arXiv:2304.12086v1 [math.AG] 24 Apr 2023

ON SOME NATURAL TORSORS OVER MODULI SPACES OF PARABOLIC BUNDLES

INDRANIL BISWAS

Abstract. A moduli space N of stable parabolic vector bundles, of rank r and parabolic degree zero, on a n-pointed curve has two naturally occurring holomorphic T^∗N –torsors over it. One of them is given by the moduli space of pairs of the form (E_∗, D), where E_∗ ∈ N and D is a connection on E_∗. This T^∗N –torsor has a C^∞ section that sends any E_∗ ∈ N to the unique connection on it with unitary monodromy. The other T^∗N – torsor is given by the sheaf of holomorphic connections on a theta line bundle over N . This T^∗N –torsor also has a C^∞ section given by the Hermitian structure on the theta bundle constructed by Quillen. We prove that these two T^∗N –torsors are isomorphic by a canonical holomorphic map. This holomorphic isomorphism interchanges the above two C^∞ sections.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. Coverings with specified ramifications 3 3. Parabolic bundles and equivariant bundles 5 3.1. Parabolic bundles 5 3.2. Connections on a parabolic bundle 7 3.3. Equivariant vector bundles 8 4. Two natural constructions 11 4.1. A canonical connection 11 4.2. A splitting 15 5. A canonical isomorphism of torsors and group action 16 5.1. An isomorphism of torsors 16 5.2. Action of automorphisms of Riemann surface 19 6. Isomorphism of torsors on moduli of parabolic bundles 20 6.1. Two torsors on moduli of parabolic bundles 20 6.2. Holomorphic isomorphism of torsors 21 Acknowledgements 23

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14H60, 14D21.

Key words and phrases. Parabolic bundle, moduli space, theta bundle, connections, Quillen connection. 1

References 23

1. Introduction

Let X be a compact connected Riemann surface and S ⊂ X a finite subset. Fix parabolic data, for a rank r vector bundle, for points of S such that the total parabolic weight for entire S is an integer. Let N_P (r) denote the moduli space of stable parabolic bundles of rank r and parabolic degree zero with parabolic structure of the given type over the points of S.

Given any stable parabolic bundle E_∗ ∈ N_P (r) there is a unique parabolic connection on E_∗ such that its monodromy homomorphism π_1(X \ S, x_0) −→ GL(r, C ) has its image contained in U(r) [MS]. The construction of this unitary connection is not algebrogeometric/complex-analytic. To see this consider the moduli space N C_P (r) of pairs of the form (E_∗, D_E ), where E_∗ ∈ N_P (r) and D_E is a parabolic connection on E_∗. Assigning to every E_∗ ∈ N_P (r) the unique parabolic connection D_E on E_∗ with unitary monodromy, we obtain a section τ_{UP} : N_P (r) −→ N C_P (r) of the projection N C_P (r) −→ N_P (r) defined by (E_∗, D_E ) −→ E_∗; using this projection, N C_P (r) is a holomorphic torsor over N_P (r) for T^∗N_P (r). This section τ_{UP} is not holomorphic, which shows that it can’t be constructed just using the algebro-geometric or complex-analytic methods.

Take a theta line bundle Θ on N_P (r). Let U_P −→ N_P (r) be the algebraic fiber bundle defined by the sheaf of holomorphic connections on N_P (r); the space of holomorphic sections of U_P over any open subset U ⊂ N_P (r) is the space of all holomorphic connections on Θ | U . This U_P is a holomorphic torsor over N_P (r) for T^∗N_P (r).

A construction of Quillen gives a Hermitian structure on the line bundle Θ. The corresponding Chern connection on Θ defines a C^∞ section τ_{QP} : N_P (r) −→ U_P of the above projection U_P −→ N_P (r). We note that the map τ_{QP} is not holomorphic, so it can’t be constructed just using the algebro-geometric or complex-analytic methods.

While the two sections τ_{UP} and τ_{QP} can’t be constructed just using the algebrogeometric or complex-analytic methods, there is a natural holomorphic isomorphism between the two T^∗N_P (r)–torsors N C_P (r) and U_P that takes one section to the other. More precisely, we prove the following (see Theorem 6.1 and Corollary 6.2):

Theorem 1.1. There is a natural holomorphic isomorphism Ψ_P : N C_P (r) −→ U_P between the two holomorphic T^∗N_P (r)–torsors N C_P (r) and U_P .

The isomorphism Ψ_P takes the section τ_{UP} to the section τ_{QP} , in other words, Ψ_P ∘ τ_{UP} = τ_{QP} .

The isomorphism Ψ_P in Theorem 1.1 is in fact algebraic. To describe the strategy of its construction, it is first observed that both the T^∗N_P (r)–torsors N C_P (r) and U_P admit algebraic section over a certain nonempty Zariski open subset U_0 of N_P (r). This isomorphism between N C_P (r) and U_P over U_0, given by the trivializations, actually extend to an isomorphism between N C_P (r) and U_P over entire N_P (r), thus producing the isomorphism Ψ_P .

This is a parabolic analog of earlier works [BB] and [BH].

2. Coverings with specified ramifications

Let Y be a compact connected oriented C^∞ surface of genus g. Fix finitely many points S = {p_1, · · · , p_n} ⊂ Y . (2.1) Fix an integer N ≥ 2.

Lemma 2.1. There is a ramified covering φ : Z −→ Y of degree N, where Z is a compact connected oriented C^∞ surface, such that following conditions hold:

(1) φ is orientation preserving, (2) the map φ is totally ramified over every point p_i ∈ S in (2.1), and (3) Aut(Z/Y ) (the group of holomorphic automorphisms of Z over the identity map of Y ) is isomorphic to Z/NZ and Aut(Z/Y ) acts transitively on the fibers of φ (meaning φ is ramified Galois with Galois group Z/NZ).

Proof. Note that φ is allowed to have ramifications over points of Y \ S. So adding some more points to S in (2.1) we may assume that the integer n − 1 (see (2.1)) is odd and coprime to N.

First assume that g = 0. So (Y, S) is C P^1 with n marked points {c_1, · · · , c_n}. Consider C P^1 as C ⋃ {∞}, and set c_n = ∞; so c_i ∈ C for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Now let Z be the normalization of the complex projective curve in C P^1 × C P^1 defined by the equation

y^N = n−1∏ i=1 (z − c_i) , z ∈ C ∪ {∞} = C P^1 . We note that Z is a smooth complex projective curve in C P^1 × C P^1 of genus^1_2 n(N − 1) − N + 1; the genus is computed by the Riemann–Hurwitz formula. The natural projection φ_1 : Z −→ C P^1 , (y, z) −→ z (2.2) is of degree N, and it is totally ramified over {c_1, · · · , c_{n−2}, c_{n−1}, c_n = ∞}. The group consisting of all N-th roots of 1 acts on Z; the action of any λ with λ^N = 1 sends any (y, z) ∈ Z to (λ · y, z). Consequently, the map φ_1 in (2.2) is ramified Galois with Galois group Z/NZ. Also, φ_1 is orientation preserving as it is holomorphic. This proves the lemma when g = 0.

For a general g, take an embedded disk D ⊂ C P^1 such that D ⋂ {c_1, · · · , c_{n−2}, c_{n−1}, ∞} = ∅ . So for the map φ_1 in (2.2), the inverse image φ^{−1}_1 (D ) is a disjoint union of N copies of the disk D .

Let Y^′ be a compact connected oriented C^∞ surface of genus g, and let Y = Y^′#C P^1 (2.3) be the connected sum constructed using the disk D in C P^1 . Let Z = N–copies

Y^′# · · · #Y^′ #Z be the connected sum of Z with N–copies of Y^′ constructed using the N disks φ^{−1}_1 (D ). Use each copy of D in φ^{−1}_1 (D ) to attach a copy of Y^′ to Z; so each attachment is like the one in (2.3).

The above constructed Z is a C^∞ compact connected oriented surface. It’s genus is N(g − 1) +^1_2 n(N − 1) + 1. The map φ_1 and the identity map of Y^′ together produce a map φ : Z −→ Y of degree N. This map φ is evidently ramified Galois with Galois group Z/NZ, and it is orientation preserving. Also, φ is totally ramified over {c_1, · · · , c_{n−2}, c_{n−1}, ∞}. This completes the proof.

An alternative construction. Increasing n if necessary, assume that n is a multiple of N, say n = dN. Let Y be a compact Riemann surface of genus g, and fix a holomorphic line bundle L on Y of degree d such that L^{⊗N} = O_Y (p_1 + . . . + p_n) .

Let s ∈ H^0(Y, O_Y (p_1 + . . . + p_n)) be the holomorphic section given by the constant function 1 on Y . Now define Z = {v ∈ L | v^{⊗N} ∈ s(Y )} ⊂ L . Let φ : Z −→ Y (2.4) be the restriction of the natural projection L −→ Y to Z ⊂ L; it is totally ramified over {p_1, · · · , p_n}. Note that for the multiplication of elements of L by C , the multiplication action of the N-th roots of 1 preserves Z ⊂ L. This multiplication action of the N-th roots of 1 gives the group of deck transformations for the ramified covering map φ in (2.4). So (Z, φ) satisfies all the conditions in the lemma. □

Lemma 2.1 has the following immediate corollary:

Corollary 2.2. Let Y be a compact connected Riemann surface, and let S = {p_1, · · · , p_n} ⊂ Y be a finite subset. For any given integer N ≥ 2, there is a nonconstant holomorphic map φ : Z −→ Y from a compact connected Riemann surface Z such that

(1) the degree of φ is N, (2) φ is a ramified Galois covering map with Galois group Z/NZ, and (3) φ is totally ramified over every point of S.

Proof. In Lemma 2.1, put a complex structure on the surface Z such that the map φ is holomorphic. □ Let Z be a compact connected Riemann surface of genus g. The holomorphic cotangent bundle of Z will be denoted by K_Z . A theta characteristic on Z is a holomorphic line bundle L on Z of degree g−1 such that there is a holomorphic isomorphism of line bundles L^{⊗2 ∼}−→ K_Z . If f : Z −→ Z is a holomorphic automorphism, and L −→ Z is a holomorphic line bundle such that L^{⊗2} is holomorphically isomorphic to K_Z , then (f^∗L)^{⊗2} = f^∗(L^{⊗2}) = f^∗K_Z^∼−→ K_Z ;

the last isomorphism is the dual (df)^∗ : f^∗K_Z −→ K_Z of the differential df : T Z −→ f^∗T Z of f.

Let Aut(Z) denote the group of all holomorphic automorphisms of Z. Let Γ ⊂ Aut(Z) be a finite subgroup. A theta characteristic L on Z is called Γ–invariant if the following condition holds: For every γ ∈ Γ, the pulled back line bundle γ^∗L is holomorphically isomorphic to L.

Lemma 2.3. Let Γ ⊂ Aut(Z) be a finite cyclic group. Then there is a Γ–invariant theta characteristic on Z.

Proof. Fix a generator γ ∈ Γ of the cyclic group. From [At2, p. 61, Proposition 5.2] we know that there is a holomorphic line bundle L on Z such that

• the holomorphic line bundle L^{⊗2} is holomorphically isomorphic to K_Z , and • γ^∗L is holomorphically isomorphic to L.

This L is a Γ–invariant theta characteristic on Z. □

3. Parabolic bundles and equivariant bundles 3.1. Parabolic bundles. We briefly recall the basic definitions regarding parabolic bundles; more details can be found in [MS], [MY].

Let X be a compact connected Riemann surface. Fix a nonempty finite subset S = {x_1, · · · , x_n} ⊂ X .

A quasiparabolic bundle on X with quasiparabolic structure on S is a holomorphic vector bundle E over X of positive rank together with a strictly decreasing filtration of subspaces E_{xi} = E^1_i ⊋ E^2_i ⊋ · · · ⊋ E^{ni}_i ⊋ E^{ni+1}_i = 0 (3.1) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n; here E_{xi} denotes the fiber of E over the point x_i ∈ X. A parabolic structure on E over D is a quasiparabolic structure as above together with n increasing sequences of rational numbers 0 ≤ α^1_i < α^2_i < · · · < α^{ni}_i < 1 , 1 ≤ i ≤ n ; (3.2) the rational number α^j_i is called the parabolic weight of the subspace E^j_i in the quasiparabolic filtration in (3.1). To clarify, j in α^j_i is an index and not an exponent. The multiplicity of a parabolic weight α^j_i at x_i is defined to be the dimension of the complex vector space E^j_i /E^{j+1}_i . A parabolic vector bundle is a holomorphic vector bundle with a parabolic structure.

The parabolic degree of a parabolic bundle E_∗ := ( E, {E^j_i }, {α^j_i } ) is defined to be

par-deg(E_∗) = degree(E) + n∑ i=1 n_i∑

j=1 α^j_i dim ( E^j_i /E^{j+1}_i )

[MS, p. 214, Definition 1.11], [MY, p. 78]. The number

par-μ(E_∗) := par-deg(E_∗) rank(E) ∈ Q is called the parabolic slope.

Take any holomorphic subbundle F ⊂ E. For each x_i ∈ S, the fiber F_{xi} has a filtration of subspaces obtained by intersecting the quasiparabolic filtration of E_{xi} with the subspace F_{xi} ⊂ E_{xi} . The parabolic weight of a subspace B ⊂ F_{xi} occurring in this filtration is the maximum of the numbers {α^j_i | B ⊂ E^j_i ∩ F_{xi} } . This way, the parabolic structure on E produces a parabolic structure on the subbundle F . The resulting parabolic bundle will be denoted by F_∗.

A parabolic vector bundle E_∗ = ( E, {E^j_i }, {α^j_i } ) is called stable (respectively, semistable) if for all holomorphic subbundles F ⊊ E of positive rank the following inequality holds:

par-μ(F_∗) < par-μ(E_∗) (respectively, par-μ(F_∗) ≤ par-μ(E_∗)).

A parabolic bundle is called polystable if it is a direct sum of stable parabolic bundles of same parabolic slope. Let End_P (E_∗) ⊂ End(E) = E ⊗ E^∗ (3.3) be the coherent analytic subsheaf defined by the following condition: A holomorphic section s ∈ H^0(U, End(E) | U ), where U ⊂ X is any open subset, is a section of End_P (E_∗) | U if s(E^j_i ) ⊂ E^j_i for all x_i ∈ S ⋂ U and all 1 ≤ j ≤ n_i. Let End_N (E_∗) ⊂ End_P (E_∗) (3.4) be the coherent analytic subsheaf defined by the following condition: A holomorphic section s ∈ H^0(U, End_P (E_∗) | U ), where U ⊂ X is any open subset, is a section of End_N (E_∗) | |_U if s(E^j_i ) ⊂ E^{j+1}_i for all x_i ∈ S ⋂ U and all 1 ≤ j ≤ n_i. It may be mentioned that the origin of the subscript “N” in (3.4) is “nilpotent”.

3.2. Connections on a parabolic bundle. Take X and S as in Section 3.1. Let V be a holomorphic vector bundle on X. A logarithmic connection on V singular over S is a holomorphic differential operator D : V −→ V ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S) satisfying the Leibniz identity which says that D(fs) = fD(s) + s ⊗ df (3.5) for any locally defined holomorphic function f on X and any locally defined holomorphic section s of V .

Take a point y ∈ S. The fiber of K_X ⊗ O_X (S) over y is identified with C by the Poincaré adjunction formula [GH, p. 146]. To explain this isomorphism (K_X ⊗ O_X (S))_y^∼−→ C , (3.6) let z be a holomorphic coordinate function on X defined on an analytic open neighborhood of y such that z(y) = 0. Then we have an isomorphism C −→ (K_X ⊗ O_X (S))_y that sends any c ∈ C to c ·^{dz}_z (y) ∈ (K_X ⊗ O_X (S))_y. It is straightforward to check that this map C −→ (K_X ⊗ O_X (S))_y is actually independent of the choice of the holomorphic coordinate function z.

Let D_V : V −→ V ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S) be a logarithmic connection on V . From (3.5) it follows that the composition of homomorphisms V^{DV}−−−→ V ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S) −→ (V ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S))_y^∼−→ V_y is O_X –linear; the above isomorphism (V ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S))_y^∼−→ V_y is given by the isomorphism in (3.6). Therefore, this composition of homomorphisms produces a C –linear homomorphism Res(D_V , y) : V_y −→ V_y , which is called the residue of D_V at y; see [De].

Take a parabolic vector bundle E_∗ = ( E, {E^j_i }, {α^j_i } ) . Definition 3.1. A connection on E_∗ is a logarithmic connection D on E, singular over S, such that

(1) Res(D, x_i)(E^j_i ) ∈ End_P (E_∗)_{xi} for all x_i ∈ S (see (3.3)),

(2) the endomorphism of E^j_i /E^{j+1}_i induced by Res(D, x_i) coincides with multiplication by the parabolic weight α^j_i for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and (3) the local monodromy of D around each x_i ∈ S is semisimple (an endomorphism of a finite dimensional complex vector space is called semisimple if it is diagonalizable).

(See [BL, Section 2.2].)

It should be clarified that the third condition in Definition 3.1 is put only because all connections considered here actually satisfy this condition. For example, an orbifold/equivariant connection automatically satisfies this condition. In this sense this condition is superfluous.

Lemma 3.2. A parabolic vector bundle E_∗ admits a parabolic connection if and only if E_∗ is a direct sum of indecomposable parabolic vector bundles of parabolic degree zero.

Let E_∗ be a parabolic vector bundle admitting a connection. Then the space of connections on E_∗ is an affine space for the vector space H^0(X, End_N (E_∗) ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S)), where End_N (E_∗) is defined in (3.4).

Proof. The first statement is proved in [Bi3], [BL].

To prove the second statement, let D be a connection on E_∗. Take any θ ∈ H^0(X, End_N (E_∗) ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S))

and consider the differential operator D + θ; it is a logarithmic connection on E. Note that D + θ satisfies the first two conditions in Definition 3.1. Therefore, to prove that D + θ is a connection on E_∗ it suffices to show that the local monodromy of D + θ around each x_i ∈ S is semisimple.

Next we recall how the local monodromy around x_i is given by the residue at x_i. If D^′ is a logarithmic connection whose residue at a point z is R, then the local monodromy of D^′ at z is exp(−2π √ −1R) [De]. Using this property of residue, and the given condition that D is a connection on E_∗, it is now straightforward to check that the local monodromy of D + θ around each x_i ∈ S is semisimple. □

3.3. Equivariant vector bundles. Take a compact connected Riemann surface Z, and let Γ ⊂ Aut(Z) be a finite subgroup of the group of all holomorphic automorphisms of Z. So the quotient Z/Γ is a compact connected Riemann surface. We call Z a (ramified) Galois covering of Z/Γ; the Galois group is Γ.

An equivariant vector bundle over Z is a holomorphic vector bundle F −→ Z equipped with a lift of the tautological action of Γ on Z. This means that Γ acts on F and the action of any γ ∈ Γ on F is a holomorphic automorphism of the holomorphic vector bundle F over the automorphism γ of Z.

An equivariant vector bundle F is called equivariantly stable (respectively, equivariantly semistable) if for every holomorphic subbundle F^′ ⊂ F such that

• 0 < rank(F^′) < rank(F ), and • the action of Γ on F preserves F^′,

the following inequality holds:

degree(F^′) rank(F^′) < degree(F ) rank(F ) ( respectively, degree(F^′) rank(F^′) ≤ degree(F ) rank(F ) ) . We note that given an equivariant bundle F , it is equivariantly semistable if and only if the holomorphic vector bundle F is semistable in the usual sense. Indeed, this follows immediately from the fact that the Harder–Narasimhan filtration of F is preserved by the action of Γ. If the holomorphic vector bundle F is stable in the usual sense, then clearly the equivariant bundle F is equivariantly stable. However, the holomorphic vector bundle underlying an equivariantly stable bundle need not be stable in the usual sense. To give such an example, let V_0 be an irreducible complex Γ–module of dimension at least two. Then for the diagonal action of Γ on Z × V_0, the trivial vector bundle Z × V_0 −→ Z is equivariantly stable, while this trivial vector bundle is not stable in the usual sense.

There is an equivalence of categories between the parabolic vector bundles with given rational parabolic weights on X and the equivariant bundles on some suitable ramified Galois covering of X [Bi1], [Bo1], [Bo2]. We recall below some properties of this equivalence of categories.

Let E_∗ be a parabolic bundle such that at any parabolic point x_i ∈ S the parabolic weights α^j_i in (3.2) are of the form^{bi,j}_{Ni,j} , where b_{i,j} and N_{i,j} are coprime integers; assume that for every i at least one of the parabolic weights at x_i is nonzero. Let N_i be the least common multiple of the integers N_{i,1}, · · · , N_{i,ni} . If φ : Z −→ X is a ramified Galois covering, and F is an equivariant vector bundle on Z that corresponds to E_∗ by the above mentioned equivalence of categories, then

• φ is ramified over each x_i ∈ S, and • the order of ramification of φ at any y ∈ φ^{−1}(x_i) is an integral multiple of the above integer N_i.

The action of the Galois group Γ = Gal(φ) on the equivariant bundle F produces an action of Γ on the direct image φ_∗F ; this action of Γ on φ_∗F is over the trivial action of Γ on X. The holomorphic vector bundle E underlying the parabolic bundle E_∗ is identified with the invariant part (φ_∗F )^Γ ⊂ φ_∗F for this action of Γ.

Conversely, if φ : Z −→ X (3.7)

is a ramified Galois covering such that

• φ is ramified over each x_i ∈ S, and • the order of ramification of φ at any y ∈ φ^{−1}(x_i) is an integral multiple of the above integer N_i, then there is a unique, up to an equivariant isomorphism, equivariant vector bundle F on Z that corresponds to the parabolic vector bundle E_∗.

In view of Corollary 2.2, given parabolic data, there is a is a ramified Galois covering φ : Z −→ X such that

(1) The parabolic bundles of given parabolic type correspond to equivariant bundles on Z, (2) the Galois group Aut(Z/X) is cyclic, and (3) φ is totally ramified over the points of S.

A parabolic vector bundle E_∗ is parabolic stable (respectively, parabolic semistable) if and only if the corresponding equivariant bundle is equivariantly stable (respectively, equivariantly semistable); see [Bi1], [Bo1], [Bo2] for the details.

As in (3.7), let φ be a ramified Galois covering with Galois group Γ, where both Z and X are compact connected Riemann surfaces. Let F be an equivariant bundle on Z.

We recall the definition of a holomorphic connection on F . A holomorphic connection on a holomorphic vector bundle W on Z is a holomorphic differential operator D_W : W −→ W ⊗ K_Z , where K_Z as before is the holomorphic cotangent bundle of Z, such that for any locally defined holomorphic section s of W , and any locally defined holomorphic function f, the Leibniz identity D_W (fs) = f · D_W (s) + s ⊗ df is satisfied (see [At1]). The Leibniz identity actually ensures that the order of the differential operator D_W is one.

An equivariant connection on the equivariant bundle F on Z is a holomorphic connection D on F such that the action of Γ on F preserves D.

If F admits a holomorphic connection, then F admits an equivariant connection. Indeed, if D_F is a holomorphic connection on F , then the holomorphic connection

D^′_F := 1 #Γ ∑ γ∈Γ γ^∗D_F is preserved by the action of Γ on F . If F admits an equivariant connection, then the space of all equivariant connections on F is an affine space for the invariant vector space

H^0(Z, End(F ) ⊗ K_Z )^Γ ⊂ H^0(Z, End(F ) ⊗ K_Z ). (3.8)

Let D be an equivariant connection on F . Then D induces a logarithmic connection on the direct image φ_∗F ; this logarithmic connection on φ_∗F will be denoted by φ_∗D. The singular locus of φ_∗D is precisely the divisor on X over which φ is ramified. The logarithmic connection φ_∗D on φ_∗F preserves the subbundle (φ_∗F )^Γ ⊂ φ_∗F fixed by the action of the group Γ. The resulting logarithmic connection on (φ_∗F )^Γ will be denoted by D^′.

As noted before, if E_∗ is the parabolic vector bundle on X corresponding to an equivariant bundle F on Z, then the holomorphic vector bundle E underlying E_∗ is (φ_∗F )^Γ. Recall the definition connections on a parabolic bundle (see Definition 3.1). The above logarithmic connection D^′ on (φ_∗F )^Γ = E given by φ_∗D is actually a connection on the parabolic vector bundle E_∗ [Bi2], [Bi3]. In fact this produces a natural bijection between the equivariant connections on F and the connections on the corresponding parabolic bundle E_∗ (see [Bi2], [Bi3]).

Consider H^0(Z, End(F ) ⊗ K_Z )^Γ in (3.8). We have

H^0(Z, End(F ) ⊗ K_Z )^Γ = H^0(X, End_N (E_∗) ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S)),

where End_N (E_∗) is defined in (3.4). For any θ ∈ H^0(Z, End(F ) ⊗ K_Z )^Γ, let

θ^′ ∈ H^0(X, End_N (E_∗) ⊗ K_X ⊗ O_X (S)) (3.9)

be the element that corresponds to it by the above isomorphism.

Now from Lemma 3.2 we have the following:

Lemma 3.3. If a parabolic vector bundle E_∗ corresponds to an equivariant vector bundle F , then there is a natural bijection between the connections on E_∗ and the equivariant connections on F . Moreover, for any connection D_E on E_∗ if D_F is the corresponding equivariant connection on F , then for every θ ∈ H^0(Z, End(F ) ⊗ K_Z )^Γ, the equivariant connection D_F + θ corresponds to the connection D_E + θ^′ on E_∗ (see (3.9) for θ^′).

4. Two natural constructions

4.1. A canonical connection. We will now recall a construction from [BB]. Let Z be a compact connected Riemann surface of genus g_Z . Fix a theta characteristic L on Z. Take a holomorphic vector bundle V on Z of rank r and degree zero such that

H^0(Z, V ⊗ L) = 0 . (4.1)

By the Riemann–Roch theorem,

dim H^0(Z, V ⊗ L) − dim H^1(Z, V ⊗ L) = r(g_Z − 1) − r(g_Z − 1) = 0 .

Therefore, we conclude that

H^0(Z, V ⊗ L) = 0 = H^1(Z, V ⊗ L) . (4.2)

Hence, Serre duality gives that

H^0(Z, V^∗ ⊗ L) = 0 = H^1(Z, V^∗ ⊗ L) . (4.3)

Remark 4.1. In any locally complete holomorphic family of vector bundles of rank r and degree zero on Z, the condition in (4.1) defines a divisor on the parameter space. In particular, the condition in (4.1) defined a divisor on the moduli space of semistable vector bundles on Z of rank r and degree zero; such a divisor is known as a generalized theta divisor [BNR]. A generalized theta divisor gives the ample generator of the Picard of the moduli space of semistable vector bundles on Z of rank r and trivial determinant [DN] (this Picard group is isomorphic to Z).

For i = 1, 2, let p_i : Z × Z −→ Z (4.4) be the natural projection to the i-th factor. Let Δ_Z ⊂ Z × Z (4.5) be the reduced diagonal divisor; it will be identified with Z by the map Z −→ Δ_Z defined by z −→ (z, z). Note that (p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L)) | |_{ΔZ} = K_{ΔZ} = O_{Z×Z} (−Δ_Z ) | |_{ΔZ} , where p_i and Δ_Z are defined in (4.4) and (4.5) respectively; the above isomorphism K_{ΔZ} = O_{Z×Z} (−Δ_Z ) | |_{ΔZ} is given by the Poincaré adjunction formula [GH, p. 146].

Consider the short exact sequence of coherent analytic sheaves on Z × Z 0 −→ (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) −→ (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z ) (4.6) −→ ((p^∗_1V ) ⊗ (p^∗_2V^∗)) | |_{ΔZ} ⊗ ((p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L)O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z )) | |_{ΔZ} = End(V ) −→ 0 , where End(V ) is the torsion sheaf supported on Δ_Z ⊂ Z × Z; here the above mentioned identification of Z with Δ_Z is being used. Let H^0(Z × Z, p^∗_1(V ⊗ L) ⊗ p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) −→ H^0(Z × Z, p^∗_1(V ⊗ L) ⊗ p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z )) (4.7) λ_V−→ H 0(Z, End(V )) −→ H 1(Z × Z, p∗ 1(V ⊗ L) ⊗ p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) be the long exact sequence of cohomologies associated to the short exact sequence of sheaves in (4.6). Since

H^i(Z × Z, (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L))) = i⨁ k=0 H^k(Z, V ⊗ L) ⊗ H^{i−k}(Z, V^∗ ⊗ L) , using (4.2) and (4.3) it follows that H^i(Z × Z, (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L))) = 0 for all i. Consequently, from (4.7) we get an isomorphism λ_V : H^0(Z × Z, (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z ))^∼−→ H^0(Z, End(V )) . (4.8) Let Ψ^′_V := (λ_V )^{−1}(Id_V ) ∈ H^0(Z × Z, (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z )) (4.9) be the section given by the identity map of V using the isomorphism λ_V in (4.8).

On the other hand, the restriction of (p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z ) to the nonreduced divisor 2Δ_Z ⊂ Z × Z has a canonical trivialization; this means that we have a section σ_Z ∈ H^0 ( 2Δ_Z , ((p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z )) | |_{2ΔZ} ) (4.10) that identifies ((p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z )) | |_{2ΔZ} with O_{2ΔZ} [BH, (3.8)], [BRai, p. 688, Theorem 2.2]. This identification between ((p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z )) | 2Δ_Z and O2Δ^Z

restricts over Δ_Z to the natural isomorphism between ((p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z )) | Δ_Z

and O_{ΔZ} given by the Poincaré adjunction formula. Incorporating the trivialization σ_Z in (4.10) in the section Ψ^′_V in (4.9), we get a section

Ψ_V ∈ H^0 ( 2Δ_Z , ((p^∗_1V ) ⊗ (p^∗_2V^∗)) | 2Δ_Z ) ; (4.11)

in other words, we have (Ψ^′_V ) | |_{2ΔZ} = (Ψ_V ) | |_{2ΔZ} ⊗ σ_Z . (4.12)

Since λ_V (Ψ^′_V ) = Id_V , the section Ψ_V in (4.11) satisfies the condition that Ψ_V | |_{ΔZ} = Id_V .

Therefore, Ψ_V defines a holomorphic connection on V ; see [BB], [BH] for more details. Let D_V : V −→ V ⊗ K_Z (4.13) be the holomorphic connection on V given by Ψ_V in (4.11).

Let Γ ⊂ Aut(Z) be a finite cyclic subgroup of the group of holomorphic automorphisms of Z. Assume that the vector bundle V in (4.1) is equivariant for this subgroup Γ. Also, assume that the theta characteristic L is Γ–invariant; note that from Lemma 2.3 we know that there are Γ–invariant theta characteristics.

Proposition 4.2. The action of Γ on V preserves the holomorphic connection D_V on V constructed in (4.13).

Proof. First note that the tautological action of Γ on Z has a natural lift to an action of Γ on K_Z ; the action of any γ ∈ Γ on K_Z coincides with the automorphism ((dγ)^∗)^{−1} : K_Z −→ K_Z over the automorphism γ of Z.

Consider the diagonal action of Γ on Z × Z given by the tautological action of Γ on Z. We will prove the following:

(1) The holomorphic line bundle (p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L) on Z × Z is Γ–equivariant. (2) The Γ–equivariant line bundle ((p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L))^{⊗2} is Γ–equivariantly isomorphic to (p^∗_1K_Z ) ⊗ (p^∗_2K_Z ) (the action of Γ on K_Z produces an action of Γ on (p^∗_1K_Z ) ⊗ (p^∗_2K_Z )).

Let N be the order of the group Γ. Fix a generator γ ∈ Γ of the cyclic group Γ of order N. Since L is Γ–invariant, the line bundle γ^∗L is holomorphically isomorphic to L. Fix a holomorphic isomorphism β : L^∼−→ γ^∗L . Now consider the holomorphic isomorphism

N–times β ∘ · · · ∘ β : L^∼−→ (γ^N )^∗L = L . It is given by multiplication with some c_0 ∈ C \ {0}. Fix a c ∈ C \ {0} such that • c^N = c_0, and

• the automorphism 1 c^2 β^{⊗2} : L^2 −→ γ^∗L^2

coincides with the isomorphism ((dγ)^∗)^{−1} of K_Z = L^2 with γ^∗K_Z = γ^∗L^2 (note that this condition that^1_{c2} β^{⊗2} coincides with ((dγ)^∗)^{−1} does not depend on the choice of isomorphism between K_Z and L^2), and • the holomorphic automorphism 1 c^2

(p^∗_1β) ⊗ (p^∗_1β) : (p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L)^∼−→ γ^∗((p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L))

gives a holomorphic lift of the diagonal action of Γ on Z × Z to a holomorphic action of Γ on the line bundle (p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L).

It can be shown that there is exactly two solutions for c, and they differ only by the sign.

Since the diagonal action of Γ on Z × Z preserves the divisor Δ_Z ⊂ Z × Z, the holomorphic line bundle O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z ) is equipped with a lift of the action of Γ. Also, the action of Γ on V evidently produces an action of Γ on (p^∗_1V ) ⊗ (p^∗_2V^∗). Using these, together with the above action of Γ on (p^∗_1L) ⊗ (p^∗_2L), it follows that Γ acts on the vector bundle (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z ) in (4.6); this action lifts the diagonal action of Γ on Z × Z. Therefore, Γ acts on

H^0(Z × Z, (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z )) .

Consider the action of Γ on End(V ) given by the action of Γ on V . The action of Γ on End(V ) produces an action of Γ on H^0(Z, End(V )). Note that the identity automorphism

Id_V ∈ H^0(Z, End(V ))

is preserved by this action of Γ on H^0(Z, End(V )). This statement that Id_V is preserved by the action of Γ on H^0(Z, End(V )) is in fact equivalent to the statement that the identity map of V is Γ–equivariant. The isomorphism λ_V in (4.8) is evidently Γ–equivariant. Since Id_V is fixed by the action of Γ, we now conclude that Ψ^′_V in (4.9) is Γ–invariant, meaning

Ψ^′_V ∈ H^0(Z × Z, (p^∗_1(V ⊗ L)) ⊗ (p^∗_2(V^∗ ⊗ L)) ⊗ O_{Z×Z} (Δ_Z ))^Γ . (4.14)

Recall that the line bundle (p^∗_1L)⊗(p^∗_2L) is Γ–equivariant, and the divisor Δ_Z ⊂ Z ×Z is preserved by the action of Γ. The section σ_Z in (4.10) is Γ–invariant; note that the diagonal action of Γ on Z × Z preserves 2Δ_Z ⊂ Z × Z. Now from (4.14) and (4.12) we conclude that the section Ψ_V in (4.11) is Γ–invariant, in other words,

Ψ_V ∈ H^0 ( 2Δ_Z , ((p^∗_1V ) ⊗ (p^∗_2V^∗)) | 2Δ_Z

)_Γ . (4.15)

From (4.15) it follows immediately that the holomorphic connection D_V on V in (4.13) is preserved by the action of Γ on V . □

4.2. A splitting. We will describe a general property of holomorphic connections. Let N be a connected complex manifold and G ⊂ Aut(N) (4.16) a finite subgroup of the group of holomorphic automorphisms of N. Then the fixed point locus N^G := {x ∈ N | | G(x) = x} ⊂ N, for the action of G on N, is a submanifold of N. Let F ⊂ N^G be a connected component. Let ι : F → N (4.17) be the inclusion map. So the action of G on N fixes F pointwise.

Take a holomorphic vector bundle V on N equipped with a lift of the action of G on N. In other words, V is an equivariant holomorphic vector bundle. Consider the Atiyah bundle At(V ) on N associated to V . We recall At(V ) is the sheaf of holomorphic differential operators D from V to V of order at most one whose symbol is of the form s ⊗ Id_V , where s is a holomorphic vector field on the open subset of N where D is defined (see [At1]). So At(V ) fits in a short exact sequence of holomorphic vector bundles on N 0 −→ End(V ) = V ⊗ V^∗ −→ At(V ) −→ T N −→ 0 , (4.18) where End(V ) = V ⊗ V^∗ is the sheaf of holomorphic differential operators from V to V of order zero and the above projection to T N is given by the symbol map. A holomorphic connection on V is a holomorphic splitting of the short exact sequence in (4.18) [At1].

From (4.18) we have the following short exact sequence of holomorphic vector bundles on F :

0 −→ At(ι^∗V )^{h1}−→ At_F (V ) := ι^∗At(V )^{h2}−→ N_F −→ 0 , (4.19) where ι is the map in (4.17) and N_F is the holomorphic normal bundle of the submanifold F . Lemma 4.3. Assume that the group G in (4.16) acts on the fibers of the vector bundle W := ι^∗V through pointwise multiplication by a single character of G. Then the short exact sequence in (4.19) admits a canonical holomorphic splitting.

Proof. Since G fixes F pointwise, it acts on the fibers of the normal bundle N_F in (4.19). All the homomorphisms in (4.19) are evidently G equivariant. Let At_F (V )^G ⊂ At_F (V ) be the fixed point locus for the action of G on At_F (V ). Since G acts on the fibers of W through pointwise multiplication by a character of G, the action of G on End(W ) = W ⊗ W^∗ is the trivial one. Recall that At(W ) fits in a short exact sequence 0 −→ End(W ) −→ At(W ) −→ T F −→ 0 where all the homomorphisms are G–equivariant (see (4.18)). Since G acts trivially on both End(W ) and T F , we conclude that G acts trivially on At(W ). Consequently, we have h_1(At(W )) ⊂ At_F (V )^G, where h_1 is the homomorphism in (4.19).

On the other hand, the action of G on any fiber of N_F is nontrivial. From this it follows immediately that h_1(At(W )) = At_F (V )^G. (4.20) Next, there is a natural holomorphic splitting of the G–equivariant bundle At_F (V ) = At_F (V )^G ⊕ Q .

The fiber Q_x over any x ∈ F is the sum of all nontrivial irreducible G–submodules of the G–module At_F (V )_x. Now from (4.20) we conclude that the natural projection At_F (V ) = At_F (V )^G ⊕ Q −→ At_F (V )^G = h_1(At(W )) (4.21) gives a holomorphic splitting of (4.19). □

Consider the short exact sequence of holomorphic vector bundles

0 −→ ι^∗End(V ) = End(W ) −→ ι^∗At(V ) = At_F (V ) −→ ι^∗T N −→ 0 (4.22) obtained by restricting (4.18) to F .

Corollary 4.4. Assume that G in (4.16) acts on the fibers of the vector bundle W := ι^∗V through pointwise multiplication by a single character of G (just as in Lemma 4.3). Then a holomorphic connection on W produces a holomorphic splitting of the short exact sequence in (4.22).

Proof. Let ρ : At_F (V ) −→ At(W ) be the homomorphism constructed in (4.21) that gives the canonical holomorphic splitting of (4.19). A holomorphic connection D on W is given by a holomorphic homomorphism D^′ : T F −→ At(W ) that splits the Atiyah exact sequence for W . Consider the holomorphic subbundle ρ^{−1}(D^′(T F )) ⊂ At_F (V ) .

It is straightforward to check that At_F (V ) = End(W ) ⊕ ρ^{−1}(D^′(T F )). Consequently, ρ^{−1}(D^′(T F )) produces a holomorphic splitting of the short exact sequence in (4.22). □

5. A canonical isomorphism of torsors and group action

5.1. An isomorphism of torsors. Take a compact connected Riemann surface Z of genus at least two. For any integer r ≥ 1, let M(r) denote the moduli space of stable vector bundles on Z of rank r and degree zero. Let MC(r) denote the moduli space of pairs of the form (E, D), where E ∈ M(r) and D is a holomorphic connection on E. Note that any stable vector bundle V of degree zero admits a holomorphic connection [At1], [We], in fact, V admits a unique holomorphic connection whose monodromy representation is unitary [NS]. Let Φ : MC(r) −→ M(r) (5.1) be the forgetful map that sends any (E, D) ∈ MC(r) to E. The space of all holomorphic connections on any holomorphic vector bundle E ∈ M(r) is an affine space for H^0(Z, End(E)⊗K_Z ) = T^∗_E M(r). Consequently, using the projection Φ in (5.1) the moduli space MC(r) is a holomorphic torsor (affine bundle) over M(r) for the holomorphic cotangent bundle T^∗M(r).

Fix a theta characteristic L on Z. Consider ~Θ := {E ∈ M(r) | H^0(Z, E ⊗ L) ≠ 0} ⊂ M(r) ; (5.2) it is an irreducible divisor on M(r). The holomorphic line bundle O_{M(r)}(~Θ) will be denoted by Θ. Let 0 −→ O_{M(r)}^μ−→ At(Θ)^ν−→ T M(r) −→ 0 (5.3) be the Atiyah exact sequence for Θ. Consider the projective bundle ψ : P(At(Θ)) −→ M(r) (5.4) that parametrizes all hyperplanes in the fibers of At(Θ). Let U ⊂ P(At(Θ)) (5.5) be the locus of all (x, H), where x ∈ M(r) and H ⊂ At(Θ)_x is a hyperplane, such that At(Θ)_x = H ⊕ image(μ(x)) = H ⊕ C ; (5.6) the map μ is the one in (5.3).

Using (5.3) it can be shown that U in (5.5) is a holomorphic torsor over M(r) for the holomorphic cotangent bundle T^∗M(r). To prove this, take any x ∈ M(r) and H ∈ U_x (the fiber of U over x). Then from the decomposition in (5.6) it follows that for any H^′ ∈ U_x, there is a unique homomorphism ρ^′ : H −→ C such that H^′ = {(v, 2r · ρ^′(v)) | | v ∈ H} ⊂ H ⊕ C = At(Θ)_x . On the other hand, the projection ν(x) in (5.3) identifies H with T_xM(r). So T^∗_x M(r) acts on U_x in (5.5); the action of any ω ∈ T^∗_x M(r) sends any H ∈ U_x to H^′ = {(v, 2r · ω(v)) | v ∈ H} ⊂ H ⊕ C = At(Θ)_x using the decomposition in (5.6); using the identification of H with T_xM(r) given by ν(x), we consider ω as a homomorphism H −→ C . Consequently, U in (5.5) is a holomorphic torsor over M(r) for T^∗M(r).

Consider the Zariski open subset M^′(r) := M(r) \ ~Θ, where ~Θ is the divisor in (5.2). Let MC^′(r) := Φ^{−1}(M^′(r)) ⊂ MC(r) and U^′ := U ∩ ψ^{−1}(M^′(r)) ⊂ U be the restrictions of the T^∗M(r)–torsors MC(r) and U respectively (see (5.1) and (5.5)) to this open subset M^′(r); the map ψ is the projection in (5.4). We will show that these two T^∗M^′(r)–torsors MC^′(r) and U^′ are canonically trivialized.

For any holomorphic vector bundle V ∈ M^′(r) consider the holomorphic connection D_V on V constructed in (4.13). So we have a holomorphic section of the torsor MC^′(r) S_C : M^′(r) −→ MC^′(r) (5.7) that sends any V to D_V . This gives a holomorphic trivialization of the T^∗M^′(r)–torsor MC^′(r). More precisely, we have an isomorphism of T^∗M^′(r)–torsors T^∗M^′(r)^∼−→ MC^′(r) (5.8) that sends any ω ∈ T^∗_V M^′(r), V ∈ M^′(r), to S_C (V ) + ω.

To prove that the torsor U^′ is trivial, first note that the holomorphic line bundle Θ = O_{M(r)}(~Θ) has a canonical trivialization over M^′(r) given by the constant function 1. From this trivialization of Θ | |_{M′(r)} we have a decomposition At(Θ) | |_{M′(r)} = O_{M′(r)} ⊕ T M^′(r) . Therefore, the torsor U^′ has a holomorphic section η : M^′(r) −→ U^′ (5.9) that sends any V ∈ M^′(r) to the above hyperplane T_V M^′(r) ⊂ At(Θ)_V .

Consequently, we obtain a holomorphic trivialization of the T^∗M^′(r)–torsor U^′. In other words, we have an isomorphism of T^∗M^′(r)–torsors T^∗M^′(r)^∼−→ U^′ (5.10) that sends any ω ∈ T^∗_V M^′(r), V ∈ M^′(r), to η(V ) + ω, where η is the section in (5.9).

Combining (5.8) and (5.10) we obtain an isomorphism of T^∗M^′(r)–torsors MC^′(r)^∼−→ U^′ (5.11) The following result was proved in [BH].

Theorem 5.1 ([BH, p. 4, Corolary 1.2]). The isomorphism of T^∗M^′(r)–torsors in (5.11) extends to a holomorphic isomorphism of T^∗M(r)–torsors Ψ : MC(r)^∼−→ U over entire M(r).

A stable vector bundle of rank r degree zero on Z has a unique holomorphic connection whose monodromy representation π_1(Z, z_0) −→ GL(r, C ) has the property that its image is contained in U(r) [NR]. Therefore, we get a C^∞ section τ_U : M(r) −→ MC(r) of the torsor in (5.1) by sending any stable vector bundle V ∈ M(r) to (V, D_U ), where D_U is the unique holomorphic connection on V with unitary monodromy. It should be clarified that the map τ_U is not holomorphic.

The holomorphic line bundle Θ on M(r) in (5.3) has a natural Hermitian structure [Qu], which is known as the Quillen metric. The moduli space M(r) has a natural Kähler structure [AB]. The curvature of the Chern connection on Θ corresponding to the Quillen metric is given by the Kähler form on M(r) [Qu]. This Chern connection on Θ corresponding to the Quillen metric gives a C^∞ section τ_Q : M(r) −→ U of the T^∗M(r)–torsor U in (5.5). It should be clarified that τ_Q is not holomorphic.

The following theorem was proved in [BH].

Theorem 5.2 ([BH, p. 4, Theorem 1.1 and Corolary 1.2]). The isomorphism Ψ is Theorem 5.1 takes the section τ_U to the section τ_Q, in other words, Ψ ∘ τ_U = τ_Q .

5.2. Action of automorphisms of Riemann surface. Continuing with the notation of Section 5.1, fix a cyclic subgroup Γ ⊂ Aut(Z). Note that Γ is a finite subgroup because the genus of Z is at least two.

The action of Γ on Z produces a holomorphic action of Γ on M(r); the action of any γ ∈ Γ on M(r) sends any vector bundle V ∈ M(r) to (γ^{−1})^∗V . Similarly, Γ acts on MC(r); the action of any γ ∈ Γ on MC(r) sends any (V, D_V ) to ((γ^{−1})^∗V, (γ^{−1})^∗D_V ). The map Φ in (5.1) is evidently Γ–equivariant.

Now choose the theta characteristic L in Section 5.1 to be Γ–invariant; from Lemma 2.3 we know that such a theta characteristic exists. For a holomorphic vector bundle V on Z and any γ ∈ Γ, we have

H^i(Z, (γ^∗V ) ⊗ L) = H^i(Z, (γ^∗V ) ⊗ (γ^∗L)) = H^i(Z, γ^∗(V ⊗ L)) = H^i(Z, V ⊗ L).

So, V ∈ ~Θ (see (5.2)) if and only if H^i(Z, V ⊗L) = 0 if and only if H^i(Z, (γ^∗V )⊗L) = 0 if and only if γ^∗V ∈ ~Θ. In other words, the divisor ~Θ is preserved by the action of Γ on M(r). Therefore, the holomorphic line bundle Θ = O_{M(r)}(~Θ) is Γ–equivariant. The actions of Γ on M(r) and Θ together produce an action of Γ on At(Θ). This in turn produces an action of Γ on U (constructed in (5.5)). The natural projection U −→ M(r) is evidently Γ–equivariant.

The section S_C in (5.7) is Γ–equivariant. Indeed, this follows immediately from the fact that the theta characteristic L is Γ–invariant. Consequently, the isomorphism in (5.8) is Γ–equivariant; the action of Γ on T^∗M^′(r) is given by the action of Γ on M^′(r).

Since the divisor ~Θ in (5.2) is preserved by the action of Γ on M(r), the action of Γ on U preserves U^′ ⊂ U. Moreover, the section η in (5.9) is Γ–equivariant. Therefore, the isomorphism in (5.10) is Γ–equivariant.

Since the isomorphisms in (5.8) and (5.10) are both Γ–equivariant, the isomorphism in (5.11) is also Γ–equivariant. We put this down in the form of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. The isomorphism Ψ in Theorem 5.1 is Γ–equivariant.

6. Isomorphism of torsors on moduli of parabolic bundles

6.1. Two torsors on moduli of parabolic bundles. Fix (X, S) as in Section 3.1, and fix an integer r ≥ 1. Fix parabolic data for rank r bundles; this means choosing parabolic weights with multiplicities for each point x_i ∈ S such that the total number of parabolic weights at x_i is r. We assume that the total sum of parabolic weights over S is an integer.

Let N_P (r) denote the moduli space of stable parabolic bundles of rank r and parabolic degree zero, with the given parabolic structure [MS], [MY]. Note that the above condition that the total sum of parabolic weights over S is an integer is actually needed to ensure that N_P (r) is nonempty. We recall that N_P (r) is a smooth irreducible quasiprojective variety. If the parabolic data is such that any semistable parabolic bundle is stable, then N_P (r) is in fact a projective variety. For any parabolic bundle E_∗ ∈ N_P (r), we have

T_{E∗} N_P (r) = H^1(X, End_P (E_∗)) and T^∗_{E∗} N_P (r) = H^0(X, End_N (E_∗) ⊗ K_X ) (6.1)

[MS], [Yo]; see (3.4) and (3.3) for End_N (E_∗) and End_P (E_∗) respectively.

We will construct two holomorphic T^∗N_P (r)–torsors over N_P (r). Let N C_P (r) denote the moduli space of pairs of the form (E_∗, D), where E_∗ ∈ N_P (r) is a stable parabolic bundle and D is a connection on E_∗ (see Definition 3.1). Let

P : N C_P (r) −→ N_P (r) (6.2)

be the forgetful map that sends any (E_∗, D) to E_∗. From Lemma 3.2 and (6.1) it follows that P in (6.2) makes N C_P (r) a holomorphic T^∗N_P (r)–torsor over N_P (r).

On N_P (r) there are natural ample line bundles constructed using the determinant of cohomology combined with the quasiparabolic filtrations over the parabolic points and the parabolic weights; see [BRag], [NR], [LS], [Su] for the details. Since their construction is not very relevant here, we refrain from recalling it. These line bundles can be described using the identification between the parabolic bundles and the equivariant bundles mentioned in Section 3.3; we will briefly recall this description of the line bundles.

As briefly described in Section 3.3, given parabolic data, there is a is a ramified Galois covering φ : Z −→ X (6.3)

such that the parabolic bundles of given parabolic type correspond to equivariant bundles on Z. It was also noted in Section 3.3 that the pair (Z, φ) can be so chosen that Γ := Aut(Z/X) is cyclic. The moduli space N_P (r) is identified with a component of the fixed point locus M(r)^Γ (see (5.1)). Then the restriction of the line bundle Θ (see (5.3) and (5.2)) to N_P (r) ⊂ M(r)^Γ ⊂ M(r) (6.4)

is a power of the determinant bundle (see [BRag]). This restriction of Θ to N_P (r) will be denoted by Θ_P .

Consider the Atiyah exact sequence for Θ_P 0 −→ O_{NP (r)}^p−→ At(Θ_P )^q−→ T N_P (r) −→ 0. (6.5) and let ξ : P(At(Θ_P )) −→ N_P (r) be the projective bundle that parametrizes all hyperplanes in the fibers of At(Θ_P ). Set U_P ⊂ P(At(Θ_P )) (6.6) to be the locus of all (x, H), where x ∈ N_P (r) and H ⊂ At(Θ_P )_x is a hyperplane, such that At(Θ_P )_x = H ⊕ image(p(x)) = H ⊕ C ; (6.7) the map p is the one in (6.5). Let Q : U_P −→ N_P (r) (6.8) be the natural projection. Take any x ∈ N_P (r) and H ∈ Q^{−1}(x). Then from the decomposition in (6.7) it follows that for any H^′ ∈ Q^{−1}(x), there is a unique homomorphism ρ^′ : H −→ C such that H^′ = {(v, 2r · ρ^′(v)) | | v ∈ H} ⊂ H ⊕ C = At(Θ_P )_x .

This shows that U_P in (6.6) is a holomorphic T^∗N_P (r)–torsor over N_P (r). For any x ∈ N_P (r), the action of ω ∈ T^∗_x N_P (r) on Q^{−1}(x) sends any hyperplane H ∈ Q^{−1}(x) to H^′ = {(v, 2r · ω(v)) | | v ∈ H} ⊂ H ⊕ C = At(Θ_P )_x using the decomposition in (6.7); using the identification of H with T_xM(r) given by q(x) (see (6.5)) we consider ω as a homomorphism H −→ C .

6.2. Holomorphic isomorphism of torsors. Theorem 6.1. There is a natural holomorphic isomorphism Ψ_P : N C_P (r) −→ U_P between the two holomorphic T^∗N_P (r)–torsors N C_P (r) and U_P (see (6.2) and (6.8)). Proof. As mentioned before, N_P (r) is a connected component of M(r)^Γ (see (6.4)). Consider the projection Φ in (5.1). Since it is Γ–equivariant, the action of Γ on MC(r) preserves Φ^{−1}(N_P (r)). It is now straightforward to check that N C_P (r) = Φ^{−1}(N_P (r))^Γ ⊂ Φ^{−1}(N_P (r)), (6.9) where N C_P (r) is the moduli space in (6.2). Indeed, this is a consequence of Lemma 3.3.

In Section 5.2 we saw that the actions of Γ on M(r) and Θ together produce an action of Γ on U (constructed in (5.5)). Since the natural projection U −→ M(r) (6.10) is Γ–equivariant, the action of Γ on U preserves the inverse image of N_P (r) ⊂ M(r) for the projection in (6.10); this inverse image will be denoted by ^U. Clearly, we have

U_P = ^U^Γ ⊂ ^U . (6.11)

Now the theorem follows from Lemma 5.3 and the isomorphisms in (6.9) and (6.11). □

Any stable parabolic bundle E_∗ ∈ N_P (r) of parabolic degree zero has a unique connection whose monodromy homomorphism π_1(X \ S, x_0) −→ GL(r, C ) has its image contained in U(r) [MS]. Therefore, we obtain a C^∞ section of the projection P in (6.2)

τ_{UP} : N_P (r) −→ N C_P (r) (6.12)

that sends any E_∗ ∈ N_P (r) to (E_∗, D_E), where D_E is the unique connection on E_∗ whose monodromy homomorphism has its image contained in U(r).

Consider the Quillen connection on the holomorphic line bundle Θ_P [Qu], [BRag]. It produces a C^∞ section τ_{QP} : N_P (r) −→ U_P of the holomorphic T^∗N_P (r)–torsor U_P in (6.6).

Theorem 5.2 has the following immediate consequence:

Corollary 6.2. The isomorphism Ψ_P in Theorem 6.1 takes the section τ_{UP} to the section τ_{QP} , or in other words, Ψ_P ∘ τ_{UP} = τ_{QP} .

Remark 6.3. The isomorphism Ψ_P in Theorem 6.1 is actually independent of the choice of the covering φ in (6.3). In fact, the two sections the sections τ_{UP} and τ_{QP} in Corollary 6.2 are independent of the choice of φ. Therefore, from Corollary 6.2 it follows that the isomorphism Ψ_P in Theorem 6.1 is independent of the choice of the covering φ.

Remark 6.4. As mentioned in the introduction, neither of the two sections τ_{UP} and τ_{QP} can be constructed staying within the realm of complex analytic geometry. But Corollary 6.2 says that one determines the other through algebraic geometry. In this sense, these two sections are deeply interconnected. See [BFPT] for similar relationship between two different C^∞ sections. In [BFPT], one section is given by the Quillen connection on the Hodge bundle over the moduli space M_g of smooth complex projective curves of genus g ≥ 2. The other section is given by the uniformization of Riemann surfaces.

Remark 6.5. Let us consider the set-up of Theorem 6.1 without the assumption that all the parabolic weights are rational numbers. The Mehta–Seshadri correspondence between parabolic bundles and unitary representations, which was proved in [MS] under the assumption that the parabolic weights are rational numbers, is known to extend to the situation where the parabolic weights are real numbers. This was proved by Biquard [Biq]; a vastly general result was proved in [Si]. Consequently, the T^∗N_P (r)–torsor N C_P (r) over N_P (r), along with its C^∞ section τ_{UP} (see (6.12)), are there when the parabolic weights are real numbers. It is not difficult to see that the T^∗N_P (r)–torsor U_P also exists over N_P (r). To explain this, if L is a holomorphic line bundle on a complex manifold Z, then

L^{⊗λ} makes sense only when λ is an integer. But sheaf of connections of L^{⊗λ} makes sense even if λ is a complex number. Indeed, if 0 −→ O_Z −→ At(L) −→ T Z −→ 0 is the Atiyah exact sequence for L, then the Atiyah exact sequence for L^{⊗λ} is the exact sequence obtained from the above sequence using the endomorphism of O_M given by the multiplication with λ. Therefore, it makes sense to ask whether Theorem 6.1 remains valid in the more general set-up where the parabolic weights are allowed to be irrational numbers. The construction of the isomorphism Ψ_P in Theorem 6.1 does not shed any light on how it changes when the parabolic weights change. For this reason any attempt to answer the question lies outside the scope of this paper.

Acknowledgements

The author thanks the referee for helpful comments. This work was partly supported by a J. C. Bose Fellowship.

References

[At1] M. F. Atiyah, Complex analytic connections in fibre bundles, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 85 (1957), 181–207.

[At2] M. F. Atiyah, Riemann surfaces and spin structures, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. 4 (1971), 47–62.

[AB] M. F. Atiyah and R. Bott, The Yang-Mills equations over Riemann surfaces. Philos, Trans.

Roy. Soc. London 308 (1983), 523–615.

[BNR] A. Beauville, M. S. Narasimhan, S. Ramanan, Spectral curves and the generalised theta divisor.

J. reine angew. Math. 398 (1989), 169–179.

[BB] D. Ben-Zvi and I. Biswas, Theta functions and Szegő kernels, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2003), no.

24, 1305–1340.

[Biq] O. Biquard, Fibrés paraboliques stables et connexions singulières plates, Bull. Soc. Math. France 119 (1991), 231–257.

[Bi1] I. Biswas, Parabolic bundles as orbifold bundles, Duke Math. Jour. 88 (1997), 305–325. [Bi2] I. Biswas, Connections on a parabolic principal bundle over a curve, Canad. Jour. Math. 58 (2006), 262–281.

[Bi3] I. Biswas, A criterion for the existence of a flat connection on a parabolic vector bundle, Adv.

Geom. 2 (2002), 231–241.

[BH] I. Biswas and J. Hurtubise, A canonical connection on bundles on Riemann surfaces and Quillen connection on the theta bundle, Adv. Math. 389 (2021), Article 107918.

[BL] I. Biswas and M. Logares, Connection on parabolic vector bundles over curves, Inter. Jour.

Math. 22 (2011), 593–602.

[BRag] I. Biswas and N. Raghavendra, Determinants of parabolic bundles on Riemann surfaces, Proc.

Indian Acad. Sci. (Math. Sci.) 103 (1993), 41–71.

[BRai] I. Biswas and A. K. Raina, Projective structures on a Riemann surface. II, Internat. Math. Res.

Not. (1999), no. 13, 685–716.

[BFPT] I. Biswas, F. F. Favale, G. P. Pirola and S. Torelli, Quillen connection and the uniformization of Riemann surfaces, Annali Mat. Pura Appl. 201 (2022), 2825–2835.

[Bo1] N. Borne, Fibrés paraboliques et champ des racines, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2007), no. 16, Art.

ID rnm049, 38 pp.

[Bo2] N. Borne, Sur les représentations du groupe fondamental d’une variété privée d’un diviseur à croisements normaux simples, Indiana Univ. Math. Jour. 58 (2009), 137–180.

[De] P. Deligne, Équations différentielles à points singuliers réguliers, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 163, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1970.

[DN] J.-M. Drézet and M. S. Narasimhan, Groupe de Picard des variétés de modules de fibrés semistables sur les courbes algébriques, Invent. Math. 97 (1989), 53–94.

[GH] P. Griffiths and J. Harris, Principles of algebraic geometry, Pure and Applied Mathematics, Wiley-Interscience, New York, 1978.

[LS] Y. Laszlo and C. Sorger, The line bundles on the moduli of parabolic G-bundles over curves and their sections, Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. 30 (1997), 499–525.

[MY] M. Maruyama and K. Yokogawa, Moduli of parabolic stable sheaves, Math. Ann. 293 (1992) 77–99.

[MS] V. B. Mehta and C. S. Seshadri, Moduli of vector bundles on curves with parabolic structures, Math. Ann. 248 (1980), 205–239.

[NR] M. S. Narasimhan and T. R. Ramadas, Factorisation of generalised theta functions. I, Invent.

Math. 114 (1993), 565–623, [NS] M. S. Narasimhan and C. S. Seshadri, Stable and unitary vector bundles on a compact Riemann surface, Ann. of Math. 82 (1965), 540–567.

[Qu] D. G. Quillen, Determinants of Cauchy-Riemann operators on Riemann surfaces, Funct. Anal.

Appl. 19 (1985), 37–41.

[Si] C. T. Simpson, Harmonic bundles on noncompact curves, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 3 (1990), 713– 770.

[Su] X. Sun, Degeneration of moduli spaces and generalized theta functions, J. Algebraic Geom. 9 (2000), 459–527.

[We] A. Weil, Généralisation des fonctions abéliennes, Jour. Math. Pures Appl. 17 (1938), 47–87. [Yo] K. Yokogawa, Infinitesimal Deformation of Parabolic Higgs sheaves, Inter. Jour. Math. 6 (1995), 125–148.

School of Mathematics, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Homi Bhabha Road, Mumbai 400005, India

Email address: indranil@math.tifr.res.in