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THETA FUNCTIONS AND PROJECTIVE STRUCTURES

INDRANIL BISWAS, ALESSANDRO GHIGI, AND LUCA VAI

ABSTRACT. Given a compact Riemann surface X, we consider the line, in the space of
sections of 20 on J°(X), orthogonal to all the sections that vanish at the origin. This
line produces a natural meromorphic bidifferential on X x X with a pole of order two on
the diagonal. This bidifferential is extensively investigated. In particular we show that it
produces a projective structure on X which is different from the standard ones.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a compact connected Riemann surface, and let A C S := X x X be the
diagonal divisor. Then the holomorphic line bundle 9% ® Og(2A) has a natural holomorphic
section which is constructed using Hodge theory |[CEG] and [CPT]; see also [Gu2|, [Lo].
This bidifferential, which is denoted by 7y, is completely canonical in the sense that its
construction does not require making any choice. This nx produces a projective structure
on X, which was studied in [BCFP]. In particular, it was shown that this projective structure
is different from the standard ones. On the other hand, it was shown in [CEG] that 7x guides
the second fundamental form, with respect to the Siegel metric, of the Torelli map from the
moduli space of curves to the moduli space of principally polarized abelian varieties.

In this paper we find another completely canonical holomorphic section ox of the line
bundle Q% ® Og(2A). Tt is constructed using theta functions as follows. There is a canonical
theta divisor on J971(X), where ¢ = genus(X). Using this divisor it can be shown that there
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is a canonical line bundle 20 on the Jacobian J°(X). The vector space H°(J°(X), 20) has a
natural conformal class of Hermitian structures. Since 20 is base point-free, H(J°(X), 20)
contains a unique line S orthogonal to all sections vanishing at the origin Ox € J°(X).
This is the content of Section

Next let ¢ : S = X x X — J%X) be the difference map ¢(z,y) := Ox(z —y). The
pullback of 20 via ¢ is shown to be isomorphic to Q% ®Og(2A). This is proved in Proposition
B using the formalism of determinant bundles. (Another proof is described later in the
paper.) The line ¢*S, where S is described above, contains a unique bidifferential with
biresidue 1 along the diagonal. This bidifferential is denoted ox. Just like nx, the section
ox does not require making any choice. It is an intrinsic object. We close Section [3 recalling
several results from a paper |[GG] by van Geemen and van der Geer which describes both
the kernel and the image of the map

¢* = HY(JY(X),20) — HY(S, Q%(24)). (1.1)

Starting from Section [ the classical formalism of theta functions, as in e.g. [Fayl [Gu3], is
used. We first study some special sections s¢ of H°(J%(X), 20) and their pullback ¢*s.. We
are able to compute the divisor of ¢*s.. In particular, this yields another proof of Proposition
B which says that ¢*(20) is isomorphic to Q% ® Og(2A) (see Proposition ET).

The next step is to compute ¢* for any section of 20. The main ingredient is Fay’s
Trisecant Identity. We differentiate twice this identity. After some nontrivial computations
we arrive at a very explicit formula for the pullback map (ILT]) (see Proposition B4]). This
result is crucial for all the rest of the paper. It is inspired by a result in [Gu3]. This is the
content of Section [Bl

The final Section [@] compares the above mentioned sections ox and ny. We start by
recalling briefly the definition of nx given in [CEG]. This bidifferential had in fact been
studied earlier at least by Gunning [Gu2]. In fact the characterization of nx given by
Gunning is very useful for the problem at hand. After some work we deduce from it a
system of equations (real analytic in the period matrix) which describe the locus where the
sections nx and oy coincide. It is shown that these two sections are different in general
(Theorem [6.8)). This is proved by considering the special case of g = 1.

The section ox produces a projective structure on X. We observe that this projective
structure is in general different from the one produced by ny. We consider the special

case of ¢ = 1 and show that the two projective structures are different for a generic point
[X] € M, (see Corollary [6.12]). Corollary [6.12] is proved using Theorem [6.8]
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2. A LINE OF SECTIONS

Let X be a compact connected Riemann surface. The holomorphic cotangent bundle of
X will be denoted by Kx. For any d € Z, let J%(X) denote the component of the Picard
group of X that parametrizes the isomorphism classes of holomorphic line bundles on X of
degree d. Let g be the genus of X. Then J9~}(X) has a natural reduced effective divisor

©:={L e JNX)| H (X, L) # 0} Cc J*1(X), (2.1)
which is known as the theta divisor. For any L € J97'(X) the Riemann—Roch theorem says
that dim H°(X, L) — dim H'(X, L) = 0, and hence any L € J971(X) lies in © if and only
if HY(X, L) # 0.

Take a theta characteristic F' on X. So F' is a holomorphic line bundle on X of degree
g — 1 such that F ® F = Kx. Consider the holomorphic isomorphism

Tr 2 JOUX) — J7HX), L+— LQF. (2.2)
Let
OF = Tp'(©) C J'(X) (2.3)
be the inverse image of the divisor © defined in (2I]). Define the involution
v JUX) — JYX), L+ L. (2.4)

While the divisor ©r constructed in (2.3]) depends on the choice of the theta characteristic
F, the following lemma shows that the linear equivalence class of 20 is actually independent
of the choice of F.

Lemma 2.1.
(1) The divisor OF in (23)) satisfies the equality
L(@F) = @F,

where v is the involution in (2.4).
(2) The isomorphism class of the holomorphic line bundle on J°(X)

OJO(X)(@F —+ L(@F)) = OJO(X)(2@F)

i1s independent of the choice of the theta characteristic F.

Proof. Take any L € J°(X). By Serre duality,
HY(X,L®F) = H'(X,L*® F*® Kx)* = H'(X, L* ® F)*,
because F'®? = Ky. Therefore, we have H*(X, L® F') = 0 if and only if
HYX, L'® F) = 0.

As noted above, HY(X, L* ® F) = 0 if and only if L* ® F € ©. Consequently, L € Op if
and only if L* € Op. In other words, we have ((©r) = ©p. This proves the first statement.
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To prove the second statement, take another theta characteristic F” on X. So
= F ®F*
is a holomorphic line bundle on X of order two. For any n € J°(X), let
T, JUX) — JUX), L+— L®n (2.5)
be the automorphism of J°(X). Note that we have T¢ o T¢ = Idjo(x) because £€¥? = Ox.
Then
Tor = TroTe = TeoTr. (2.6)
where Tp is constructed as in (2.2]) by substituting F” in place of F. Using Tz define
Op = T'(0) c J'(X)
as done in ([Z3]). Now from (Z0]) it follows immediately that
O = T '(Or) = Te(Or) (2.7)
(recall that 7¢ is an involution).
Let J°(X)Y denote the dual abelian variety for J°(X). For any line bundle L on J°(X),
consider the homomorphism
oL JU(X) — JUX), L+— L*®T/L, (2.8)

where 77, is the morphism in (2.35]) (see [Mul, pp. 59-60, Corollary 4]). Since ¢+ ¢ = dLeL
[Mul, p. 60, (a)], it follows that the kernel of the homomorphism ¢eg, = 02 © ¢g,, where
oy ¢ JYX) — J°(X) is the homomorphism defined by L +—— L®? and ¢se,, ¢e, are
morphisms as in (2.8), contains all order two points of J°(X). From (2.7) we have

20, = 27:(0r) = Te(265). (2.9)

This implies that 20z is linearly equivalent to the translation of 20 by £. Since the kernel
of the homomorphism ¢se, = 09 0 ¢e, contains all order two points of J°(X), the kernel
contains £. As the kernel of ¢y, contains ¢, the divisor T¢(20F) is linearly equivalent to
20p. On the other hand, we have 7¢(20r) = 205 (see (29)). Combining these two it
follows that 20 is linearly equivalent to 20 . Therefore, the first statement of the lemma
completes the proof of the second statement. O

The holomorphic line bundle Oox)(OF + 1(OF)) = O 0x)(20F) on JO(X) will be de-
noted by L.

The complex vector space
V = H°(J°(X), L) (2.10)
is of dimension 29, because ¢;(OF) is a principal polarization. It has a Hermitian structure
which is unique up to multiplication by a constant scalar; in other words, V has a canonical
conformal class of Hermitian structures. We will briefly recall a construction of this conformal
class of Hermitian structures.

The cup product HY(X, Z) ® HY(X, Z) — H?*(X,7Z) = Z on X produces a Kihler
form

wo € QMH(JY(X)) (2.11)
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on J°(X). We have ¢;(L) = 2[w]. Fix a Hermitian structure i on L such that the curvature
of the Chern connection on
(L, h) (2.12)

coincides with 2wy. Any two such Hermitian structures on L differ by multiplication by a
constant scalar. Then we have the L? metric on the vector space V (in (Z.I0)) defined by

(s, 1) = /JO(X)<S’ thn - Wy (2.13)

for s, t € V. Since any two choices of h differ by multiplication by a constant scalar, the
conformal class of the L? metric on V in (2.I3)) does not depend on the choice of h.

Next we note that the linear system ‘L‘ is base-point free, meaning for every point z €
JO(X), there is a section s, € V such that s,(z) # 0 [Mu, p. 60, Application 1(iii)]. Let

WwcCvVv (2.14)

be the subspace of codimension one defined by all sections that vanish at the identity element
0 = [Ox] € J°X). We have its orthogonal complement

S = Vst C V. (2.15)
Note that S is identified with the fiber Ly, of L over 0, by the evaluation map that sends
any s € S C H°(J°(X), L) to its evaluation s(0) at 0.

Remark 2.2. The construction of S can be extended to any principally polarized abelian
variety A. In fact on A there is always a symmetric theta divisor © and the linear system
V := |20| does not depend on the choice of ©. (See e.g. [Bel 3.8].) The Hermitian structure
on V and the line S can be constructed in the same way as above.

3. THE SECTION oy

As done in the introduction, set
S = X xX.
Fori =1, 2, let
pi t X xX — X (3.1)
be the natural projection to the i-th factor. Let
A= {(z,2) € S| z e X} CS&,
be the reduced diagonal divisor.
Let
¢ X xX — JUX) (3.2)
be the holomorphic map defined by (z, y) — Ox(z —vy).
Proposition 3.1. The pullback ¢*L of the line bundle in [2I0) by ¢ in B2) satisfies the

following:
¢'L = (piKx) ® (p3Kx) ® Os(24) .



6 1. BISWAS, A. GHIGI, AND L. VAI

Proof. For a line bundle L on X, let
dr) = N7 H(X, )e N H'(X, L)

be the line, which is known as the determinant of cohomology of L. Consider the holomor-
phic line bundle Ojo-1(x)(0) — J9"(X), where © is the divisor in (2.I). The fiber of
Ojo-1(x)(©) over any line bundle ¢ € J97!(X) is canonically identified with the line

Oc = d(C)".

Note that since x(¢) = 0, the automorphisms of ¢ given by the nonzero scalar multiplica-
tions actually act trivially on the line 6.. Fix a theta characteristic 7 on X. From the above
description of the fibers of O js-1(x)(©) it follows that the fiber of the line bundle O jo(x)(0;)
(see (23)) over any L € J°(X) is the line

9L®7— = d(L X 7—)* .
Take any point (x, y) € X x X. From the above description of the fibers of O ox)(O-)
we conclude that the fiber of the line bundle ¢*L (see (210) and ([B.2])) over (z, y) is the line
dOx(x—y)@7)* @d(Ox(y — ) @7)". (3.3)
To compute d(Ox(r —y) ® 1), first consider the short exact sequence of sheaves on X
0 — Ox(z—y)®71 — Ox(z)®T7 — (Ox(2)®@7T), — 0,
where the sheaf (Ox(x) ®7), is supported on y. From this short exact sequence we conclude
that
d(Ox(z) ©7) = d(Ox(z —y) ®@7) @ (Ox (1) ©7)y . (3.4)
Next, using the short exact sequence of sheaves on X
0 — 7 — Ox(2)®@7 — (Ox(x)®71), — 0,

where the sheaf (Ox(x) ® 7), is supported on x, we have

d(Ox(r) @7) = d(1) @ (Ox (1) ®T)s = 7o © Ox(¥)a - (3.5)
Using the Poincaré adjunction formula (see [GH] p. 146]),
Ox(2), = TLX . (3.6)

Hence combining (3.5) and (3.6),
dOx(x)®@7) =d1) @17, T, X = d(r)®T1),

because 7% = (TX)* (recall that 7 is a theta characteristic). Combining this with (3.4)) it
follows that

dOx(z —y)®7) = d(1)® 7, @7, ® Ox(~1),. (3.7)
Interchanging = and y, from (3.7 we have
dOx(y—z)®@71) = d(T) @ 7y @ 77 @ Ox(=Y)0r - (3.8)

Note that both Ox(—x), and Ox(—y), are identified with Ox . x(—A)(s,). Therefore, sub-
stituting (B7) and [B.8)) in (3.3]), we have
dOx(z —y)®@7)" ®@d(Ox(y —2) @7)" = ((p1Kx) @ (P2Kx) ® Oxxx(24)),,) -
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Here we use that d(7) is a line independent of (x,y).

Since d(Ox(z—y)@7)*@d(Ox(y— ) @7)* is the fiber of ¢*L over (x, y), the proposition
follows. O

Remark 3.2. The Poincaré adjunction formula says that the restriction of Og(A) to the
divisor A C S coincides with the normal bundle of A, which, in turn, is identified with T'X
after we identify X with A via the map z —— (z, z). Consequently, the restriction of the
line bundle (piKy) ® (p5Kx) ® Os(2A) to A coincides with the trivial line bundle O on
A.

The map ¢ in ([B3.2)) satisfies the condition ¢(A) = 0 € J°(X), and hence for any nonzero
section s € S (see (2.11))), the evaluation ¢*s(z, ) € (¢*L)( 4 is nonzero for every z € X.
Consequently, using Proposition B.1] it is deduced that

¢*S € H(X x X, (pjKx) ® (p5Kx) @ Og(24)) (3.9)

is a 1-dimensional subspace (in particular, it is not zero dimensional), and furthermore, for
any nonzero

v e ¢S C HY X x X, (01Kx) ® (03Kx) ® Os(24))
the evaluation v(z, ) € ((piKx) ® (p5Kx) ® Os(2A))(s,2) is nonzero for every z € X.

Note that the subspace ¢*S in (3.9) does not depend on the choice of the isomorphism (in
Proposition B]) between (pjKx) ® (p5Kx) ® Os(2A) and ¢*L.

Now in view of Remark we have the following:

Proposition 3.3. There is a unique section
ox € ¢S C H(S, (piKx) ® (psKx) ® Os(24))
such that the restriction of ox to A coincides with the constant function 1 on A using the

identification between ((p;Kx) ® (p5Kx) ® Os(24))| , and Ox.

Let
fx : XxX — XxX, (z,y) — (y, 2) (3.10)

be the involution of X x X. We note that
[x((PiKx) ® (K x) ® Os(24)) = (p1Kx) ® (P Kx) ® Os(24).
Lemma 3.4. The section ox in Proposition[3.3 satisfies the equation
fxox = ox,
where fx is the map in (B10).
Proof. Since the map ¢ in (Z4]) preserves the divisor O, + ¢(©,) (see Lemma 2T)(1)), the
involution ¢ lifts to a holomorphic involution of the line bundle L := O o(x)(©; + ¢(©;)) on

J%(X); this involution of L over the involution ¢ will be denoted by ¢/. This involution ¢/ of
L produces an involution

SV = HOJO(X), L) — V
defined by s — //(s).
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The Kéhler form wy in (2.I1)) is preserved by ¢, and hence the hermitian structure h on
L in (2I2)) is preserved by ¢/ up to a constant scalar. Consequently, the conformal class of
the L? Hermitian structure on V (see (2.13))) is preserved by the involution ¢ of V. On the
other hand, ¢(0) = 0. Therefore, «” preserves the line S C V in (2.I5). In view of this, and
the fact that

pofx = 109, (3.11)
where ¢ is the map in (B:2), the lemma follows from Proposition B3 O

Remark 3.5. In the above proof we used a simple geometric argument. But using the
theory of theta functions one can prove that any section s € V does in fact satisfy /" (s) = s.
So ¢ is the identity map on V. See e.g. [BLL p. 92, Corollary 4.6.6]. This fact will be used
later on.

Consider Vj in (2I4). Set
Voo := {s € Vo | mo(s) > 4},
where my is the multiplicity at the origin of J°(X). Let
¢* V= H(J'X), L) — H°(S, ¢*L) = H°(S, Ks(24)) (3.12)

be the pullback homomorphism for the map ¢ in (3.2]) (see Proposition B.1] for the above
isomorphism). Then

VOO = ker ¢* (313)
where ¢* is constructed in ([B.12)); this is [GGl p. 625, Remark]. We have

(see |GGl Proposition 1.1]). Since dimV = 29, from (2.I4) it follows that dim Vj = 29 — 1.
So from (B.13)) and (B3.14)),

dim image(¢*) = g(g; D + 1. (3.15)

Set
S = X xX.
The line bundles Kg and Kg(2A) are both equivariant under fy in (@I0). Set
H(S, Ks)* == {a € H(S, Ks)| fra = a} = \ H(X, Ky),
H(S, Ks)™ = {a € H(S, Kq)| fya = —a} = S?H"(X, Kx),
H(S, Ks(2A))* = {a € H'(S, Ks(24)) | fxa = a},
H°(S, Ks(2A))™ == {a € H(S, Ks(2A)) | fxo = —a}.

(See [Gh| § 2] for more details.)
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Remark 3.6. Proposition Bl says that ¢*L = piKy @ p3Kx ® Og(2A). This line bundle
PiKx ® psKx ® Og(2A) is isomorphic to Kg(2A). Denote by A the natural isomorphism

A H(S, piKx © p3Kx @ O5(24)) — HY(S, K4(24))
(P11) ® (Pathe) > (P11) A (Paia).

With a minor abuse of notation, let

fx HO(S, PiKx @ p3Kx ® Og(2A)) — H0(5> PiKx @ p3Kx @ Og(24)),
fe o H(S, Ks(2A)) — HY(S, Ks(2A))

denote the involutions induced by the map fx in (BI0). Then we have
fxod = —Xo fx. (3.20)
Lemma 3.7.
(1) The image of the map
¢* : H'(J°(X), L) — HY(S, Ks(24))

(see BI2)) coincides with H°(S, Kg(2A))™ in (319).
(2) The subspace Vo C HY(J*(X), L) C V in (ZI4) maps surjectively to H(S, Kg)~

in (B.17).

Proof. As mentioned in Remark every section of L is invariant with respect to the invo-
lution ¢ in ([@). It follows from (B.IT]) that for any section u of L, the section ¢*u of Kg(2A)
is fi-invariant. In view of (.20, this implies that the section of Kg(2A) corresponding to
¢*u is fi-anti-invariant. This proves that the image of ¢* is contained in H°(S, Kg(2A))™.

Next recall that h°(S, Kg(2A)) = ¢* + 1 [BRI, Lemma 2.11] and that the section w, of
[BR1) Corollary 2.7] is invariant with respect to fx. (The same holds for the form 7 that is
recalled in Section [6l) Hence

hO(S, Kg(2A))~ = 9(92“) Tl

Since this coincides with the dimension of the image of ¢* (see (3.15)), the first statement
of the lemma follows.

From the fact that all the sections of L are invariant by the involution ¢ in (2.4), it follows
also that

Vo = {s € H'(J'(X), L) | mo(s) > 2},

where my, as before, is the multiplicity at the origin of J°(X). Since each section of V;
vanishes on 0 to order 2, its pullback to S has no pole along A. In other words, we have

o*(Vo) € H°S, Kg)~. (3.21)

Since the subspaces V, € HY(J°(X), L) and H°(Kg)~ C H°(S, Kg(2A))~ both have
codimension 1, we conclude from (1) that equality holds in (B.2T]). O
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4. PULLBACK OF SPECIAL SECTIONS OF L

The isomorphism of line bundles in Proposition 3.1l is determined uniquely up to multi-
plication by a nonzero constant scalar. In this Section we introduce a particular class of
sections of L; see (@A) below. We compute the pullback of these sections by the map ¢
using the formalism of theta functions.

We start by recalling some notation. Fix a marking on X, i.e., a symplectic basis {a;, b;}7_,
of Hi(X, Z). Let {w;}{_; be holomorphic 1-forms on X such that

/w W = 6y (4.1)
Tij = /b Wi (4.2)

J
We have identifications H°(X, Kx)* = CY and J%(X) = C9/(Z% + 7Z7). Fix a universal

cover

The period matrix 7 is

T : X — X.

Denote by ¢ the lift to the universal covers of the difference map ¢ in B2):

XxX —% 4o

| | e = ([ [w).

X xX —25 JO(X)

Evidently, we have

Note that given two points z, y € X, there is always a contractible open subset U C X
containing them. By the uniformization theorem U is biholomorphic to the disk, so there is

a holomorphic chart z : U — C. Also, there is a section s : U — X of m which allows
us to identify U with s(U). Then

(21 := zopy, 20 := z0py),

where p; is the projection in (B0, is a chart on s(U) x s(U). Often it is convenient to
transfer a computation from U x U to s(U) x s(U). By the above observation these subsets
U x U cover X x X.

Recall the notation for theta functions:

(2, y) = Y ag 0(z) =Y enVlmomid)
=1

mezZ9
(see ([4.2)). Any ¢ € CY9 can be expressed uniquely as ( = 7a+ b for a, b € RY9. Then one
defines
H[C](Z) — Z ew\/—_1<m+a,r(m+a)+2(z+b)> _ ew\/—_l(a,ra+2(z+b)) e(z_'_g) (44)

mezZ9
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So 0[¢](z) = 0 if and only if §(z + () = 0. Also, we have 0(z + () = 0 if and only if
( 4+ 2z € ©. As usual we identify theta functions on CY with sections of line bundles over
J%(X). So 0 is identified with a section of a symmetric line bundle, whose square is L, while
0[C] is identified with a section of a translation of this line bundle.

For ¢ € J°(X), define
sc(z) == 0(z—Q)0(z + ). (4.5)
By the Theorem of the Square, s € H°(J°(X), L). It is known that {s¢}cecs is a set of
generators of H%(J(X), L) [Fay} [Gu3]. The section s, are the special sections in the title.

The following property of § will be very useful here.
Lemma 4.1. Let ( € ©. Write as usual ( = T1a + b, and define

C(C) — 627r\/—_1(a,'ra+2b>.
Then the following holds:
o0lc), 90lC), P

Proof. Denote by u; the i-th partial derivative of a function u. Plugging the value —z in
(#4) and using that 0 is even gives

H[C](—Z) _ 67r\/—_1<a,7'a+2(b—z)>9(z_<)‘
Multiplying this equation by (4.4) yields

0C1(2)0[C)(=2) = —c(Q)sc(2)- (4.6)

The result follows by evaluating at z = 0 the double derivatives of both sides. Indeed,

920[C](2)0[¢](—=

CIPIN2)  — 591c] )BLCI(0) — 261 0)61C,(0) = —20[C](0)8IC] (0
02,0z, 2=0
because ( € ©, while the second derivative of the right hand side of (£0) evaluated at 0 is
clearly —c(¢)(s¢)i;(0). O

Our goal now is to compute the pullback of the special sections s¢, for ¢ € O,. Fix a
point g € X, and let

A X — JU(X)
be the Abel-Jacobi map with xy as the base point. Hence ¢(z, y) = A(x) — A(y).
Definition 4.2. For ( € © and y € X, define
Fycle) = 0(A(x) — Aly) = ¢) = 0((z, y) — 0),
which is a section of a line bundle on X.
Lemma 4.3.

a) There isyy € X such that F,,, - Z 0 if and only if ( € O (the reqular locus of the
Y0,¢ g
divisor).
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(b) If { € Oyeq, then there is an effective divisor D¢ of degree g — 1, with dim|D,| = 0,

such that
div FZ/,C =Y -+ DC

for anyy € X for which F,. # 0.
(c) There is k € J°(X) satisfying 2k = —A(Kx) such that A(D;) = ¢ — k.
See |[Nal, p. 112, Theorem 1] for (a) and [Nal p. 111, Lemma 2] for (b). Statement (c)

follows immediately from [Nal p. 97, Theorem 1] applied to A(y) + (.

Lemma 4.4. For any ¢ € Oyee, Dc + D_¢ is a canonical divisor of X.

Proof. We have
A(D¢) = ¢ = &,

AD—¢) = —=C— &,
A(DC + D—C) = —2x = A(KX)

Therefore, D; + D_; is linearly equivalent to a canonical divisor, and hence it is a canonical
O

divisor.

Definition 4.5. For ( € O, set
00
we =Y E] (0)-w; € HYX, Ky). (4.7)
i=1

0z

Lemma 4.6. If ( € O, then divwe = D¢ + D_¢.
Proof. First it will be shown that D, C divw,. Take any yo € D,. For a generic y € X,

we have F, - # 0 and F, ((yo) = 0. Therefore,
0(A(yo) — Aly) =) = 0.

As 6 is an even function, it follows that 6(A(y) — A(yo) + ¢) = 0, and hence 0[C](A(y) —

A(yo)) = 0 for all y € X. Differentiating with respect to y we get
90]¢]

0 = gl oaw — ) = 3G 0) i
This implies that yy € divw,, and thus we have D, C divw,. So
D+ E = divw, = K’
D¢ + D_¢ is also a canonical divisor.

where K’ is evidently a canonical divisor. But K" :=

Consequently, K’ ~ K", and therefore
E ~ D_..

But by Lemma [£3] (b) dim |D_;| = 0. Hence £ = D_; and
div We = DC + D—C‘

This completes the proof.
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Proposition 4.7.

(a) For any ¢ € Oy, 5¢(0) = 0.
(b) For any ( € Oyeq, the sections ¢*(s¢) and (pjwe) A (phwe) have the same divisor (s¢
and we are defined in ([LD) and (L1) respectively, and p; is the projection in (3.1])).

Proof. Fix ( € Oyeg. It follows from (LH) that s-(0) = 6(()8(—¢) = 6(¢)?. This is zero
because ( € ©. So (a) is proved. Set
By = {y € X | F,o¢c # 0}.
B, and B_ are Zariski open subsets of X. Set
B := B_NB,.

Since ( € Oyeq, and O is symmetric, we have —( € O,. It follows from Lemma that
B_, B, and B are nonempty. Since ¢(x, y) = A(x) — A(y), using (45 we get that

sc(¢(r, y)) = 0(A(x) = A(y) = Q) - 0(A(x) — Aly) + () = Fyclo) - Fy(2) (4.8)
By Lemma for y € B, we have
divF,c = y+ D, divF, ¢ =y+D_.
This and (4.8]) together yield
div(e*se)|xxqyy = 2y + D¢+ D_¢.
Using Lemma we conclude that for any y € B,
div(e*se)|xxqyy = 2y + divwe.
Hence
div(¢*sc)|xxp = 2A 4+ pjdivw.
Since 0 is even,
sc(@(z, y)) = sc(0y, @)
So for x € B,
div(¢*s¢)|zyxx = div(¢*se)|xxfzy = 20+ D¢+ D_¢ = 2z + divw.
Thus
div(¢*se)|pxx = 2A + pidivw.
Hence on U := (X x B) U (Bx X) = S— (X — B) x (X — B), we have
div(¢*se)|lv = 2A 4+ pidivwe + pydivwe = 2A + div (piwe A piwe) -

(Note that this shows that the support of pjdivw, is contained in X — B. This can be
checked explicitly; see Remark [A.§ below.) As X — B is a finite set, the complement of U in
S is finite, and hence

div(¢*sc) = 2A + div (pjwe A phwe) (4.9)
U
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The right-hand side in ([£.9) is the divisor of pjwe A piwe viewed as a section of Kg(2A).
Hence Proposition [ 7(b) gives an independent proof of Proposition Bl

Remark 4.8. From the proof of Proposition 1.7 one might be inclined to guess that B =
X =D UD_;. This is indeed true. In fact we claim that B, = X —-D_.and B_ = X —D,.
To prove this, observe that

Fyclr) = 0(A(x) = Aly) — ¢) = 0(Aly) — A(z) + ) = Fo(y)-

Now, if y & B, then F, (z) = 0 for all z, so F, _¢(y) = 0 for any z. So y belongs to the
support of the divisor x + D_¢ for any . Hence y € D_,. Conversely, if y € D_¢, then y
belongs to the support of x + D_; for any z, hence F, _(y) = 0 meaning F, . = 0. This
proves the claim. It follows immediately that B = X — supp(D¢ + D_¢).

5. PULLBACK OF ARBITRARY SECTIONS OF L

Out next step is to compute the pullback of an arbitrary section of L. This is achieved
using second order theta functions as developed in the unpublished book [Gu3]. In particular
we use Fay’s Trisecant Formula; see Theorem 5.2 below.

Recall that a characteristic ( € CY is called half-integer if 2( € 794779, while it is called
odd (respectively, even) if 0[C] is an odd (respectively, even) function. It is straightforward
to see that any even or odd characteristic is half-integer [Gu3| p. 20, A].

An odd characteristic ¢ is regular if not all partial derivatives of 8[(] vanish at the origin.
Such characteristics exist on any smooth projective curve (see [Fayl, p. 16, Remark]).

A direct computation using (4.4]) shows that for any odd characteristic ¢ we have
01 = Q) se, () = EmVTHem (5.1)

for ( = Ta +b. Notice that since 0[(] is odd it follows immediately that ( € ©.

Several classical constructions and results are concerned with odd regular characteristics.
We will now recall two of them that are important to our purpose. If a € H’(S, Kg(2A))
and ¢ € Hi(X, Z), then one can define the integrals

/p ecoz(p, q) and /q ecoz(p, q)-

These are holomorphic 1-forms on X. See [Gu2| p. 115] for details.

Proposition 5.1. Let {a;, b;} be a symplectic basis of H1(X, Z), and let w; be the normalized
differentials as in (EI)). Then there is a unique Q@ € HOY(S, Ks(2A))™ (see 3I9)) that
satisfies the period conditions

/qEQkQ(pa 9 =0, /qeka(p7 q) = 2mv/~1wy(p).

Q is called the canonical bidifferential or double differential of X with respect to the sym-
plectic basis {a;, b;}. It has a double pole on the diagonal with biresidue 1. Let ( be an
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odd regular characteristic and let z : U — C be a holomorphic coordinate function on a
contractible subset U C X. Set z; = piz. Identify U with one of its liftings to X, and set

B:UxU — C, B2, 22) = 0[C](¢(s(21), s(22)).
Then
%1
QO = le(gng dzy A dz. (5.2)

In particular, this derivative is independent of the section s.

Proof. See [Fay|, p. 20, Corollary 2.6] and [Gu2| p. 125, Theorem 4.23]. In the former reference
2 is denoted by w and in the latter by fiy,. To prove (5.2) one needs a different definition
for Q). Let E denote the prime form of X. This is a section of Og(A). For each regular odd
characteristic there is a line bundle L, on X with a section h¢. Then
B(zh ZZ) .
he(z1) - he(z2)’
see [Fay, p. 16]. On the other hand, by formula (28) in [Fay, p. 20],
0?logE o ¢
Q = ———dz Ndz.
021022 “ 2

From this (5.2)) follows immediately. O

E o ¢(21, ZQ) =

Theorem 5.2 (Fay’s Trisecant Identity). Let ¢ be a regular odd characteristic. Let w € C9
and let 2y, 2o, a1, as be points of the universal cover X of X. Then the following holds:

O(w + d(z1, 22)) - O(w + d(az, @) - 0[C(G(z1, ar)) - O[C)(D(z2, az))
= O(w) - O(w + (21, 2) + dlaz, a1)) - O[C(G(21, az)) - O[C)(D(22, ar))+ (5.3)
+0(w + &5(21, ap)) - 0(w + g(am 7)) - 9[(](&5(21, 7)) - 9[(](&5(@1, az)).

Proof. Fay’s Trisecant Identity takes many forms. To get the above, start from equation (1-

1) in [Po]. Since 0[(] is odd, (43]) implies that 8[C](¢(a1, z2)) = —0[C](P(22, a1)). Since ( is
a regular point of ©, equation (1-2) from the same paper holds true for « = (. Substituting
this, we get rid of the cross-ratio function. Using (£.4) one replaces 0(¢ + -) with 0[¢] and
the exponentials cancel out. Finally clearing denominators we arrive at (5.3)). 0

Let u; and u;; denote the partial derivatives of a function v on CY
Proposition 5.3. If f € H°(J°(X), L), and ¢ is a regular odd characteristic, then
foo - plweApsw: = 0[C]*o¢ - (f(O) Q+ 3 Z £i;(0) piw; /\p2wj> , (5.4)
ij=1

where Q is the canonical bidifferential as in Proposition [2.1.

Proof. Choose w € C9, and set f := s,. Since the sections s,, as w varies in C9 generate
HO(J(X), L), it is enough to prove (5.4)) for these sections.
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To do this, we start from Fay’s Trisecant Identity. Set

a(2) = 0(w + (=),

B(2) = 0[c((2)),

7(2) = O(w + (2) — 6(a)).

z = (21, 29),

a = (ai, as),

Note that since [C] is odd we have
B(z2, z1) = —B(2). (5.5)
Set
A(z) = a(z) - alag, a1) - B(z1, a1) - B(z2, ag),
B(z) = 0(w) - 7(2) - B(z1, az) - B(z2, a1) + a(z1, a1) - alaz, 22) - f(2) - B(a).
Then (B.3) becomes A = B. The crucial step in the proof is to compute the second
derivatives By and Ajs with respect to z; and 2z at the point (a;, as). This computation is

elementary but long and it is adapted from the proof of Theorem 6 in [Gu3|, p. 24, part D].
After some work we will recognize that the equation

Algdzl VAN ng = Blgdzl N dZQ (57)

(5.6)

is exactly the same as (0.4]) for f = s,,.
We start by computing Bis(a). Using (B.5]) we get
A(z) == —a(2) - alag, a1) - B(z1, a1) - Blag, 22),
B(z) == —0(w) - 7(2) - B(21, az) - Blay, 22) + (21, a1) - alag, 22) - B(z) - f(a).
We first compute the derivative Bis(a) in terms of the functions «, § and ~:
Bi(z) = = 0(w) - n(2) - B(z1, az) - Blan, 22)+
—0(w) - v(2) - Br(z1, az) - B(a1, 22)+
+ 121, a1) - alag, 22) - B(z) - Bla)+
+ a(z1, a1) - alag, 22) - B1(2) - B(a),
Bus(a) = —0(w) - y2(a) - B(a) - B(a) — O(w) - 11(a) - Ba) - f2(a)+
— 0(w) - 2(a) - Bula) - Bla) — O(w) - y(a) - Bi(a) - Baa)+
+ ai(ar, ay) - aglag, as) - Bla)* + aq(ay, a1) - alay, ag) - Ba(a) - Bla)+
+ alay, a1) - as(ag, az) - fi(a) - f(a) + alar, ar) - alag, az) - Bi2(a) - 5(a)

_ 9<w>2(512<a>-6<> 51(a) - Bala >)+
+C - 0(w) - Bla) + +ai(ar, ar) - as(as, as) - B(a)?,

(5.8)

where

C = —ma(a) - B(a) —m(a) - Ba(a) — y2(a) - Bi(a) + ai(ar, a1) - Ba(a) + aa(az, as) - Bi(a).

Now assume that on U,
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We compute some values and derivatives:
ai(a) = O(w + d(a)hy(ar), alar, a1) = alay, az) = O(w),
am(a) = —Op(w + g(a)hi(az), V(@) = b(w).
Here repeated indices are summed. We compute some more derivatives:
a1 (z, ¥) = O;(w)hi(z), ai(ar, a1) = mn(a),
ax(z, ¥) = —0;(w)hi(), az(az, az) = 12(a),
ai(a1, ar1) = O;(w)hi(ay), Y(a) = 0i(w)hi(as),
az(ag, az) = —0;(w)hi(az), Y2(a) = —b;(w)h;(az).

Finally some terms cancel out:

C = —mala) - B(a) —m(a) - f2(a) — y2(a) - Bi(a) +vi(a) - Ba(a) + v2(a) - Bi(a)
= —72(a) - B(a).

So again using (5.9) we obtain
Bis(a) = 9(w)2 (512(@ - B(a) — Pi(a) - 52(@)
—0(w) - B(a) - ma(a) - Ba) + en(a, ay) - az(ag, az) - f(a)’
= 002 rala) - 5(0) = Fr(a) - Ga(a) ) + 50 (fa)a0) = 00) 1) ).

Recall that

Set

Then using (5.2]) we get
Bia(a) = Bla)* - [0(w)? - (log B)12(a) + D]
= 0[¢P(0(a)) - [5u(0) - (log Brafa) + D).

Bis(a)dz Adz = 0[C]((a)) [sw(O) Q+ Ddz A dzg} .
We compute some more derivatives:
11(2) = :(w+ o(2) — d(a))hi(z),
T2(a) = —b;;(w)h;(az)hi(ar),
Yi(a) = 0;(w)hi(ar),
Yo(a) = —0;(w)hi(as).
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Recalling that f = s

§fij(0)hi(al)hj(a2)>
hi(al)dzl = p’{wi(al), hj(ag)dz2 = pzwj(ag).
Finally we get
Bis(a)dz Adz = 6[CP(é(a)) - | £(0) - Q+ %fz’j(o)l?ikwi A pywj(a) |- (5.10)
Next we perform the computation of Ajs(a) (it is much simpler). Recall (5.8):
A(z) = —a(z) - alag, a1) - B(z1, a1) - Blazg, 22).
Since 0[] is odd,
Blai, a;) = 0[C}(0) = 0.

So among the terms obtained in the process of computing Ajs(a) only those in which the
last two factors are both differentiated can be nonzero. This means that

Aia(a) = —ala)a(ay, ar)pi(ar, ar)Ba(az, az).
By @),
Bi(ar, ar)dzy = 0[C]i(0)hi(ar)dz = piwe(a),
Ba(az, az)dz = —0[Cli(0)hi(az)dz = —piwe(a).
Moreover,
a(a) = 0(w + ¢(a)), ~
) @0l ) = @),
Ap(a)dz Adzy = s,(d(a)) - prae A phue. (5.11)
Plugging (5.11]) and (5.10) into (5.7) completes the proof. O
Proposition 5.4. There is a unique isomorphism
U ¢'L — Kg(2A)
such that
V(o' (s0) = oo pie) A ()

for all ¢ € ©,¢y, where c(¢) € C* is the constant defined in Lemma [{.1].
Furthermore, for any f € H°(J°(X), L),

W f) = FOR+5 D Fu0)pi A (512

i,j=1
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Proof. By proposition .7 ¢*L and Kg(2A) are line bundles associated with the same divisor.
So they are isomorphic. Let

¥ 'L = Kg(2A).

be a fixed isomorphism. It follows from Proposition L7(b) that 1 (¢7) and pjwe A prwe are
sections of Kg(2A) with the same divisor. So there is A\ € C* such that

Y(P*sc) = A¢ - plwe A pawe.

Let U, := @ -1 for all ( € O,¢,. By construction,
1
Ve (0" (s = ——(pjwe) A (pawe).
¢ (¢"(s¢)) C(C)( 1) A (pawe)

Fix an odd regular characteristic (y. Using (G5.1]) we have

WC0(¢*9[g0]2> = \I]CO(C(C())SCO) = prCo /\p;w&)'
By Proposition 5.3, for any f € H°(L) we have
foo fod

\I]Co (¢*f) = Q[COP R 5\11(0 (¢*9[<0]2) = Wpiw@ N p;wCo

AN A
= f(0)Q2+ 5 Z fi5(0) piw; A psw;.
ij=1
To prove the proposition it suffices to show that U, = W, for all ( € O,. Since all
{¥¢}¢eo,., are mutually proportional, in order to prove that W, = W, for all { € O, it is
enough to show that V. (¢*sc) = We(d*s¢).

This is rather straightforward: Indeed,

Ue (9se) = sc(0)Q + 5 Z (5¢)i;(0) piwi A piw;.

i,j=1

Using Proposition [.7(a) and Lemma [£.1] this is equal to
1 & 90[C],  00[¢

X * — L * o .
c(¢) 0z 0z; (O)piwi A pyw; = C(C)ple A pywe = Ve (d7s¢).

This completes the proof. O

i,j=1

Remark 5.5. The right hand side of (5.12) vanishes precisely when f € V. Note that
this is a proof of (3.I3).

We give one last expression for the pullback map ¢*.
In our notation, the aforementioned Theorem 6 of [Gu3| part D] says

52 ple /\p2dz = f(O)Q + 5 Z fZJ(O)p wi N q Wi, (513)
7/7‘7

where z : X —» C is the coordinate given by the uniformization theorem, and E :
X x X — C is the classical Prime Function (see [Gu3| part A]).



20 I. BISWAS, A. GHIGI, AND L. VAI

The left-hand side of (5.13]) is a new expression for ¢* f, and makes the intrinsic nature of
the pullback more evident. In fact the Prime Function E is intrinsic.

6. COMPARISON OF ox AND 7y

We now proceed to compare the section ox constructed in Proposition with another
section denoted nx that was constructed in [CEG], building on work in [CPT]. This section
is constructed using basic Hodge theory and describes the second fundamental form of the
Torelli map with respect to the Siegel metric. More precisely, the Torelli map j : M, — A,
is an embedding outside the hyperelliptic locus. The second fundamental form of j(M,) C A,
with respect to the Siegel metric at a non-hyperelliptic point [X]| € M, coincides with the
multiplication map

L(Kx) — H°(S, 2Ks), Q — Q- nx, (6.1)
where I5(Kx) = ker (m : H(Kx)®? — H°(2Kx)); see [CEG] for details on this.

The form nx has the following defining property: fix any coordinate chart (U, z) on X.
Since any holomorphic 1-form on a Riemann surface is closed, there is a natural inclusion
map

j. + H(C, Kx(22(0))) — H'(X —{z(0)}, C) = H'(X, C).
We have h’(X, K,(22(0))) = g+ 1 by Riemann-Roch and dim j;'(H%'(X,C)) = 1. Then
there is a unique 7, € H°(X, K,(22(0))) such that

e = J7(HONX,C)),  and 7. = (;w(z)) -

on U with h holomorphic. This construction defines a collection of meromorphic forms 7,
for all possible coordinate charts (U, z). Then one has

77X|X><{z(0)} = 1 (62)

for all charts (U, z); here nx|xx{z(0)} is the contraction by %.

Remark 6.1. The form 7y can be characterized as follows: It is the only element of
HY(S, Kg(2A)) with cohomology class of pure type (1, 1) in H*(S—A, C) and with biresidue
1 on the diagonal. See [BCFP| Theorem 5.4]. See also [Ld].

Remark 6.2. The form nx appears in the unpublished book of Gunning [Gu2]. There,
the form nx is referred to as the Intrinsic Bidifferential, and it is constructed by imposing
([62). We briefly remark that nx is indeed intrinsic (or canonical), whereas the Canonical
Bidifferential {2x is not, as its construction depends on the choice of a marking on X.

Proposition 6.3. Fizr a marking {a;, b;}?_, on X, and let w; € H°(X, Kx) be normalized
as in ([AT)). Let 1;; = fbi w; be the period matriz of X with respect to the marking. Let (dx
be the Canonical Bidifferential of Proposition [5.1 with respect to this marking. Then

nx = Qx-—n Z(ImT)ijp*wi A G w;, (6.3)
.3

where Im 7 is the imaginary part of T and (Im7)* Im 73,; = 0;;.
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Proof. The above equality can be found in the proof of Theorem 4.23 of [Gu2]. In that proof,
nx (which is called px there) is used in constructing 2x (which is called fix there). O

All that is needed now is to find explicitly a generator of S, for then equation (5.4]) will
give an explicit expression for ox that can be easily compared with (6.3).

This will be achieved through the following two lemmas.
Lemma 6.4. Let {f,} be a unitary base of V. Then S = Vi~ is generated by the section

s = > ful0)fu:

Proof. This is but a simple exercise in linear algebra. Since the f, are linearly independent

and L is base point free, it is immediate that s # 0. Therefore, it suffices to show that
s L Vp. For this, notice that if f = Y c,f, € Vo, then

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.5. The 29 sections

{Hu(z) = Z 2V —1(EHu) T (Eu)Hamy/—1(E+u)"2 }
ez y 271929

have the same norm and form an orthogonal basis of V, that is
<9u7 9U> = Céuv
for some constant C' > 0.
Proof. See for example [Ig], p. 80]. O

Remark 6.6. The constant C' in Lemma [6.5] can be computed in terms of the period matrix
7. Since the precise value of this constant plays no role in our computation, it will be kept
as it is.

Proposition 6.7. The following holds:

+ 1 = 0%0,

ox = E § 0,,(0 0)p*w; A plews. 6.4

i 2 ue 2 Ee |9u(0)|2i i=1 _o-1z9 ( )822'82]'( )pl Pa; ( )
z9 5] uEZZgZ

Proof. Let s be a generator of S. Then oy is equal to the pullback ¢*s normalized to be 1
when restricted to the diagonal. Using equation (5.12)) we have

i 1< s . .
U(p*s) = s(0)Q+ 3 z:l m(())plwi A Daw;j.

1,)J=—
Since € is equal to 1 when restricted to the diagonal, normalizing,

1 & s . .
ox = Q+ 2 5.5 Opiwi Apiw;. (6.5)
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In view of Lemma [6.5] the functions 6, /v/C constitute a unitary basis of V. So by Lemma
S is generated by

s = % > 6,(0)0.. (6.6)

2—179
UE g

Plugging (€.0]) into (6.5) we conclude that (6.4]) holds. O

We restrict now to g = 1.

Theorem 6.8. The forms ox and nx differ for any [X] in a nonempty open subset of M ;
in the complex topology.

Proof. Set H := {r € C|Im7 > 0}. For7 € Hset X, = C/Z+ 7Z, and denote by €2,
N, and s, the forms Qx_, nx. and sx_ respectively. For g = 1, stressing the dependence on
7, the equations (6.4) and (€3] become

1 — 9?0, . .
Or = Q-+ 2'LU(T) § eu(ov 7_) 22 (O;T)plwl /\p2w17
uef{0,1/2}

7T * *
nT:QX_—I p w1 \qwy,
mr

where
w(t) = 100(0; ) + |01/2(0; T)|*.
By the heat equation for second order theta functions [Ge] we have:
00, 0%,
8rv—1—— = .
: or 022
Hence using the fact that 6,,(0; 7) is holomorphic in T,
n dmy/—1 0w
w(r) Or

o = (T)piwi A paws.

Therefore, o, = n, if and only if

47‘(‘\/—18_11] T

w(r) O () = CIm7

Setting 7 = x + +/—1y, and keeping in mind that w is a real function, we arrive at

Tz = Ov

{s = n;} = {4V-1lyw, +w = 0} = N (6.7)
2ywy +w = 0
We are going to express w in a simpler form. From (6.5)), for ¢ = 1 and z = 0,
0,(0; 7) = Ze2m/—_1(€+u)2r u € {0,1/2},
¢ez
|9u(07 7_)|2 _ Z 627“/__1(6—’_“)%_27”/__1((—’_“)2?. (68)
£.Cez

For u = 0 we have 27 — (*7 = 2(&%2 — () + V—1y(&2 + (?). Set
I' :=={(m,n) € Z* | m+n € 2Z}.
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This is a subgroup of Z? of index 2. We use the change of variables m = ¢ —(, n = £+
to get a bijection between Z? and I'. With this change of variables, the series in (6.8) for
u = 0 becomes

660 TP = 3 e Temnemtant),

(m,n)er’
For u = 1/2 there is a similar computation:
(€+1/2% = (C+1/2)F = a(€® -+ = O+ V-1y(@+ *+E+(+1/2).
Substituting m = £ —Candn = £+ (+ 1 we get

|91/2(0; 7‘)|2 — Z 627T\/—_1xmn—7ry(m2+n2)’
(m,n)eZ2-T

w(SL’ + V —1y) — Z 627T\/—71:Emn—7ry(m2+n2)’
(m,n)€Z?

wy(z + V1) = Z (2mv/—Imn) - 27V~ Temn—m(m?+n®)
(m,n)eZ?
walVTD) = = 3 (2rmn)? T < g
(m,n)€Z2
This shows that the equation w, = 0 is not satisfied in general. 0

Remark 6.9. One can prove that o, = 7, for 7 = y/—1. Indeed, both forms belong
to H°(S, Ks(2A)) which is 2-dimensional and both are invariant by Aut(X,,+). Since
this group acts nontrivially on H°(X,, Ky ), it also acts nontrivially on H°(S, Kg). So
dim H°(S, Kg(2A))A"(X7) = 1. Therefore o, and 7, are proportional. By the normalization
of the biresidue they coincide.

The same happens for 7 = 3V,

By a computation similar to the one above for w,,, one can show that 7 = /=1 is an
isolated point of the locus {r € H } o, = 1, }. It would be interesting to understand better
this locus. Since w is real analytic, (6.7) is a system of real analytic equations, so this locus
is real analytic in H.

In conclusion, we compare the projective structures induced by nx and ox on X.

Definition 6.10. Let X be a compact Riemann surface. A projective structure on X
subordinate to the complex structure of X is a collection of holomorphic charts {(U;, 2;) }ier
such that UZ.E ;Ui = X and all the transition functions z; o zj_l are restrictions of Mobius
transformations on each connected component of the domain of z; o zj_l, that is

_ a2z + by
;=
Ciij + dz’j

for constants a,j, b;j, c;j, dij;.
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We briefly recall how nonzero global sections of Kg(2A) induce projective structures on
X. Consider the structure sequence of 3A tensored by Kg(2A):

0 — Kg(—A) — Kg 25 Kg(2A)|sa — 0. (6.9)
Take the long exact sequence of cohomologies associated to (6.9):
0 — HYS, Kg(—A)) — H°(S, Ks(2A)) 25 HY(Kg(2A)|3n) — --- (6.10)

There is a canonical section of Kg(2A)|2a, and the space p(X) of all projective structures
on X subordinate to the complex structure of X is in a bijective correspondence with the set
of sections of H°(K5(2A)]3a) whose restriction to 2A coincides with the canonical section.
This construction is explained in [BR1,[BCFP]. See also [Gul] and [Ty] for more background
on projective structures.

Both nx and oy have biresidue 1 along the diagonal. Coupled with (3.19]) this means that
they both restrict to the canonical section along 2A. Therefore they induce two projective
structures on X that we denote by % and 3% respectively.

Proposition 6.11. If X is a compact Riemann surface of genus 1, then H°(S, Kg(—A) =
0. Hence the restriction map p : H*(Kg(2A)) — H°(Kg(2A)34) is injective.

Proof. The space H°(X, Ky) is generated by the nowhere zero section w;, and H°(S, Kg)
is generated by the section pjw; A piw;. Since this section is nowhere zero, the only section
of HY(S, Kg) that vanishes on the diagonal is 0, and therefore H°(S, Kg(—A)) = 0. From
the long exact sequence (G.I0) we see that the kernel of p is H°(S, Kg(—A)). Therefore, p
is injective. O
Corollary 6.12. For g = 1,

By # Bx

outside of a proper real analytic subvariety of M ;.

Proof. The projective structures 37 and 3% coincide if and only if p(nx) = p(ox). For genus
1, the map p is injective, therefore {5% = 8%} if and only if {nx = ox}. By Theorem

this is the case for [X] in a proper real analytic subvariety of M ;. O
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