14).

Upon the introduction of the rational functions %, Egs. (F.18) take the form

Tst Tsv Tst Tty Tsv Ttv _
{)\5—)\,5 ’ )\S—)\v} + {)\s—)\t ’ )\t—)\v} + {)\S—)\v ’ )\t—)\v} - O’
(7.17)

{)\:it)\t ’ )\:i“;\w} =0 for {Sat} N {an} = @

The first of these identities is, essentially, the classical Yang-Baxter equation. Note, how-
ever, that r4, unlike in the Gaudin and Neumann systems, is not an element of a product
of two copies of a Poisson algebra of functions: there is no sign of an explicit product
structure, or of a reduction thereof, in our phase space. The important question is whether
7 come from a rational solution of the CYBE. The conformal field theory work [[L4] R3]
suggests that the answer may be positive, at least in some sense.

4we thank M. Olshanetsky for attracting our attention to this fact
Sthis is the classical version of the observation of [@]
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The knowledge of the explicit form of the quadratic differentials H(q, p) allows to write
the explicit equations for the genus 5 spectral curve of the SLs Hitchin system at genus 2,
see Eq. (B)). They take the form

6

¢ =TJI0-x), € = ralap) J] A—X). (7.18)

s=1 s#t v#ESt

The involution of the spectral curve flips the sign of £&. To extract explicit formulae for the
angle variables describing the point on the Prym variety of the spectral curve, we would
need, however, a more explicit knowledge of the entire Lax matrix W.

8 Conclusions

The main result of the present paper is the proof of self-duality of the Hitchin Hamiltonians
on the cotangent bundle to the moduli space of the holomorphic SLs bundles on a genus 2
complex curve. The result was based on an expression for the Hitchin Hamiltonians off the
Kummer quartic on which the values of the Hamiltonians were determined in [21]. Using
the self-duality, we were able to complete the analysis of [BI] and to obtain the explicit
formula ([L.) for the Hitchin map ([[.9) giving the action variables of the integrable system.
The explicit formula for the angle variables remains still to be found. An interesting open
problem is an extension of the present work to the case with insertion points.

Another important problem related to Hitchin’s construction is the quantization of
the corresponding integrable systems. For the SLo case such a quantization is essentially
provided by the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov-Bernard-Hitchin connection [[[5][H][B] which de-
scribes the variation of conformal blocks of the SUs WZW conformal field theory under the
change of the complex structure of the curve. The (partition function) conformal blocks
are holomorphic sections of the k™-power of the determinant line bundle over the moduli
space Ny, (k is the level of the WZW theory). In our case, they are simply k*'-order
homogeneous polynomials on H O(Lg). It is easy to quantize the Hitchin Hamiltonians

Tst
H; = .
tgg )\s - )\t

If one keeps the original formulae (7.7) for 74 in which p; stands now for %8%., the relations
(F13) or (7.17) still hold after the replacement of the Poisson brackets by the commutators.
One obtains this way the commuting operators Hs mapping the space of homogeneous,
degree k polynomials in variables ¢ into itself. Note, however, that now

Z st = —k(k+4)
t#s

for each fixed s so that the quantization changes the conformal properties of the Hamilto-
nians. A direct construction of the projective version of the KZBH connection for group
SU, and genus 2 has been recently given in ref. [23] by following Hitchin’s approach [[2.
It is consistent with the above ad hoc quantization of the classical Hitchin Hamiltonians.
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The integral formulae for the conformal blocks [, Bd, §] or, equivalently, the integral
formulae for the scalar product of the conformal blocks [f]] have been used at genus 0
and 1 to extract the Bethe Ansatz eigen-vectors and eigen-values of the quantized version
of the quadratic Hitchin Hamiltonians. The Bethe-Ansatz type diagonalization of the
quantization of the genus 2 Hitchin Hamiltonians is among the issues that will have to be
examined.

Finally, as we stressed in the text, the relations between the conformal WZW field
theory on a genus 2 surface and an orbifold theory in genus 0 requires further study.

Appendix 1

Let us check that 6 given by Eq. (B.§) vanishes if and only if

Ho(lu@)E) = {(81,82) | So € Ho(lulul), 5F1l 81+82b:0} 75 0.
u ‘Ul

For u—uy € Z*+77Z* the 15 theta function on the r.h.s. of Eq. (B-7) vanishes but I, = l,,,
and l,, € Cg. Assume now that u —uy ¢ Z? + 7Z%. Then dim H°(I;'l,,K) = 1 with
a non-zero x € H°(I;'l,, K). The necessary and sufficient condition for the solvability of
the equation 51 151+ s9b =0 for a given sy € HO(l,l,,) is

Uul

/ xs2b=0. (A1.1)
b))

If wu+wu € Z?+ 7Z% then l,l,, = K and dim H°(l,l,,) = 2 so that there always is
a non-zero solution but also #(u) = 0 in this case due to the vanishing of the 2°¢ theta
function on the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.7). Finally, if u4u; ¢ Z2 + 7Z? then sy € H%(l,l,,) has
to be proportional to the element defined by (B-§) and the condition (AI.]) coincides with
the equation 6(u) = 0.

Appendix 2

Let us show that the 1,0-form p satisfying relations ({.18) and ({.19) automatically
fulfills the condition

//-i,u/\bzo. (A2.1)
P

Among the infinitesimal gauge field variations 6 B given by Eq. (f.4) there are ones which
are equivalent to infinitesimal gauge transformations:

6B = O\ + [B,A].
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Explicitly, for A = (77 7) with ¢ a function, ¢ a section of [; and « a section of I2 ,

this requires that
ok =0, 7our (Im7) '@ = —0o + kb, §b = Op + 20b. (A2.2)

Such variations may only change the normalization of the theta function #. Integrating
the second of the above relations against forms w® and using Eq. (.19) we find that

Sul = — 1 €9,0(uy) (A2.3)

27 €

for the proper normalization of k. For such du; the first term on the right hand side of Eq.
(E.68) gives a theta function vanishing at « = u; and may be compensated by the second
term. The 3" equation of (B2:3) gives the compensating db € A°!(I;2). Pairing Eq. ()
with the above du; and §b with the linear form ¢, we obtain the identity

§eabab9(u1)(1mf);cl/ XCAb + 2/ oAb = 0. (A2.4)

P P

On the other hand,

//{,u/\b = /,u/\éo’ - %e“bﬁbﬁ(ul)(lm);/u/\wc
b)) P P

= —/ onAb— %e“babﬁ(ul) (Im);cl/ X‘Ab = 0

3 3

where we have subsequently used the 24 equation in (A2.3) with du; given by Eq. (A2.3),
the relation Oy = —n A b and Eq. (1) fixing p and, finally, the identity (A2.9).

Appendix 3

It is not difficult to see that there exist a non-zero element P € S*HY(L%), a homoge-
neous polynomial of degree 4 on H° (L%)*, s.t.

P(¢u’) =0

for all v/ € C?. Indeed, dim S*H°(L%) = (?7)) = 35 but the map u' — P(¢,) defines
an even theta function of order 8 and dim HY,,(L%) = 34. P is a quartic expression in
02.¢(u') which vanishes for all «. It has to be preserved by the (Z/27Z)*-action (B.19) and
hence it must be of the form

P = c1(0500) + 20,0+ O201) T O211)
+ 205 00) 9310) + 03 01) 02 (1,1)

+ e3(030.0) 03,01 + 05.1.0) 5.0.1))
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+ 1 (030,0) 02(1,1) T 05.(1,0) 92 0,1))

+ ¢562,(0,0) 02,(1,0) 02,(0,1) O2,(1,1) -

It is not difficult to calculate the values of coefficients ¢;. Denoting o = 65 (9,0y(0), 8 =
02,(1,0)(0), ¥ = 032,(0,1)(0) and 6 = 04 (1 1)(0), one has

a = (a?B?—120%)(a®y? - §20%)(a?6% — 97,
cy = —(a4—|—ﬁ4—74—54)(0z272—5252)(0z252—5272),
(A3.1)
c3 = —(a4—ﬁ4—|—74—54)(0z252—7252)(0z252—5272),
cq = —(Oé4—ﬁ4—’74+54)(0é2ﬁ2—’7252)(0[2’72—5252),
cs = 2apys[(at — B+ =01 — 4(a®H? - g25%)Y.

If we use the basis dual to (fa) to identify ¢ € H°(L2)* with a vector p = (p1,pa, p3,p4a) €
C*, the equation of the Kummer quartic * becomes

c1 (pT +p3 +ps +pi) + c2(pip3 + P3pl) + c3 (Vips + P3pI)
(A3.2)
+es (pipi + P3p3) + cspipapsps = O.

Similarly, identifying § € HY(Lg) with ¢ = (¢1, g2, ¢3,q4) € C* with the help of the basis
(f2,c), the same equation with p replaced by ¢ defines the Kummer quartic K, compare

3, page 81.

We shall also need another well known presentation of the above equation using the
inhomogeneous coordinates of the Weierstrass points As given by Eq. ([.9). It is usually
obtained by beautiful geometric considerations about quadratic line complexes, see [[[(]. It
may be also obtained analytically by observing that the multivalued functions

T — 0276(70.) —A)
xo

transform like bilinears in 0,9(/;, w — A), i.e. that they represent quadratic differentials.
It follows that

> fae(Ey) b (Jo=2) = 0B+ [ ) 0(E~ [wtd)
D, (amua;) o0(fw-2) - o(EDo(fu-a)) (A3
(oD 00(] - 8) - o0 D10 - )
where Es = }(es + 7€) is an odd characteristics from the list ([.3) and E., E” are the

two other ones s.t. Fs+ E' = E” mod(Z? + 7Z?%). The odd characteristics Es, E., E” are
either a permutation of Fi, F4, F5 or a permutation of Fsy, F3, Eg. The relations (JA3.3)
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hold since both sides represent a quadratic differential with double zeros at the Weierstrass
points corresponding to E. and E”. One may obtain expressions for the coefficients Ds by
the de I'Hospital rule applied twice at those points. Specifying then [; w— A to E, or to 3
remaining odd characteristics one obtains relations for quadratic combinations of 5 .(0) of
the form +a? 4 32 +~2 462 with 2 plus and 2 minus signs as well as for af £+, ay=+ 36
and ad + Bvy. These relations may be used to compute the ratios of the coefficients ¢;
(A3.1]) which become functions of As only. One obtains this way an alternative expression
for the coefficients c¢;

cr = (A1 = A2)(A3 — Ag)(As — Xe)
ca = 2(A1 — A2)((Az — A5) (A1 — A6) + (A3 — A6) (A1 — As5)),
c3 = —2()\3 — )\4)(()\1 — )\5)()\2 — )\6) + ()\1 — )\6)()\2 — )\5)), (A34)

Cqp = 2()\5 — )\6)(()\1 — )\3)()\2 - )\4) + ()\1 - )\4)()\2 — )\3)),

Cy = —2()\1 )\3)(()\4 — )\5)()\2 - )\6) + ()\4 - )\6)()\2 — )\5))
—2(A1 = A1) (A3 = A5) (A2 — Ag) + (A3 — Xg) (A2 — As5))
—2(A1 = A5)((A2 = A1) (A3 — A6) + (A2 — A3) (A1 — Ag))
—2(A1 = A6)((A2 = A1) (A3 — As) + (A2 = A3) (A1 — As)).

equivalent to the previous one up to normalization. Note that the SL(2,C) transformations

As Zijjr'g preserve the form the quartic equation. The virtue of the analytic approach

is that it also provides useful expressions for the non-homogeneous ratios like e.g.

af+vy6 e 2 (L0)7(1,0) (A2 = A5) (A2 — Ag) (A3 — )‘4) (A3.5)
012’72 — 5252 N 2 02 (6219(E1))2 /\1 /\2 '

C? is given by the equations

(019)3 85’19 —3(619)2 029 818519 +3019 (829)2 8%8219 — (020)3 8?’19

2 1
=3 (8209)%

H (As = Ar)

Es t#s

holding for any fixed s. It is not difficult to see by differentiating twice Eq. ([-]) at z = x4
that C' is the same constant that appears in Eq. ([.5). The expression ([A3.5) is used below
to fix the normalization of the Hitchin map.

Appendix 4

We shall show here that the overall normalization of the Hitchin map is as in Eq. (F.10).
Since

A -l
emel 7’61-‘1-47'(261 ul 19(211,1 —|—E1)2
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= —eme/lvq—ell 19(2U1 + El) 19(2’&1 — El) = —emell'Tell 292,6(E1) 02,6(2u1)
e

_ _e%m'(l,o)-r(l,o) Z(_l)(1,0)~e 927%(170)(0) 9276(%1)7

e

the coefficient of (dg‘z)z on the right hand side of Eq. ([.19) takes at A = Ay the value

% ez (1LO)7(10) (029(E1))* (A1 = A2)* (Ba,0,0)(2u1) — by (10)(2u1)
+0605,0,1)(2u1) — v02,1,1y(2u1))  (A4.1)

in the notations of Appendix 3. This coefficient should coincide with the one obtained
from the right hand side of Eq. (7.10) which is equal to

1
= tan? Z r2t(q, p) H (A2 = Ap) (A4.2)
t#£2 v#E 2t
calculated at (g,p) corresponding to (6, ¢,,) with 6 given by Eq. ([.11)). The respective
values of ry; are:

it = 07

ro3 = 2(—ay* 0y 0,0)(2u1) — B 05, (1,0)(2u1) — Y0 ba (91)(2u1)
—68%05,(1,1)(2u1) — BY602,0,0)(2u1) — ay8 0o 10y (2uq)
—afB0 0y 0,1y(2u1) — By 1,1)(2u1)),

rog = 2(ay* 00,0 (2u1) + B0% 05 (1,0)(2u1) + va® b5 (0.1)(2u1)
+683%0a,1,1)(2u1) — BY6 09 0,0)(2u1) — ayd 0y (1 0)(2u1)
— aﬂé 927(071) (2'LL1) - 05,8’}’ 927(171) (2U1)) s (A43)

ros = 2(ad” Oy, (0,0y(2u1) + BV 2, (10)(2u1) + VB 02, (0.1)(2u1)
+60% 05,11y (2u1) + By 02,0,0)(2u1) + 6 0a (1,0)(2u1)
+aBé 0y 0,1y(2ur) + afyly11)(2u1)),

o = 2(—ab® 0 0.0y (2u1) — BY*0a,(1,0)(2u1) — 8% 0a,(0,1)(2u1)
— 6020 (1.1)(2u1) + B8 02,00y (2u1) + 66 (1.0)(2u1)
+aB60y 0,1)(2ur) + By by 1,1y(2u1)).

Multiplying the coefficients at subsequent 65 .(2u;) in expression (A4.1]) by «, —3, v and
—d, respectively, and summing them up we obtain

O e3mLOTA (99(E1))? (A1 — A2)? (@ + 7).

82

A similar operation on expression ([A4.9) gives
- # ()\1 - )\2)()\2 - )\5)()\2 - )\6)()\3 - )\4) (azfyz - 52(52) .

The equality of the two expressions follows from Eq. ([A3.§). This verifies the correctness
of the overall normalization of the Hitchin map in Eq. ([.10).
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