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Abstract. The main facts about complex curves are generalized to super-
conformal manifolds. The results thus obtained are relevant to the fermion
string theory and, in particular, they are useful for computation of determi-
nants of super laplacians which enter the string partition function.

Introduction

The computation of fermion string amplitudes in the Polyakov formalism [1]
reduces to integration over a finite-dimensional superspace, the space of classes of
superconformal manifolds [2]. Superconformal manifolds were introduced in [2],
and after that in an independent paper [3] they were introduced under the name
“super Riemann manifolds.” (Note that we reserve the name “super Riemann
manifold” for a different usage, following the terminology of [4]. Reference [4]
contains also a detailed account of part of the results of [2] and of later work
[8, 9].) In [2] the space of classes of superconformal manifolds was described. It
was shown also that in computing the fermion string partition function a measure
arose on this superconformal moduli space which was written in terms of
determinants of certain operators analogous to the Laplacian. In [8] these
determinants were expressed via a super analog of Selberg’s zeta-function. (See [9]
for details. The corresponding expression for the bosonic string was obtained first
in [2].) Our purpose is now to study analytical properties of string measure on the
moduli superspace and to find formulae for determinants of superlaplacians and
for this measure. It is worthwhile to note that the analytical properties of the
fermion string measure are essential in establishing the connection of this theory
with the superstring theory of Green and Schwarz (see [ 12]) and with the heterotic
string theory. (Note also that a supermoduli space relevant to the heterotic string
was considered in [5].)

The background for our considerations will be the geometry of super-
conformal manifolds which is the subject of the present paper. Applications to
string theory will be given in a following paper [13], the results of which are
recapitulated below.
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A superconformal manifold is a (1|1)-dimensional complex supermanifold
composed of superdomains glued together by superconformal transformations
(thatis to say, by transformations preserving the operator D =0/0{ +{ d/0z up to a
factor). We consider holomorphic line bundles over a superconformal manifold
A, Among such bundles an important one is the bundle w, as well as its tensor
powers «*, such that the field D¢ is a section of  if ¢ is a scalar function. Let us
denote by /(L) the space of holomorphic sections of a bundle L. If the
superconformal manifold 4" is simply connected, then every e .o/(w) can be
represented as =D for a holomorphic function ¢. For a non-simply connected
" such a representation is possible only in terms of universal covering. (In other
words, one has to consider the multivalued function ¢.) The differences of the
values of ¢ between various pairs of points in the universal covering, such that
both points in a pair correspond to the same point of .47, are called the periods of
e o (w). If p is a meromorphic section of the bundle w, then over a portion of A"
it can be considered as a holomorphic section, and so one is able to consider the
periods of a meromorphic section. The periods that correspond to the changes of ¢
when turning around the poles of  are called (up to a factor of 27i) the residues of
. (Here = D¢ as before.) One can prove some statements about the periods and
residues analogous to the case of algebraic curves, in particular, Riemann relations
and Weil reciprocity law (see Sect. 2). It turns out that these proofs are easier to
derive not in terms of the above definition of periods, but using anothwr one based
on a relation (Sect. 1) between the fields considered above and differential forms on
a superconformal manifold. Taking the quotient of .o7(w)* by the period lattice one
constructs the Jacobi manifold J(./") for a compact superconformal manifold 4.
By a divisor on 4" a formal linear combination, Y n;P;, of the points P;e /" with
integer coefficients n; is meant. The sum of coefficients n; is called the degree of a
divisor. A point Pe .4 is called the principal zero of a meromorphic section s if
s(P)=0 and Ds(P)=0. A principal zero of s~ ! is called a principal pole of s. If a
section s possesses only simple zeros Q; and poles P,, then the divisor of this section
is Y Q;— Y P;. The set of divisors is divided in classes of linear equivalence. (The
divisor of a meromorphic function is referred to as a divisor linearly equivalent to
zero.) One can prove that topologically trivial holomorphic line bundles over A"
can be described by means of J(./"), or by means of the group made up of classes of
divisors which have zero degree (Sect. 4). These statements can be thought of as a
superanalog of the Abel-Jacobi theorem. In Sect. 5 the cohomologies with
coefficients in a line bundle are computed and an analog of the Riemann-Roch
theorem is proved. The paper ends with an Appendix where the basic definitions
used are made more accurate. In a following paper [13] the results of the present
work are applied to a study of string measure on superconformal moduli space.
That paper begins with a consideration of holomorphic hermitian bundles over a
superconformal manifold .4". A super Riemann metric on .4", according to one of
possible definitions, is a hermitian structure on the bundle w. If L is an hermitian
bundle over a super Riemann manifold, then one is able to define an inner product
in the space, I'(L), of sections of L and by means of this inner product to construct
the Laplacian [],=D"D, where D=0/0{+{8/0z is considered as an operator
acting from I'(L) into I'(L®®). The following expression for det[]; can be
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considered as our main result [13]:

detN; det Ny,

det D= "Gein; - [ do
N

IRy, (s, 0)| % {s,a}*det[,. (1)

Here dv is the volume element corresponding to the super Riemann metric?, Lis an
arbitrary hermitian line bundle over a normal super-Riemann manifold A" (see
Sect. 2), O is a trivial line bundle with the direct product metric. We assume that an
even holomorphic section s of Lis given such that s, .4 has only simple zeros. Let us
denote the principal simple zeros of s by Q,, ..., Oy. We suppose that /(L) and
o (L*®w) can be considered as superspaces. (This terminology is explained in the
Appendix.) Here L* is the dual bundle. That is to say, one can choose bases
{oy, ... 00, in (L) and {B4, ..., p,} in A(L*®w). We shall prove that m>1 and
n<g. The frame {«;} is picked so that s=0,,, while a frame {w,, ..., »,} in o/(w) is
required to obey: w,_, ;. =sf;,...,0,=sf, In Eq. (1) N, N}, and N;, denote the
matrices of inner products of elements of frames chosen in .&/(L), #/(L*® w), and
/(w) respectively. Namely, (Np);=<o,2;>= (o ;)dv, (N);=<BsB;>
= {(Bi B)) dv, (Np);j=<w, w;) = j(wl,co)dv where( )is the hermitian product in
the fibres of bundles L, L*®w, and w respectively. R, ;(s,0) in Eq. (1) denotes

A
det <‘B‘1>’ where

0(0) o %y(Qy)  Doy(Q) ... Day(Qy)

Om=1(Q1) - 0= 1(Qy) Dty —1(Q1) -... Doty —1(Q)
resw,/s ... resw,/s res(Mw,/s ... res{NMw,/s
B=— 1 : on : Q1 . QN: ) (3)
rcsw_;gn/s reswg'_,,/s resC‘.“wg_,,/s res{‘}‘”wg_,,/s
[ an Q4 on

Here it is supposed that in a neighbourhood of each point Q; one has chosen a
superconformal coordinate system (z, (") with the origin in Q; and a trivialization

+

of L. Then resy=b_, ify= Y (z(‘)) [a,+{Pb,]. Finally, o in Eq. (1) denotes an
Qi k=-
even meromorphic section of w, such that o(Q;)=1foreveryi. Then {s, o} is defined

by
{s,0} =exp([ R-log|s| — Y. log{a(Q)), 4

where R is the curvature of the super Riemann manifold, that is the curvature of
the hermitian bundle w. (For an arbitrary hermitian bundle, the curvature F is
defined by the expression F = DD log |s||, where s is an arbitrary local holomorphic
section.)

! One has to take such a super Riemann metric on 4" that j dv is an invertible clement of the
Grassmann algebra. For cxample, this can be the super Poincar¢ metric [9] with

. -1
dv= (Imz—i— %Cf) dz dz d{ dC or the metric given in [12]
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The formula (1) leads immediately to the following important relation:

det[J, gy detd, detdy . _,
= ’ “Br v (5)
det [, det[J, det(ly
where L, M are arbitrary hermitian bundles. If M has an even holomorphic section
s with simple principal zeros and if o7(L), L (L* Q@ w), (M), Z (M*Qw), (LR M),
A(L*®M*®w) can be considered as superspaces, then
oy det N, gy det N; det Ny, - ([ dv) - |Ry, (s, 0)]?
LM det Ny gy det Ny det Ny, det N[ Ry ou(s, 0)*

(6)

In a general case, the expression for By ), becomes more complicated. Equation (6)
yields readily an expression for string measure. In fact,

det[d,s det[,. detd, __, det[J,\*
= . . B(D w2=

det[], det[d, det(], ' det [,

In string measure we need the following combination:

_ - det[J,:\ ' /det1,\
t S 3 1= @ @
o= (80) (80

= Bw,wa,u)2 . (8)

B LB, L. 7

o,

Thus we obtain an expression for the string measure on moduli space in terms of
holomorphic fields and their zeros. Moreover, we obtain some information about
analytical properties of this string measure (a super-analog of the Belavin-
Knizhnik theorem). This information can be extracted from the analyticity of
R, (s, 0) with respect to moduli.

This work is intimately connected with papers [10, 12]. In [10] a super-analog
of the so-called Mumford form was constructed. The Mumford superform yields
(as its bosonic counterpart does) a measure on moduli space. Reference [10]
contains an expression for this measure which is analogous to one suggested by
Beilinson and Manin in the bosonic case [7]. The relation (5) was established in
[12], where on this basis it was shown that the measure constructed in [10]
coincides with the string measure. The results of [107] will be reproduced in [13]
using a different language. The above considerations show that Eq. (5) and, hence,
all the basic formulae of [ 12] follow from (1). Let us remark that some arguments in
[12] (in particular, the formulation of an analog for the Belavin-Knizhnik theorem
in terms of extended moduli superspace) employ the results of the present work.

This work is dedicated to the memory of Vadim Knizhnik whose talent evoked
our profound admiration. His brilliant scientific activity resulted in great progress
in resolution of many problems of theoretical physics and particularly in string
theory.

1. Superconformal Manifolds and the Fields on Them

Let us consider a domain in (1]1)-dimensional complex superspace C'!'! and the
operators of spinor derivatives acting on functions in this domain,

D=0/0( +{ d/oz,

_ o as (1)
D=o0/o+(0/oz
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(from now on, z denotes a complex bosonic coordinate, while { denotes a complex
fermionic one). A transformation from coordinates (z,{) to coordinates (Z,{) is
called a superconformal transformation if it preserves the spinor derivatives up to
a factor:

D=F-D, D=F-D. )
Every superconformal transformation can be written in the following form:

Z=u(z)—u'(z)e(z){,

[=1/u'(2) C+e(2)+36(2) €(2)0),

where u(z) [respectively &(z)] is a bosonic (respectively fermionic) holomorphic
function.

A superconformal manifold is a manifold which is composed of (1|1)-
dimensional superdomains glued together by means of superconformal transfor-
mations. That is to say, a superconformal manifold can be covered by coordinate
patches connected by (3). The underlying manifold, 4.4, for a superconformal
manifold can be considered as a one-dimensional complex manifold provided with
a spinor structure. Let us recall that to consider an underlying manifold amounts
to discarding all the nilpotents. This reduction (when one discards all the
nilpotents) is designated by the subscript red above. The underlying manifold is
thus glued up by means of holomorphic transformations Z=u(z). The fact that the
underlying manifold receives a spinor structure means that a choice of sign of

|/ u'(z) is fixed consistently for every gluing. A supermanifold is said to be compact
if its underlying manifold is compact. The genus of a superconformal manifold is
defined as the genus of its underlying manifold.

To every one-dimensional complex manifold N provided with a spinor
structure one can assign a superconformal manifold, 4", with help of the following
construction. If N is glued up by means of transformations Z=u(z) then the
superconformal manifold .4 is to be glued up by means of 2= u(z), (= |/u/(z) {. The
resulting superconformal manifold can be called a superconformal manifold
without odd (i.e. fermionic) parameters.

A field of type (p, q) on a superconformal manifold is given by functions which
are defined for every coordinate system and obey

of =F 2PF g/

)

under superconformal coordinate changes. [Here F is a factor entering Eq. (2).]
Let us denote by 77 the space of type (p, q) fields.

The operator D can be regarded as an operator acting from €%4 to ¢'/>4,
Analogously, D acts from 7-° to €7 /2. This defines holomorphic fields of type
(p, 0) as fields annihilated by this action of D. If a holomorphic type (1/2,0) field,

@(z,0)=a(z)+(a(2),

is defined in a simply connected domain, then it can be represented in the form
@ =Dy, where

¥z, )= A(z) + (a(2)
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and 0A(z)/0z = a(z). The field y is defined by the condition Dy = ¢ up to an additive
constant. A field of type (1/2,1/2) can be integrated over the superconformal
manifold. Let us denote the integral of such a field v over A" as

[vd*zd*(.
¥

Since the product of type (1/2,0) and type (0, 1/2) fields is a field of type (1/2, 1/2) we
can define an inner product of type (1/2,0) fields:

(w,0'y=[ow'odd*zd*(.

One can consider differential (r, s)-forms on a superconformal manifold, in the
same way as on any complex manifold. [Remember that an (r,s)-form on a
complex (super)domain with holomorphic coordinates z; (even and odd) is such a
differential form which is a homogeneous polynomial of order r(s) with respect to
dz{dz;).] In the standard way one defines the operators ¢ which makes an (r + 1, s)-
form from an (r, s)-form, & which makes an (r, s+ 1)-form from an (r, s)-form, and
the operator d =03+ 0. For example, if w=dz - p+d{- o, then

dw=d{dz(0,p—0,0)—d*( 0,0,
dw=—dzdzd,p—d(dz0,0+dldz 0;p—dldl .

A connection between the fields of types (1/2,0), (0, 1/2),(1/2, 1/2) and the forms
of types (1,0), (0, 1), (1, 1) respectively will be of importance for what follows. To a
field o of type (1/2,0), let us assign a (1,0)-form X =a(0) as follows:

a»iZ=dC-o+e-D6, (4)

where e=dz—d{ - {. Similarly, a field & of type (0, 1/2) is connected with a (0, 1)-
form X' =a(G). It can be proved that these definitions are correct (that is, they do not
depend on the coordinate choice). One has the following simple, but useful
propositions.

If ¢ is a holomorphic type (1/2,0) field, then the corresponding (1, 0)-form X
obeys d2 =0 (i.e. it is closed). If o can be represented as ¢ = Dh with holomorphic ,
then X =dh (ie. 2 is exact). For an arbitrary field of type (1/2,0) the form X satisfies
02 =0 (i.e. it is 0-closed). Moreover, the map o is a one-to-one map of ¢'/>° onto
the space of d-closed (1, 0)-forms.

The proofs can be given in the following way. An arbitrary (1,0)-form S can be
written in coordinates (z, {) in the form S =d{ - 6 +e - p. Taking the coefficient ¢ in
the term containing d{ we obtain the map from the space of (1, 0)-forms into #*/*-°.
Let y denote this map. [To verify that ¢ is a field of type (1/2,0), one can use the
relations é= F2e and d{=F ~' d{ + Ge, where F is a function entering (2), and G is
some other function.] It is easy to check in local coordinates that there exists a
unique (1,0)-form X satisfying p(2)=0, 0X=0, and that this form is given by
Eq. (4). This immediately implies that the form X is defined correctly by (4) and that
the map « is one-to-one. Furthermore, if ¢ is holomorphic, so is the form X, hence
0% =0. The last equation together with 0X=0 implies d> =0.

Now let us assign to every type (1/2,1/2) field v a (1, 1)-form N = f(v):

vrﬂdeCdC_-v+dCé~Ijv+dC_e~Dv+eé-DDv. (5)
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It is easy to verify that this form is correctly defined. The construction of the form
in Eq. (5) is connected with that in Eq. (4). Namely, if an odd holomorphic type
(1/2,0) field a, is connected with a (1,0)-form X, =u(0,), whereas an odd anti-
holomorphic type (0, 1/2) field 7, is connected with a (0, 1)-form £, = &(&,), then the
type (1/2,1/2) field 6,0, is connected with (1,1)-form ¥, A X,. That is to say,
B(G,0,)=a(0,) Ad(d,). One can check that a (1, 1)-form M = f(u) corresponding to
a field p of type (1/2,1/2), satisfies dM =0. That is, M is a closed 2-form, and hence
it can be integrated over a (2]|0)-dimensional submanifold of the considered
superconformal manifold 4", the integral being unchanged under continuous
deformations of this submanifold. Let us pick for this role such a closed (2]0)-
dimensional (real) submanifold N which has the underlying manifold identical to
that of A", [There always exists a smooth (2]0)-dimensional submanifold N in A"
with N, .4 = #;.q- On the other hand, one sometimes cannot choose such N to be a
complex analytic submanifold of .4".] Then we get the relation

2= o (). 6
Ve LN

[The integral of the field p over the superconformal manifold .4 coincides with the
integral of the closed 2-form (2i)~! B(u) over the (2]|0)-dimensional submanifold
N.] The proof of this relation is obvious in the case when the field x is non-zero in
one coordinate chart only and the submanifold N is defined in this chart by the
equation {={=0. The general case can be obtained from the above by use of a
partition of unity and by coordinate changes. Remember that if a manifold is
covered by charts %, one can always choose functions f;insucha way that 1= f;
and that the support of f;is in %;. Then the proof of (6) amounts to the proof of this
relation for the fields w,= fiu.

Later on we shall need also the following simple fact about (2, 0)-forms. If a
(2,0)-form Q is O-closed, i.e. 02=0, then it always is d-exact, i.e. it can be
represented as Q= 0t for some globally defined (1, 0)-form 7. Indeed, if Q is written
in the form

Q=d(* -p+dle-o,

then 0Q2=0 amounts to ¢=Dp. In this case we have Q=0t, where t=e - p.

2. Periods and Residues?

Let us consider a holomorphic type (1/2,0) field o on a superconformal manifold
A", The period of ¢ with respect to a one-dimensional cycle ¢ in the underlying
manifold can be defined as the integral of the (1,0)-form X =o(o) over a closed
(1]0)-dimensional (real) submanifold in 4", the underlying manifold of which
coincides with the cycle c. Since the form 2 is closed, the period so defined depends
only on the homology class of ¢. If A" is a compact superconformal manifold of
genus g, all the periods of ¢ are represented as linear combinations of its periods
with respect to a standard basis a',...,a% b, ...,b, in the one-dimensional

2 Some results of this section have been independently obtained by A. M. Levin
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homology group of the underlying manifold of .4". Another definition of periods
can be given with help of the universal covering, .¥", of 4". The fundamental group
of the underlying manifold of .4" acts on 4. For a field ¢ on ./ there is a
corresponding field & of type (1/2,0) on .4 Since .4 is simply connected the latter
field can be represented in the form ¢ = Dh. The field 6 remains unchanged under
the action of the fundamental group. Hence h changes by an additive constant
under each of such transformations. These constants are called the periods of ¢:

J&= ha(Z))—h(Z),

)
[ 2= HB(2)~h(Z).

Here {a'h,} are the generators of the fundamental group, {a’b;} is the
corresponding homology basis, Z is a point in .#". Equation (7) follows from the
relation £'=dh, where £ is the lift of X =o(c) to 1.

One can prove a relation for periods of fields of type (1/2,0) on a
superconformal manifold generalizing the Riemann bilinear relations for differen-
tials on a complex curve. The proof can be obtained by reducing to the case of
ordinary two-dimensional manifolds. Namely, let w,®’ be holomorphic type
(1/2,0) fields while Q = a(w) and Q' = a(w’) are the corresponding closed (1, 0)-forms
on a compact superconformal manifold ./* of genus g. Let A, Bj; A" B;
(i,j=1,...,g) denote the periods of w, »’ with respect to a standard homology basis
d',b;in N, Then, as we shall see shortly, one gets the following relations:

AB,—BA=0, (8)
AB— B A =2i(—1)* {w, o), ©)

where @' denotes the parity of '.

Indeed, consider a (2|0)-dimensional smooth submanifold N in .47, such that
N g=Nieq- On N, in the same way as on an ordinary two-dimensional closed
manifold, one has then

[QAQ=A'B,—BA".
N
On the other hand, a closed (2, 0)-form, Q A ', is always exact on .4 (see the end of

the preceding section). Therefore one has also

[QAQ=0,
N

thus prg)lving Eq. (8). In a similar way, Eq. (6) together with the relation f(w'®)
=(—1)® a(w') A o(w) implies Eq. (9):
2iw, w > =2i Jf w'®d*zd* = vaﬂ(w'cb)
=(—1)" 1{, Q' AQ=(—1)*(4"B;—B/A4").
As we shall see later on, in a most important case (the normal case as it will be

referred to) the dimension of the space of holomorphic type (1/2,0) fields equals
(0lg). Let .«/'Y* denote this space taken with inverse parity. [Thus
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/2 =ITH°(A",w) in the notation of Sect. 3; see also Appendix.] In the normal
case dim.Z!?=(g|0) and the inner product in this space is non-degenerate.
Therefore one can pick a basis @, ..., w, in .#'/?, such that

!{ a(w;) =055, (10)
Equations (8), (9) imply, as in the usual case, that the period matrix,
7= J‘a(wj), (11)
is symmetrical, 7;;=1;;, and that
{w,w;»=Imt;. (12)

The definition of periodics can be used to generalize the definition of the
Jacobian to the case of a compact superconformal manifold of genus g. The
periods of holomorphic type (1/2,0) fields with respect to a cycle ¢ define a linear
functional on the space .«/'/?. The linear functionals corresponding to all possible
cycles form a lattice V in (.o7'/?)* called the period lattice. Let us define the Jacobi
manifold (or the Jacobian) for a superconformal manifold .4 as a coset space of
(.7 '2)* with respect to V, i.e.

J(N) = (2 V125V (13)

In the normal case the Jacobian is a g-dimensional torus. The inner product in
/2 defines a measure in it and, hence, in J. Let us prove that the volume of the
Jacobian with respect to this measure equals 1. For this aim let us consider a basis
{a'} in (o/'?* dual to the basis {w;} in /"> which has been defined by
Egs. (10)-(12) above. The inner product in (.7 !/?)* corresponding to that in .o/ /2
yields [cf. (12)]

a',a’y=(Imr7)" 1 ¥, (14)
The period lattice, V, in (.2//2)* is generated (over the integers) by 2g vectors a, b;

=1,0. Now the volume of the Jacobian (13) equals the volume of the

parallelepiped spanned by {a',b;} which, in turn, equals the determinant of the
following 2g x 2g matrix:

Gy <(d, bl>>
G=R . .
e<<bk, @y (bub

(Here Re appeared for we dealt with an hermitian inner product {, ».) Then we
have (in matrix notation)

G_< (Im7)~! (Imt)~'-Ret
“\Ret-(Im7)"' Retr-(Imt)"'-Ret+Imz

_< (Im7)~! 0> <1 Rer>
“\Rer-(Im7)~' 1) \0 Imt)’

and, thus, (volume of J)=detG=1.
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Using inner product in .«/!/? one can, in the normal case, identify its dual,
(o/1?)*, with its complex conjugate, .«/'/2. This allows one to consider the
manifold J (i.e. Jacobi manifold with the complex structure conjugated) as a coset
space of .«7'/? by a lattice. (This will be used in [13].) More precisely, J can be
regarded as a torus dual to the torus J.

Let us discuss now meromorphic functions on a superconformal manifold .4";
a function f on 4" is called meromorphic if locally it can be written in the form

f=hg,

where h, g are holomorphic, provided g,., does not vanish identically. (Here g,.4
denotes the numerical part of g and can be regarded as a function of .A/.4.) First of
all, we note some simple properties of an even meromorphic function f near a
point where f vanishes. Suppose that f(P)=0 and that f.., has a simple zero at
,ed € N;eq- Then f vanishes on a (0]1)-dimensional submanifold in A" lying over
 a- It 1S easy to see that there exists a unique point P in this submanifold, such
that

f(Pg)=0,  Df(Pg)=0 (15)

(and, of course, P ;cq = P.cq)- Such a point P, will be called a principal simple zero
of f. Itis also easy to see that a function f near its principal simple zero P, takes the
form (z—zy,—{{y)u(z,{), where (zy,({,) are the coordinates of P, and u is a
holomorphic function which does not vanish near P,. [In this case, f vanishes on
the (0]1)-dimensional manifold {z—z,—{{,=0} containing P,,.]

Now a function f will be said to have a principal simple pole at Py if the
function f ! has a principal simple zero at that point. These definitions can be
extended in an obvious way to (even) meromorphic fields of type (p,0) (or to
sections of line bundles to be considered later on). We have not made any
definitions concerning the case when f, 4 has multiple zeros or poles. This will be
discussed later on in this paper, but for the time being it will not be needed.

Let us define the residue of a meromorphic type (1/2,0) field w at the point
peN..qas(2mi)” ' times the period of this field with respect to a cycle encircling p.
That is to say, if  is represented in the form (27i) ! Dh for a multivalued function
h, then the residue equals to a change of h when turning once around p.
Equivalently, we can write

1
=— 16
repsw i g ow (16)
where C is a closed loop [i.e. a (1]|0)-dimensional submanifold with an obvious
orientation] in .4, such that C,.4 encircles p (and provided there is inside C, .4 no
other point over which w is singular). A meromorphic field @ can be locally
represented as a power series

wzkin[ﬁk+(C_Co)bk] (Z—ZO—CCo)k. (]7)

Then it is easy to check that the residue of w at p=(zq, {,),;.q €quals b_; and that
b_, depends only on the point pe.V,.,4 and not on the choice of (zy, {,) over it.



Geometry of Superconformal Manifolds 139

The sum of residues of a meromorphic type (1/2,0) field w equals zero, just as in
the ordinary case. (Indeed, if 4,4 denotes the manifold .4, .4 with all the points
over which w is singular removed, then the sum of cycles encircling all the singular
points is homological to zero in A7.,.)

We have considered above Riemann relations for holomorphic fields only.
Analogous, though somewhat more complex, relations can be written also for
meromorphic fields. In fact, let w (respectively @) be a holomorphic (respectively
meromorphic) odd field of type (1/2,0) on A". The periods of w and o’ with respect
tocyclesa',...,a’% by, ..., b, will be denoted by 4°, B;and A", B; respectively. Let C
be a closed loop in 4" such that C, ., bounds a simply connected domain &, in
Nrea (1€, Creq=09,.4) containing all the points over which @' is singular. Finally,
let us represent  in the form w = Dh in the superdomain & over 9,.,. Here his a
holomorphic function in & which can be chosen, for instance, as follows:

P
hP)= | ofw

for some fixed point P, in 2. Then we have

A'Bj— B,A" = [a(ho). (18)
C

One can verify this in a way analogous to the way of proving Eq. (8). Note that the
ambiguity h—h+ const does not matter in Eq. (18), for [ o(w’)=0 (i.e. the sum of
residues of o’ vanishes). Moreover,

[ahew')=2mi Z res(hw'),
C p

where the sum is over all the points pe /.4 over which o' is singular. Let us put
(18) in a different form. For this aim we pick up a single point P in 4" over each
point p, that is P,.;=p, and in a neighbourhood of each P we choose local
coordinates Z =(z,{) with the origin in P. Then

Z [B(P)+by(P)]Z* (19)

=0
w'(Z)= i [ﬁi(P) +{by(P)]Z*. (20)

In this case we have, by virtue of facts pointed out above,
iR’ 11 . n£) /
A'B;—B;A ’=2m§ k; Bi-1(P) B-i(P)
"Prh, _J(P)b_ (P , 2
+2-Lil—ﬁl+b4m§@@. 1)
k=2 k—1 Po
Note that, in particular, resw’'=b"_(P) and Y b"_(P)=0
p P

By the same methods one can prove that a super analog of Weil coupling is
symmetric. (It plays an important role in computing the determinants of
Laplacians on superconformal manifolds.) Let ¢,¢’ be even meromorphic
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functions on 4" satisfying the following restrictions. All the zeros and poles of ¢, ¢’
are simple and principal and the set of zeros and poles of ¢,.4 does not intersect
with that of ¢, 4. Let us denote by N,, P, the points of principal zeros and poles of
¢ and by N, P, analogous points for ¢'. The coupling of ¢ and ¢’ is defined as
follows:

Lo 01= 110/ N/@'(P)). (22)

(An extension of this definition to arbitrary meromorphic functions ¢, ¢" with still
nonintersecting sets of zeros and poles of ¢,., and ¢, can be obtained, in
particular, by means of ecxpressions for [¢’, ¢] used below.)

Let us prove that

Lo, 0 1=[9" ¢]. (23)

For this aim let us pick two closed loops C, C' in .4 such that C,.4 bounds a simply
connected domain %,.4(C, g = 0% ;eq) 1N .4, Which contains all the points (N ), 4,
(Py);eq; and similarly for C. 4. Then using a relation analogous to Eq. (18) we find:

log[¢', ] —log[p, 9]
=Z[ res (logg'Dlogp)+ res (logq)/Dlog(p)}

k { (Nirea (Pi)rea

—Z[ res (logpDlogg')+ res (logq)Dlog(p’)]

7| (Nidrea (Frrea
= Jallogg'Dlogg)— | aflogeDlog)
= A"B,~ B;A'=0mod (2niZ), o

where A, B; (respectively 4", B) are the periods of Dlogg (respectively D log’);
each of these, however, always being 27i times an integer, hence, the last equality in
(24). We have also used here, that log ¢ is singlevalued near C’ (and, analogously, is
log¢’ near C) and that a residue res(fDlogg) equals f(P) if ¢ has a principal

Pre
simple zero at P, and it equals —f(P) i? ¢ has a principal simple pole at P. (This can
be proved by a direct verification of definitions.)

3. Line Bundles. Cohomology

A line bundle L over a complex supermanifold is called a holomorphic bundle if it
is glued up from trivial bundles with the fibre €'!° by means of holomorphic
transformations. These transformations must have the following form:

(Z)~(Z,D=(/(2),82)), (25)

where Z, Z are local coordinates in the base; [, T are coordinates in C'1°; f,g are
holomorphic functions. The functions g are called transition functions of the
bundle L. A section of such a line bundle is specified by a set of functions h given in
local coordinate charts and related by transformations A(Z)=g(Z) h(Z). Let us
define the holomorphic bundle w on a superconformal manifold as a bundle glued
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up by means of transformations
(ZD~(ZD=(f(2), F'(2)), (26)

where [ is a superconformal transformation and F is the corresponding conformal
factor defined by the relation D=FD (cf. Sect. 1). Then the fields of type (p,q)
considered in Sect. 1 can be regarded as sections of the bundle w?@9, the tensor
product of p copies of w times g copies of the antiholomorphic bundle @ (complex
conjugate of w).

Let us denote by €% *(L) the space of (0, k)-forms taking values in a line bundle L
on a complex supermanifold 4. If Lis a holomorphic line bundle, then we have a
well-defined operator d acting from &%¥(L) to &°**(L). Using this operator one
defines in a usual manner the cohomology groups H%.4", L) as d-closed (0, k)-forms
modulo d-exact forms. Then H°(4, L), in particular, coincides with the space .o7(L)
of holomorphic sections of L. If, moreover, .4 is a superconformal manifold, one
can describe H°(/", L) also as the space of sections ¢ of L satisfying the condition
D¢ =0. (This follows from D?=d/dz.) Then the group H'(.4", L) can be described
as the space of fields of type (0, 1/2) with values in L (i.e. sections of L& @) modulo
the image of the operator D. [Since L is a holomorphic bundle we have a well-
defined operator D acting from the space, I'(L), of sections of L to the space,
I'(L®®), of sections of L®®.] In order to verify that this description of H'(A", L)
is correct, one must observe that the correspondence between fields of type (0, 1/2)
and (0, 1)-forms (see Sect. 1) can be extended to fields taking values in L. [Every
type (0, 1/2) field & with values in Lis related to a d-closed (0, 1)-form £ =d{G + ¢Da
with values in L; if 6= Dg, then 2 =0J¢; and vice versa.] Furthermore, one can
check that HA", L)=0 for k=2. (We shall not use this and therefore omit the
proof.)

Let us show now that the space H'(.4", L) can be identified with the space of
linear functionals on H(A", L*@w) = .o/(L* ®w); namely,

HYAN, L)=ITH(A", [*@w)* . (27)

Here I1 indicates that this identification relates the elements with opposite parities.
[To say more on the notation, if E is a linear space, then E* denotes its dual, i.c. the
space of linear functionals on E; if Lis a line bundle, L* is the dual line bundle; and
finally, if A is a linear operator acting from E; to E,, then A* is the (dual)
conjugated linear operator which acts from E% to E¥.] Now, we can define a scalar
product of a section of L*®w and a section of LR, since sections of the bundle
o®o [1e. the fields of type (1/2,1/2)] can be integrated over .4". This scalar
product allows us to identify I'(L® @)* with I'(L* ®w). In a similar way, I'(L)* can
be identified with I'([* @ w® @). Let us denote by D, the D-operator that acts from
I'(L) to I'(L®®). Its conjugate, D¥, can be viewed on as an operator acting from
IN'*®ow)=T(L®o)* to INL*@o®w)=T(L)*. With help of integrating by parts,
one sees that Df coincides up to a sign with D;.g,,. This allows H'(4", L) (i.c. the
cokernel of D;) to be identified with H(/", L*®w)* (i.e. the space dual to the
kernel of Dj.g,,). Since the operator D, changes the parity, one gets the opposite
parities of elements identified in both spaces, hence, II in Eq. (27).

Besides the constructions of the group H!(A", L) described above it is often
convenient to make use also of the following construction. Let us fix a covering of
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A" by open superdomains %, ...,%,. It can be proved that the result of the
construction below doesn’t depend on the choice of covering {;}, provided, for
instance, %+ 4" for all i. A O-cochain (in the sense of Cech) is defined as a set of
holomorphic sections, ¢, ..., @,, of L over the domains %, ..., %,. A 1-cochainis a
set of holomorphic sections ¢,; over the domains %,N%; satisfying Q=@ A
1-cochain is called a cocycle if

@it Pt =0 (28)

on UNU;NU,. A 1-cocycle is said to be cohomologous to zero if it can be
represented in the form ¢;; =1y, —p; j for a 0-cochain ;. The group H'(A4", L) (in the
sense of Cech) is defined as the quotient of the group of 1-cocycles by the subgroup
of 1-cocycles cohomologous to zero. The equivalence of the last definition and the
definitions above follows easily from the elementary sheaf theory. Without going
into details of the proof let us show only how a type (0,1/2) field ¢ defines a
1-cocycle in the sense of Cech. Pick in every domain %; a solution, ¢, to the
equation (here we have to require each %; to be simply connected)

Do+3=0. (29)

This equation may have no solution on the whole of .47, but in %; it always has
solutions and any two of such solutions differ by a holomorphic function. Define a
Cech 1-cocycle by taking fij=®;— ;. In the case when g= Do, the equation (29)
has a solution on 4" and f is cohomologous to zero. We find that the group
H'(A", L) defined firstly is mapped into Cech’s H'(4", L). This map happens, in
fact, to be an isomorphism.

Let us use the last description of H'(./", L) to find the tangent space of the
superconformal moduli space .#,, that is to the space of equivalence classes of
superconformal manifolds of genus g. Remember that a superconformal manifold
has been viewed on as a manifold glued up from (1|1)-dimensional complex
superdomains %; by means of superconformal transformations. In order to
describe an infinitesimal variation of this superconformal manifold, one has to
consider an infinitesimal variation of transformations which glue % and %;
together. Every such variation is given by an infinitesimal superconformal
transformation of %%, that is it is given by a superconformal vector field on
U;NU;. Such a field can be represented by a holomorphic even field v;; of type
(—=1,0) on %nU;. [A field vz, {) is related to an infinitesimal superconformal
transformation 0z =v— 3 {Dv, 6{ = § Dv.] The set of fields v;; can be thought ofasa
1-cocycle defining a cohomology class ve H (N 0™ ) If the fields v;;, vj; define the
same cohomology class, that is v};—v;;=v;—v; for holomorphic type (—1 0) fields
v; on U, then the correspondmg Variations of our superconformal manifold are
equivalent. (Superconformal transformations of %; defined by the fields v; just give
the required equivalence) Thus we can identify the tangent space to the moduli
space .4, with H'(/",w™?). By virtue of the duality (27) the cotangent space of .Z,
(i.c. dual of the tangent space) gets identified with ITH?(/, w?). As we shall see 1ater
on (Sect. 5), if g>1 then H(A",w?) is a (2g—2|3g— 3)-dimensional complex
superspace. Therefore, dimg.#,=(3g—3|2g —2). [Since TH°(V", »*) is a complex
linear manifold, .#, becomes naturally a complex supermanifold. ]
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4. Classification of Line Bundles

A formal linear combination of a finite number of points in a superconformal
manifold .4 with integer coefficients will be called a divisor on 4. The set of all
divisors forms an abelian group with respect to an obvious addition law. A divisor,
say Y n,P, is said to be linearly equivalent to zero if there exists an even
meromorphic function f on 4" satisfying the following conditions. Let % be a
superdomain in 4" sufficiently small for a local coordinate system (z, {) covering #
to exist. If % contains no points of the divisor in view, then f must be holomorphic
in % and f,,, must have no zeros in %,q,.

Suppose now that some points, P, , ..., P;, of the divisor are contained in %.

1y

Then f must take in % the following form:

K
f=thI1 (2= 2, = ()™, (30)

where (z,, ) are coordinates of P;_in %, and his a holomorphic function in %, such
that h 4 has no zeros in %,.4. For example, if f is a meromorphic function on A~
and has only principal simple zeros N; and principal simple poles P, then f
corresponds to the divisor Y N;— Y P; which is thus linear equivalent to zero. It
must be pointed out, however, that in general two different divisors, each being
linearly equivalent to zero, may be related to the same meromorphic function. This
follows from the fact that expansion (30) may be ambiguous. In fact, if a is an even
constant satisfying a?=0, then, for instance, the following function can be
expanded in two different ways: z(z +2a)=(z +a)*. On the other hand, we notice
that not every possible meromorphic function on 4" corresponds to some divisor.
LIf f,.q has, say, a multiple zero at P, 4 € %,.q, then it is possible that, nevertheless, f
cannot be represented in % in the form (30).] There exists however an alternative
definition of divisors which allows one to consider arbitrary meromorphic
functions f with f,.,=£0 (see the Appendix).

Now, two divisors are said to be linear equivalent if their difference is linear
equivalent to zero. The group of classes of linear equivalent divisors on .4~ will be
denoted by CI(A"). Let us show that every holomorphic line bundle on A" can be
related to some element of CI(A"), so that isomorphic bundles correspond to the
same element. Conversely, every element of Cl(.4") will correspond to some
isomorphism class of holomorphic line bundles. Indeed, let us consider a
holomorphic line bundle L and pick a meromorphic section s of L which possesses
only principal simple zeros and poles. (Thus, in particular s,.4, a section of L, .4 on
Neq» must have only simple zeros and poles. The definition of a principal simple
zero for sections of L is in fact the same as for meromorphic functions; it is defined
by the conditions s=0, Ds=0. A principal simple pole of s is defined also as a
principal simple zero of s™', a section of the dual bundle L*) The divisor
corresponding to such a section s is defined as ) N;— ) P, where N(P)) are
principal simple zeros (poles) of s. If 5,5, are two sections obeying the above
constraint, then their divisors differ by a divisor related to the meromorphic
function s,/s,. Thus we see that every holomorphic line bundle is related to a
definite divisor class in CI(./"). Conversely, if a divisor is of the form P, for a single
point P in ./, then it is related to a line bundle ((P) defined in the following way.
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Let Z =(z,{) be coordinates in a superdomain %, containing P =(z,, {,) and %, be
a second domain not containing P such that %,,%, cover ./". Then ((P) can be
glued up from trivial bundles over %, and %, by means of the transformation over
02(1 0%2,

(ZD~(ZD=(f(2).(z—2,— o)D)

The bundle ¢(P), so defined, possesses a holomorphic section given by the
functions [(Z)=1 in %, and (Z)=z—z,—({, in % . The divisor of this section
equals P, as required. In general, a divisor ¥ n;P; corresponds to a bundle defined

as the tensor product (9 ¢(P)™. [Here L for n;<0 means (L*)”"™.] It is easy to

verify that the bundle corresponding to a divisor depends up to isomorphism only
on its class and that we get thus a one-to-one correspondence between the group
Cl(.#") and isomorphism classes of holomorphic line bundles on .A".

The integer d = Y n; is called the degree, d =deg ¥, of a divisor Z =Y n;P,. The
degree of a divisor equals deg L, the topological number of the corresponding line
bundle L on .47, as one can readily see by descending to A4 (degL is defined
simply as deg L,.4.) In particular, for a divisor £ linearly equivalent to zero one gets
degZ =0, as one can also check directly by considering the divisor of f,.q on A,
where f is a meromorphic function corresponding to . Now holomorphic line
bundles of degree zero (i.e. topologically trivial holomorphic bundles) are
described by the superspace Cly(.4") of classes of divisors of zero degrec.

If Lis a topologically trivial bundle, that is a bundle topologically isomorphic
to the direct product A~ x C!1°, then the d-operator in this bundle can be written in
the form 0, = J + A, where d corresponds to a holomorphically trivial bundle (i.e. it
acts on functions in the standard way) and A4 is an even J-closed (0, 1)-form on A",
Conversely, every d-closed (0, 1)-form on .4 corresponds to a topologically trivial
holomorphic bundle. If u is an even (regular) invertible function (i.e. u,.q nowhere
vanishes), then two (0, 1)-forms 4" and A, connected by the rclation

A=A+u ' u, (31)

correspond to isomorphic bundles. [ This follows from 0 + A’ = i~ (0 + A)#i, where
i is the operator of multiplication by u which sets up the isomorphism of bundles.]
If u=exp/, Eq. (31) takes the form A’= A+ 0dA. The latter means that A’ and 4
generate the same even element in H'(/", () where (¢ is the trivial bundle.
Consequently, the superspace of classes (i.e. moduli space) of topologically trivial
holomorphic line bundles can be represented as a quotient of H'(4", ) with
respect to an additional equivalence [for the cohomological equivalence 4~ A4
+ 04 doesn’t include (31) in the case when logu cannot be made single valued].

We could get the same result by dealing with the D-operator in L, that is
D, =D+ @, where ¢ is an odd field of type (0,1/2) on .4#". Analogously to Eqg. (31), ¢
and ¢’ correspond to isomorphic bundles iff

g =¢+u " 'Du (32)

for an invertible function u. In particular, we come again (cf. the last section) to an
equivalent description of H'(.4", (V) as the space of classes of type (0,1/2) fields
modulo the fields of the form D/. Similarly, the moduli space of topologically
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trivial line bundles gets a description as the space of cohomology classes from
HY(,0) modulo the classes of the fields u~ 'Du. Further, H'(./",0) can be
identified according to Eq. (27) with (.o '/?)*, for o7/ = [TH°(A", w), the space of
holomorphic type (1/2,0) fields on .4#". Thus our moduli space of bundles gets
identified with a quotient of (.«7'/?)* by a subgroup. Let us show that this subgroup
coincides with the period lattice V in (&7 '/?)*. For this aim, we must prove that the
linear functionals on .«7/?,

A 30 (,0)= % { oo d*zd*¢ (33)
N

[which set up the equivalence H'(A", 0)=(2/'/?)*] belong to the lattice V if
0=u""'Dufor an invertible u. Using the methods of Sect. 2 [cf. Eq. (6)], we choose
a (2|0)-dimensional submanifold N in 4", so that

(u"'Du,0)= 1 fu 'Du-cd*zd*(= L [ pu™'Du- o).
Ty 277:l1v

Then, noticing that f(u~ 'Du - o) can be replaced in the integral by a(c) A u~ 'du, for
they differ by an exact 2-form, as one can check directly [namely, by
—d(e-u"'Du-0), where e=dz +{ d{ as before], we find

_ 1 1 . )
(u™'Du,0)= 3 Iioc(a) Au tdu= %(A’BQ—BiA”),

where A', B; are the periods of o(¢) and A", B are the periods of u ™ 'du. Since all the
periods of the latter 1-form, u ™~ 'du, are integer (times 2ni), we conclude that the
linear functional ¢ + (1~ ! Du, o) belongs to the period lattice V as desired. Thus we
have seen that the moduli space of topologically trivial holomorphic line bundles
is isomorphic to the Jacobian J(A")= (.7 /?)*/V.

Now we have two different descriptions of the above moduli space of bundles:
in terms of Cly(.#") and in terms of J(A"). Therefore Cl(.#") and J(A") must be
isomorphic. One can find this isomorphism explicitly. Let us first construct a map

N
Clo(A)=J(AN). Let Z= Y n.P; be a divisor of zero degree; Y n,=0. Let us fix
i=1

some point P, in A" and connect it by (1|0)-dimensional real submanifolds
C,,...,Cywiththe points P, ..., Py. Then this divisor yields a linear functional on

o/ 12 as follows:
AV 5015, [ u(o). (34)
ol

Under a change of curves C; this functional may change only by an element of the
period lattice V. Hence, every divisor & with deg% =0 defines a unique point in
J(AN")= (o7 11*)*/V.(Note that this doesn’t depend also on the choice of P, by virtue
of the condition ) n;=0.) Moreover, one can see that divisors linearly equivalent
to zero are mapped into zero of J(A"). Thus, we get a map Cly(AN")—J(A"). In fact,
let %, be a superdomain containing all the points P, ..., Py, such that %, .4 is
simply connected, let C be a closed loopin A" such that C .y = 0% ,.q and let %, be
the rest of 4. Then the functional (34) can be rewritten modulo V as follows:

N 1
o 9(0)= ';1 nh(P;)= Tmia(h(p’lD(p), (35)
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where e o/'?, =Y n,P, degZ =0, h is a holomorphic function in %, with
Dh=o0,and ¢ is an arbitrary meromorphic function in %, corresponding to Z. [1f,
for instance, %, is covered by a local coordinate system (z,{), then one can set
@ =[](z—z(P;)—{-{(P;)". Note also that log¢ is singlevalued near C owing to
Y n;=0.] If now Z is linear equivalent to zero, this means that there exists such a
function ¢ defined on the whole of A", so that ¢ ~ ' D¢ is a field regular in %,. Then
by virtue of the relation (18) one has j uhg ™~ 'Dp)= A'B;— B;A", where A', B, are

the periods of 0 and A", Bjare some 1ntegers, the periods of ¢ “'D¢. Consequently,
we have proved that the functional (35) equals zero modulo V if Z is linear
equivalent to zero.

In order to prove that the map Cly(A")—>J(A") constructed above is an
isomorphlsm we have to construct an inverse map J(A")—Cl,(V"). Let us take a
pointin J(.4/") and let g be a (0, 1/2)-ficld representing it and L be the corresponding
line bundle over .A4". [Thus D, =D+ ¢ and g is defined up to equivalence (32) as
before.] Let us consider a meromorphic even section s of L which possesses only
principal simple zeros and poles making up a divisor & with degZ =0. (Remember
that L is topologically trivial.) In order to show that this map J(A")— Cly(A") is
inverse to the above map Cly(A")—J(A") we must check that the linear functional
(35) defined by Z coincides up to the period lattice V with the functional on .oz '/
defined by the field ¢ [see Eq.(33)]. In a topological trivialization of L, when
D, =D+ g, its meromorphic section is represented by a function s satisfying, away
from its singular points, the equation (D +g)s=0. Thus, g = —s~ ' Ds outside the
divisor Z. Collecting all the notations and facts used above we observe that, in %,
s can be represented in the form s=e¢u for an invertible function u and
meromorphic function ¢ which agrees in %, with Z. Then we have = — D logu in
% . Finally, defining N, =Nn%,, N,=Nn%, and assuming, additionally that C
is contained in N, we obtain:

2mi(g,0)=2i | oo d*zd*(= | P(go)+ | P(go).
N Ny Na

Then

| Ploo)=— jﬁDlogu 0)= joc(logu~o),

Ny

and
| Bga)=— | B(s"'Ds-0)=— [a(logs-a)+ ...,
N> N2 C

where the dots denote 27i times an integer linear combination of periods of ¢. This
implies that

27i(g, o) = | [o(logu - 6)—a(logs-6)] + ...
C
— joc(loggo-a)Jr L= j‘ alhp ™ 'Do)+

for ¢=Dh in %,. Consequently, the functional o (g, ) coincides with that of
Eq. (35) modulo the period lattice. Q.E.D.
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We have thus constructed the required isomorphism J(A")= Cl,(.4"). Note that
this proves, in particular, the following useful criterion. A divisor Z = ¥ n;P; with
degZ =0 corresponds to a meromorphic function on A" (ie. & is linearly
equivalent to zero) if and only if

P,
L | oda)
i Pg

equals zero up to periods of a, for arbitrary holomorphic type (1/2,0) field ¢. This
can be, of course, shown also directly, using a technique similar to what was done
above.

The manifold of isomorphism classes of holomorphic line bundles is called the
Picard manifold. As we have seen, the part of the Picard manifold corresponding
to topologically trivial bundles can be identified with the Jacobi manifold J(.4")
and with the group Cl(A4"). It is easy to see also that the operation of the tensor
product of bundles corresponds then to the addition of divisors. (It is sufficient to
note that the divisor of a product of two sections equals the sum of their divisors.)

5. Computation of Cohomology Groups. Riemann-Roch Theorem

Let us discuss first the case when all odd parameters of a superconformal manifold
A" and of a bundle L over it are zero. That is to say, we suppose that there is a one-
dimensional complex (ordinary) manifold N with a spin structure and with a
holomorphic line bundle L, given on it. Then the superconformal manifold .4 and

the bundle L can be constructed by means of gluing (2, 0) = (u(z), //'(z) {) and (£, T, )

=(u(z2), W(5 {,g(z)l), where Z=u(z) are the transformations which emerge in
gluing up the manifold N and g(z) are the transition functions of L,. The spin
structure on N defines a line bundle by the following rules of gluing:

(2D~ ED=(ulz), [w(z)] ")),

This bundle will be denoted by w,,. [t is easy to see that a holomorphic section s of
the bundle L over 4" can be written in components as follows:

8(2,0) = 50(2) + {54(2).

where s, is a section of L, and s, is a section of L,®w, on N. Consequently,
H(A", L) is a superspace, with H(N, L) being its even part and H(N, L,®w,)
beingits odd part. Similarly, using a component calculation or by means of duality
(27), one can verify that the superspace H'(.4", L) is a direct sum of H(N, L,) and
ITHY(N, Lo®w,). Let g be the genus of A", If the degree of the bundle L, is
negative, L, has no holomorphic sections, i.e. H(N, L,)=0. On the other hand, if
the degree = g, then L, does have a non-zero holomorphic section. The degree of
w, equals g — 1 and the cases HO(N, wy)=0and H°(N, w,) =0 both are possible. In
the first case the manifold N with spin structure will be said to be normal. (In
algebraic geometry the term “theta characteristic” is used instead of “spin
structure.” A theta characteristic is called even or odd depending on the parity of
the number of linear independent holomorphic sections of w,. The generic case for
an even theta characteristic is the case when this number is zero. It is this case
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which we call the normal case. Usually one says “non-degenerate even theta
characteristic”.) It follows that if N is a normal manifold, then H%(./", L)=0 in the
case when L% is non-trivial and possesses a non-zero holomorphic section (in
particular, when the degree of L, is less than — g+ 1). This statement is valid also
when odd parameters are turned on, that is to say, when ./ is a normal compact
superconformal a manifold (i.e. a supermanifold with underlying manifold being
normal) and the bundle L*,, is non-trivial and possesses a non-zero holomorphic
section. Roughly speaking, the appearance of odd parameters cannot increase the
dimension of a cohomology group. (Under a sufficiently small variation of an
ordinary even parameter this dimension also never increases. A variation of odd
parameters always can be considered, in a sense, as being infinitesimally small.)
Furthermore, in the case considered one can assert that H'(4", L) is a complex
superspace of dimension (g—d—1|—d), where d is the degree of L,.4:

dimH (A, L)=(g—d—1] —d). (36)

For vanishing odd parameters this follows from the ordinary Riemann-Roch
theorem,

dim H°(N, M)~ dim H'(N, M)=degM — g +1, 37)

by taking M=L, and M=L,®w, (N=.4,.4). In the general case one has to
consider the operator D acting from I'(L) to I'(L®®). By the above arguments, the
kernel of this operator, .«(L)= H%(/", L), equals zero. Since the dimension of the
kernel remains unchanged when varying odd parameters, the same holds for the
cokernel, that is for H(A, L).

On the other hand, using again Eq. (37) we obtain also the following statement.
If A" is a normal compact superconformal manifold, whereas L .,®w? is non-
trivial and possesses a non-zero holomorphic section, then H(4",L)=0 and
H°(A, L) is a complex superspace of dimension (d +1—g|d):

dim HO(A, L)=(d+1—g|d). (3%)

Let us point out that according to above arguments Eq. (38) [respectively
Eq.(36)] is valid also without assuming that .#° is normal, if, however,
HY (A", L)=0 [respectively H°(#", L)=0]. These results can be applied to the
bundle L=w*, degw* = k(g —1). Noticing that H(V, 4, @".4) =0 for n<0, we find
that H(A,*)=0 for k< —2 and that dimH'(/", o) =((1 —k)(g— 1) k(1 —g)).
Using Eq. (38) we find also that, for k=3, dim H(A", o) =((k—1) (g — 1) k(g — 1)),
whereas H'(4", w*)=0. In the case of a normal superconformal manifold .4 one
can compute also cohomology groups H?(A", w*) for k=0, 1. (That is to say, when
either L is a trivial bundle ¢ =w° or it is w.) In this case one has dimH(./", ©)
=(1]0) and dim H°(/",w)=(0|g). Indeed, for vanishing odd parameters, holo-
morphic functions on A" (i.e. sections of the trivial bundle () are related to
holomorphic functions on /.4 and holomorphic sections of w,.4. The former ones
are constants, for ./, is compact, while the latter ones are necessarily zero, for A"
is normal. The constants continue to be holomorphic sections of ¢ in the presence
of non-vanishing odd parameters as well. This means that the dimension (1]0) of
HO(, 0) doesn’t decrease and, hence, remains the same after turning on odd
parameters. Since the dimension of the kernel, H(A", 0), of D acting from I'(®) to
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I'(®) is thus independent of odd parameters, so are dimH'(4", ) and, hence,
dim Ho(/", w) by virtue of the duality (27). It remains to observe that for vanishing
odd parameters the group H%(/", ) reduces to a trivial group, H(AN .4, @,eq), (bY
virtue of 4" being normal) and to the group H%(A,.q, w24) of dimension g. [Note
that holomorphic sections of w?, are nothing but holomorphic (1, 0)-forms, that is
abelian differentials.] All this implies, in particular, that a holomorphic type (1/2, 0)
field on a normal manifold can be specified completely by its periods with respect
to the cycles a',...,a° (ie. by its A-periods). Thus, if all the A-periods of a
holomorphic type (1/2,0) field on a normal manifold vanish, then the field itself
equals zero.

The results proved above can also be derived from a general theorem, the super
analog of the Riemann-Roch theorem. This gives the following. If H°(4", L) and
HY(A", L) can be considered as superspaces, then

dim H(A", L) —dim HY(A", L)=(d+ 1 —g|d), (39)

where d is the degree of L, g is the genus of the superconformal manifold 4", In the
absence of odd parameters this follows from the ordinary Riemann-Roch theorem.
In the general case, one has to use the fact that the index of the operator D remains
unchanged under variation of parameters. (Remember that the index of an
operator is defined as the difference of dimensions of its kernel and cokernel.)

Appendix

Let A be a real Grassmann algebra. An even A-point of the (p|g)-dimensional
superspace R?!? means a row of p even and ¢ odd elements of 4. An odd A-point is
given by a row of p odd and g even elements of 4. Taking 4 to be a complex
Grassmann algebra we obtain similarly the definition of a 4-point of the complex
(p|q)-dimensional superspace C?'%. The set of even A-points of IR?!9 or, respec-
tively, of €”!7 will be denoted by R%!Y, C¥/% For a superspace E we denote a
superspace with inverse parity by IIE. IIE possesses the same set of A-points
except for their parities which are renamed. Those points which were even in E are
called odd in ITE and vice versa. Thus, for instance, ITR?!=1R%?. If % is a domain
in IR?, then the subset of IR%“ consisting of rows (x!,...,x?, &', ..., &%) with
(m(xY), ..., m(x?)) e % will be called a A-superdomain #%. [We have used here the
notation m(x) for the numerical part of x € A.] For a complex domain % C C?, the
corresponding A-superdomain %4 C €%'? is defined analogously. A A-map of R%/
into R’/ means a map of the following form:

ynzz an[...ak(xl""’xp)éal"'éak,
nt= Y gh (Xt xP) e

where (y', ...y, ', o) eRIS (xY, L xP & L EDeRAY [ isa A-function
of parity equal to the parity of the number k, and g4, . is a A-function of parity
opposite to that of k. (A A-function is by definition a linear combination of
ordinary smooth functions with coefficients in 4 and with even elements x!, ..., x?
of A substituted for their arguments.) One can define analogously A-maps of
complex superspaces and A-maps of superdomains. A 4-manifold can be

(A1)
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understood as a manifold glued up from A-superdomains by means of A-maps. In
the text of this paper supermanifolds can always be understood as /4-manifolds,
their points can be understood as even /A-points, and maps can be understood as
A-maps for a fixed Grassmann algebra A. Another approach to the definition of a
supermanifold implies consideration of a family of 4-manifolds for all A’s, every
two of them being related in a certain way (cf. [16]). As a matter of course, all the
main results remain valid for the latter definition as well.

A A-manifold can be singled out in IR%/“ (or €%/9) by a system of equations, say,

f(2)=0, (A2)

where f is a A-map of R?!% into R?~"17~% Equation (A2) defines, in general, an
(r|s)-dimensional A-manifold. It is worth pointing out, however, that this is not
always the case. For example, a system of linear equations,

alx' +oE =0,

Bixi b1 =0,

with i=1,...,p; »=1,...,q; n=1,....,p—r; u=1,...,q—s, defines an (r|s)-
dimensional 4-manifold only if the numerical parts of the matrices (a}), (b%) are of
maximal rank [i.e. rankm(a}) = p —r, rankm(b}) = g — s]. In the case of a non-linear
system of equations similar constraints must be imposed on principal linear parts.

From every A-map f of superdomains one can make a map f,.4 of ordinary
domains by reducing all the nilpotents, that is replacing all the elements of
Grassmann algebra by their numerical parts. To every A-manifold Z° one can
relate an ordinary manifold %, called the underlying manifold of Z". The manifold
Z..q can be obtained also by reducing the nilpotents. More precisely, if 2" is glued
up from A-superdomains by means of some A-maps, then %, must be glued up
from ordinary domains by means of corresponding reduced maps. Morcover, for
every A-map f of A-manifold 4 into A-manifold % there is a corresponding map
Jrea: Zrea—™Y,cq- One has also a natural map 2’ > Z,.4. A point of %4, which results
under this map from a A-point P of Z, will be denoted by P, .?

In this paper we deal, in particular, with cohomology groups H°(.{", L) and
H'(A", L) with coefficients in a bundle L over a superconformal manifold .4". These
groups we regard as A-manifolds (or superspaces, according to the terminology
used mainly in the text). Such a treatment, however, may sometimes be impossible,
for the equation D¢ =0, which distinguish elements of H°(4", L) (i.e. holomorphic
sections of L) from an infinite-dimensional superspace of all sections, may not
satisfy the conditions described above. In the latter case we say that H°(A/, L)
cannot be considered as a superspace. An analogous situation may also take place
for H'(/", L). In other words, the groups H?(./", L) always arc A-modules, but
these 4-modules may not be free in some cases. [f not pointed out otherwise, all the
cohomology groups considered are understood to be superspaces.

In the text of this paper we often say “manifold” instead of “supermanifold” (or,
more accurately, instead of “/A-manifold”), “space” instead of “superspace,” and so

3 Note that this set-theoretical map, 2 — 4.4, cannot be considered as a 4-map of supermanifolds,
since it maps /-points of 2" into IR-points of Z,,,. This means, in particular, that the map 2 -2 ..,
does not induce a map of functions on 7,4 into A-functions on 2
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on. The term “determinant” always means the superdeterminant (i.e. the
Berezinian).

In Sect. 4 we have to put certain constraints on the meromorphic functions to
be considered. This restriction could be avoided if one used a more general
definition of divisors. On an arbitrary (m|n)-dimensional complex algebraic
supermanifold .4 a divisor is defined (according to Cartier) by the following set of
data. Let {%;} be a covering of A" by open superdomains, ¢; be even meromorphic
functions on %, such that (¢,),.q ¥ 0 and that g;;= ¢,/¢; are holomorphic functions
on %;n%; with nowhere vanishing (g;;),.q. The corresponding divisor is defined
then as a class of sets {¢;} with respect to equivalence ¢;~g;p; if g; are
holomorphic functions in %; with (g,),.q £0 in (%,),.q- Such a divisor represents,
roughly speaking, a linear combination of (m—1|n)-dimensional submanifolds
with integer coefficients. Note also that every such divisor is related to a line bundle
defined by transition functions g;, which appeared above, and that the classes of
divisors are in one-to-one correspondence with isomorphism classes of line
bundles. If 47 is a (1]1)-dimensional superconformal manifold, then Cartier
divisors may correspond to (0]1)-dimensional complex submanifolds. Had we
used in this case Cartier divisors, we get, in fact, the same results as in Sect. 4. This s
indicated, in particular, by the following correspondence. Every divisor defined as
in Sect. 4 (i.e. a linear combination of points) corresponds to a certain Cartier
divisor. If, for instance, the former is a single point P=(z,,{,), then the latter is
defined by the function (z—z,—{{,) in a domain containing P and by functions
equal to one in other domains. In other words, this Cartier divisor corresponds to a
(0] 1)-dimensional submanifold {z—z,—{{,=0}. Conversely, if some Cartier
divisor is given locally, for example, by an even holomorphic function ¢, such that
¢.cq has a single simple zero [or by a (0] 1)-dimensional submanifold {¢ =0}], then
the corresponding divisor in the sense of Sect. 4 contains the point defined by
equations ¢ =0, Do =0, i.e. the principal zero of ¢, with the unit coefficient. (Note
that although we have no complete correspondence between the divisors of two
kinds, this is inessential, for the groups of classes of linear equivalent divisors are
isomorphic. Indeed these groups are both isomorphic to the group of classes of line
bundles.)

The above connections between divisors in the sense of Cartier and divisors in
the sense of Sect. 4 is analogous to the correspondence between (1, 0)-forms and
fields of type (1/2,0) described in Sect. 1. Thus, for example, one could define the
periods as the integrals of type (1/2,0) fields over (1|1)-dimensional real cycles. In
this case, to derive bilinear relations (8), (9) in Sect. 2 one had to use the Stokes’
theorem for integral forms instead of differential forms.
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