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GEOMETRY OF THE SPACE OF SECTIONS OF TWISTOR SPACES WITH CIRCLE

ACTION

FLORIAN BECK, INDRANIL BISWAS, SEBASTIAN HELLER, AND MARKUS ROSER

ABSTRACT. We study the holomorphic symplectic geometry of (the smooth locus of) the space of holomor-
phic sections of a twistor space with rotating circle action. The twistor space has a meromorphic connection
constructed by Hitchin. We give an interpretation of Hitchin’s meromorphic connection in the context of the
Atiyah—Ward transform of the corresponding hyperholomorphic line bundle. It is shown that the residue of
the meromorphic connection serves as a moment map for the induced circle action, and its critical points
are studied. Particular emphasis is given to the example of Deligne-Hitchin moduli spaces.
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INTRODUCTION

For a compact Riemann surface ¥ of genus at least two, and a complex semisimple Lie group G, the
moduli space of G-Higgs bundles on ¥ has a hyperkéahler structure [26]. The corresponding twistor space
Mpu (3, G) is known as the Deligne-Hitchin moduli spaces [44]. These spaces Mpu(2, G) have been the
topic of many papers in recent years; see for example [10] [32] 33] 15l [16] and [5] @ 4 24, 25] and references
therein.

In [6] the last three authors initiated a detailed investigation of the space S of holomorphic sections of
the natural projection Mpg(X,G) — CPL. Our aim here is to go deeper into the study of S. There are
two distinct sources of motivation for doing this: One is the integrable systems approach to the theory of
harmonic maps from Riemann surfaces into symmetric spaces, the other being the hyperkahler geometry.

We start by explaining the latter source. Let K be a compact real form of a complex semisimple Lie
group G with Lie algebra g. Hitchin’s self-duality equations on ¥ are given by

FY4[ @AD" ]| =0=20 (0.1)

[26]. Here V is a K-connection and ® € Q0(X, g), which is called a Higgs field, while ® —— &* is given
by the negative of the Cartan involution on g associated with the real form K C G. Each solution of (0.1])
gives rise to a family of flat G-connections parametrized by C*

VA = V42110 + 2™

that satisfies a reality condition which is determined by the symmetric pair (G, K). The nonabelian Hodge
correspondence [46] 26, 12} [T1] allows us to invert this process, meaning any (reductive) flat G-connection
occurs in a suitable C*-family of flat G-connections given by a solution of the self-duality equations in (0.1]).

Recall from [44] that the Deligne-Hitchin moduli space Mppu (X, G) is obtained by gluing the Hodge
moduli spaces Moq(X,G) and Myoa(X, G) of A-connections via the Riemann Hilbert correspondence,
where ¥ is the conjugate of ¥ (see § [l for details). It enters the picture via the interpretation of the C*-
family of flat G-connections associated with a solution of (0.1 as a family of A-connections, which extends
to all of CP'. From this point of view, we may think of the above C*-family as a holomorphic section of the
fibration Mpy (X, G) — CP! satisfying an appropriate reality condition. This observation fits naturally
into the twistor theory of hyperkéhler manifolds, as we shall explain next.

The moduli space Mgp(X, G) of solutions of (O] is a (typically singular) hyperkéahler manifold which
comes equipped with a certain rotating circle action given by (V, ®) — (V, e??®), § € R. Here rotating
means that the circle action is isometric, it preserves one of the three Kéahler forms while rotating the
other two (see § 1] and § Bl for details). The Deligne-Hitchin moduli space Mpg(2,G) is the twistor
space associated with Mgp(X,G). The C*-family of flat connections associated with a solution to the
self-duality equations can then be interpreted as the twistor line corresponding to the point in Mgsp(X%, G)
represented by (V, ®). In this way, we can view Mgp (2, @) in a natural way as a subset of the space
S of holomorphic sections of the twistor family Mpg(3,G) — CP!. In fact, S may be interpreted as
a natural complexification of the real analytic hyperk&hler manifold Mgp (2, G). More generally, if Z is
the twistor space of a hyperkahler manifold M, the twistor construction of hyperkéahler metrics produces a
hyperkéhler metric on the space M’ of all real holomorphic sections (with appropriate normal bundle) of
the fibration Z — CP!. From this point of view, it is a natural question whether M = M’ [44]. In the
context of the self-duality equations, this question translates into whether every real holomorphic section of
Mpu(E,G) — CP! is actually obtained from a solution to the self-duality equations. In [6] an answer to
this question was given in the case G = SL(2,C) by showing that in general Mgp (X, G) is strictly contained
in the space of real sections. Furthermore, in [6] the real holomorphic sections belonging to Mgp (X, G) were
characterized in terms of a certain Z/2Z-valued invariant that can be associated with any real section.

Hyperkéhler manifolds with rotating circle action are an active field of research in hyperkéahler geometry,
especially their connection with the well-known hyperkéahler /quaternion Kéhler correspondence [23| [T} 29, [30].
Haydys [23] has observed that if (M, wy, wy, wk) is a hyperkéhler manifold with rotating circle action such
that wy is integral, then there exists a complex line bundle . — M with a unitary connection whose
curvature is wy + dd$pu, where g is the moment map for the S'-action with respect to the Kihler form wy.
This connection is hyperholomorphic, in the sense that its curvature is of type (1, 1) with respect to every
complex structure in the family of Kahler structures on M parametrized by S2. The moment map facilitates
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a lift of the S'-action to an S'-action on the total space of the principal S'-bundle P — M associated with
Lz. Haydys has shown that the quotient Q@ = P/S! for this action carries a quaternionic Kihler metric.
The natural S'-action on the principal bundle S'-bundle P descends to an isometric circle action on @, and
M can be recovered from it as a hyperkéahler quotient of the Swann bundle of @ by the lift of this isometric
circle action. This is a brief outline of what is known as the hyperk&hler/quaternion Kahler (HK/QK)
correspondence. Hitchin in [29] [30] has described the HK/QK correspondence from a purely twistorial point
of view. A natural starting point for him is the observation that, by the Atiyah—Ward correspondence,
the hyperholomorphic line bundle on M produces a holomorphic line bundle Lz on the twistor space Z
associated to M. Hitchin has shown how to construct Lz directly on the twistor space Z and explained how
the circle action determines a distinguished meromorphic connection on Lz. This meromorphic connection
plays a key role in the construction, from Z, of the twistor space Zg of the associated quaternionic Kéhler
manifold @ in the sense that it determines the contact distribution on Zg. Therefore, in order to make
progress towards the construction of the quaternionic Kéhler manifold associated with Mgp (X, G), it is
clearly important to obtain information on this meromorphic connection.

As mentioned earlier, our other motivation comes from the integrable system approach to harmonic maps
from ¥ into symmetric spaces. As is well known, Hitchin’s self-duality equations (0I]) can be interpreted as
the gauge-theoretic equations for a (twisted) harmonic map ¥ — G/K (a so-called harmonic metric).

One observes that the twisted harmonic maps into other (pseudo-Riemannian) symmetric spaces of the
form G/Ggr and their duals have also analogous gauge-theoretic interpretations and they also give rise to
C*-families of flat G-connections satisfying different reality conditions; the reality condition depends on the
target of the harmonic map. For example, if G = SL(2,C) then K = SU(2), and the harmonic maps into
the symmetric spaces SL(2,C)/SU(2), SL(2,C)/SU(1,1), SU(2), SU(1,1) and also into the hyperbolic disc
SU(1,1)/U(1) can all be encoded in C*-families of flat SL(2,C) connections satisfying appropriate reality
conditions; see for instance [42] [47] 27, [13]. Considering these C*-families as families of A-connections with
A € CP! we can — at least formally — interpret twisted harmonic maps from X into various symmetric
spaces associated with real forms of G as holomorphic sections of Mpu (3, G); see [6]. In this way we
may view the space of holomorphic sections of the fibration Mpu(X,G) — CP! as a master space for
the moduli spaces of twisted harmonic maps from ¥ into various (pseudo-Riemannian) symmetric spaces
associated with G.

This interaction with the theory of harmonic maps has provided useful guidance and intuition for the
predecessor [6] and [4] of this project. For example, the new real holomorphic sections for the SL(2, C)-case
constructed in [6] are closely related to twisted harmonic maps ¥ — SL(2,C)/SU(1,1).

In [4] it is proved that on the space S of holomorphic sections of the twistor family Mpy (X, G) — CP?
there exists an interesting and useful holomorphic functional, called the energy functional, whose evaluation
on a real section coming from a harmonic map is (a constant multiple of) the Dirichlet energy of the associated
harmonic map. This functional is also intimately related to the Willmore energy of certain immersions of X
into the 3-sphere. It was then shown that this functional has a natural interpretation from the hyperkahler
point of view. In fact it can be interpreted as a holomorphic extension of the moment map, associated with
the rotating circle action, from the space M of twistor lines to the whole of S. Essentially, it is given by
associating to any s € S the residue of the meromorphic connections along s.

In this article, we continue our study of this setup in the context of the twistor space Z of a general
hyperkahler manifold M with a rotating circle action. The natural geometric structure on the space S of
holomorphic sections of Z —s CP!, viewed as a complexification of the hyperkihler manifold M, has been
elucidated by Jardim and Verbitsky [35 [36]. They show that S comes equipped with a certain family of
closed two-forms called a trisymplectic structure. In particular, the complexifications of the Kéahler forms
on M are contained in this family. We describe in this paper how the picture gets enriched by the presence
of a rotating circle action. It turns out that the energy functional £ is a moment map for the circle action
on S induced from the circle action on M with respect to a natural holomorphic symplectic form 4 which
is a part of the canonical trisymplectic structure on S (see Theorem [2.3). In particular, the critical points
of £ are exactly the fixed points of the circle action.

We also explain how to use the Atiyah—Ward transform to obtain a natural holomorphic extension of the
line bundle L — M to £L — S, and how the meromorphic connection on Lz can be described naturally
in terms of £ and the data of the circle action (see Theorem [Z14] and § 2.6). This is implicit in Hitchin’s
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work [29], but we believe our point of view in terms of the geometry of the space S of holomorphic sections
might shed a new light onto his constructions. Moreover, our results allow us to make conclusions about the
global structure of S (see Theorem 2.T5])

We then apply this general framework to the space of holomorphic sections of Mpu (X, SL(n,C)). Even
though S is expected to be singular in this case, the general theory tells us that the critical points of the
energy functional are closely related to the fixed points of the C*-action on S. We analyze these C*-invariant
sections in detail, building on [10] (see Proposition 5. We obtain explicit formulas for the energy of a
C*-invariant section (Proposition .12)) and we describe the second variation of the energy at such a section
(Proposition 13). Moreover, we find an explicit formula for the degree of the hyperholomorphic line bundle
restricted to a C*-invariant section (Proposition [LT6)), from which we are able to show that there exist
sections along which the hyperholomorphic line bundle has non-zero degree. Using this it can be deduced
that S is in general not connected (Theorem ETT]).

The paper is organized as follows. In § 1 we discuss the twistor fibration @ : Z — CP! associated
with a hyperkahler manifold M and describe the geometric structure induced on the space S of holomorphic
sections of w in a way that is suitable for our purpose. We then go on in § 2 to explain how the geometry of
S is enriched by the presence of a rotating circle action on M and hence on Z. In particular, we explain how
the energy functional £ ties up naturally with the holomorphic symplectic geometry on S discussed in § 1
and with the meromorphic connection on the hyperholomorphic line bundle. We have added a large amount
of background material in § 1 and § 2 to keep the paper somewhat self-contained. The particular example of
the Deligne-Hitchin moduli space is described in § 3. In § 4 the abstract geometric framework developed in
the first two sections is illustrated in the context of the Deligne-Hitchin moduli space Mpu (X, G) and the
results mentioned above are proved.

Acknowledgements. F.B. is supported by the DFG Emmy Noether grant AL 1407/2-1. 1.B. is partially
supported by a J. C. Bose Fellowship. S.H. is supported by the DFG grant HE 6829/3-1 of the DFG priority
program SPP 2026 Geometry at Infinity.

1. GEOMETRY OF THE SPACE OF HOLOMORPHIC SECTIONS OF A TWISTOR SPACE

In this section we collect some aspects of the geometry of holomorphic sections of a hyperkahler twistor
space that will be used later. Useful references are [31], [35], [36]. See also [37] for the similar, but different,
quaternionic Kahler case.

1.1. Twistor space. Let (M, go, I, J, K) be a hyperkéhler manifold of complex dimension 2d, where
I, J, K are almost complex structures and gy a Riemannian metric on M. The associated Kéhler forms
are wr, = go(L-, ), L € {I, J, K}. For convenience, the complex manifolds (M, I) and (M, —I) will
sometimes be denoted by simply M and M respectively; it will be ensured that this abuse of notation does
not create any confusion.

There is a family of Kéhler structures on M with complex structures
{I, == 21l +22J + 23K | 2 := (21, x2, 23) € S?} (1.1)

parametrized by the sphere S? := {(z1, 2, x3) € R® | 2% + 23 + 2% = 1}. The twistor space Z = Z(M)
of (M, go, I, J, K) is a complex manifold whose underlying smooth manifold is S? x M (|31} § 3 (F)]). The
almost complex structure Iz of Z at any point (x, m) € S% x M is

17|(z,m) = (cprlr,s2) © (Le|T,0r)

where Icp1 is the standard almost complex structure on $? = CP! and I, is the almost complex structure
in (LI). Here we identify S? with CP! using the stereographic projection from (—1, 0, 0) to the plane in
R3 spanned by the x5 and z3 axises. In particular, (1, 0, 0) € S? corresponds to 0 € CP! and (-1, 0, 0)
corresponds to co € CP!. Throughout we shall use an affine coordinate A on CP', so that CP! = CU{oco}.

The hyperkahler structure on M is encoded in the following complex-geometric data on Z. The natural
projection S? x M — S? corresponds to a holomorphic submersion

w: Z — CP! (1.2)
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with fibers
w '\ = Zy = (M, I,). (1.3)

Here I is the complex structure on M in (LI]) corresponding to A € CP' = S2. For any complex vector
bundle V on Z and any integer m, we use the notation V(m) := V ® w*O¢p1(m). Let

Ty =ToZ = (kerdw) C TZ

be the relative holomorphic tangent bundle (also called the vertical tangent bundle) for the projection w in
([2). Then Z carries the twisted relative holomorphic symplectic form w € H%(Z, (A*T%)(2)) given by

w = (wy+iwk + 2wy + N (wy — iwg)) @ a% € H°(Z, (AN*T5)(2)). (1.4)

Moreover, Z carries an anti-holomorphic involution (or real structure)
T7: 4 — 7 (1.5)

given by the map S? x M — S%2x M, (z, m) — (—x, m), using the diffeomorphism Z = S2 x M. Note
that 7z covers the antipodal map

7ept s CPY — CPY, A —X . (1.6)

The relative twisted symplectic form w is real with respect to 7 in the sense that 7*w = w.

Let S denote the space of all holomorphic sections of the projection ww in ([LL2)); this space is discussed in
detail in Section We have the embedding

t: M — S (1.7)

that sends any m € M to the constant section x — (x, m) € S? x M, which is called the twistor line
Sm associated to m. By [31l § 3, (F)] it is known that the normal bundle of a twistor line is isomorphic to
Ocp1(1)®%24. The space S has a real structure defined by

7:8 — S8, s—> Tz0807cp1, (1.8)

where 7z and 7cp1 are the involutions in (LH) and (6] respectively; we note that while the section 7(s)
is holomorphic for fixed s, the map 7 itself is anti-holomorphic. The manifold M, considered as space of
twistor lines, is a component of the fixed point locus ST C &, also known as the space of real sections.

We have described the complex-geometric data on Z induced by the hyperkéhler structure on M. Con-
versely, suppose we have a complex manifold Z with a holomorphic submersion w : Z — CP!, a twisted
relative symplectic form w € H%(Z, (A*T%)(2)) and an antiholomorphic involution 7 : Z — Z covering
the antipodal map on CP! satisfying 70 = w. Then the parameter space M of real sections of w with
normal bundle isomorphic to Ocp1(1)9%¢ is a (pseudo-)hyperkihler manifold of real dimension 4d, if it is
non-empty; see [31, Theorem 3.3].

1.2. Space of holomorphic sections as a complexified hyperkéhler manifold. To examine the local
structure of S, for any s € S let Ny = s*TZ/ds(TCP") be the normal bundle of s(CP') C Z. Since s is
a section of w, we have a canonical isomorphism

s*TwZ = Ny,

where T Z C TZ as before is the kernel of the differential dw of the map w. The following proposition is
well-known, however a proof of it is given because parts of the proof will be used later.

Proposition 1.1. Let Z be the twistor space of a hyperkdhler manifold M of complex dimension 2d. Then
the set S of holomorphic sections of w : Z — CP' is a complex space in a natural way. The tangent space
of s € S is H'(CP', Ny), and S is smooth at a point s € S if H*(CP', Ny) = 0. If HY(CP!, Ny) = 0,
then dimT,S = 4d.

Proof. For any s € S, the sufficiently small deformations of the complex submanifold s(CP') C Z continue
to be the image of a section of w. Consequently, S is an open subset of the corresponding Douady space of
rational curves in Z; see also [40, Theorem 2]. In particular, 7.8 = H°(CP!, N;) for all s € S.
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The complex structure of S around a point s € § is constructed in the following way. There are open
neighbourhoods Vi ¢ H°(CP?!, Ny) and U; C S of 0 € HY(CP!, N,) and s € S respectively, as well as a
holomorphic map

ks: H°(CP', N,) — H'(CP', N,),
which is sometimes called the Kuranishi map. Then there is a natural isomorphism
Us = V,nk;H0) (1.9)
taking s to 0. The complex structure on Uy is given by the complex structure of Vi N k;1(0) using the
isomorphism in (L3).

The statement on the smoothness of S follows from (L)), because ks is the zero map if H(CP!, N;) = 0.
The dimension of T,S = H°(CP!, Ny) is computed from the Riemann-Roch theorem applied to Nj:

hY(CP*, N,) = deg(N) + rank(N,) = 2d + 2d = 4d.

Here we have used the fact deg Ny = 2d for any holomorphic section s : CP* — Z (cf. [I8,39]). To see
this, note that Ny = s*T»Z and that the twisted relative symplectic form w € H°(Z, (A?T%)(2)) induce an
isomorphism s*w : Ny — N @ Ocp1(2), and thus (det Ng)®? = Ocp1(4d). O

As mentioned before, the normal bundle Ny, of any twistor line s,,, m € M, is isomorphic to O¢p1 (1)®2¢
so that H'(CP', N,, ) = 0. Consequently, by Proposition [} the image M C S of the embedding in (L.7)
is contained in the smooth locus of S. Define the complex manifold

S ={se€S|N, = Ocp(1)® S

which is of complex dimension dimS’ = 4d = 2dim M by Proposition [[Jl Since the vector bundle
Ocp1(1)®2%4 is semistable, from the openness of the semistability condition, [38, p. 635, Theorem 2.8(B)], it
follows immediately that S’ is an open subset of S.

We want to transfer geometric objects from Z to S. To this end, it is useful to introduce the correspondence
space
F =CP'xS (1.10)
as well as 7/ = CP! x &'.

Remark 1.2. The correspondence space is usually described as the space of pairs (z, £), where £ is a complex
line in Z passing through z € Z. In our work, the lines £ in Z are treated as sections, meaning ¢ € S. Then
we obtain an isomorphism from this space of pairs (z, £) to F in ([L.I0) by mapping any (z, £) to (w(z), £).

Consider the evaluation map
ev: F — Z, ev(A,s) = s(A).
For a fixed A\ € CP! = CU {oo} define the map
eva: S — Zy = w F(\), eva(s) = ev(), s). (1.11)
We will denote the restrictions of ev to F’ and of evy to 8’ by ev and ev) respectively.

Lemma 1.3. The evaluation map ev : F' — Z is a surjective holomorphic submersion.

Proof. The surjectivity of ev : F/ — Z is clear, since there is a twistor line through each point of Z =
CP'x M. If(I,V) € TosF' = T\CP' & T,S'" = T\CP! @ H(s*Ty), then we have

(dev)(Ays) (l, V) = (ds))\(l) =+ V()\).
Now, since the evaluation map H(O(1)) — O(1)x at X is surjective, dev, ,) is surjective as well. O
We thus obtain a commutative diagram in which each arrow is a holomorphic submersion:

7+  F=CP'xS

wi ™ ,,2 (1.12)
S
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If V. — F’is a holomorphic vector bundle such that H? (m31(s), V) = O forall s € & and ¢ # q,
then the g-th direct image (m2)fV is a holomorphic vector bundld) on &’ (see [2I, Ch. 10]) with fibers
((m2)«V)s = H(my*(s), V). Hence the sheaves

V= (m2)sev* (T Z(-1)), H := (ma)«mi Ocpr(1) (1.13)

are holomorphic vector bundles over &’ because s*TZ(—1) = 024, for any s € S'. Note that (m2). 7} W is
in fact trivial with fiber HY(CP?!, W).

Lemma 1.4. There is a canonical isomorphism TS = V @ H (defined in (LI13)), and the bundles V and
H carry natural holomorphic symplectic forms wy and wy. Thus, S’ comes naturally equipped with the
holomorphic Riemannian metric g = wy ® wy.

Proof. To prove the first statement observe that
T.S' = H(CP',s"T,Z) = H°(CP', 5" T Z(—1)) @ H°(CP', O¢cpi (1)) = Vs @ Hs
for every s € §’. This produces the identification TS’ = V @ H.

To obtain the symplectic forms note that the twisted relative symplectic structurew € H°(Z, (A2T% Z)(2))
induces a natural symplectic form on the vector bundle T, Z(—1). Since ev*T Z(—1) is trivial on each fiber
75 1(s) = {s} x CP', s € &, the pull-back ev*w induces a symplectic form wy|s on

Ve = H(n5 ' (s), ev*' T Z(—1)) = HY(CP!, s*T, Z(—1)).
Finally, the symplectic form wy|s on Hs = HY(CP!, Ocpi(1)) is induced from the Wronskian on 7§ O¢p: (1).
More explicitly, let ¢, o € H°(CP!, Ocpi(1)) = Hs, and denote by dip; the derivative defined in terms
of local trivialisations. Then we set
wa|s(1,¥2) == Y1 ® (dip2) — (di1) ® 12 (1.14)
which is a well-defined element of H(CP!, Kcp1 ® Ocp1(1)®2) = HY(CP!, Ocp1) = C. O

The restriction to M C S’ of g in Lemma [[4] coincides with the Riemannian metric go on M.
The above considerations yield natural distributions To, F' := ker(dev) and Tey, S” = ker(dev,), x € CP!,
on F and 8’ respectively. Their associated leaves are the fibers
F.oi=ev (2) 28, :=ev, ! (2), z€7Z,
where © = w(z) € CP*.

Lemma 1.5. For any x € CP!, the above integrable distribution Ty, S’ is maximally isotropic with respect
to g in Lemma[T.). For two distinct points x # y € CP?,

Tev,S' N Toy, S = {0}.

Proof. We have T.,,S'|s = {V € H(s*T5Z) | V(z) = 0}, and this subbundle is of rank 2d = 1 dim &'
Now note that ev*Ty(—1) is trivial on 7, *(s) = {s} x CP'. If we choose an affine coordinate A\ on CP!
such that A\(z) = 0 and view \ as an element of H°(CP', O¢p1 (1)), we may therefore write any V € To,, S|,
in the form V = v ® A. Thus, if we evaluate g(Vi,Vs) at x € CP! it follows from the formula for wy (see
(CI4)) that we get zero.

Recall that 7.8 = H°(CP!, s*TnZ) = H°(CP', Ocp:(1)®2?). Any holomorphic section of O¢p1(1)
vanishing at two distinct points of CP! must be identically zero. This implies the second part of the
lemma. 0

Given any z € CP! we can thus define an associated non-degenerate holomorphic two-form €2, on S’ by
taking the natural skew-form on

TS = T, 8 & Tev,_ )S' (1.15)

(vecall that 7cpi(z) # ) induced from the metric g: Write V, W € TS as V. = Vo + V2, W =
W + W, () With respect to the splitting in (LI5]), and put

Q (VW) i= =i(g(Va, Wo (@) — (Vi (2) Wa))- (1.16)

e identify a holomorphic vector bundles with its locally free analytic sheaf of sections.
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We may now define an endomorphism I, € H°(S', End(T'S")) via

I, = (Bi ?) (1.17)

again with respect to the splitting in (ILIH)). Then we see immediately that I, is orthogonal with respect to
¢ and satisfies the equation

Q, = g(Iz_v_)'
Next consider the map

¢m = ev, X eVr o1 (z) ¢ S — Z, % Z"'CPl (z

) = 20 X Zy. (1.18)
Proposition 1.6. The map ¢, in (LIR) restricts to a local biholomorphism ¢, : S' — Zy X Z,.

Proof. Clearly, the spaces have the common complex dimension 4d. The kernel of the differential d¢, is
given by T, S’ N 1oy, 1(3:)8/’ and Tey, S N ey, 1(z)8/ = {0}, by Lemma[L.El The proposition follows. [
cP cP

Now we discuss how the above data interact with the real structure 7 on &’ defined in ([8]). Let
M = (8 (1.19)

be the space of real sections so that we have an embedding M — M’ induced by (LT7). Hence S’ is a natural
complexification of the real analytic smooth manifolds M’. Note that in some examples M is all of M’ (e.g.
for the standard flat hyperkihler manifolds C2?) but not always (see Example ETT]).

For any s € M’ in (LI9), the differential dr : T,8" — TS’ is C-antilinear, involutive and satisfies the
equation

dT(Tev,S') = Tov, S’

cpl (@77

Indeed, we have for V € T8 = H°(s*T,Z) the formula
dr(V)(z) = drz(V(1cpr (2))).

Thus, if V(z) = 0, then d7(V)(7¢p1(z)) = 0. This implies in particular that if s € M', and V' € (T,S8')"
is real, then the section V€ H(CP?, s*T7) is either identically zero or it is nowhere vanishing (a nonzero
holomorphic section of O¢p1(1) cannot vanish at two distinct points of CP'). As a consequence, the map
ev, in ([LTI)) gives a local diffeomorphism from M’ to Z, = (M, I,). Moreover, I, is real in the sense that
dr oI, = I, odr and therefore preserves TM’ = (T'S’)", so it defines an almost complex structure on M’.
Consequently, we obtain a hypercomplex structure {(ev,)*I, | x € CP'} on M’.

Remark 1.7. The differential of the inclusion map M < M’ is a R-linear isomorphism T}, M — T, M’
whose complexification yields an identification 758" = Ty M ® C. Under this identification, the decompo-
sition in (LI5) is mapped to the natural decomposition T}, M ® C = T9'M & TYLOM with respect to the
complex structure I.

The real tangent vectors at s € M’ can be described as follows: Let V' € T, S§'|s. Then the tangent
vector

VAr(V) €TS8 ®Tov. .8

cpl (@)
is obviously real and we have
gV +7(V),V+7(V)) = 29(V,7(V)).

Since the twisted relative symplectic form w on Z satisfies the condition 73w = w, it follows, by working
through the definition of g, that g is real in the sense that 7*¢g = g. Hence g induces a real-valued pseudo-
Riemannian metric on M’. Note that this immediately forces the restriction of Q, to M’ to be real as well.
Pulled back to (M, I,,), the form  is just the K&hler form associated with the pseudo-Riemannian metric
and the hermitian almost complex structure 1.

In summary, we have obtained the following result.

Proposition 1.8. For each x € CP! the form 0, constructed in (LIT) defines a holomorphic symplectic
form on each component of S’ that intersects M’ = (§8')". On M C M’ it induces the Kdhler form w,.
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Remark 1.9. So far we have not shown that 2, is actually closed. One way to show that is to use the
Atiyah—Ward transform which we will discuss in detail in Section 24 The bundle V can be seen to arise
from this transform applied to the bundle T Z(—1). As such it carries a natural connection. Its tensor
product with the trivial connection on the trivial bundle H can be shown to give the Levi-Civita connection
of the holomorphic Riemannian manifold (T'S’, g). The form 2, can then be shown to be parallel, from
which its closedness follows. In the next subsection we will give another, more direct proof that €2, is closed.

1.3. Alternative description of the holomorphic symplectic form €2, on S'. Fix a point z € CP'.
We now give an alternative description of €2, which is better suited for computations. This alternative
description also shows that 2, can be extended to a holomorphic two-form on &, which is typically strictly
larger than &’.
Consider the diagram
Z <+~ F=CP'xS
oL
Ccp! S.
We observe that for any k € Z the bundle (m3).7;Ocp1 (k) on S is trivial with fiber H°(CP, O¢p: (k)).
Starting with the twisted relative symplectic form w € H°(Z, (A*T%Z)(2)), its pull-back ev*w defines a
holomorphic section of A%73(T*S)(2). Invoking push-forward to S we obtain a vector-valued holomorphic
two-form
Q € HYS, A’°T*S) @ H°(CP*, Ocp1(2)).
Now note that H°(CP!, O¢p1(2)) is the space of holomorphic vector fields on CP! and therefore has the
structure of a Lie algebra isomorphic to sl3(C). Fix an affine coordinate A on CP! such that A(z) = 0 and

T(A) = =X ' Then we obtain the following basis of HY(CP!, Ocp1(2)):
_ 9 — 9 _ 1é)
e = N’ h = —2Am, f = —Azﬁ,
which satisfies the standard relations
[h7 e] = 267 [h7 f] = _2f7 [67 f] = h'
We can now use the Killing form x on sly(C) = H?(CP!, O¢p1(2)) to define
Q= Lr(Q, h) € HYS, A*T*S). (1.20)
Note that € in (20) is independent of the affine coordinate A at z. Using x(h, h) = tr(adj o ads) = 8
and k(h, e) = 0 = k(h, f) we may rewrite this as follows. A general element A € H°(CP!, Ocp:1(2)) is of
the form
A= Ace+ Ayh+ Apf = (Ac —2)\A, — N2Ap) S =1 A(N)
with A., Ap, Ay € C. Then

S

+k(A, h) = —i4, = %%I/\:OA(A).

With this setup in place, we may therefore write for s € S’, and tangent vectors
Vi, Wy € T,S' = H°(CP', s*T2)
the following:
Quls (Vi W) = grl(ev (w(mVimW), h) = 185\ _wson (V(N), Ws(N). (1.21)
Recall the non-degenerate two-form 2, defined in (L.I6]).
Theorem 1.10. Let z € CP!.

a) The two-form Q, € HO(S, A2T*S) defined in (L2I) restricts to a holomorphic symplectic form on S’
which is real with respect to 7.
b) Owver the open subset S’ C S,
Qols = Qalsr -
In particular, (S', Qo) is a complexification of the (real analytic) Kdihler manifold (M', wr), where wr is
the Kdihler form associated to 0 € CP!.

¢) The distributions Tey,S" and Tey_ S’ are Lagrangian with respect to ﬁz
C

pl (@)
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Proof. We choose ad fix throughout the proof an affine coordinate A on CP! such that A(z) = 0 and
T(A\) = —X_l. To prove the first statement, recall that 77w = @. This implies that (NZw is real with respect

to 7. To show that €2, is a holomorphic symplectic form on &', fix s € 8" and let U be a chart around s
which is isomorphic to a neighbourhood U’ C H?(CP!, Ny) of 0 (cf. the proof of Proposition [LT]). Hence
we may work on U’ where we have the natural isomorphism TU’ = U’ x HO(CP*, Ny). In the following we
use this identification throughout.

By shrinking U, and hence U’, if necessary, we may assume that there is a neighbourhood B, of x € CP!
such that the image of the map ev: U x B, — Z is contained in a relative Darboux chart U” C Z for w
around s(z). Let (A, v;, &), 4 € {1, ---, d}, be these Darboux coordinates. In the following we restrict to
the case d = 1 because the general case works exactly the same way. Thus we write v = v;, £ = §;. Note
that in these coordinates w = dg,v A d &, where d, is the relative differential with respect to w.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that under the isomorphism
Ns = S*TWZ = OCP1(1)®2

the sections s* % and s* (% form a frame for the first and the second summand respectively. Then any two
holomorphic vector fields V, W on U’ C H°(CP!, Ny) are expressed as

‘/5/()\) = (a1 +£L2/\)S 8_ (b1+b2)\)5 B_E’

v

(1.22)
Ws/()\) = (Cl —I—CQ/\)S o (d1+d2/\)8 7€

for s € U, where a;, b;, c¢;, d; are holomorphic functions in s’ € U. Note that in ([[.22]) we restrict the
global sections Vi, Wy of N, over CP' to B,. Now we compute

A (Vir, War) = do A€ (a1 +az)) 5 + (b1 + D), (a + N2 + (b + b0 )
= (a1 + CLQ/\)(bll + b/2/\) — (a’l + CL/Q/\)(bl + b2/\)
Thus we have

§v21|s’ (VS’u s’) = %%M:Owk(%/()\)’ Ws’()‘)) = % ((alb/ + b1a2) (a’/le + G/le)) .

Here it is crucial that € is linear in functions on U. If we choose (a1, ag, b1, ba) as coordinates on U, we see
that
Qx = % (dal A dbg + dCL2 A dbl) .

Hence (NZx is a holomorphic symplectic form on &’.

By explicitly comparing |5 and §2$|S, we see that Q, = ﬁm This implies the remaining claims because
they have been established for €. O

Remark 1.11. Both definitions of 2 will be used. For example, (LZI) makes sense on all of S and thus
can be evaluated on any holomorphic section s, even if we do not know the normal bundle of s.

2. THE HYPERHOLOMORPHIC LINE BUNDLE AND THE ENERGY FUNCTIONAL

2.1. Rotating circle actions and the hyperholomorphic line bundle. Now assume that M is equipped
with an action of S! that preserves the Riemannian metric gy and also preserves the family of complex
structures {I,},cgs. We also assume that the resulting action of S! on S? is nontrivial. This implies that
the S'-action on M preserves the associative algebra structure of R-Idry @R-I@R-J®R- K. Consequently,
the action of S* on S? is a nontrivial rotation. This means that without loss of generality we may assume
that the S'-action on M preserves I (thus also preserves —I) and rotates the plane spanned by J, K in the
standard way. We therefore call this a rotating circle action. The Kahler forms wy, wy, wix and the Killing
vector field X on M associated with this circle satisfy the following:

ﬁXw] = 0, CXwJ = WK, EXwK = —Wj.

Note that this condition implies that the Kéhler forms w, wy are exact, and therefore the manifold M must
necessarily be non-compact.
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The above S'-action on M evidently induces a holomorphic S'-action on Z. In terms of the identification
Z = CP! x M of the underlying smooth manifold, this action of S* is given by

C.(\,m) = (¢, ¢m), ¢ e St (2.1)

Here X is an affine coordinate on CP! such that I = I;. The C>®-vector field on Z associated to the
Sl-action in (ZJ)) will be denoted by Y. Note that Y|z,uz.. (see (IL3)) is actually a holomorphic vector field
on the divisor ZoU Zo, = (M, I) U (M, —1I), because the S'-action on M preserves both I and —I.

We normalize the affine coordinate A on CP! such that the antipodal map S? — S22, = — —uz,
corresponds to the map CP' — CP!, \ — —X_l. The coordinate A is then uniquely determined up to
multiplication by a constant phase €%, 6, € [0, 27).

Clearly, the S*-action on Z is compatible with the real structure 7z in (LH) in the sense that

72(C2) = C 1z(2) = Crz(2) (2.2)

forall z € Z and ¢ € S'. It is straightforward to check that for any ¢ € S* the twisted relative symplectic
form w in (4] satisfies the equation

('w = w,
i.e., wis Sl-invariant.

Let p: M — iR = u(1) be a moment map with respect to w; for the Sl-action on M. Note that since
our moment map is complex-valued, the moment map equation takes the form

dp(-) = iwr(X, -). (2.3)

Haydys has shown in [23] that the 2-form w; +idd$pu is of type (1, 1) with respect to every complex structure
I\, A € CP. Thus, if [w;/27] € H*(M, Z), then there exists a C° hermitian line bundle (Lys, hpr) —
M with a compatible hermitian connection Vs whose curvature is wr + iddfp. Consequently, if Vg\(/)j’l)k
is the (0, 1)-part of Vj; with respect to the complex structure I, we obtain a holomorphic line bundle
(Lag, VODNY — (M, I,). This implies that Lz = (¢*Las, (¢*Var)®') — Z is a holomorphic line
bundle over the twistor space Z of M. Here q: Z — M is the C'°° submersion given by the natural
projection S? x M — M. Note that the Chern connection of the hermitian holomorphic line bundle
(L, e *hp) — (M, I) has curvature wy, i.e., it is a prequantum line bundle on the Kéhler manifold
(M, w]).

In [29] Hitchin provided a twistorial description of the line bundle Ly exhibiting a natural meromorphic
connection V on Lyz. To recall this, observe that the S'-action on Z covers the standard S'-action on CP!,
and therefore the associated holomorphic vector field Y on Z is w-related to

0
= A==
o IA5x
on CP!. Viewing o as a section of @w*Og¢p1(2) which vanishes on the divisor D := Zy U Z,,, we have the
short exact sequence
0 T*7 —7 T*Z(2) — T*Z(2);p — 0 (2.4)

of sheaves on Z. Hitchin then constructs from the S'-action a certain element ¢ € H®(D, T*Z(2)|p).
Explicitly, using the C*-splitting 7*Z = T*M @ T*CP! we can write ¢ in terms of the data on M as

p = (3(dsp+idsp) ® g5, (mdh) @ Fx) = (—giywa=o, (dA) ® Fx) .
Note that ¢ satisfies the equation

Plr.zip = tyw, (2.5)

where w is the relative symplectic form on Z. Note that since the vector field Y|p is vertical, the formula in
([23) makes sense. From the long exact sequence of cohomologies associated to (2.4)

0 —— H(Z,T*Z) —%» H"(Z,T*Z(2)) — H°(D,T*Z(2),p) —— HY(Z,T*Z) — ....

we then obtain that
ar = d(p) € HY(Z, T*Z).
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In fact, this element ay, lies in the image of H'(Z, QY ), where Q} , denotes the sheaf of closed 1-forms
on Z. The above class ay, therefore defines an extension

0 @) E TZ 0

such that £ — T'Z is a holomorphic Lie algebroid. If «y, is integral, this is the Atiyah algebroid of a line
bundle Lz. Thus, «y is simply the Atiyah class of the line bundle Lz in this case. Explicitly, relative to
some open cover U = {U,} of Z, we have

(arn)ij = 93 dgis

and {g;; € H°(U;NU;, O})} is a cocycle representing Lz. Since on the other hand o, = 6(¢p), we may rewrite
this using the definition of the connecting homomorphism 6. Let ¢ be given by {¢; € H*(U;ND, T*Z(2)|p)}
and take extensions {¢; € HO(U;, T*Z(2))}. Then a representative for az, = §(¢) is given by

©Oi — Dj

(ar)y = —

Thus, A; = % are the local 1-forms of a meromorphic connection V on Lz, which have a simple pole along
the divisor D. Its residue along D is given by ¢.

Moreover, Hitchin shows that the curvature F' of the meromorphic connection V has the following prop-
erties:

e 1y F = 0 and Y spans the annihilator of F'.
o = 2onThZ|m1(c), wherew € HO((A*T%Z)(2)) is the relative symplectic form on Z — CP'.

We may thus think of (Lz, V) as a “meromorphic relative prequantum data” for the meromorphic relative

symplectic form 2.

2.2. The S'-action on S and the energy functional. The S'-action on Z obtained from the S'-action
on M produces an S'-action on S, which is constructed as follows:

(C:5)(A\) = C.(s(CTMN))

foralls € S, ¢ € S! and A € CP!'. The evaluation map ev : CP' x & — Z is evidently equivariant
with respect to the diagonal action of S on CP' x S and the S'-action on Z. Moreover, the S'-action on
S is compatible with 7 in the sense that

7(¢.s) = ¢7(s)

for all s € S and ¢ € S'. In particular, the S'-action on S preserves the subset S fixed by .

Proposition 2.1. The holomorphic two-form Qo on S constructed in (LI6) is S*-invariant.

Proof. We use the description of 2y given in § Recall that w is S'-invariant and ev : F — S is
Sl-equivariant. Moreover, the Killing form on sl = H°(CP!, O¢p1(2)) and the element

h = 2ic € H°(CP", Ocp1(2))

are also S'-invariant. Hence Qg = %K(QV*Q, h) too must be S'-invariant. O
Let Y be the vector field on Z which is induced by the S'-action. Since the S'-action commutes with 7
(see (Z2), Y is Tz-invariant, meaning drz(Y) = Y o 77.

Lemma 2.2. Let s € S, and let X be the vector field associated to the S*-action on S'. Then X, €
T.S' = HO(CP, Ny) is given by
Xs(A) = Yy —iAs(N). (2.6)

Note that X, is indeed vertical because

s L0 .0
dw(Ysn) —iAS$(N)) = I)\ﬁ - |)\5 =0
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Proof. This is a direct computation: Let s € &’ and A\ € CP!. Then
d . d
Xs(N) (e".5)(N)

~ dtli=o ~ dtli=o
More invariantly, we can use the vector field o for the standard S*-action on CP!, i.e., o(A)(\) = i)\a% to
rewrite the relation of Lemma [2.2] as

et (s(e7N) = s — IAS(A).

devoX =Y oev—devoo. (2.7)
The fundamental vector field Yz for the diagonal S'-action on F = CP! x S is given by
Yr(hs) = mo(d) + 13X (s).
Thus, the formulae (Z8]) and (Z7) just become devoYr = Y oev. O

The recent paper [4] discusses the holomorphic energy function
£E:S§ — C, E(s) = 2Lres,\:0(s*D). (2.8)
7T
Note that £(s) = s*¢ € T*CP'(2)|{0,00} = Ocp1 {0,001, 80 this indeed is a complex number.

The function £ has the property that (*€ = p for the natural inclusion ¢ : M — S in (7). The residue
formula in ([Z8)) implies that

T*E(s) = E(s) +deg(s*Lyz). (2.9)

To give an explicit formula for the energy £, we recall the section g = ¢z, € I'(Zo, T(2)|z,) defined
above. Contracting dA ® %, we therefore obtain that

E(s) = 50 = —5uvw (8(0) = $4(0) (0)) + p(s(0))

for 5(0) = dso(a%) etc. The difference 5(0) — 3,(0)(0) accounts for the fact that we are working with the
C*>°-splitting induced by twistor lines; see [4] for the details.

Theorem 2.3. The energy function £ : S’ — C is a moment map for the natural S*-action and holomor-
phic symplectic structure Qy on S, i.e.,

dE(—) = iQ(X, ).

In particular, the S*-fized points in S’ are precisely the critical points of the function &.

Since Qo|ar = wy, this is a holomorphic extension of ([2.3]).

Proof. Take any s € &', and set m := s(0). We first compute d;E(V) for
V€ Tw,S'|s ¢ T.S" = H°(CP', N,).

By definition V(0) = 0, s0 V(\) = v® A for some v € HY(CP?!, s*T,Z(—1)) (see Lemma [[4). Further V'
is representable by a family s; of sections with s,(0) = m and 9;—gs¢(\) = V(A). Note that dr—oV(A) is
well-defined because V(0) = 0. Then a local computation shows that

815;05,5(0) = 8)\:0‘/(/\) =wveT,M.
Hence we conclude that

dE(V) = 2

o (3w (34(0) = 8 (0)) + u(m) = —Jivw(v).

Next we consider Xy € H°(CP!, N), the fundamental vector field X evaluated at s. Since Y(m) =
X:(0) (see Lemma [22]), we conclude that

Qola(Xe V) = b & 0w (Xa(N), VA) = (Y (0),0) = divw(v).

It remains to prove the claim for V' € T, S'|s. To this end, observe that d(7*&) = d& by (23] because
s — deg(s*Lz) is locally constant. Further we know dr(Tey_ S') = 7 Tey,S’, so that any V' € Ty 8|5
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is of the form dr, (4 (W) for W € m Then we compute using the previous result and 7°Q = Q,
d&s(V) = m*dE(V)
= d&, (W)
= Q) (Xr(s), d72(5) (V)
(X

(7°)s(Xs, V)
= (X57V)-

This completes the proof. ([

2.3. Critical Points of £. In this subsection we assume that the S'-action on Z extends to a holomorphic
action of C*. That is, the vector field IzY on Z is complete. Since £ is holomorphic and S'-invariant, it
follows that it is in fact C*-invariant in this case. Thus the critical points of £ are the C*-fixed points in &'.

We first examine the C*-fixed points in S. Any C*-fixed point s € S is characterized by

S(CA) = Cs(N)

for all (¢ € C* and A € CP'. In particular, s € S© is determined by its value at A\ = 1. Indeed,
s(A) = As(1) for A € C*, and by continuity we have
s(0) = lim A.s(1), s(oco) = lim A.s(1). (2.10)
A—0 A—00
Hence the closures of the C*-orbits in Z lying over C* C CP! correspond precisely to the C*-fixed points

in §. Conversely, any point z € Z; potentially determines a C*-invariant section s* : C* — Z of w as
follows. For A € C*, set

s*(A\) = Az
which is clearly a section over C*. If the limits
lim A.z, lim \.z,
A—=0 A—00

exist in Z, cf. (2.I0), then the section extends to a C*-invariant section s* : CP! — Z of . The existence
of these limits has been investigated in detail in [45] for Mpg; see also Section 2] below.

Clearly, for any fixed point s € S, we have s(0) € Zy = M and s(c0) € Zs, = M are fixed points of
the C*-actions on M and M respectively. The following gives the converse on &' C S (also see [18, 19, 20]).

Proposition 2.4. Let s € S’ be such that 5(0) € Z§ and s(00) € ZS . Then s € (S

Proof. We see from X (A) = Y,y — iX$(A) that X,(0) = 0 = X (o0). Since Ny = Ogp:r(1)®2¢, this

implies that X, = 0, and thus s is a fixed point. (|
Proposition 2.4 has the following consequence.

Corollary 2.5. Let s € S be a section such that s(0) € Z5 and s(c0) € Z$ . If s is not a fized point of

the C*-action, then s cannot be contained in ', i.c., the normal bundle of s is not isomorphic to ngff

We end this subsection with the observation that C*-fixed points s € S are also the fixed points under
the twisting procedure that was introduced in [4]; see also [6]. Recall that a section s € S is twistable if the
section $(A) := A71.s(A?) over C* extends to a section on all of CP*.

Proposition 2.6. Let s be a fixed point of the C*-action, then s is twistable, and the twist s satisfies the
equation s = 8.

Proof. 1f s is fixed, then s(A) = A.s(1) for all A € C*. If follows that
5(A) = Ahs(A?) = AEAZs(1) = As(1) = s()),
completing the proof. O
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2.4. The Atiyah—Ward transform of Lz. Let S C S’ for the space of all sections s € S such that

®2d
;

e the normal bundle is isomorphic to O¢p1(1) and

e s*Ly trivial.

Since s*L trivial if and only if deg s*L; = 0, we conclude that S° is an open subset of S, and it is a union
of some connected components of S’. Consider the space F¥ = CP! x SY and restrict the diagrarrE ()
to FO:
7+ FO=CP!' x8°

wl / lm

CcpP! SO,
Clearly, we have the identification

TF" = 7iTCP* @ n3TS°.
Since dev : m3TS — ev*T,Z is surjective by Proposition [[LG] we obtain the following commutative

diagram with exact rows

€

0 — Ty FO —— TF0 —2 &*TZ —— 0

“J T ] (2.11)

dev

0 —— ToyF' —— mTS? =% ev* T Z — 0.

We next describe the Atiyah—Ward transform of Lz [2] 8, [34] and study how it interacts with the meromorphic
connection on Lyz. The Atiyah—Ward construction is of course valid in a more general context, but for the
convenience of the reader we spell out the details relevant for our discussion in the case of a line bundle.

The Atiyah-Ward transform of L is a holomorphic line bundle £ over S with a holomorphic connection
VAW . To construct this line bundle, recall that Ly is trivial along s(CP!) for any s € S°. Hence ev*Ly is
trivial along CP' x {s} = m,'(s), and the (0-th) direct image construction yields the line bundle

L= (mg).ev*Lyz.

~

We observe that there is a natural isomorphism 735£ = ev*Lyz. Over (), s) € FV it is given by evaluating
an element of 75 L\ 5y = H°(CP', s*Lz) at \.

We next equip £ with a holomorphic connection. First consider the relative exterior differential de, :
Oxo — T2 (F°) which is defined as the composition

dey : Op0 —2s T*FO —— T (FO).
By construction, we have ev*Oz; C kerdey, and for any f € Oxo:

devf = df|ch]:U'

Next we tensor the diagram defining de, with ev*Lz and observe that this gives a well-defined "relative
connection”

Vey: ev'Ly — THF'@ev* Ly, Ver (f - ev'v) = (dev f) ® ev*y,

for a locally defined trivializing section v of Lz and f € Ozo. This operator is well-defined because the
transition functions for ev* L lie in ev*Oz and hence in the kernel of de,. The next lemma will enable us
to construct VAW from V...

Lemma 2.7. There is a natural isomorphism of vector bundles over S°:
T*S% = (m) TS F°, A 5 A, Fo-
In particular, there is an isomorphism

T*S°® L = (1) (T2, F' @ ev* Lyz).

2Here we slightly abuse notation since the restriction of the maps will be evident in the following.
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Proof. Dualizing the second row of (ZI1]) yields
0 —— ev*' 1572 —— myT*S® —— THFY —— 0.

Here r denotes the restriction of 1-forms to T35, FV. For this short exact sequence, consider the corresponding
long exact sequence of direct image sheaves with respect to ma:

T2xT

0 —— (m)wev*(TEZ) —— (m2)u(m3T*SY) === (m2)u(TE,F?) —— (m2)lev*(T5Z) — -+

The fibers of the vector bundles (ms)iev*(T:Z), ¢ = 0, 1, over any s € S° satisfy
HY(CP!, s*T* Z) = HI(CP*, O(-1)%2%) = 0.
Thus the above long exact sequence of cohomologies gives the isomorphism
Taurs (ma), (m3TS) 2 (m2). (T2, F0)

of vector bundles on S°.

By the projection formula (see for example [22] Chapter 3]) or direct computation, we have

(72)5 (158 ® Ox0) =2 T*S° ® (12)xOr0 = T*S°.

The last isomorphism follows from (72)+Ozo0 = Ogo, which in turn follows from the fact that the fibers of

~

7y are connected. Since ev*Lyz = 3L over SY; the second statement in the lemma is again derived from
the projection formula. (I

Proposition 2.8. The operator
VAW = (12)(Vey) 1 L — T*S° @ L 2 (m2) (T}, F° @ ev*Ly)
induces a natural holomorphic connection on L. This connection is trivial on the submanifolds S? =

ma(ev=Y(2)) for all z € Z. This property determines VAW completely as long as SO is connected.

vAW

We call the above connection on L the Atiyah—Ward connection.

Proof. The Ogo-module structure on the sheaf of sections of the vector bundle £ = (m3).ev* Lz is as follows.
Let S C S8° be an open subset, and take f € Ogo(S). Then f acts on £(S) = H°(CP! x S, ev*Ly) by
multiplication with 73 f. Hence for any ¢ € L£(S) we have

VAV (f§) = Ve @5 1)) = dex3 f @ Y + [Verth.
We see that deymsf ® 1 + [V, is obtained from 73 (df ® v + fVAW4)) by restricting to the subbundle
T, F°. Note that this is uniquely determined by Lemma 2.7 so we conclude that

VAV (fY) = df @y + fVY.

Therefore, VAW is indeed a connection.

To show that this connection is trivial on S0 for each z € Z, observe that any section of the form ev*1)
is actually parallel (covariant constant) for the relative connection Ve, by the formula

Veu(f - ev') = (devf) @ ev™ep.
Now the fibers of ev are of the form
v l(z) = {@(2)} x .
Then we get a frame 9 of ev*Lz|e,-1(.) by putting
P(w(2), s) =1

for any fixed 0 # [ € (Lz).. Note that this construction makes sense because ev(w(z), s) = s(w(z)) = =
for all s € S%. The frame ¢ induces a natural trivialization ¢* of £ along SY. Since Vey1) = 0, we have
VAW YL = 0 along 82. Thus VAW is trivial on SY.

Now let V = VAW + A be another holomorphic connection on S® which is trivial along each SO. Then
the holomorphic 1-form A restricted to S? is exact for all z € Z. A result of Buchdahl in [9] implies that
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we can find f € O(F?) such that dey f = (75 A4)|1., 70. Note that f is constant along the compact fibers of
7y Therefore there exists f € O(S°) such that

f:foﬂz

if S¥ is connected. It now follows that

T3 (A —df)|r,, 70 =0,
and this implies that A = df. Thus, VAW and V = vAV 4 df are gauge-equivalent. O

Corollary 2.9. On the real submanifold M C S° the connection VAW coincides with the hyperholomorphic
connection on Ly;. Thus its curvature FAW of VAW satisfies

FAW — Qg +idlydE

on every component of SO that meets M.

Proof. The evaluation map ev : F° — Z restricts to a diffeomorphism ¢ : M x CP! — Z. Thus we
have a natural map ¢ = myoe !t : Z — M. Note that

L = ¢"(m).eviLy = (e )*'mi(me)wev Ly = (e Y)*ev'Ly = Ly.
On the other hand, we have, by definition, that ¢*Ly; = L.
Now the hyperholomorphic connection V) is real analytic. Thus we can complexify and extend it to

a holomorphic connection V on £ — S° at least locally in a neighbourhood of M C S°. Note that its
curvature is Qg + i dlpd€&, i.e., the complexification of the curvature of V.

Since there is a unique twistor line through each point in z, we see that S¥ intersects M in a unique
point, namely ¢(z). Moreover, as the twistor line ¢(z) through z also passes through 7z(2), we see that
q(z) = 82n Sg(z) N M. We obtain a splitting

0 0 0
Ty(2)S" = To()S: @ Ty(2)Sr ()

o

which can be identified with the splitting Tj,)M ® C = TYOAM @ TOMAM. Since Vs has curvature of
type (1,1) on (M, I,), (here A = w@(z)), its complexification V is flat along S? (and S}y forall 2 € Z.
By Proposition 2.8 the connections V and V must be gauge equivalent in a neighbourhoocﬁ of M in SY.

The curvature F4W is a holomorphic two-form on S° which is compatible with the real structure. On

the other hand, Qg + dIyd€ is also holomorphic and real and coincides with FAW on the real submanifold
M. Thus, they must coincide on every component of S® that meets M. ([l

Corollary 2.10. The curvature FY° of the holomorphic connection VO = VAW —iIydE satisfies the
equation FY° = Qo on every component of S° that intersects M.

2.5. The Atiyah—Ward transform and the meromorphic connection. We want to describe the rela-
tionship between the meromorphic connection V on Lz and the Atiyah-Ward transform (£, VAW) of L.
As the first step, we observe that the Atiyah class ev*ay, of ev* Lz — F vanishes because ev* Ly = 5L
admits the holomorphic connection 75VAW. This has the following implications: on F° consider

6 =evio € H(170(2))
which vanishes on the divisor
D = ev (D) = ({0} x 8°) U ({oc} x 89).
We have the short exact sequence of sheaves
0 —— T*FO —Z T*FO(2) —— T*FO(2)

‘54>0

3Note that there exists a neighbourhood M C U C & such that S; N U is connected for each z € Z, because M NS, =

fa()}-
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with the corresponding long exact sequence

0 —— HOFO, T"F°) —7s HO(F, T*FO(2)) —— HOD, T"FO(2),5) —s H'(FO, T"F) — ...
(2.12)

The construction of Lz implies that ev*ar = g(ev*gp), which vanishes by the previous observation. Hence
there exists ¢ € H°(F°, T*F°(2)) such that ¢|5 = ev*y by the long exact sequence in (Z12).

Proposition 2.11. The connection ev*V — % on ev*Ly = w3 L is holomorphic.

Proof. From the construction of ev*V, we know that it has connection 1-forms

-~ ev*@i
A = —
g

with respect to the open covering ev*U = {ev=1(U;)}. Here U = {U;} and @; are as in the construction of
V in Section Il The connection ev*V — % has the connection 1-forms

a2

But ¢;|5 and ev*yp; coincide on ev 1(U;) N D and the forms A\i have no other poles. Hence the proposition
follows. O

We next explicitly construct such a section ¢ € HY(F°, T*F°(2)) and describe the difference form B
between the holomorphic connections ev*V — % and 75 VAW To do so, we first observe that
T*F°(2) = (miT*CP' @ m3T*SY)(2) = Or0 @ m3T*SY(2). (2.13)

We describe ¢ component-wise, i.e., ¢ = (8, ) with respect to the splitting 2I3). Given any V' € TsS°,
construct the following v € HO(F°, m3T*S%)(2))

Y (V) = w(Xs(N), V(N) = (txeviw) s (V).
The first component 8 of ¢ is
B = Eidpro@ € HY(F°, -iT*CP'(2)) = H(F°, End(r;0(2)) = H(F°, Ox).
Lemma 2.12. The element ¢ = (B, ) € HO(F°, T*F°(2)) constructed above has the desired properties.

Moreover, ¢|r,,70 = 0.

Proof. We may write 8 = £d\ ® 6% on {\ # oo}, and hence at A = 0:
v 0(5.0) (Fx: 0) = a0 (3(0) = () Fx = Boo) (%) -
Similarly, at A = oo,
OV P(s,00) (75 0) = Po(o0)(3(00)) = E(8) & = Bro,oo () -
Now we check the component v. Let V' € T,S8°. Then, by (2.3,
v @(5,0) (V) = @s5(0)(V(0)) = (tyw)s(0)(V(0)).
On the other hand, by (Z.4]),
(txev'w)(s,0(V) = w(X(0), V(0)) = w(Y(0), V(0)) = tyw(V(0)) = ev™o(s,0) (V).
Similar considerations apply at A = oco. Since v = tx(ev*w)|rso and To, F¥ C m3TSY, it follows that
@l 70 = 0. O
Hence the connection
V = ev'V — %
is holomorphic. To understand its relationship with the Atiyah—Ward connection, we need the following:

Lemma 2.13. There is a unique holomorphic connection V* on L such that n3V* = v on 5L = ev*Ly.
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Proof. We will prove the more general statement that any holomorphic connection on 73 £ is pulled back
from a unique holomorphic connection on £. Let F be the curvature of such a connection which is a
holomorphic two-form on F°. Further let V be a vector field on S° which we view as a vector field on
FO = CP! x 8° Then 1ty FP pulls back to a holomorphic 1-form on CP! x {s}, which must vanish, since
there are no non-trivial holomorphic 1-forms on CP'. This shows that F is purely horizontal with respect
to the map m : CP! x §® — &Y.

We can thus find local frames for 73 £ which are parallel along the fibers of 75 (which are CP'). More
precisely, there exists an open cover of CP! x S by open subsets of the form CP! x U, where U C S° is
open, together with holomorphic frames for ev*Lyz over CP' x U that are parallel (covariant constant) in
the CP!-direction. The transition functions with respect to these local frames are holomorphic functions
CP! x (UNV) — C*, which are thus constant along the CP!-fibers. Hence the transition functions are of
the form gyy oy, where gyy define the line bundle £ on §. Moreover, the holomorphic connection uniquely
descends to L, concluding the proof. (I

Theorem 2.14. The holomorphic connections V= and VAW on L coincide.

Proof. Clearly, V£ = VAW 4 B for a unique holomorphic 1-form B on S°. Consider the pulled back
connection

V = mVE = mvAW L 3B (2.14)
Let U C Z be an open subset such that Lz has a local frame v on U. Hence v := ev*v is a local frame of
ev*LyonU := ev }(U). Observe that along SY, for z € U, the frame (ww(z), —) coincides with the parallel
frame (with respect to VAW constructed in the proof of Proposition 28 Since ev™1(z) = {w(2)} x S, it
follows that 75 VAW restricted to T,,F° = ker dev vanishes on all of U.

Next let (A, s) € U—-D,and X € (Tevro)(r,5)- Then we compute
Vit = (ev'V)x — £(X)¢ = 0.

Here we made use of the definition of T,y F° and Lemma 12l By contlnulty, the restriction of Vz/J t0 Toy FO
vanishes on all of U as well. Since F° can be covered by open subsets U as above, from (217)) it follows that

75 Bjr,, 7o = 0. But the isomorphism T*S° 2 7y, To, FP is given by A — 73 A7, o (cf. Lemma 27), so
we have B = 0. O

The existence of a holomorphic connection on S® with curvature £y together with Theorem [[I0 allow us
to obtain the following results on the global structure of S°. Denote
0 _ 0
S, = ve(p)( 2)NS
for z € Z.

Theorem 2.15. Suppose 0 # [wi] € H*(M), and let z € Zy. Then 82 cannot be isomorphic to Zy. In
particular, the local diffeomorphism evy X eve : S® — Zy X Zo, cannot extend to a global diffeomorphism.

Proof. Since TS? is Lagrangian for the symplectic form €, the Atiyah-Ward connection VAW pulls back to
a flat connection on £(*) := L|gy=1(2)- Consequently, c; (L&), C) = 0 € H?*(ev'(2)). But the first Chern
class of L is [w1] # 0 € H*(Zy, C). O

Remark 2.16. If Zy; = M is not simply-connected, then evy : SO — Zy might be a covering map. In
fact, this happens for the rank 1 Deligne-Hitchin moduli space; see [5] It would be interesting to understand
what happens if Zj is simply-connected, for example in the case of SL(2, C)-Deligne-Hitchin moduli spaces.

2.6. An alternative construction of Hitchin’s meromorphic connection. We can reverse the above
constructions to obtain the meromorphic Hitchin connection on a hyperholomorphic bundle over the twistor
space Z of a hyperkahler manifold with a rotating circle action. We only sketch the steps, as the technical
details are already explained above. The necessary twistor data are:

e the twistor space Z of a hyperkahler manifold with a rotating circle action;
e the twisted relative holomorphic symplectic form w € H?(Z, (A%T%)(2)).
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Adding the additional structure of a “prequantum” hyperholomorphic line bundle £, we obtain from the
Atiyah-Ward construction that ev*£ — S is equipped with the holomorphic connection 73 VAV From
Theorem 2.14] we have

ev'V = my VAW 4 %
Note that not only ev*V is the pull-back of a meromorphic connection on the twistor space but also 7T§VAW
and the meromorphic 1-form % are pull-backs from Z as well. Clearly, the corresponding objects on Z are
neither a holomorphic connection nor a meromorphic 1-form but only real analytic objects.

We shall give a local construction of the holomorphic connection VA" on S° which only involves the above
listed twistor data: As explained in Section [l we obtain from the twistor data the holomorphic symplectic
form Qg. Locally, S° is identified with Zy x Z., by evaluation, and there is the moment map &£ of the circle
action on S°; see Theorem Define the bundle automorphism

n: T(Zo X Zoo) — T*(Zo X Zoo)
that acts on T*Zj (respectively, T*Z.,) as multiplication by +1 (respectively, —1). It is evident that there
are locally defined holomorphic 1-forms ay with n(ay) = ay and
daU = QQ + Idfodg (215)
We may think of the forms oy as holomorphic connection 1-forms. Note that the corresponding cocycle is
the pull-back of a cocycle on Zj.

By Corollary 210, the connection defined by (217 is flat on S, for every z € Z, and therefore it is locally
trivial. Hence, we recover the Atiyah—Ward connection at least locally. By adding the 1-form %, which is
constructed from the circle action and from the twisted symplectic form via Lemma 2.12, we obtain (the
pullback of) the meromorphic connection on Z.

2.6.1. T-sesquilinear forms and a generalized Chern connection. It seems appropriate to put the above local
construction into a global context. We need an additional structure on £ — S, which can be regarded as
the complexification of the hermitian metric hys on Lyy.

Definition 2.17. Let £ — S be a holomorphic line bundle, and let 7 : S — S° be an anti-holomorphic
involution. A non-degenerate pairing

(,): LxTL — C
is called a holomorphic T-sesquilinear form on L if for all local holomorphic sections v, w € T'(U, L) defined
on some 7-invariant open subset & C S, the function ((v, w)) on U defined by

({0, w))(5) = (v(s), T"w(s))

is holomorphic and it satisfies the identity
T*<<U7 U>> = <<U7 U>>

Let M’ C S the set of real points. It follows that (v, vs) € R for all s € M’ and vs € L,. Note that
for functions f, g: U — C, we have

((fv, gv)) = f("7) {{v, v)).
Thus, up to sign, a holomorphic 7-sesquilinear form is a complexification of a hermitian metric over the locus
of real points.

Assume that there is a holomorphic involution
n € H°(SY, End(T*S%))

such that
n(r*a) = —*n(a) forany a € QY9(SY). (2.16)
Further, assume that the holomorphic line bundle £ — S is given by a cocycle of the form
{fij : Uiy — C7} (2.17)

where the derivatives df; ; are in the +1 eigenspaces of 7, i.e.,

dfi; = 3(dfiy +n(dfiy)).

Under these assumptions we have the following:
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Lemma 2.18. There is a unique holomorphic Chern-connection V on L — S° with
d({(o, 0))) = ((Vo, 0)) + ({0, Vo)) (2.18)

for any holomorphic section o € T'(U, L) and any T-invariant open subsetU C S°.

Proof. Take a collection of local trivializations by nowhere-vanishing holomorphic sections o; € T'(U;, £)

satisfying the condition that locally o; = ev{v;, where each open subset U; is 7-invariant, such that the
transition functions satisfy df; ; = n(df; ;), where f; ; = 2-. Then, writing
J
Vo, = Aioi,

we have n(A;) = A;. The condition in (2ZI8)) then implies that
dlog((0i, 03)) = (Ai + 77 Ai) (03, 03)).
By [2I6), we have n(7*A;) = —7*A; and thus
Ai = 5(dlog{{os, 03)) +ndlog({os, 7:))).

This shows the uniqueness of the connection.

For the existence, set
Vo, = %(dlog((oi, 7)) + ndlog{{o;, 0;))) ® 0;.

Arguing analogously as for the usual Chern connection, we see that this defines a connection with the desired
properties. O

The main example we have in mind is given by the space S° of sections of a twistor space Z of a hyperkihler
manifold M equipped with a hyperholomorphic hermitian line bundle L — M. Assume that there exists
a global 7-sesquilinear form on £ — S° Consider the decomposition in (LI5) for + = 0 € CP!, and
the involution which is —Id on Tpy,S° and +Id on T,,__S°. Denote its dual endomorphism by 7. It satisfies
@I4). Clearly, £ admits a cocycle as in (217). Applying (2I8)) we obtain a natural connection, which can
be shown to be the Atiyah—Ward connection. It would be interesting to find natural expressions for the
holomorphic 7-sesquilinear form in concrete examples such as the Deligne-Hitchin moduli spaces; see also
Section 3.3 below and the following remark.

Remark 2.19. The existence of a 7-sesquilinear form on £ — S° follows almost automatically from the
existence of an Atiyah-Ward type connection V on £ — S°: assume that there exists a hermitian metric
h on Ljpy — M over the real points M C S°. Consider a local holomorphic frame o € T'(U, £) on a

simply-connected 7-invariant open subset & C S° such that there exists s € M NU. Write Vo = a ® 0.
Then

a+ 1T

is closed; its exterior derivative is a (2,0)-form which vanishes on M, hence on its complexification S°.
Integrating this closed form on the simply connected set U produces the 7-sesquilinear form via

{10 (p). 120 (7(p)))) = paTi h((p), o(p)) exp ( / o T*a>

for all 1, o € Candp € U.

3. SPACE OF HOLOMORPHIC SECTIONS OF THE DELIGNE-HITCHIN MODULI SPACE

In this section we illustrate the general theory described in § 1 and § 2 for the Deligne—Hitchin twistor
space of the moduli space of Higgs bundles on a compact Riemann surface.
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3.1. Hitchin’s self-duality equations. Let ¥ be a compact Riemann surface of genus at least two; denote
its holomorphic cotangent bundle by Kx. Consider a smooth complex rank n vector bundle E of degree zero
with structure group in SU(n).

Denote by A(FE) the space of SU(n)-connections on F. Sending any V € A(FE) to its (0,1)-part 3 we
may identify A with the space of holomorphic structures on F inducing the trivial holomorphic structure

0 on the determinant bundle det E = A" E of E, i.e., (det E, gv) = (Oy, 9). Thus, A is an affine space
modelled on Q%1(%, sI(E)), where sI(E) is the bundle of trace-free endomorphisms of E. The product

T*A = Ax Q"% sI(E))

can be thought of as the cotangent bundle of A. We will denote its elements by (gv, ®) and call ® the Higgs
field of the pair (0, ®). Formally, T*A carries a flat hyperkihler structure that can be described as follows.
The Riemannian metric is given by the L?-inner product on Q(3, s[(E)). The almost complex structures
I, J, K = IJ act on a tangent vector (a, ¢) € Tizv o, T*A = QYT sI(E)) & QMO(S,sI(E)) as

Ia, ¢) = (ia, i9)
T, 9) = (=%, a").

The Kéhler forms are given by

wmmwwmﬁw»:iéu«fAﬂ—ﬁAa+¢Aw*—¢Aw> (3.1)

(wa +iwr)l(a, 6), (8, 0) = % [ty Aa—0n5).
b
The group G := T'(Z, SU(E)) of unitary gauge transformations of E acts (on the right) on T*A as
=V _1 =V _
@7, ®)g = (9700 og,g '®g). (3:2)
This action preserves the flat hyperkahler structure, and, formally, the vanishing condition for the associated
hyperkahler moment map yields Hitchin’s self-duality equations:
FV 4+ @AD" =0 (3.3)
7 = 0.
The second equation implies that ® € HY(Z, sl(E) ® Kyx) with respect to the holomorphic structure 3.

Note that these equations imply that the connection V 4+ ® + ®* is flat.

Let H C T*A be the set of solutions of (83]). The moduli space of solutions to the self-duality equations
is the quotient

MSD = MSD(E, SL(?’L,(C)) = 'H/g
Formally, it is the hyperkahler quotient of T*A by the action of G.

A solution (gv, D) to the self-duality equations (B3) is called irreducible if its stabilizer in G is the center
of SU(n). We write H"" C H for the set of irreducible solutions. It is known that

& =" /g
is the smooth locus of Mgp. It is equipped with a hyperkédhler metric induced by the flat hyperkahler
structure on T*A described above. Moreover, there is a rotating circle action on Mgp given by

07,8 =@, o), (3.4)

¢ € S'. It is Hamiltonian with respect to wr, and the map

urs Msp — iR, (@7, ®) = —/ tr(® A D% (3.5)
by

irr

restricts to a natural moment map on MgJ.

The complex manifold (M7, I) can be described as follows. An SL(n, C)-Higgs bundle is a pair consisting
of a holomorphic vector bundle (E, dg), such that det(E, 0g) = Oy, together with a Higgs field ® €
HO(%, sl(E) ® Kx). The group Gc = (¥, SL(E)) acts on the set of Higgs bundles by the same rule
as in [(32). A Higgs bundle (Jg, ®) is called stable if every ®-invariant holomorphic subbundle £’ has
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negative degree, and it is called polystable if it is a direct sum of stable Higgs bundles of degree zero. We
denote by M = Mifiges (2, SL(n, C)) and Mif . = M. (3, SL(n, C)) the moduli spaces of stable

Higgs Higgs
and polystable Higgs bundles respectively. It is known that the map (Ev, ?) — ((E, gv), ®) induces a
biholomorphism

st
Higgs

(Mé%, I) = giggs
that extends to a homeomorphism
Msp = Mif,,,-
The circle action described in (3.4]) extends to a holomorphic C*-action on Miiggs:
While the complex structure I is induced from the complex structure on X, the complex structure J has a

more topological origin. Consider the space Ac of SL(n,C) connections on E. The group G¢ acts on Ac as

1oVog.

Vg=g"
A connection V € Ac is called irreducible if its stabilizer in G is the center of SL(n,C), and V is called
reductive if it is isomorphic to a direct sum of irreducible connections, i.e., if any V-invariant subbundle

E’ C FE admits a V-invariant complement. Let
MdR = MdR(Ea SL(’I’L,C))
be the moduli space of reductive flat SL(n, C)-connections on E. Its smooth locus is given by MYy, the
moduli space of irreducible flat SL(n, C)-connections. Then the map (Ev, ®) — V + @ + @* is a biholo-
morphism _ _
(MES, 7) = M

that extends to a homeomorphism

Msp = Mag.

The Riemann-Hilbert correspondence gives a biholomorphism
Mar = Hom(m (), SL(n, C))™4/SL(n,C) =: Mg(Z,SL(n,C)) =: Mpg;

the space Mp is known as the Betti moduli space.

3.2. The Deligne—Hitchin moduli space. We now recall Deligne’s construction of the twistor space
Z(Mgp) via A-connections; see [44].

Let A € C. A holomorphic SL(n, C) A—connection on the SU(n)-vector bundle E — X is a pair (9, D),
where 9 is a holomorphic structure on F and D : ['(X, E) — QY9(%, E) is a differential operator such that

e for any f € C>(X) we have D(fs) = As® df + fDs,

e D is holomorphic, i.e., o D+ Dod = 0, and

e as a holomorphic vector bundle we have (A"E, ) = (Os, dx), and the holomorphic differential
operator on A" E induced by D coincides with \0s.

Therefore, an SL(n, C) O—connection is an SL(n, C)-Higgs bundle, and an SL(n,C) 1—connection is an usual
holomorphic SL(n, C)-connection. More generally, the operator g + A~ D()) is a holomorphic connection
for every A # 0.

The group G¢ of complex gauge transformations of E acts on the set of holomorphic A—connections in the

usual way:
(0, D)-g = (97 0dog,g " oDog).

We again call (0, D) stable if any D-invariant holomorphic subbundle E/ C E has negative degree, and
(0, D) is called polystable if it is isomorphic to a direct sum of stable A-connections of degree zero (if
A # 0, then the degree of any A-connection is automatically zero). Equivalently, (9, D) is stable if it is
irreducible, i.e., its stabilizer in G¢ given by the center of SL(n,C). The Hodge-moduli space Mpyoq :=
Muod (X, SL(n, C)) is the moduli space of polystable holomorphic A-connections, where A varies over C:

Mioa = Muoa(2,SL(n, C)) = {(d,D,\) | A € C, (9, D) polystable holomorphic A\-connection}/Gc.
It has a natural holomorphic projection to C given by

@ : Mpoa — C, [0, D, A] — A (3.7)
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irr

The smooth locus toq of the Hodge moduli space Mpyoq coincides with the locus of irreducible M-
connections.

The C*-action in ([B.0) extends to a natural C*-action on Mpyeq covering the standard C*-action on C by

The map (9, D, \) — (0 + A~'D, \) induces a biholomorphism
w’l((C*) & Mgr x C* =2 Mg x C*,

where w is the map in [B7)).

The Deligne-Hitchin moduli space Mpy := Mpu(3, SL(n,C)) is obtained by gluing Myeq and Mieq =2
Miuod(X, SL(n, C)) over C* via the Riemann—Hilbert correspondence:

Mbpn = Mpu(%, SL(n,C)) = (Muoa(Z, SL(n, C)) U Mo (X, SL(n, C)))/ ~,
where
(0, D, )] ~ [(A7'D, A719, A71)]
for any [(0, D, \)] € Migoq with A # 0.
The projections from the respective Hodge moduli spaces to C glue to give a holomorphic projection
w : Mpyg — CP!L.

The smooth locus of Mpy coincides with the locus M of irreducible A-connections which in turn coincides
with the twistor space Z(ME}) of the hyperkihler manifold M.

The space Mp x C* admits an anti-holomorphic involution 7rq, covering the antipodal involution A —
~X " of C* which is constructed as follows. For any p € Hom(m (2), SL(n,C)), define

T J—
(o A) = (01, =X ).

This produces the following antiholomorphic involution 7aq,, of Mpu:

1 —x*

Trmon © Mpi — Mpn, @, D, N)] — [(X "D, X9, X =@, -D, -N)].

This involution 7oy, is compatible with the C*-action in the following sense. For { € C*,
Mps (6@ D, X)) = T a3, D, A).
The C*-action on My,q extends to a C*-action on Mpy. For any ( € C*, we have
¢-10, DIN), Al = [9, ¢<D(N), ¢Al.

Clearly, this action covers the natural C*-action on CP!. Therefore the C*-fixed points of Mpy are given
by

M = Muiges(2, SL(n, €)1 Miriges (S, SL(n, C)),
i.e., by the locus of complex variations of Hodge structures on ¥ and X (see [46]).

The twisted relative symplectic form on M$7 can be described as follows. Let V; = (31, Dy),i=1,2,
be a pair of tangent vectors to the fiber @ ~!()\). Then

wa(Vi, Vo) = 21/ tr(Ds A Dy — Dy A Da). (3.8)
b))

Note that at A = 0 this exactly resembles w; + iwg as defined in (BI]).
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3.3. The line bundle on M¥%. Let us describe the holomorphic line bundle Ly for Z = ME7 along
each fiber of w. First consider the moduli space of holomorphic SL(n, C)-connections Mgr. Let M/ be

irr

the Zariski open subset of Mg such that the underlying holomorphic bundle is stable. So we have a map
f : MIdR — N,
where N is the moduli space of stable SL(n, C)-bundles, that sends any ((E, dg), VF) to (E, 0g).

The pullback map f* : Pic(N) — Pic(M/) is an isomorphism [8]. On the other hand, Pic(M}y) = Z,
and holomorphic line bundles on M/ are uniquely determined by their first class [14]. Also the restriction
map Pic(MJ}) — Pic(M/y) is an isomorphism, because the codimension of the complement of M/
inside M% is at least two. Therefore, we have Pic(Mi) = Pic(N) = Z, i.e., the holomorphic line

irr

bundles on MUY are uniquely determined by their first Chern class.

Let L1 denote the restriction of Lz to Z; = Mé}g. On L4, the meromorphic connection V on Lz induces
a holomorphic connection and its curvature on Z; is the holomorphic symplectic form 2w; + 2iw;y, which is
cohomologous to 2iwy, since wy is exact. So by Chern—Weil theory, we have ¢;(L1) = [wy], the cohomology
class of wy.

It follows that L; is the holomorphic line bundle on Z; determined by [wy]. To calculate [wy], note that
the above projection f has a C*-section that sends any stable bundle (E, dg) to the unique unitary flat
connection on F [4I]. The restriction of wy to the image of that section coincides with the standard K&hler
form on A. On the other hand, the first Chern class of the determinant line bundle ¢ on A is the Kéhler
form [43]. In fact, the curvature for the Quillen metric on £ is the Kéhler form.

We conclude that L; is holomorphically isomorphic to the determinant bundle on Z;, which coincides
with the pullback of the determinant line bundle on N because the determinant line bundle is functorial.
Similarly, the line bundles on the moduli space of stable Higgs bundles, namely Zy = Mf{tiggs, are uniquely
determined by their first Chern class. Let Ly denote the restriction of Lz to Zy. Since L1 is isomorphic to the
determinant line bundle, and since the first Chern class of the family of line bundles L; — Z;, t € CP!,
is independent of ¢, it follows that Lg is isomorphic to the determinant line bundle. For a description of Lz
on all of Z = MET see [29, § 3.7].

3.4. Irreducible and admissible sections. In this subsection we recall some concepts and definitions
from [6] and [4] on sections of the twistor projection @ : Mpy — CP!. We write Spp, for the space of
holomorphic sections. Since Mpy is a complex space, a similar argument as in Proposition [[LT] shows that
Srpy is a complex space as well. It is equipped with an antiholomorphic involution 7 defined in (L8]), with
Tmpn Playing the role of 7.

Definition 3.1. A holomorphic section s € Sy, is irreducible if the image of s is contained in MET.
These are precisely the sections of the twistor space of M.

If s : CP' — Mpy is an irreducible section, then by [6, Lemma 2.2] (see also [4, Remark 1.11]) it
admits a holomorphic lift

5(\) = (9()\), D(A\), \) = (5+§:ij11]-, )ﬁ—l—@—f—i)\j@j, A, AeC (3.9)

j=1 =2
to the space of holomorphic A-connections of class C*¥. Here ¥, ), € Q%!(sl(E)), ®, &, € QLO(sl(E)).
There is also a lift =5 on CP!\ {0}.

The lifts 5, ~5 over C and CP'\ {0} respectively, allow us to interpret s|c- as a C*-family of flat connections
VY =0\ +AIDO) = e+ VL

and ~V? defined similarly over CP! \ {0, co}. Here we write V = J + 0 using the notation of equation
(9). There exists a holomorphic C*-family g(\) of GL(n,C)-valued gauge transformations, unique up to
multiplication by a holomorphic scalar function, such that *V*.g(A\) = ~V* (see [6]).

Definition 3.2. We call a holomorphic section s € Saqy,,, admissible if it admits a lift 5 on C of the form
S(A) = (0+ AV, N0+ @, \)

for a Dolbeault operator 0 of type (0,1), a Dolbeault operator d of type (1,0), a (1,0)-form ® and a
(0, 1)-form ¥, such that (9, ®) and (9, ¥) are semi-stable Higgs pairs on ¥ and X respectively.
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Now suppose that s € S}, = is areal section, i.e., s = Trpy 0s07cpr. If we have a lift V*onC c CP!
of s, then for every A € C* there is a gauge transformation g(\) € G¢ such that

Remark 3.3. If (5v, ®) is a solution to the self-duality equations, then the associated twistor line is given
by the C*-family of flat SL(n, C)-connections

VA = \71P + V 4 \p*~.

By the non-abelian Hodge correspondence, this family gives rise to an equivariant harmonic map f : Y —

SL(n,C)/SU(n) from the universal cover. If the solution (gv, ®) is irreducible, then so is the associated
section in Sj .

In the next example we describe a large class of irreducible sections for n = 2.

Example 3.4. Let V be an irreducible flat SL(2, C)-connection on the rank two bundle V. — . We

=V . . . . .
assume that 0 is not strictly semi-stable, but either stable or strictly unstable. We also assume the
analogous condition for the holomorphic structure &V on . Due to [7] this assumption does not hold for
all irreducible flat SL(n, C)-connections. Under the assumption, we obtain a section s = sV as follows. If

5v is stable

A (A, 37, 20Y)
is an irreducible section over C ¢ CP!. If 5v is unstable, we consider its destabilizing subbundle L C V
of positive degree. The connection induces a nilpotent Higgs field ® on the holomorphic vector bundle
Le(V/L) = Le L* via

o =n""lo VL

This is a special case of [45] and can be interpreted from a gauge theoretic point of view (see also [4} § 4] for
details): Consider a complementary bundle L C V of L, and the family of gauge-transformations

g(A) = (é g)

A (A, Y g7y
extends to an irreducible (stable) Higgs pair at A = 0 which identifies with (L & L*, ®)

The family

4. ENERGY FUNCTIONAL ON SECTIONS OF THE DELIGNE-HITCHIN MODULI SPACE

4.1. The energy as a moment map. It was proven in [4, Corollary 3.11] that the energy of an irreducible
section s with lift § as in (89 is given by

£(s) = %/Zm«(qup). (4.1)

In particular, this integral is independent of the lift 5. The reader should be aware of the different prefactors
in (1) and in (3X). In particular, if we think of £ as the energy of a harmonic map, it should be real-valued,
while we want a moment map for the S'-action to be iR-valued. Working with the prefactor % also has
the advantage that we get fewer factors of 27i in the statements of the results below.

Remark 4.1. As pointed out in [6, Remark 2.3], the energy in the present example is defined for all local
sections around A = 0 which admit a lift as in ([3.9).

Let us write again S’ = S} for the space of irreducible sections whose normal bundle is isomorphic
to Ocp1(1)®24. Take any s € S’. In terms of lifts of sections, a tangent vector V € T,S’ is expressed as
follows. Let 3 be a lift of s as in ([3.9), and denote the curvature of the connection -+ by F 910 = 9O+ 0.
Expanding the integrability condition

FND) + DN = 0 (4.2)
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in powers of A, the zeroth and first order coefficients yield
0P =0 (4.3)
FOH0 L [DAT] = 0.
Consider a family of sections (s¢ € Snpy)r With s = so which represents V' € T,S’. The corresponding
(lifted) infinitesimal variation § = (9(X\), D(X), A) satisfies the linearisation of (£2), i.e.,
FN(DN) + D)D) = 0. (4.4)

Expanding S into a power series
g()\) = (Zkaka Zkaka A) )
k=0 k=0
for o € QVO(sI(E)), v € QY1(sI(E)), the linearisation of {3) becomes
dpo + [ho AN ®] = 0

o1+ 0o+ [po AN U]+ [@AYn] = 0.

Variations along the gauge orbit of 5 are determined by infinitesimal gauge transformations C 3 A —
E(N\) € T'(X, sI(E)) and are of the form

(DNEN), DNEMN), N). (4.5)
By expanding £(A) = Y ;7 &AM, we get with (@) and (39)
ANEN) = Bo + (D& + [, &)A+O(N?)
DNEN) = [@, &) + (960 + [@,&])A + O(N?).
Now let s € &' with lift § over C, and consider V; € T,S’, j = 1, 2, represented by
5= @00, Dy, ) = (@ + 0P8 @ + oA 0 + 0.
Then we define, recalling the definition of wy given in (B8],

(i, V2) = =5 n_ga(Vi(A), V2 (V)

i / tr (=Di() A B2(3) + D2() A3 (V)
— [ (o A v o A0 - o A0+ 0 1Y),
=

We view () as a two-form on the infinite-dimensional space of germs of sections of w at A = 0. Note that
the formula for €2 is exactly (2] in the present context.

Proposition 4.2. The two-form Q descends to a holomorphic two-form on the space of irreducible sections,
which on Sy, . coincides with the holomorphic symplectic form Qq defined in (LZI)).

Proof. We will show that Qg is degenerate along the gauge orbits. To this end, let 5 be a germ of a section
near A = 0, and let £(\) = ZZOZO £, \F be an infinitesimal gauge transformation. The corresponding tangent
vector V) is represented by

1= (ONEN), DVEW), ).
Then for an arbitrary tangent vector Vs represented by 5, = (9(\), D(N), ), we find

0:(V1.3) = i,y [ tr (=D ABWE) + DONEN) AT)

>

>

Stokes) = iy [ (OO + DA
=0

we used ([@A). This shows that Q) descends to S'. O
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Theorem thus allows us to make the following conclusion.

Corollary 4.3. The restriction of 2mi€ : Sy, = — C is a holomorphic moment map for the natural C*-
action on Sy, with respect to the holomorphic symplectic form Qo. In particular, the C*-orbits in Sy
are exactly the critical points of € |3;\4 .

DH

4.2. Explicit description of some C*-fixed sections. Corollary 4.3 shows a close relationship between
C*-orbits in Spp, and the energy functional. We therefore examine the C*-orbits more closely in this
section. Before explicitly determining the C*-fixed irreducible sections, we first observe:

Lemma 4.4. The set S%DH of all C*-fized sections is in a natural bijection with Mgag, the moduli space of
flat completely reducible SL(n, C)-connections.

In particular, the critical points of £ : S\, . — C correspond to an open subset of &r, the moduli
space of flat irreducible SL(n, C)-connections.

Proof. Let V € Mggr. As in Section 2.3l we obtain the following C*-invariant section sy : C* — Mpy:
se(\) = [@, 207, 0], oY =V, §° = vol, (4.6)

By a crucial result of Simpson ([44] for existence and [45] for a more explicit approach), the limits of sv())
for A — 0 and Aoo always exist in Mpiggs(3, SL(n, C)) and Mpyiges(3, SL(n, C)) respectively. The resulting
section, also denoted by sy € Mpy, is C*-invariant by continuity. Evaluation of sections s : CP! — Mpy
at A = 1 gives the inverse of the map V —— sy.

The last statement in the lemma is a direct consequence of Theorem and Corollary [£.3 O

We next determine explicitly the C*-fixed sections s € Say,, such that s is irreducible over C, by using
some results of [10]. In terms of Lemma [L4] these are precisely the sections sy such that sy (0) is stable.
Indeed, since irreducibility is an open condition, sy () is an irreducible A-connection for A close to 0. Using
the C*-invariance, we see that s(A) is irreducible for every A € C.

For any C*-fixed sections sy, its values at 0 and oo are C*-fixed Higgs bundles on ¥ and 3 respectively.
These are called complex variations of Hodge structures (VHS). Let (9, ®) be any VHS on X. The fact that
(0, ®) is a C*-fixed point yields a splitting

E = PE, (4.7)

into a direct sum of holomorphic bundles. With respect to this splitting, & and ® are given in the following
block form

g, 0 ... ... 0 0 ... ... ... 0
0 0g, - : oM :
o= 2= 0 e® - (4.8)
: . . 0 . ‘. - . :
0 ... ... 0 Og 0 ... 0 a@U=Y o

where ®) € H(X, Hom(E;, E;+1) ® Kx). The sheaf sI(E) of trace-free holomorphic endomorphisms of E
further decomposes into

sI(E) = @D sl(E)k, sU(E)x ={¢ € sl(E) | $(E;) C Ei_x}.
keZ
By construction, ® € H(X, Ky ® s[(E)_1). To define the next notion, let
Ny = PslE), N-=PslE)%, L = sl(E). (4.9)
k>0 k<0

Note that Ny (respectively, N_) is the subspace of s[(F) consisting of endomorphisms of E that are strictly
upper (respectively, lower) block-triangular with respect to the splitting (@), while L is the space of block-
diagonal elements of sl(E).
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Now let (9, ®) € Mpiges(SL(n,C)) be a stable complex variation of Hodge structures. Then the BB-slice
([10, Definition 3.7]) through (9, ®) is defined by

By = {8, 0) € OM(N) @ QLo Ny) | D'(B, ¢) +[BAg] =0, D'(B,¢) =0}  (4.10)
Here we denote by
D:=9+9"+ 0+ o
the non-abelian Hodge connection attached to (9, ®) with harmonic metric h, and
D" =0+ ®, D' = 9" 4 o,
Hence the equations in ([£10) are explicitly given by
D"(8,¢)+[BNG] = Jo+[(@+9)ABl =0, D'(B,¢) = "B+[®" Ag] = 0. (4.11)

Note that B(% is a finite-dimensional affine space. Then, [I0, Theorem 1.4 (3)] states that the map

)

pi B g xC — Muoa, ((8,¢), A) — A, 4 AD* + 38, A" + & + ¢]

is a holomorphic embedding onto the “attracting set”
W@, @) = {m € Migy | lim¢-m = (3, @)}
—
and is compatible with the obvious projections to C. In particular, if W*(9, ®) denotes the intersection
of W (9, ®) with the fiber w~1(\), then W*(9, ®) is biholomorphic to the affine space BE% ®) via the map
px = p(e, ). Thus, MZT is stratified by affine spaces.

Given (S, ¢) € BE% gy We can use Lemma 4] and ([@6]) to define the C*-fixed section

5(8,6) = Sp1(8,6) € SMon-
As observed earlier, s(g,4) is an irreducible section over C C CP! but not necessarily over all of CP?!.
Proposition 4.5. Over C, the C*-fized section s(g 4) may be expressed as

l l
SN = [NTHAND™ +B1) + > NBL @+ A"+ Y NTe; (4.12)

j=2 j=0
where f = Zé‘:l B;, with B; € QU1(sl(E);) and ¢ = > j—0 @5 with ¢; € QLO(I(E),).

Proof. Let V = p1(8, ¢) = [D+ 8+ ¢] so that
3 =04+ +8, 0¥ =" +d+0.
Hence s(3,4) = sv is given by
s (N) = [\ 0+ (D% + B), A" + D + Ag]

for A € C* (see (G)). This does not give a lift of s(g 4) over all of C, unless the holomorphic bundle (E, 9)
is stable, in which case we must have 8 = 0 and & = 0.

To construct a lift over all of C we use the C*-family of gauge transformations

M-ldg, 0 0
0 N2~lidp, :
g\ =A™ ; 0 : , (4.13)
: . " 0
0 . o 0 MNidg,

where m = %El (I — j)rk(E;) in order to ensure det g(A\) = 1. Then any & € sl(E); satisfies

j=1
g\ reg(N) = Ve
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Let 8 = Eé‘:l Bj, with 8; € Q% (sl(E);), and similarly ¢ = >°._, ¢; with ¢; € QO(sl(E);). Then using
¢ € HY(K ®sl(F)_1) and ®* € QV(K ®sl(E);), we get that

l l
@+ (D" +8), A" + A +Ap).g(N) = (T+AN@™ + 1)+ D NMB;, & +20" + > Nty
Jj=2 j7=0

The result follows. O

We next discuss the implications for the C*-fixed leaves of the foliation F+ on &' = &, Mpy - Recall that

these leaves consist, in particular, of irreducible sections (on all of CP!) by definition. We denote by S( 5 <1>)

all sections in &’ which pass through the stable complex variation of Hodge structure (9, ®) € ./\/lnggb
A =0.

Proposition 4.6. The C*-fized point locus (S’

.
@.3))

is isomorphic to an open and non-empty subset of the

affine space B(a ®°

Proof. Consider the section s(g,4) : CP' — Mpy for (3, ¢) € BE% ®) which is irreducible over C. Since
the complement of M’ (3, SL(n,C)) in Mpiges(E, SL(n,C)) is closed and of codimension at least two

Higgs
(cf. [I7]), it follows that s(g,4) is an irreducible section for (3, ¢) € B (3.2) in an open and dense subset of
+
B (3,3)"

Note that (3, ¢) = (0, 0) corresponds to the twistor line s 5 through (0, ®), which lies in S’. Since &’
is open and non-empty in the space of all irreducible sections, we therefore see that the irreducible and C*-

fixed section s(g 4) has the desired normal bundle for (3, ¢) in an open and non-empty subset U C Bt @.0)"

Altogether we obtain the isomorphism p;* oevy : (Sé5 q))) — U. O

From Theorem 2.3 we immediately obtain:

Corollary 4.7. The locus of critical points s € S" of £ : 8" — C is isomorphic to an open and non-empty
subset in M”T 1t is foliated by leaves which are isomorphic to open and non-empty subsets of affine spaces.

Proof. The first statement follows, by a genericity argument, from Lemma 4l The second one is a conse-
quence of Proposition O

Remark 4.8. Let s : CP! — Mpy be a C*-fixed section such that s(0) = (9, ®) and s(c0) = (9, ¥)
are stable VHS on ¥ and ¥ respectively, with respective splittings of the underlying smooth bundle E of the

form
1 v
=@PE. E=E,.
j=1 j=1
With respect to these splittings the respective holomorphic structures are diagonal and the Higgs fields ®

and ¥ are lower triangular as in ([@38]). Then we have the BB-slices B(Jra (1))( ) and B’Jr ( ). By Proposition

[6] and its analog on X we see that, on the one hand, s corresponds to (3, ¢) € B(g <I>)( ), and on the other

hand to (3, ¢) € B(B \1/)( ). Therefore, we obtain two distinguished lifts of s over C and C* U {oo} of the

form
l

l
s = [\ 8o Wlz = | X T+ME™ +81)+ > NB;, @4+ 20"+> NVl |

j=2 j=0 )

l/
SO0 = N 85 (A s = (AL 0 ATN@ 4 B+ SIATE, v AT +Z)\ G+ g,
j=2 7=0 5
Let go be a gauge transformation such that

(043" + U+ U +5+d).go = 0+0"+ B+ 0.
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Going through the proof of Proposition and writing g(\) and g(A™!) for the respective C*-families of
gauge transformations we get that

5N = 55.5A 907 g0g(N)
for any A € C*.

In general, starting only with the lift 53 4) over C obtained above, it seems hard to determine explicitly
the lift 5 5 ¢)()\_1) over CP'\ {0} or even the limiting VHS s(4,4)(00). The next two examples discuss some
situations in which the limit can be computed.

Example 4.9. Suppose the holomorphic structure 9" + ® + ¢ is stable on X. Then we can argue as follows.
For A € C* we can write, using the Deligne gluing:

s A) =[N0+ + B A"+ 2+ ) s =N, 0"+ 2+, N O+ 2 + )5

Under our assumption that " 4+ ® + ¢ is stable, this allows us to conclude s(g,4)(00) = (9" + ® + ¢,0). We
will see in the proof of Theorem .17 that this situation does in fact occur, at least for rank 2 bundles.

Example 4.10. Consider the rank two case, n = 2. If s is the twistor line through a VHS (9, ®) on X,
then we have E = V @ V*, where V is a line bundle with 0 < degV < g — 1 and V* = ker®. Then
s(c0) = (0", ®*r) and the corresponding splitting is £ = V* @ V. Note that, since ¥ and ¥ come with
opposite orientations, we have deg V* > 0, as a bundle on . Then g(A~!) = g()) in this case, as the order
is reversed. The associated lifts are thus just the lifts of s over C and C* given by the harmonic metric, i.e.
the associated solution of the self-duality equations.

Example 4.11 (Grafting sections). In [24] a special class of C*-invariant sections of Mpy (3, SL(2,C)),
called grafting sections, have been constructed by using grafting of projective structures on 3. We recover
them from the previous proposition as follows.

Consider the C*-fixed stable Higgs bundle (9, ®) with

E=KioKy? ®= <§) 8)

1
where K2 is a square root of the canonical bundle Ky. To determine ([9) in this example, we define
i 1
E,:= Kg, By := K, ?. Then we see that
N, 2Ky, N_=Kg5', L~Os

By (411)), (0,¢) € B(Jra 2 if and only if d¢ = 0 and [¢ A ®**] = 0. Hence ¢ is of the form

0
¢>=(O g), g€ HO(S, KZ?),

with respect to the splitting £ = FE; @& E5. For those ¢ such that the monodromy of the corresponding
flat connection at A = 1 is real, the sections s(g,4) are precisely the grafting sections of [24, §2.1]. Since
B = 0 in this case, we see that the energy of a grafting section is the same as the energy of the twistor line
associated with the stable Higgs pair (9, ®). If the monodromy of the corresponding flat connection is real,
then [24] shows that the section s(g ) is real and defines an element of (S, )7, in particular it has the
correct normal bundle O¢p1 (1)®2¢, But the section 5(0,¢) 1s not admissible and thus cannot correspond to
a solution of the self-duality equations. This shows that Msp (3, SL(2,C)) C (Sh,,,,)"

4.3. The energy of a C*-fixed section. Proposition gives concrete formulas for all C*-fixed points
s € S%DH such that s(0) is a stable VHS. We next compute the energy of such sections.

Proposition 4.12. Let (9, ®) be a stable C*-fived SL(n,C)-Higgs bundle, and let (5 4) be the C*-fized

section corresponding to (B, ¢) € B*a .t Its energy is given by

l

E(s(8,6)) = E(s0) Z — 1) deg(Ey),
k=2

where sq is the twistor line through (0, ®).
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Proof. Write s(g,4) in a form as in ([I2). Then the definition of £ immediately implies that

5(8(@(;5)) = 5(80) /tl“((l)/\ﬁl)

Next we will show that [, tr(® A f1) = 0. To this end, let us write

-1 -1
e =3 oW, g =73 p",
k=1 k=1

where ®%) ¢ QL0 (Hom(Ey, Eyy1), 8% € Q%Y (Hom(Ey,1, Ey); see the block form in (@J). It follows
that

tr(® A By) ZtrE (®F=D A =1,

Note that each summand ®*~1 A g*~1) belongs to Q"!(End(F})) and we have adopted the convention
that ®*) = 0 = g0 if k = 0, L.

Now, equation (LIT]) implies that
0o+ [®AP1] =0

and we can write
-1

[@AB] = dFEDABED 4 gk A h),
k=1

Thus, for each k = 1, --- , [,
o + @k A g1 4 g0 A0 = g,

Consider the case of k = I:
9oy + =D A gU=D = 0

Taking the trace of this equation and integrating over ¥, we find, using Stokes’ theorem, that
/trEl(qW*l) ABUEYY = 0.
b
Now assume that [ trg,,, (®*) A B*®) = 0 for all k > ko. Then we have
g(béko) + (I)(ko—l) A ﬁ(ko—l) 4 ﬁ(ko) A (I)(ko) = 0.
Taking the trace and integrating yields

0= / trEkO ((I)(kr)*l) /\ﬂ(kofl) +ﬂ(k0) /\q)(kg))
>
= / trEkO ((I)(kr)*l) /\ﬂ(kofl) _/trEk0+1((I)(k0) /\ﬂ(kjg))
x Y
:/trEk ((b(k[)—l)/\ﬂ(k()—l))
0
3

It follows inductively that [y tr(® A 31) = 0.
It remains to compute the energy of the twistor line sg. To this end, we observe that

l

E(sg) = %/Ztr(fb/\fb*h = Qm/ztrE D A (F Ty = ng(so)a

k=2
where we put Ex(so) = 75 [y, tre, (2D A (@F1)*n) for k > 2. The equation FYV'" 4 [® A ®*] = 0 is
block-diagonal with respect to the splitting £ = @2:1 FE, with components

FVE, 4+ o= A (q)(k—l))*h + ((I)(k))*h A PR = .
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This gives the following recursive relations:
E(s0) = g [ tr, (@) (@)
b

H h
B _/ tri (FY5) + 2 / trg,,, (PF A (@0))
z b

= deg(Ex) + Ex1(s0).-
Thus, if £ = [, we find that
&i(so) = deg(E),

and for general k we get that

Z deg(E;) + &i(so) Z deg(FE

Therefore,
1

l l l
E(s0) = Y _Ek(so) =Y > deg(E;) = > (k- 1)deg(Ey),
k=2

k=2j=k k=2
and this completes the proof. ([

4.4. The second variation of the Energy at a C*-fixed section. Next we study the second variation
of the energy functional £ at a C*—fixed point.

Examining the proof of Proposition .5 we can check explicitly that the sections sz 4) satisfy for any
¢ € C* the relation

C3(.6) = 8(5,0-9() 7"
Moreover, if we use the notation of equation (I3)) and put

(m+1— )idg, 0 el .0
0 (m +2 —1)idg, :
: . . 0
then [€, ] acts as multiplication by k on sI(E); and we see that
— — d
- i/\dii\a(/\) = d(N)E(N), iD(\) — i)\aD(/\) = D(A)E(N) (4.14)
with
p— — l . l .
@A), D) = [ D+ M@ + B1) + Y MB;, @+ 20"+ Nty
Jj=2 j=0
For £(\) = Y5 &k AF we deduce from (1) the following equations
0 = d¢ P = [®,&)] (4.15)
—U =86 + [V, &) 0=[®,&] + 9.

We can now compute the second variation of £ at such fixed points.

Proposition 4.13. The second variation of £ at a C*—fized point s with lift § as in BA) is given by

L./Ztr(wo/\ [01,&] + 01 A [0, &l + 1 Ao, &]) + o A (1, & + 200 A1) .

2006 —
¢EE) = 2mi

Proof. Let (s¢) be a family of sections with sg = s. We compute, using the notation for 5 and $ as in Section

@
_d2 . .
27T|W|t:05(5t) - / tr(® A1+ o AW+ 200 A 91).
b
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Since s9 = s is fixed by the action of C*, we can use [@IH) (with & = &y, & = 0) to write
d? . .
2mizizli-of(s1) = [ (6] AD = A [0.E] +20 1)
= [ e@Ad+ BAT) + 201 0)
— [ tr(€@1 + 00 + 2lui A 1]+ 2lgn A ) + 200 A )
b))
(using 96 = 0 = 9¢) = / tr(€(2[vo A 1] + 2[po A h1]) + 200 A1)
b))

=/th(¢oA[w1,§]+901A[¢o/\§]+¢1/\[90075])+<P0/\[¢1 A&+ 200 A1)

In the third equation from above we made use of the second linearisation of (3] O

Proposition [4.13] shows that the second variation is closely related to the infinitesimal C*-action on the
tangent space. The following proposition is obtained.

Proposition 4.14. Let $(\) = (5()\), DA = (oo i, 3502, wrAF, \) be an infinitesimal defor-
mation of the critical point s € S. Suppose that $ satisfies

[V, &] = noo, [V1,&] = niy, [¢0,&] = Mmoo, [p1,&] = mipr

for some m;, n; € Z. Then
. 1
d*E(3) = o / tr((m1 +no)o A 1 + (mo +n1 + 2)Y1 Ago) -

Remark 4.15. Note that this resembles the discussion surrounding Eq. (8.10) in [28]. In fact, it does
reproduce Hitchin’s result in the case that s is the twistor line corresponding to a C*-fixed point in Mpiggs
and the deformation $ is real, so that ¥ = ¢§, Yo = —

4.5. Sections and the degree of the hyperholomorphic line bundle. Our previous results together
with the energy can be used to show that the space of irreducible sections is not connected. We begin with
the following

Proposition 4.16. Let (0,®) be a stable C*-fizred Higgs bundle and let s(8,) be a C*-fized section cor-
responding to (8,¢) € B(% ) If sp.4(c0) is given by a VHS on ¥ with underlying holomorphic bundle
E= @Zzl Ej,, then we have

l U

deg(s(s,4)Lz) Z — 1) deg(Ex) —i—Z — 1) deg(Ey).
k=1 k=1

Proof. Proposition 12| allows us to compute £y(s) and Ex(s). The assertion now follows from the formula

deg(s(s,4)Lz) = E(s(8,6)) + Eoc(5(5,¢)) -
O

Theorem 4.17. There exist irreducible sections s of w : Mpu (%, SL(2,C)) — CP! such that the pullback
s*Lz of the holomorphic line bundle Ly; — Mpu (X, SL(2, C)) has non-zero degree. In particular, the space
of irreducible sections is not connected.

1
Proof. Let K2 be a square-root of the canonical line bundle K. Consider the uniformization (Fuchsian)
flat connection

K2
vFuchs _ Vas 1

1
2

1 VEs
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1 _1
on the rank two bundle K¢ @ Ky, *. For generic holomorphic quadratic differential ¢ € H 9(%, K2), the
anti-holomorphic structure

8Kz% q

1 0

=

K
is stable (i.e., it defines a stable holomorphic bundle on ¥). Then,

o Fuchs 0 q
V:=V + <0 0

gives a C*-invariant section sy € Saqp,, by the construction of Lemma 4l In view of Proposition [£12 the
energy at A = 0 is given by

_1

degKy? =1—-g#0.
By assumption, 9V is stable, so the anti-Higgs field of s at A = oo vanishes, and the energy at A = oo is
given by £ = 0. Finally, we have

deg(s* Lz) = E(s) + Encls) #0

by the residue formula for the pull-back under s of the meromorphic connection to CP* (see Section 3 of
4]). O

Given a(n irreducible) section s € Sppy, it is in general very difficult to compute its normal bundle Nj.
However, by using the methods of [24], it can be shown that the C*-fixed points considered in the proof
of Theorem 17 do not have normal bundles of generic type, i.e., their normal bundles admit holomorphic
sections with double zeros.
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