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ON GL(1]1) HIGGS BUNDLES

ANTON M. ZEITLIN

ABSTRACT. We investigate the moduli space of holomorphic GL(1|1) Higgs bundles over
a compact Riemann surface. The supergroup GL(1|1), the simplest non-trivial example
beyond abelian cases, provides an ideal setting for developing supergeometric analogues of
classical results in Higgs bundle theory. We derive an explicit description of the moduli
space and we study the analogue of the Narasimhan-Seshadri theorem as well as the
nonabelian Hodge correspondence. Furthermore, we formulate and solve the corresponding
Hitchin equations, demonstrating their compatibility with fermionic contributions. As a
highlight, we discuss the related Hitchin system on P* and its integrability.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Higgs bundles, first introduced by Nigel Hitchin in his seminal 1987 paper [H2], have
evolved into a fundamental concept at the intersection of modern algebraic geometry, dif-
ferential geometry, and mathematical physics. At its core, a Higgs bundle over a compact
Riemann surface C' consists of a pair (E, ®), where F is a holomorphic vector bundle, and
® is a holomorphic section of End(E) ® K¢, where K¢ is the canonical bundle of C. These
structures originated from Hitchin’s investigation into self-dual Yang-Mills equations on
four-dimensional manifolds, where a process of dimensional reduction — projecting the equa-
tions down to two dimensions — yields the celebrated Hitchin equations. These equations
describe harmonic metrics on bundles and have far-reaching implications for understanding
gauge theories in physics. The moduli space of Higgs bundles, which parametrizes solutions
to Hitchin’s equations up to gauge equivalence, reveals intricate geometric properties. It
is equipped with a hyper-Kahler structure, a special type of complex symplectic geometry
that admits three compatible complex structures, leading to rich metrics and symmetries.
Furthermore, this moduli space leads to integrable systems [H3] through the Hitchin fibra-
tion, a map that projects the space onto a base consisting of spectral data, often resulting in
algebraic completely integrable Hamiltonian systems (see, e.g., [EL]). These features make
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Higgs bundles a powerful tool for studying dynamics in both mathematics and physics,
such as in the context of Langlands duality [DP2], mirror symmetry [H1] or Seiberg-Witten
theory (see, e.g., [NRS]).

Beyond their geometric richness, Higgs bundles serve as a crucial link connecting algebraic
geometry, representation theory, and differential geometry via the nonabelian Hodge cor-
respondence. This profound theorem, built upon contributions of Donaldson [D2], Hitchin
[H2], Simpson [S1], [S2] and Corlette [C1], [C2] establishes a real-analytic isomorphism
between the moduli space of stable Higgs bundles and the moduli space of flat connec-
tions on the same Riemann surface. In more detail, for a complex semisimple Lie group
G, the correspondence associates polystable G-Higgs bundles, those that admit no proper
Higgs-invariant subbundles of lower degree—with completely reducible representations of
the fundamental group 71 (C) into G. This connection has deep consequences, including
applications to character varieties, harmonic maps between manifolds, and even topological
invariants of surfaces. A key pillar underlying this framework is the Narasimhan-Seshadri
theorem [NS]: this theorem states that a holomorphic vector bundle over a compact Rie-
mann surface is stable, meaning it has no destabilizing subbundles, if and only if it originates
from an irreducible unitary representation of the fundamental group into the unitary group.
Originally inspired by problems in algebraic geometry concerning the classification of bun-
dles, the theorem provided a bridge to flat unitary connections, interpreting stability in
terms of metric properties. Donaldson’s groundbreaking 1983 proof [D1], which employed
gauge-theoretic techniques from Yang-Mills theory, further intertwined it with differential
geometry. Since then, the result has been extended to higher-dimensional varieties, non-
compact surfaces, and parabolic bundles, influencing areas like moduli theory and geometric
invariant theory.

Although the theory of Higgs bundles is mature for classical Lie groups [S3],[DP1],
its generalization to supergroups [B], blending commuting (bosonic) and anticommuting
(fermionic) variables, remains a completely untapped frontier. Supergroups naturally emerge
in supersymmetric physical theories, including super-Yang-Mills gauge theories, string the-
ory, and models of quantum gravity, where they account for symmetries between bosons and
fermions. The supergroup GL(1|1), the general linear supergroup of superdimension (2|2)
over a Grassmann algebra, stands out as the simplest non-trivial supergroup beyond purely

p
d

d are even (bosonic) elements from a Grassmann algebra A, § and v are odd (fermionic)

abelian cases. It comprises invertible supermatrices of the block form , where a and

elements, and the Berezinian (or superdeterminant), defined as sdet = § (1 — %), is in-

vertible. This supergroup has been explored in contexts like quantum group deformations,
noncommutative differential calculi, and supergeometry, but applying it to Higgs bundle
theory promises fresh perspectives on superanalogues of classical geometric results, such as
stability criteria and moduli constructions.

The impetus for investigating GL(1|1) Higgs bundles arises from both intrinsic math-
ematical interest and tangible physical relevance. In theoretical physics, supersymmetric
gauge theories frequently feature supergroups to model phenomena like supersymmetry
breaking or dualities, and Higgs bundles offer a geometric lens for analyzing their vacuum
moduli spaces-the spaces of low-energy configurations. Extending Higgs bundle theory
to supergroups like GL(1|1) may illuminate integrable structures within supersymmetric
models, including those in the AdS/CFT correspondence or superconformal field theories
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that preserve additional symmetries. On the mathematical side, GL(1|1) provides a com-
putationally accessible testing ground for supergroup analogues of cornerstone theorems.
For instance, this paper derives a supergeometric version of the Narasimhan-Seshadri theo-
rem, parametrizing stable GL(1|1) bundles in terms of flat superconnections, and explores a
nonabelian Hodge-type correspondence for supergroups. Moreover, it paves the way for gen-
eralizations to higher-rank supergroups, such as GL(m|n) or orthosymplectic supergroups
OSP(m|2n), potentially unlocking new classes of integrable systems and super-character
varieties.

We note here, however, that a significant part of work has been done for the study of
the character varieties for the real Lie supergroups from a point of view of super-hyperbolic
geometry, namely the corresponding (higher) super-Teichmiiller spaces of low rank, in par-
ticular OSP(1]2) [PZ], [HPZ], [IPZ1], and OSP(2|2) [IPZ2], which are related to the study
of super-Riemann surfaces and complex (1]|1) supermanifolds [DRS], [W],[SZ]. We also note
recent progress on opers in super setting [Z1], [Z2], which provide an important slice in
Higgs bundles supermoduli and related Hitchin integrable system.

In this work, we specifically examine the moduli space of holomorphic GL(1|1) bundles
equipped with a Higgs field, focusing on this minimal supergroup case to derive explicit
results. We establish that the moduli space of SL(1|1) bundles (the special linear subsuper-
group where the Berezinian is 1) is isomorphic to Picy (C)x HY(C, 0c)®@A 1 x HY (C, Oc)®@A,
where Picy (C) is the Picard group of line bundles over C' with A-valued transition functions,
and Ag, Ay denote the even and odd parts of the Grassmann algebra. For the full GL(1|1),
this is extended by incorporating a line bundle component related to the Berezinian. We
also analyze the Higgs field as an even section of the endomorphism bundle twisted by
the canonical bundle. We show the bilinear constraints on fermionic parameters, which
carve out the moduli space of GL(1|1) Higgs bundles. Then we study Hitchin equations
adapted to the super case and demonstrate their solvability. Furthermore, we parametrize
flat SL(1|1)-connections using previous results in [BZ], establishing a superanalogue of the
nonabelian Hodge correspondence that relates Higgs bundles to flat connections. Finally, we
investigate the associated Hitchin integrable system on the projective line P!, revealing con-
nections to classical integrable models like the Garnier system and the quantum spin chain
system — Gaudin model, thus highlighting the integrability preserved in the supergeometric
setting.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 sets forth essential notation and conventions
for superbundles over Grassmann algebras. Section 3 presents the Gaussian decomposition
of the GL(1|1) supergroup, providing explicit parametrizations for group elements and their
products. Section 4 explores transition functions for GL(1|1) bundles, deriving cocycle
conditions and characterizing the moduli space. Section 5 delves into the properties of
the Higgs field, including its action and invariants. Section 6 formulates and solves the
Hitchin equations for SL(1|1) bundles, incorporating fermionic contributions, while Section
7 offers a parametrization of flat SL(1|1)-connections, linking them to representations of
the fundamental group. Section 8 examines the Hitchin system on P!, demonstrating its
integrability and relations to the Garnier and Gaudin models [L] for gl(1|1) Lie superalgebra.

Acknowledgements. The author is grateful to Zhiyang Jin for comments on the manu-
script. The author is partially supported by the NSF grant DMS-2526435 (formerly DMS-
2203823).
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2. NOTATION AND CONVENTIONS

Let C be a compact Riemann surface. The aim of this work is to develop the theory of
Higgs bundles for the complex supergroup GL(1|1) over C' within the category of superspaces
over a Grassmann algebra. Throughout, we fix a Grassmann algebra

A= (C[Ql,eg,. . ,HN]/(HZQJ + Hjei =0, 912 =0),

where N > 0 is taken sufficiently large so that all constructions become independent of V.
All geometric objects (vector spaces, manifolds, sheaves, etc.) will be Zgs-graded A-modules
unless stated otherwise. For a Zs-graded A-module V = V& V; we denote the even and odd
parts by Vo, and Voqq, respectively. If Vj, V1 are free n- and m-dimensional A-modules, then
we denote the resulting module A™™. We will also use the concept of the (n|m)-dimensional
superspace CT‘”, when discussing coordinate charts for supermanifolds: this is a collection
m|n-tuples (21, ..., 2n, M1, ..., 0m), where z; € Ag, n; € A; as a A*-module.

Definition 2.1. A super vector bundle (or superbundle) € on C of rank (p|q) is a locally
free sheaf of O ® A-modules of rank p in degree 0 and rank ¢ in degree 1. Locally on an
open set U C C on which € is trivial, we have
Elu =2 (O @ AP II(Oy @ A)4,

where II denotes the parity-change functor.

Equivalently, a super vector bundle € is holomorphic if it is equipped with an integrable
Cauchy—Riemann operator - o

Oe : &€ —ER K¢

that is satisfying the graded Leibniz rule and satisfies 52 = 0. Equivalently, the transition
functions {g;;} € GL(p|g; O (U) ® A) are holomorphic and even.

The supergroup GL(1]|1) = GL(1|1; A) consists of even invertible (1|1) x (1|1) matrices
over A. In block form,

(3’ §>7 a,der, 57761\17

is an element of GL(1|1) if and only if its Berezinian (superdeterminant)

sdet(j §>:Z<1—§Z>EAX

is invertible. This is equivalent to a # 0 and d # 0 in the body of A.

Definition 2.2. A holomorphic principal GL(1|1)-superbundle on C' is a holomorphic su-
perbundle P — C of relative dimension (2|2) equipped with a free transitive right action
of GL(1|1) that is holomorphic and grading-preserving, and which is locally trivial in the
super sense.

The associated vector superbundle & = P xqr)1) A is a holomorphic super vector
bundle of rank (1|1).
Now let € be a holomorphic super vector bundle of rank (1|1) on C.

Definition 2.3. We define a Higgs field on € as an even global section
® € H'(C,End(&) ® K¢).

Definition 2.4. A GL(1|1) Higgs bundle on C'is a pair (€, ®), where & is a holomorphic su-
per vector bundle of rank (1]1) (equivalently arising from a principal GL(1|1)-superbundle)
and @ is a Higgs field on €.
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3. THE DECOMPOSITION OF G'L(1]|1) SUPERGROUP

The supergroup GL(1]1) consists of (1|1) x (1]1)-dimensional space of supermatrices:

g=<$ g) a,d € Ao, B,7€ A,

with Berezinian:

(1) sdet(g) = % <1 - 53) £0.

This group contains a natural subgroup SL(1|1), such that sdet(g) = 1.
The group SL(1|1) admits a Gaussian decomposition, where any element g € SL(1|1) can
be expressed as g(h,a, f) = N_HN,, with:

o N_= i (1)>, a lower-triangular matrix, o € Ay,
e (1) 0
e H= , a diagonal matrix, h € A,
0 el (1 %ﬁ)

0 1

This decomposition ensures sdet(g) = 1, as required for SL(1|1). Computing the product
N_HN,:

e N, = <1 B), an upper-triangular matrix, g € A;.

(1-9) @ 0-)
e (1 e (1 I3
N-HN. = ((i ?) 2 h Zﬁ -
eh<1—a—2ﬂ> eh<1—%ﬁ>ﬂ
aeh <1—°‘2—5) el (1—%)54—6}1 (1—0‘2—ﬁ>
Thus we have the following parametrization of the group element:
g(h,a, B) = . <1 5 %ﬁ) 0
T ela el (1 + %ﬁ> ,
where h € Ag, a, 5 € Aq.
We note that since we are working over C, we have the equivalence

g(h,a, B) = g(h + 2min,a, B), n € Z,
however, for calculations and notation it is beneficial to keep additive variable.

Proposition 3.1. The product g(hi, a1, 1) - g(ha, oz, f2) = g(h, «, B) satisfies:

a =1 + g,

(2) ﬁ = 1+ Bo,
h=hi+hy+ %(O&lﬁg — Ozz,@l).



[§ A.M. ZEITLIN

Moreover, the parametrization of the inverse element is:
g(h,Oé,,B)_l = g(_hv —qQ, _B)

We can immediately upgrade these formulas for GL(1]1). Indeed, we can parametrize
any element g € GL(1]1) in the following way:

g = g(ha S7a76) = g(h7a7ﬁ)HS7
where g(h, o, ) € SL(1|1) as above,

s/2 0
(&
Hs = < 0 e—s/2> )

where s is defined up to 4min, n € Z. We can update the proposition above in the following
way:

Proposition 3.2. 1)The group product for g1 = g(hi,s1,01, 1), g2 = G(ha, s2, a9, B2) is:
9192 =g(h,s,a, ),
where:
a=a1+e lag, [=p1+ePy, s=51+ 52,
h=hy+ hy+ % (aleslﬁg — efslagﬁl) .
2)The Berezinian of g is: sdet(g) = e°.
3)Given g = g(h, s, «, B), the inverse is:
gt =g(=h,—s,—e*a, —e "),

Proof. Consider the product

91+ g2 = g(h1, 01, B1)Hs, g(ha, a2, B2) Hss,
and conjugation gives the following result

Hg, G(ha, az, Bo)H, ' = G(ha, e ™ ag, €% o).

Now, applying the SL(1|1) product with scaled «, 8 we obtain the result. The Berezinian for-
mula directly follows from its product properties. Let us solve g(h, s, a, 8)-g(h', s, o/, ") =
I. By Proposition 3.2:

ar+e Mag =0, Pr+ePa=0, s1+5=0,

1
hi+ ho + §(a1651ﬁ2 — e_slagﬁl) = 0.
Thus: g~ = §(—h, —s, —e*a, —e ). O

4. TRANSITION FUNCTIONS FOR GL(1|1) BUNDLES AND COCYCLE CONDITIONS

4.1. SL(1|1) bundles. In this section we will describe the moduli space of SL(1|1)-bundles
on C. First, let us parametrize the transition function for SL(1|1)-bundle in the following
way':

9ij = 9(hij, g, Bi),
with hz‘j € HO(Ui ﬁUj, Oc ®A0), Qg ﬁij S HO(UmUj, Oc®A1). Then we have the following
theorem characterizing these collections.
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Theorem 4.1. 1) {hi;}, {au;}, {Bi;} define Cech 1-cochains on C.
2) Moreover, {a;},{Bij} are representatives of H'(C,0 @ Ay).
3)The cocycle condition for {gi;} implies the following condition on {h;j}:
1 .
(3) hir, = hij + hjp + i(ai‘jﬂjk - Ozjkﬁij) + 2mingjg,
where nji, € 2.
Proof. The inverse g(hij,aij,ﬁij)_l = g(—hij, —auj, —Bij) = g(hjs, s, Bji) proves point 1)
of the proposition.
From Proposition 3.1, the product g(hij, cvij, Bij) - 9(hjk, @k, Bik) = g(hik, g, Bi) gives
rise to the equations
ik = Qij + Ak,
Bik = Bij + Bjks
1 .
hiie = hij + hyi + 5 (B — i) + 2minijp,
where n;j;, € Z yielding 2), and 3) of the proposition. O

Remark 4.2. We remark here that the body of the elements ¢ gives an element of the Pi-
card group H'(C, O0*) and in the additive form the standard cocycle condition should be sup-
plied with extra integers n;j;, which constitute the 2-cocycle corresponding to H?*(C,Z) =17,
representing degree. For our calculations, which constitute Grassmann algebra corrections
additive calculations are most suitable.

Now let us define the collection {g;;i}, so that g;ji € H(U; U U;j UUy) and

1
(4) Gijk = i(aijﬁjk — a;ifij)-
Then

Proposition 4.3. The collection {g;ji.} forms a Cech 2-cochain, moreover it is a 2-cocycle,
meaning that it satisfies relations gji = —Gijk, Gkji = —Yijk» Gkij = Gijk, ond (59)z‘jkl =
9ikl — 9ikl + 9iji — Gijk = 0.

Proof. The cocycle g is in fact the cup product (see, e.g., [dJ]) of Cech cycles {ay;}, {Bi;}-

Indeed, using oji = —ayj, Bji = —PBij, kj = —yk, Brj = —Bjk, ik = Qi + Ay,
Bix = Bij + Bji we have:
1 1
gjik = 5(@iBin — airBi) = 5 (=) (Bij + Bjr) = (aij + ) (=Big)) -

1
= —5 (@B — aubij) = —gijn-

as well as:
1

1
Ikji = 5(0%]'53'@‘ — i) = _i(aijﬁjk — ajxBij) = —Gijk-

Thus indeed g;;1, is a Cech cochain and we are ready to compute the coboundary:

(09)ijkt = Gkt — Gikl + Giji — Yijk-

1 1
gjkl = i(ajkﬁkl —apBik),  Gikl = i(aikﬁkl — o Bin),
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1 1
9in = 5(ijBj — anbij),  gijk = 5 (@i Bk — ajwbiy).

Let us use again cocycle conditions:
Qik = Qij + Qjk, Qi = Qg+ Ql, - QG = Qg + Qg
Bir = Bij + Bjk,  Bjt = Bjk + Br,  Bu = Bij + Bii-

1 1
Gikl = 5((0@5 + i) B — i (Bij + Bik)) = §(Oéijﬁkl + g Br — o Biy — i Bik)s

1 1
Gijl = §(Oéz‘j(5jk + Br) — (i + aw)Bij) = 5(Oéz'jﬁjk + i B — ajpBi; — o Bij)-
Thus,
1
(09)ijr = 5[(0%51@1 — apBir) — (0B + @B — B — arBir) +
(@i Bjk + @i Bri — jrBij — cwBij) — (i Bk — arBiz)] = 0.
O
Since H?(C, O¢) is trivial {g;;i,} is exact and we can denote {f;; }, where fi; = fi;({ai;}, {8i;})}

is the solution of the equation
(5) Gijk = 6(f)ijk-
The condition on {h;;} immediately implies that

ekii = hiitfij

is a multiplicative Cech 1-cocycle determining the element of H'(C, 0*). It depends on the
choice of f;;, defined up to 1-cocycle.

The following statement shows that the bundle equivalences correspond to adding exact
terms to cocycles k;j, a;j, Bij-

Proposition 4.4. There exists a solution to equation (5), so that SL(1|1) bundle equiva-
lences:

9ij(hsa, B) — gig(W', o/, B') = rigijry
where r; = g(ui, \i, pi), so that u; € H°(U;, Oc ® Ao), \i, pi € HO(U;, Oc @ A1) lead to
equivalent cocycles:

(ki) ~ [kigls  loug) ~ o], [Big] ~ [B3;]-
Proof. We can verify it independently for the transformations related to various 1-parametric
groups. For r; diagonal it is trivial. Let us assume

Then )
= ij + A = Ajy By = Bigy i = hij + 5N+ )8

. At the same time,

1 1 R
ik = Gijk + 5((&‘ = X)Bjk — (Nj — M) Bij) = gk + i(Ai/Bjk — XiBik + AeBij) = Gijk + Jijhs
where we denoted the correction g, = %(Aiﬂjk — XjBik + AifBij)-

Introducing Bij = %()\, + A;)Bij, we have:

A 1 1 1 1
d(h)ijk = 5()\2' + Xj)Bij — 5()\1' + i) B + §(>\j + A\i) Bk = §(>\i/3kj + N Bik + Aefji)-
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Thus we see that g, = —5(ﬁ)ijk, and therefore choosing fi’j = fij + ﬁ-j, so that 5(f),-jk =
_6(il)zgk and
ki; = i + [l = kij + hij + fij.

One can show that we can choose the solution of the equation (5) to that fij = —ﬁij. Let
us fix the solution { fi;} of the equation (5) for the chosen representatives {«a;;} and {3;;} of
[Oéij] and [61]] For a;j = o4 + N — )\j, we extend it by i/j = fij — %()\1 -+ A])ﬁ” Therefore
{ki;} does indeed belong to the same cohomology class as {k;;}. We can now repeat the
same construction for r; = ¢g(1,0, A;), which fixes solution for f;;. O

As a consequence, we obtain the following Theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Moduli space of SL(1|1)-bundles is isomorphic to Picy(C) x HY(C,0¢) @
Ay x HY(C,0¢) ® Ay, where by Picy(C) we understand the space H'(C,0* @ AJ).

In the following we will refer to the degree of SL(1]|1) bundle as a degree of line bundle
as degree of the corresponding component of the body of its moduli space, Pic(C).

4.2. Generalization to GL(1|1). Transition functions on U; N Uj are:

Gij = G(hij, sij, g5, Bi;) = g(haj, 055, Bi;) Hs,y
i i

i5»Bi;) € SL(1[1), as in previous subsection.

esia/? 0
Hsiy = < 0 esij/2> '

so that h;j,s;; : Ui NU; — O¢ ® Ag are even coordinates, a;‘:j,ﬂfj :U;NU; — Oc @ Ay
are odd coordinates on U; U U;.
The Berezinian of g;; is:

where g(hij;, o

sdet(gij) = €,
defining a line bundle L € Pic(C) with [e*i] € H(C, 0% @ Af).
By Proposition 3.2 we have:
Theorem 4.6. The parametrization of g satisfies the following properties:
hij = —hji,  sij = —sji, Oégi = —e%ia;, 5§Z = —e "l
On triple intersections we have: U; N U; N Uy:

i 1 —8ii ] i _ i Sii 2J
o, = oy He T ag, By = B+ e B,

hir = hij + hjp + % (a%esijﬂjf:k — efsijozgkﬁfj) ,
defining in particular [ozgj] € HY(C, L' @ A1), | f]] € HY(C,L® Ay).
Defining the collection {g;;x}
(6) Gijk = % <a§j€sij5§k - 675”06?;@5%) -
of H(U; UU; U Uy,) we obtain
Proposition 4.7. The collection {iji({3rs}, {cws}, {Brs})} forms a Cech 2-cocycle.
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The proof is the same as in SL(1|1) case, now accompanied by the twist parameters s;;.
We leave the proof to the reader. Then the theorem from previous section can be generalized
in the following way.

Theorem 4.8. The moduli space of GL(1|1)-bundles for a fized Berezinian bundle L are
parameterized by Picy(C) x HY(C,L ® A1) x HY(C,L7' @ Ay).

In the following we will refer to the degree of GL(1|1) bundle as a pair of integers (m,n),
where m is the degree of a Berezinian bundle, while the second degree is the degree of the
corresponding component of the body of the above moduli space: Pic(C).

5. HIGGS FIELD

The GL(1|1) Higgs field, namely an even section of End(€) ® K¢ is locally represented
as the matrix:

7) @::(j 5),

with a,d € H'(U;, Ko ® Ao), B,v € H(U;, K¢ ® A1), and transforms as:
®; = g ®igi-
The supertrace is:
str(®) =a—d e H(C, Ko ® Ay),

which is a holomorphic 1-form on C.

5.1. Behavior of the Supertrace. The supertrace str(®) € H°(C, K¢ ® Ag) is a holo-
morphic 1-form, and its behavior depends on the genus g:

e For g > 2: The canonical bundle K¢ has degree 29 — 2 > 0, and a non-zero
holomorphic 1-form str(®) has exactly 2g — 2 zeros, counted with multiplicity. Thus,
if str(®) # 0, it cannot be non-zero everywhere; it must vanish at 2¢g — 2 points (or
fewer with higher multiplicity).

e For g = 1: The canonical bundle K¢ is trivial, so str(®) can be a non-zero constant
1-form (e.g., dz in local coordinates), which is non-vanishing everywhere.

e For g = 0: Since K¢ = O(—2), we have H(C, K¢) = 0, so str(®) = 0 everywhere.

This behavior influences the classification, particularly when str(®) # 0, as the zeros of
str(®) affect the structure of the Higgs field and the splitting of the bundle.

5.2. Diagonalization of Higgs field. Let ® be a supermatrix parametrized as in (7).
Then we have the following proposition regarding eigenvalue properties.

Proposition 5.1. If str(®) =a—d # 0, ® has eigenvalues Ay = a — %, A =d—- 2,
or in other words:

5) —

1 __B__
with eigenvectors( ~y ), str(®) |
str(®P) 1

str(®?)
str(®)

+ str(@)]
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Proof. We start by solving ®v = Av, where v = <Z>

azx + By .\ (*
yr+dy) T \y)’

(a—Nzx+py=0, v+ (d—Ny=0.

This gives:

For Ay =a — %:
_ By _ 0

(9) ﬂy—m% y=ryo_a"
and choosing x = 1 we obtain:

1

a—d
For A_ =d — % we have:

By p

1 — = - - .
(10 (a—dja+fy= Lo, w=——Ly

and choosing y = 1:

Now given that A2 — X2 = a? — d* = str(®?), Ay — A = a — d = str(®) and thus

2
A+ A= Ssttrr(((fb)), we obtain the expressions for eigenvalues in invariant form. O

Therefore, if str(®) # 0, there exists P € GL(1|1) such that:

1 __B_
PP = (Aol f) , where P=/[ | str(®) )|
2 str(®) 1

Unfortunately, the diagonalization procedure is meromorphic when str(®) has zeroes. How-
ever, for genus 1 we obtain that as long as str(®) € A*, the Higgs bundle breaks into the
sum of line bundles. In the next section we present a more general description of Higgs
bundles.

5.3. Transformations of Higgs field. Let us parameterize locally Higgs field in the fol-

lowing way:
oy bi 4
CI%’:(GH_Q 6lbi>,
Vi a; — 5

where a;,b; € HU(Ui, Ke® Ao), 0iy Vi € HO(UZ', Ko® Al), Str(q)i) =b;.
The transition function is §;;(sij, hij, ij, Boij) = N—HN, Hg, where:

(1 0 _(li; O i O‘éj fj
N_<04§j 1)’ H_<0 lz‘j)’ = {1m g )

1 B esil2
Ny = <0 1w>, H, = < 0 e_sl_]ﬂ),

This results in the following formula:
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ai + Y + dial; — Bl (i — albi) e (8:+ Bib)
e (W - aﬁﬁl‘) a; — § + 8iaf; — B (%' - aﬁjbi)

5.4. sl(1|1) Higgs field. Let us first focus on the case of s[(1|1) Higgs field, namely the

one with zero supertrace: b; = 0, so that explicitly we have:

(I)i = (ai 51)7
Yi G

(11) o = %1‘1’2@0‘:(

¢, =

a; + 51-04% — fj% e‘f”’éi ‘
%y ai + 6iag; — Bi;i
Since the above transformation yields
5] = eSji(Siv Vi = eisji’yiv
we obtain that {d;}, {7;} are elements of H*(C, K ® L) ® A1, H*(C, K ® L™') ® Ay corre-
spondingly. At the same time, we have the following equation for a;:
aj = a; + 6;af; — By = ai + tij,
by — L + tiy = (8500, — Bls) — (Sicdy — Biywi) + (Sial; — Bijvi) =
(&esﬁoz?k — efsﬂﬁgk%‘) — (60, — Bipyi) + ((Za% — fj%‘) =0,

since o}y, = aﬁj + e_sijagk, Bl = fj + esijﬁj:k. Thus, [t;;] € HY(C, K¢ ® Ag) = Ao, where
HY(C,K¢) = C.

The constraint [t;;] = 0 ensures ® is globally defined. We have then

[{tis}] = [iad; — Bivl = {oi}][{ai;}] — {8} = 0 € HY(C, Ko) @ Ao.
This imposes the condition with a shorthand notation:
[0] - [a] = [B] - [,
where dot stands for the cup product, restricting [a;;] € H(C, L™ ® A4), [8i;] € HY(C,L®
A), 0 € H(C,Kc®L®Ay) , v € H(C,Kc x L' ® Ay). When satisfied, there exists
n; € H'(U;, Ko ® Ag) such that:
§ial; — By =1 — i,
allowing the choice of local sections:
ai=mn+a, acH'(C,Kc®Ay)=CI® Ao,

so that: a; —a; = (nj +a) — (s +a) =nj —n; = t;;.

Thus we are ready to formulate a theorem classifying Higgs bundles for GL(1|1).

Theorem 5.2. Let C be a compact Riemann surface. Moduli space of GL(1|1) Higgs bundles
(E,®) on C with a fived Berezinian bundle sdet(FE) = L and the condition str(®) = 0 is
parametrized by the following data:

(12) (L7a7 [a]v [5]7 [5]7 ['7]) € PiCA(C) X HO(Cv Ko ® AO) X M x M*7
where

M=HYC,L7'@A) x HY(C,L®A;), M*=HC,LoK®A)xH'(C,L'@K®A)



ON GL(1]1) HIGGS BUNDLES 13

and odd variables are satisfying a quadratic relation:
(13) [6] - [a] = [8] - [v] € H*(C, Ao) = Ao,
where dot stands for the standard cup product.

5.5. General GL(1|1) Higgs bundles. Nonvanishing supertrace makes the situation more
involved. Given that

4 b )
q)i = (al + 2 6Z lh‘) )
Yi a; — 5

a;i + % + 6i0l; — B (vi — al;bs e % (6+ b)
O = g ®igij = il i b; i ’
e’ (%‘ - az’jbi> a; — 5 + 51'0%']' - ij (%’ - aijbi)
where {b;} represents an element of E[ 0(C, K¢), the (1,2) and (2,1) elements imply that
[{ai;}bi] € HY(C,L ' ® A1) and ({8 H[bi] € HY(C,L7' ® A1) are trivial, namely
(14) Od%bi =% — e_sij’}/j, B;jbl = esijdj — 52
Next, denoting
(15) Cij = ﬂZj/Yl - 52‘0‘% - zgaz]b
the condition for (1,1) and (2,2) elements give:
(16) Cij = a; — aj.

One can see that the left hand side is indeed a Cech 1-cochain using the relations (14). At
the same time one can show that ¢;; satisfies cocycle relation, namely vanishing of

(17) Cij + Cjk + Cr;-
To do that let us transform all 8~ terms of (17):
ij% + ng'}’j + 5]l§i7k = 5fk%‘ + es““ﬁ’;ifﬂi + 5§k%‘ + 5]151')% =
Bl (i = einy) + ek By (i — eyy) =
(18) Bixcixbi + €sikﬁ]1§ja§jbz‘,
and then all dav terms of (17):
—dpak; — O}-agj - 5ja§k = —5ka£j — efskjékagi —diag; — 6 a]k =
(—0k + e_sjké»)o/g- + e %k (=0 + e_sikéi)agi =
DBl + e b Blsad;
Adding these two expressions we have:
b; lkalk + bkﬂk]ozk] + es““ﬂk]awb + e 5ki bkﬁkl oy =
biBi vy + beBryo; + (€5% BE; — e R e ™% B )by =
biBixcly, + brBEjal; + (%% By — e By )adbi =
(19) by, + bk/Bllgjallzj + (esikﬁlﬁj + ﬁfk)aﬁjbi = bifSjpay + bk/Bkjak] + bzﬁu z'g

Now one can see that the result cancels out with Sab terms in (17) as we desired. Since
HYC,Kc @ Ag) = HY(C,Oc ® Ag) = Ao, we set to zero [c;;] = 0 based on (16).
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Now note that here the solutions for {7;}, {d;} to the equations (14) are unique up to
(3] == {%} € HY(C,K ® L™' ® A1), and [6] = {§;} € H*(C, K ® L ® A1), which according
to equation (16) have to satisfy familiar condition

(20) [0] - [a] = [6] - 171

The same applies to the solution of the equation (16) for a;: it is unique to the elements
[a;] € H°(C, K¢ ® Ag). Thus we can update the classification theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Let C' be a compact Riemann surface. The moduli space of GL(1|1) Higgs
bundles (E,®) where with the fized Berezinian bundle sdet(E) = L and str(®) = [b] €

HO(C, K¢ ® Ao) is parametrized by the following data:

(21) (£,a, [al, [8],18],[3]) € Piea(C) x H(C, K¢ ® Ag) x M x M*

where

M=HYC,L7'@ M) x H(C, L& Ay), M*=H(C,L&K®A)xH(C,L7'® K®A)
where the variables are satisfying the following relations:

(22) [b]-[a] =[] - [8] =0, []=0, [3]-[]=1[8]-A,

where [c] = [c](a, B,b) € HY(C, Kc®Ay) is defined in (15), where dot stands for the standard
cup product.

6. HITCHIN EQUATIONS FOR SL(1|1) BUNDLES

Given an SL(1]|1) bundle E with underlying line bundle of degree 0 and a Higgs field ®,
str(®) = 0, consider the Hermitian metric parametrized locally as follows:

_ et (1—22) e'p
H = = 2 —
9(u, p, p) ( etp et (1+22).
Here p € A1, u € Ag. We also note that here we use the complex conjugation as follows:

for u,v € A, uv = vu.
The Chern connection (see, e.g., [H4]) associated to this Hermitian form is:

(23) V=0+0+H '0H,
where locally

_ O.u— 1pd.p — Lp0.p 0.p )
24 H 18H — z 9 PYz 9Pz B z -
(24) ( d=p O:u — $p0.p — $p02p

so that the curvature is:
F =0(H '0H).

Therefore, equation F' = 0 locally is written locally as two equations, corresponding to
diagonal and off-diagonal elements:

(25) 0:0,u — %(azﬁazp + 65,08zﬁ) =0,
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Notice that the patch to patch transformation of H is given by:
g(h, B, @)Hg(h, a, B) =
- o 1 B B
9(h, B, @)g(u, p, p)g(h, o, B) = g(h, B, &)g(h +u + 5 (pB — ap),a+p, B+ p) =

g(U+h+7L+%(pﬁ*aﬁ)+%(ﬁ_(ﬁ+ﬁ)*(a+P)d),p+a+B,ﬁ+ﬁ+d)=

1 _ _ _ B
27 gluth+h—g(ea+pb+p(a—-p)+(a=B)p)ptatfptf+a)
Now solving locally the equation (26) we obtain
p=p"+p"

which correspond to the decomposition into holomorphic and antiholomorphic function.
Then solution to (25) is:
154, 1 .-
u= v+ gphp + 5%t
where v is harmonic.

Now in order to show the existence of the solution for H we have to show that it is glued
properly. We will show how it breaks into line bundle harmonic metric solutions. It is
indeed so for p.

1 _ 1 _

oPi P = 5pi+ pi+ Relayi + Bjil,

i i
2 2
where p; is the solution on the equation (26) on U; subset of the covering. Given that {a;;},
{B;i} are elements of H'Y(C,0¢ ® A1), standard argument regarding Laplace operator and
Chern class for degree 0 line bundle described by {ca;}, {8;:} shows the existence of p; (see,
e.g.,[GX]).

Similarly, let us describe the transformation for v solutions on U; U Uj:

(29) v; = v; + 2Re[hji] — Re[ﬁflaji + p25ji],

where v; is the solution of (25) on U;. We now just double check that the jump from v; to
v; is indeed a harmonic cocycle. Indeed on U; UU; U Uy:

(28) (pj — Pj) (pi — pi) + Reli(agi — Bji)l,

Vg = V5 + 2Re[hkj] — Re[ﬁgakj + piﬁkj] =

vi + 2Re[hg;] + 2Re[hsi] — Re[ph i + phBii] — Re[hon; + pl Brj] =
vi + 2Re[hy;] + 2Re[hji] — Re[phaji + pj,Bji] — Re[(pl + Bji)os + (oh + i) Brjl =
v; + 2Re[hg;] — Relag;Bji — ajiBrj] — RelBjiokj + ajiBrj] — Re[phak; + phBri] =
vi + 2Re[hk;] — Re[pl o + 0} Bl
where in the third line we used the fact that
P} = p§ + Bji, P? = pl' + aji
on U; NUj and in the fourth line that

1
hii = hgj + hji + i(ak]ﬂji — @ik Brj)s
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and the cocycle condition for «, 5. Therefore, indeed
tji = 2Relhji] — Re[pyai + pj, Bji)
is a harmonic cocycle as well as its holomorphic part:

1 -
h h
tii = hji — 5(0?0@‘1 + pi Bji)-

The real harmonic nature of the transformation for v; again guarantees the existence of
such a harmonic solution, so that {€%} generates a harmonic metric on the holomorphic
line bundle on C specified by cocycle {t;’l}

The non-uniqueness of H is hidden in constants of harmonic functions p and v which
could shifted by a global SL(1|1) gauge transformation because of (27). It gives rise to a
flat connection form, which is unique up to gauge transformation. Thus we arrive to the
following theorem.

Theorem 6.1. The Hermitian metric H solving the zero-curvature equations is unique up
to global constant gauge transformations in SL(1|1). Consequently, the associated unitary
flat connection is unique up to SL(1]1)-gauge equivalence.

The following Corollary gives explicit solution for 1-cochain {f;;}, such that g = d(f)
which we obtained in the process.

Corollary 6.2. The 2-cochain t?l- = hj; + fji, where

1, - Z.
(30) fij = E(Oéji% + Bjiph)

generates an element of H'(C,0), such that 5(f) = g from (6), where p' = pi, + pt corre-
sponds to off-diagonal term of the Hermitian form solving zero curvature condition for the
corresponding Chern connection.

Now let us proceed with the Hitchin equations, namely we modify zero curvature condi-
tion by:

(31) F=[ool], o =H'oTH
In our notation, locally we have:
a 6
v - (7 a) ’

The right hand side has the following form:

t_(* 7 i1 (66+vy O
(I)H_<<5 *>’ [q>,q>H]_< 0 55+’y’y>'

Thus the component form for the Hitchin equations for H are:

- 1
(32) 0z0:u = 86 + 7 + 5(02p0:p + 9zp0:p),
(33) 0,05p =10
and thus the local solutions are:
1 1 B -
(34) p=Phtpay W=Vt SPRPR+ 5 PaPa 1T+ 0P,

where v is harmonic py,, p, are holomorphic and antiholomorphic parts of harmonic p, while
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To show the existence of the solution one should proceed the same as in the zero curvature
case.
Thus the corresponding flat connection

V=0+0+H'0H +® + o
is uniquely defined up to a gauge transformation and we can update above theorem above.

Theorem 6.3. For a given SL(1|1) Higgs bundle (E,®), the Hermitian metric H solving
the Hitchin equations (31) is unique up to global constant gauge transformations in SL(1|1).
Consequently, the associated flat connection is unique up to SL(1]1)-gauge equivalence.

7. FLAT SL(1|1)-CONNECTIONS AND THEIR PARAMETRIZATION

The parametrization of flat GL(1|1) connections using fatgraphs was done in [BZ] in the
real setting. Here we recall this construction. We consider Riemann surfaces F' with genus
g > 0 and s > 1 punctures and C stands for its compactification.

Definition 7.1. A fatgraph (also known as ribbon graph) is a graph with a cyclic ordering
of the edges at each vertex. An orientation on a fatgraph is an assignment of direction to
each edge of the graph.

One can reconstruct F' from a fatgraph 7 by fattening the edges and vertices along
with the cyclic ordering of edges at the vertices (see, e.g., [P] for details). The condition
2g — 2+ s > 0 is necessary to choose a trivalent fatgraph for a given surface, as the number
of vertices of such a graph is equal to 2(2g — 2 + s).

For a given fatgraph 7 and a Lie (super)group G, we define a G-graph connection on 7
as follows.

Definition 7.2. A G-graph connection is the assignment to each edge e of 7 an element
ge € G and an orientation, so that gz = g_ ! if € is the inverse-oriented edge. We denote
the space of G-graph connections as Mg (7). Two graph connections {ge.}, {ge} are gauge
equivalent if there is an assignment v — h, € G, for all vertices v € 7, such that g, =
h'geh,, where e starts and ends at v' and v respectively. We will denote the space of
gauge equivalence classes of elements in Mq(7) by Mg(7).

Definition 7.3. Let {B;};_; denote cycles surrounding punctures on the fatgraphs. Let us
also denote the spaces M (7) and Mg, (7) as graph connections and their equivalence classes
with the condition that

(35) IT 9 =1

ecB;
for all B;, where the order and orientation of edges follows their order and orientation of
the oriented boundary.

The moduli space of graph connections, up to gauge equivalences, admits a natural
identification with a standard object from differential geometry. Specifically, there exists
a canonical bijection between Mg (7) and the moduli space of flat G-connections over the
surface F'. This bijection is defined by associating to each flat connection A on F' its
holonomies: the monodromy M 4(e) around each oriented edge e of the fatgraph is taken to
be the corresponding group element g.. In this manner, the space 1\7[(;(7) becomes identified
with the space of flat connections modulo gauge transformations that fix the vertices. The
holonomies along all cycles of the fatgraph then encode complete information about the
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gauge equivalence class of the connection A. The remaining gauge freedom — consisting
of independent gauge transformations at each vertex — precisely corresponds to the gauge
equivalence relation on graph connections. When punctures are removed, by imposing
the boundary monodromy conditions (35) on the corresponding boundary segments, an
analogous identification holds directly for the surface C.

One can formulate this as follows.

Theorem 7.4. 1)If F' deformation retracts to T, then the moduli space of flat G-connections
on F is isomorphic to the space of gauge equivalent classes of G-graph connections on T
corresponding to F, i.e.

(36) M¢(7) = Hom(m (F),G)/G
2) If one applies boundary constraints (35) , then we have isomorphism
(37) Mg (7) = Hom(m (C),G)/G

Let us fix a trivalent fatgraph 7 C F with orientation o. Assigning to every edge a group
element of SL(1|1), or an ordered tuple (h, «, §) corresponding to the element g(h, «, 3), we
obtain a vector in the coordinate system C(F,o,7) for the space of SL(1|1)-graph connec-
tions without factoring by the gauge group equivalences. Thus the chart C (F,o,T) gives a
diffeomorphism:

(38) MGL(l\l)(T) o O9—0+3s[12-12+65 769—6+35

where the factor applied to the bosonic components.
Our goal is now to reformulate the gauge transformations at the vertices of a fatgraph as
relations between coordinates in the charts C'(F, o, 7).

Definition 7.5. Let ¢ € C’(F, 0,7) be a coordinate vector. Suppose e, ez, e3 are edges
oriented towards a vertex u such that, for each i = 1,2, 3, e; has coordinates (h;; a;, ;).
Then a vertex rescaling at u is one of three coordinate changes for the coordinates of each
e;, where ¢ € Ag and v € Aq:

o (hi,oi,Bi) = (hi + ¢, 04, B);

o (hiyai, Bi) = (hi +yau, o + 7, Bi);

o (i ai, Bi) = (hi +Bi; i, Bi + 7).

It turns out that the edge reversal and the vertex rescalings define an equivalence relation
on the chart C'(F,o0,7). The vertex rescalings come from the equivalences on GL(1|1) graph
connections provided by the appropriate 1-parameter subgroups. This leads to the following
theorem.

Theorem 7.6. Let C(F,7) = C(F,0,7)/ ~ be the quotient by the equivalences provided
by edge reversal and vertex rescalings. Then C(F,T) is in bijection with the moduli space

Meran (7).

Proof. Indeed, all those 3 types of rescalings correspond to gauge transformations at the ver-
tices for the 1-parameter subgroups corresponding to upper/lower triangular and diagonal
matrices. O

Now one can simply constrain the vertex rescalings. To do that let us introduce the
following notation: for a given edge with assignment (h,«, ), which is adjacent to vertex
v, we denote h¥ = h, b¥ = b, a¥ = «, ¥ = 3, if edge is oriented towards v, and h” = —h,
o’ = —q, Y = — otherwise. Then, let us give the following definition.
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Definition 7.7. Let @ € C’(F, 0, 7) so that {(h;, a;, i) }i=1,2,3 are the assignments for edges
adjacent to vertex v. We refer to the following conditions as gauge constraints at vertex v:

3 3 3
(39) Shi=Yal =Yg =0,
=1 =1 =1

One can see that, for fixed orientation o, such constraints pick exactly one element from
the equivalence classes provided by vertex rescalings. Moreover, we have the following
theorem.

Theorem 7.8. The coordinate chart C(F,o,T) modulo gauge constraints at all vertices v
of T provides a complex-analytic isomorphism

(40) Mgp(ajpy(r) 2 CR/ P2 1H0H2972 24251,

and applying the s constraints at the punctures, we obtain another complezx-analytic isomor-
phism:

(41) Mgy gy (1) = C 7%

~ One can further restrain this construction, by picking a real form for g(h, a, 3), such that
h = —h and @ = —p. That corresponds to the supergroup SU(1|1), and thus we obtain
that

~ m29+2s—1|2g9+s—1 — 2g|2
(42)  Mgyay(r) = RGOl p20e2eml ype () 2 RG22

Recall that in section 7 we constructed Chern connections based on our parametrization of
bundles and the corresponding Hermitian form. We note that in the presence of Higgs field
there are certain bilinear constraints on the parameters, which have to be taken into account.
Thus we obtain the following Theorem, which serves as the analogue of Narasimhan-Seshadri
theorem and nonabelian Hodge correspondence for SL(1[1).

Theorem 7.9. 1)There is a 1-to-1 correspondence between the space of holomorphic SL(1|1)
bundles of degree 0 and M%U(IH)‘

2) There is an injective map from the moduli space SL(1|1) Higgs bundles of degree 0 to
Mgr, 11y

Proof. Indeed, the harmonic metric and related Chern connection provide the explicit in-
jective map. However, given the constraints on the odd parts of Higgs field the map from
SL(1|1) Higgs bundles to Mgy, (11 1 not surjective. O

8. GL(1|1) HITCHIN SYSTEM ON P!, GARNIER AND GAUDIN MODELS

8.1. Parabolic structures and Garnier system. In this section we will look at the
Hitchin system associated with GL(1|1) Higgs bundles with parabolic structures.

Definition 8.1. A parabolic Higgs superbundle on P! for GL(1|1) is a triple (E, ®, {F}, a;, b;}),
where:
e F — P! is a rank-(1]1) holomorphic superbundle.
e &: F — E®Kpi (D) is a Higgs field, where D = {z1,...,2p} is a divisor of m
marked points, and Kpi (D) = O(—2 4+ m).
o At each z;, F; C E,, = A is a (1]0)-dimensional even subspace, so that the
residue Res,—,, (®) = A; € gl(1|1) preserves F;, so that a; € Ag is the corresponding
eigenvalue, and str(4;) = a; — b;.



20 A.M. ZEITLIN

Assuming that we have at most a residue at infinity, the Higgs field is:

A;
O(z) =) —dz, Aj € gi(11),
i=1 v

In a local basis at z; where F; = span <(1)), the residue is:

A;:<Cg’ ‘Z) 6; € Ar.

Assuming the trivialization, e.g. £ = O @ IIO on P!, the flag at the given point p; is:

1
Fi:span< >, n; € Aq.
i

The gauge transformation to transform the flag is:

- 1 0 _ 1 0
) 1
A — Ai = giAlg T, gi= <7h' 1> » 9T <—77i 1) 7

o ai— Oy 0;
A= ((ai —bi)ni b — 9ﬂ7¢> .

The expression for the super-symplectic form on the space of such Higgs bundles is given
by:

so that:

m
w= Z Res,,;str(0E A §P).
i=1
To compute the contributions to residue term we have the following expression as deforma-
tion of the fiber at the parabolic point:

 (dei11 deiao
6EZ_<561',21 deja )’

1 0
) = .
(nz) (5772')
Therefore the only nonzero term is de; 21 = 6n;, and thus Res,,str(0E A JP) = dn; A §6; and

the symplectic form is simply given by:

w = i(gm A 60;.

i=1

and the flag variation gives:

The supertrace gives rise to commutative family of Hamiltonians. Indeed,

str(®?) = i ( str(Ai4;) dz2.

z—2)(z — zj)

ij=1
Using the fact that

1 1 < 1 1 )
(z—z)(z—2j) zi—zj\z2—2 22—z
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we compute the Hamiltonians as residues at z;:

H Z str A A )’
2 — %j
JFi
Now rearranging the terms in str(A4;A;) we obtain:
str(Aid;) = aia; — bibj — (ai — bi)nib; + bj0im; — a;0im; — aifn; + bibjn; + (a; — bj)bim; =

1 1
g (@i +bi = 20imi)(aj — by) + 5 (ai = bi)(aj + bj — 20;11;) + (a; — b;)0im; — (a; — bi)mib);.

Denoting u; = a; + b;, v; = a; — b;, we have:

H = Z 2 29”]@ v + Uz( Uj — 29j77j) + 91‘1)]‘7]]‘ — Uﬂh‘gj‘

Zy — R4
J#i J

This family of commuting Hamiltonians gives the gl(1]|1) superanalogue of the twisted Gar-
nier system.

8.2. Quantization and Gaudin model. The quantization of w assigns
N — hagi, U; — hui, Vi — Vi,
and we obtain:

(43) Hi=h)_ 3

J#i

— 20;0; )VJ + V,( u; — 29]‘8]‘) + 9iVj(99j — Viagzﬂj

Zi—Zj

Denoting

N; = -w; — 0;0p,, FEi:=vi, V7 =0;, VI =v;0p

)

we obtain that Nj, E;, U5 are the generators of two-dimensional gl(1|1) modules C[¢;], so
that commutations relations are:

[N;, U] = +0F, (U5 V| =E;, [E;, V] =[E;,N;]=0.
Therefore, we have
EiNj + N;Ej + U7 U} — 0 v~

11Vg % i
Hi:hg
Zi—Zj

J#

acting in
V(ur,vi) ® V(uz,ve) ® -+ @ V(tm, vin)

One can immediately recognize {H;}!", as Hamiltonians of gl(1]1) Gaudin model, acting
in the tensor product of two-dimensional modules V(u;, v;) isomorphic to C[§;], as vector
spaces,and parametrized by continuous parameters u;, v;. One can find the full description
of this model and Bethe ansatz solution in [L].



22

[B]

(BZ]

A.M. ZEITLIN

REFERENCES

F. A. Berezin, Introduction to superanalysis, Mathematical Physics and Applied Mathematics, vol. 9,
D. Reidel Publishing Co., Dordrecht, 1987.

A. Bourque and A. M. Zeitlin, Flat GL(1|1)-connections and fatgraphs, Journal of Geometry and
Physics 191 (2023), 104880.

K. Corlette, Flat G-bundles with canonical metrics, Journal of Differential Geometry 28 (1988), no. 3,
361-382.

K. Corlette, Nonabelian Hodge theory, Differential geometry: geometry in mathematical physics and
related topics (Los Angeles, CA, 1990), 1993, pp. 125-144.

S. K. Donaldson, A new proof of a theorem of Narasimhan and Seshadri, Journal of Differential
Geometry 18 (1983), no. 2, 269-277.

S. K. Donaldson, Twisted harmonic maps and the self-duality equations, Proceedings of the London
Mathematical Society. Third Series 55 (1987), no. 1, 127-131.

A. J. de Jong, 20.25 Cech cohomology of complexes, Stacks Project. Available at: https://stacks.
math.columbia.edu/tag/01FP.

R. Donagi and T. Pantev, Geometric Langlands and non-abelian Hodge theory, Surveys in differen-
tial geometry. Vol. XIII. Geometry, analysis, and algebraic geometry: forty years of the Journal of
Differential Geometry, 2009, pp. 85-116.

R. Donagi and T. Pantev, Langlands duality for Hitchin systems, Inventiones Mathematicae 189
(2012), no. 3, 653-735.

S. N. Dolgikh, A. A. Rosly, and A. S. Schwarz, Supermoduli spaces, Commun. Math. Phys. 135
(1990), 91-100.

P. Etingof and H. Liu, Hitchin systems and their quantization, 2409.09505.

W. M. Goldman and E. Z. Xia, Rank one Higgs bundles and representations of fundamental groups
of Riemann surfaces, Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society 193 (2008), no. 904, viii469.
T. Hausel, Enhanced mirror symmetry for Langlands dual Hitchin systems, ICM—International Con-
gress of Mathematicians. Vol. 3. Sections 1-4, [2023] (©)2023, pp. 2228-2249.

N. J. Hitchin, The self-duality equations on a Riemann surface, Proceedings of the London Mathe-
matical Society. Third Series 55 (1987), no. 1, 59-126.

N. Hitchin, Stable bundles and integrable systems, Duke Mathematical Journal 54 (1987), no. 1, 91—
114.

D. Huybrechts, Complex geometry, Universitext, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2005.

Y. Huang, R. C. Penner, and A. M. Zeitlin, Super mcshane identity, Journal of Differential Geometry
125 (2023), no. 3, 509-551, 1907.09978.

I. C. H. Ip, R. C. Penner, and A. M. Zeitlin, On Ramond decorations, Communications in Mathe-
matical Physics 371 (2019), no. 1, 145-157, 1709.06207.

I. C. H. Ip, R. C. Penner, and A. M. Zeitlin, N = 2 Super-Teichmiiller Theory, Advances in Mathe-
matics 336 (2018), 409-454, 1605.08094.

K. Lu, Completeness of Bethe ansatz for Gaudin models associated with gl(1]|1), Nuclear Physics. B.
Theoretical, Phenomenological, and Experimental High Energy Physics. Quantum Field Theory and
Statistical Systems 980 (2022), Paper No. 115790, 23.

N. Nekrasov, A. Rosly, and S. Shatashvili, Darbouz coordinates, Yang-Yang functional, and gauge
theory, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 216 (2011), 69-93, 1103.3919.

M. S. Narasimhan and C. S. Seshadri, Stable bundles and unitary bundles on a compact Riemann
surface, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 52 (1964), 207-211.

R. C. Penner, Decorated Teichmiiller theory, QGM Master Class Series, European Mathematical
Society (EMS), Ziirich, 2012. With a foreword by Yuri I. Manin.

R. C. Penner and A. M. Zeitlin, Decorated Super-Teichmiiller Space, Journal of Differential Geometry
111 (2019), 527-566, 1509.06302.

C. T. Simpson, Nonabelian Hodge theory, Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathemati-
cians, Vol. I, IT (Kyoto, 1990), 1991, pp. 747-756.

C. T. Simpson, Higgs bundles and local systems, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 75 (1992),
5-95.

J. Swoboda, Moduli spaces of Higgs bundles—old and new, Jahresbericht der Deutschen
Mathematiker-Vereinigung 123 (2021), no. 2, 65-130.


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01FP
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/01FP
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.09505
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.09978
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.06207
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.08094
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3919
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.06302

ON GL(1]1) HIGGS BUNDLES 23

[SZ] A. S. Schwarz and A. M. Zeitlin, Super Riemann surfaces and fatgraphs, Universe 9 (2023), 384,
2307.02706.

[W] E. Witten, Notes on super Riemann surfaces and their moduli, arXiv:1209.2459.

[Z1] A. M. Zeitlin, Superopers on Supercurves, Lett. Math. Phys. 105 (2015), no. 2, 149-167, 1311.5997.

[Z2] A. M. Zeitlin, Superopers revisited, Contemporary Mathematics 817 (2025), 347-366, 2307.02675.

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS,

GEORGIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY,
686 CHERRY STREET,

ATLANTA, GA 30332-0160, USA

EMAIL: ZEITLINQGATECH.EDU

URL: HTTPS://ZEITLIN.MATH.GATECH.EDU


https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.02706
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1209.2459
https://arxiv.org/abs/1311.5997
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.02675
mailto:zeitlin@gatech.edu
https://zeitlin.math.gatech.edu

	1. Introduction
	2. Notation and conventions
	3. The decomposition of GL(1|1) supergroup
	4. Transition Functions for GL(1|1) bundles and cocycle conditions
	5. Higgs field
	6. Hitchin equations for SL(1|1) bundles
	7. Flat `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603ASL(1|1)-connections and their parametrization
	8. `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AGL(1|1) Hitchin system on P1, Garnier and Gaudin models
	References

