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On the Malgrange isomonodromic deformations of
non-resonant meromorphic (2 x 2)-connections

Yuliya P. Bibilo, Renat R. Gontsov

Abstract

We study the tau-function and theta-divisor of an isomonodromic family of linear differ-
ential (2 X 2)-systems with non-resonant irregular singularities. In some particular case the
estimates for pole orders of the coefficient matrices of the family are applied.

1 Introduction

Consider a meromorphic linear (2 x 2)-system on the Riemann sphere C, i. e., a system of two
linear ordinary differential equations with singularities a(l), ...,a% € C and possibly co. By a
conformal mapping one can always arrange that all the singularities are in the complex plane

only. This means that one can reduce the system to the form

n ri+1

W B, =3 1)

=1 j5=1

where y(z) € C?, BZQ]- are (2 x 2)-matrices and Y, BY; = 0, to ensure that oo is not a singular
point.

The non-negative integers r1, . .., r, are called the Poincaré ranks of the singularities a(l), coal
respectively. One can assume that the Poincaré ranks r1,...,r,, are positive and r,11 = ... =
rn, = 0 (that is, the singular points a%Hh ...,ad are Fuchsian) for some 0 < m < n.

We consider the non-resonant case. This means that the leading term Bgri 41 of each non-
Fuchsian singularity a?, i = 1,...,m, has two distinct eigenvalues. In that case the singular
points a?, ..., ad, are irreqular.

The system (I]) can be thought of as a meromorphic connection VY (more precisely, as an
equation for horizontal sections with respect to this connection) on a holomorphically trivial
vector bundle E? of rank 2 over C. As known (see [, §21]), in a neighbourhood of each (non-
resonant) irregular singularity a? the local connection form w® = B(z)dz of V° is formally
equivalent to the 1-form

ri+1 0
wpo = E L dz
i —a%) 7
= (z —a;)
where AV, ... ,A?’Ti 1 are diagonal matrices and the leading term A?’Ti 41 is conjugated to B?r 1

This means that there is an invertible matrix formal Taylor series F(z) in (2 — a?) such that the
transformation § = F~!(z)y transforms the 1-form w® into wo:

wyo = F'WOF — F71(dF).
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One should note that formally equivalent systems in a neighbourhood O, of an irregular

singularity ag are not necessary holomorphically or meromorphically equivalent. The system ()
has in O, a formal fundamental matrix of the form

S ~ " AD .
V(2) = F(z)(z —a))™1e@®), Q(z) = >~ (z —ad) . (2)
; —J
7=1
One can cover O, by a set of sufficiently small sectors Si,..., Sy with vertices at a? such

that in each Sy there exists a unique fundamental matrix Yy(z) = Fi(2)(z — ag)Agl Q) of the
system with F(z) having F (2) as an asymptotic series in Sy (see [9, §21]). In every intersection
Sk N Sky1 the fundamental matrices Yj(z), Yi11(z) are connected by a constant matrix Cy:
Yit1(2) = Yi(2)Cy, which is called a Stokes’ matriz. If a? is a non-resonant singularity, then
two formally equivalent systems are holomorphically equivalent in O, if and only if they have
the same sets of Stokes’ matrices (see [9), §21] again). l

Further we will focus on deformations of the system (d) (of the pair (E°, VY)) that allow
the local formal equivalence class

ri+1 A AO
ij il .
wp, = ——dz+ —Y—dz i=1,...,m
A; Z(Z_ai)] +Z—ai ’ ) 5 1Ty
Jj=2
to vary in the sense that the diagonal matrices Ajo,...,A;, 41 vary in a neighbourhood of
A?2, e 7A?,Ti+1 with A?l held fixed. Thus for the set A; = {Ajo,...,Ajr, 41} of r; diagonal

matrices we denote by V,, the meromorphic connection on the holomorphically trivial vector
bundle of rank 2 over O,, whose 1-form is wy,. To describe the required deformations in more
details let us begin with a deformation space.

For k € N we denote by Z* the subset of the space CF whose points have pairwise distinct
coordinates. Then Z™ will be the space of pole locations and

Ci=C%2x...xC%*x2? i=1,...,m,
| ——

ri—1

will be the space of local formal equivalence classes at the pole a; (any class is determined
by 7 — 1 diagonal matrices Ajo,...,A;,, and a diagonal matrix A;,,+1 whose eigenvalues are
pairwise distinct). Define the deformation space D as the universal cover

D:ﬁxglx...xcm

of the Cartesian product Z" x C; X ... X Cy,.
One has the standard projections

a=(ay,...,an): D — Z",
Ai:(Az’2a~~-aAi,m+1)ID - G, 1=1,...,m.

For t € D we denote by a;(t) the i-th coordinate of the image of ¢t under the first projection and
by A;(t) the image of ¢ under the second one. Denote then by t° the base point of the deformation
space D corresponding to the system (I]) (to the initial connection V°), i. e., a(t®) = (a?,...,ad%),

A (%) = (A, ... ’A?ﬂ"i +1)- Consider also the singular hypersurfaces

X;={(zt) eCxD|z=a;()} CCxD, i=1,...,n.



Now for i = 1,...,m, consider the fibre bundle M; — C;, whose fiber over each point A; € C;
is the moduli space of local holomorphic equivalence classes of connections that are all formally
equivalent to the connection Vj,. A point of this fiber (a holomorphic equivalence class of
connections) is determined by a corresponding set of Stokes’ matrices. Let o) € M, denote the
holomorphic equivalence class of the connection V0|Oa0 ~ Vo and let ¢; denote the unique

horizontal section of the fibre bundle M; — C; such that o;(AY) = o?.
Due to B. Malgrange [L1], Th. 3.1] (see also [13, Th. 2.9]) the following statement holds.

Theorem 1. There exists a uniqueﬂ isomonodromic deformation (E,V) of the pair (E°,VY),
that is, the rank 2 holomorphic vector bundle E over C x D and integrable meromorphic connec-
tion V on E with a simple type r; sz’ngulam’tﬂ along X;, 1 = 1,...,n, satisfying the following
properties:

e the restriction of (E,V) to C x {t°} is isomorphic to (EY,V°);

e for anyt € D the restriction of V to C x {t} is formally equivalent to the local connection
V) near z = ai(t), i =1,...,m, and belongs to the local holomorphic equivalence class

oi(Ai(t)) € M;.

The deformation described above will be referred to as the Malgrange isomonodromic defor-
mation of the pair (E°, V0).
According to the Malgrange-Helminck—Palmer theorem (see [I3] §3] or [11], §3]) the set

©={teD| E]@X{t} is non-trivial }

is either empty or ©® C D is an analytic subset of codimension one (which is usually called the
Malgrange ©-divisor). If the latter holds, there exists a function 7 (called the 7-function of the
isomonodromic deformation) holomorphic on the whole space D whose zero set coincides with
0.

Thus the Malgrange isomonodromic deformation of the pair (E°, V?) determines an isomon-
odromic deformation

n ri+1

(ZZ it )y B;;(t°) = By, (3)

of the system () for t € D(t"), where D(t°) is a neighbourhood of the point t° in the space
D. The matrix functions B;;(t), holomorphic in D(t%), can be extended meromorphically to the
whole space D and have © as a polar locus.

Recall that for a Fuchsian system (the case of m = 0)

B B

Under some additional assumption we discuss later on.
2That is, near X; the local connection 1-form Q of V looks like

_ Bi(z7t) 7t
2= @y ¢ *Z ar) e

where the matrices B;, C;; are holomorphic and (for ¢ = 1,...,m) the eigenvalues of B;(a:(t),t) are pairwise
distinct.



the best known isomonodromic deformation has been described by L.Schlesinger [14], [15].

Starting from the initial conditions B;(a’) = BY, a = (af,...,a}), the residue matrices B;(a)
vary satisfying the Schlesinger equation
n
Bi(a),B
dB;(a) = — Z [Bi(a), Bj(a)] d(a; — aj), i=1,...,n,

j=1,j#i

and they are extended as meromorphic matrix functions to the deformation space 7" from a
neighbourhood D(a®) of the initial point a®.

A. A.Bolibruch [2] has obtained the following result concerning pole orders of the matrices
Bl(a)

Theorem 2. Let the monodromy of the (2 x 2)-system (@) be irreducible and let a* € © be
a point of the ©-divisor such that the restriction E]@X{a*} is of the form

Bl = O(-1) 8 O()

Then in a neighbourhood D(a*) of a* the ©-divisor is an analytic submanifold and the matriz
functions B;(a) have poles of at most second order along D(a*) N ©.

The latter means that 72(a)B;(a) are holomorphic matrix functions in D(a*). The proof of
Theorem 2 (formulated in a more general setting) also contains in [5].

Adapting Bolibrukh’s ideas to the case of linear systems with irregular singularities we
propose a local description of the ©-divisor of the Malgrange isomonodromic deformation and
generalization of Theorem 2 when the initial system has at most two irregular singularities and
their Poincaré ranks are equal to 1 (Theorem 3).

2 Holomorphic vector bundles and the Riemann—Hilbert prob-
lem for irregular systems

The fact t* € © means that the restriction E|g,, ) of the holomorphic vector bundle E de-
scribed in Theorem 1 is not holomorphically trivial. This restriction belongs to the family F of
holomorphic vector bundles over the Riemann sphere endowed with meromorphic connections
which occurs in the investigation of the corresponding Riemann—Hilbert problem. The latter
is the question on existence of a global meromorphic linear system with the singular points
ai = ai(t¥),...,a; = ap(t*) of Poincaré ranks ry,...,r, respectively that

1) has the same monodromy as the initial one and
2) is meromorphically equivalent to the local system

dy = wi'y (5)

determined by the local holomorphic equivalence class o;(A;(t*)) near each irregular singular
point a;.

The Riemann—Hilbert problem under consideration has a positive answer (it is sufficient one
of the irregular singularities to be non-resonant for positive solution in the two-dimensional case,
see [4]). This means there is a holomorphic vector bundle (not Elg, (,.y) in the family 7 that is
holomorphically trivial. Thus we are coming to the point where it is naturally to recall briefly
the construction of the family F (see details in [4]).



By the monodromy representation (generated by the monodromy matrices Gy,...,G,) of
the initial system (I]) one constructs over the punctured Riemann sphere C\ {a3,...,a}} a holo-
morphic vector bundle F of rank 2 with a holomorphic connection v having the prescribed mon-
odromy. This bundle is defined by a set {U,} of sufficiently small discs covering C\ {aZ,...,a}}
and set {gns} of constant matrices defining a gluing cocycle. A connection V is defined by a
set {wq} of matrix differential 1-forms w, = 0. So in the intersections U, N Ug # @ the gluing
conditions

Wa = (dgaﬁ)g(;gl + gaﬁwﬁgf;ﬁl
hold.

Further one extends the pair (F,V) to the whole Riemann sphere. In neighbourhoods
Oy of the irregular singular points aj, i = 1,...,m, the extension of V is determined by the
corresponding local matrix differential 1-forms w of the coefficients of the systems (Bl), while
in neighbourhoods O,: of the Fuchsian singular points aj, ¢ = m + 1,...,n, the extension of

V is determined by the matrix differential 1-forms Fjdz/(z — a’). Here E; =1/(27y/—1)InG;
is a normalized logarithm of the monodromy matrix G; and its branch is chosen so that the
eigenvalues pf of F; satisfy the condition

0 < Repl < 1. (6)

This is the so-called canonical extension (F°,V°) of the pair (F,V) in the sense of Malgrange
[12] (and Deligne [0], for the Fuchsian case).
Finally, consider a formal fundamental matrix (see (2]))

2(2) = E(Z)(Z — a;.k)A(z‘)l eQi(Z)7

= A;«k 1 *\—7] * *
Qi(2) = %; (z—a;)7, Ay = Aija(t),
j=1
of each local irregular system (B)), ¢ = 1,...,m, and write it in the form
Viz) = Fi(2)(z — )M (2 — a))Bie® ) A9 = [Re ). (7)

The diagonal elements of the integer-valued matrix A) are referred to as the formal valuations
of the system. As follows, the diagonal elements pf of the matrix E‘Z satisfy the condition ().
By an analogue of Sauvage’s lemma (see [8, L. 11.2]) for formal matrix series, for any diagonal
integer-valued matrix A; there exists a matrix I';(z) meromorphically invertible in Oy such that

~

Tj()Fi(2)(z = a) M4 = (2 — a)) M Hi(2), (8)

where A; is a diagonal integer-valued matrix and ﬁ,(z) is an invertible formal (matrix) Taylor
series in z — a;.

Now one constructs the family F of extensions of the pair (Fv , %) replacing the form w; in
the construction of (F°, V%) by the form

wh = (0T + TwiTTY, Ti(z) = (2 —a)) " MT(2), i=1,....m,

and the form E;dz/(z — a}) by the form

wh = (dT)0; 4+ T =T, Ty(z) = (2 — al)™S;, i=m+1,...,n,
z—a



where A; = diag(d},d?) is a diagonal integer-valued matrix whose diagonal elements satisfy the

condition d} > d?, and S; is a non-singular matrix reducing the matrix F; to an upper-triangular
form E} = S;E;S;” 1. As follows from (7)), ), a formal fundamental matrix of the local irregular
system dy = w?iy, i =1,...,m, is of the form

~ ~ ~

V/(2) = Ti(2)¥i(2) = Hi(2)(z — af) (= — af) Fiei(®), (9)

7

*

Its singular point z = a] is of Poincaré rank r; again. At the same time, the local system

dy = why, i=m+1,...,n, is Fuchsian:

/

A; E!
whi = ( 4 (z—af)Ai—’*(z—af)_Ai)dz.
Z—CLi Z—CLZ-

Let us call the matrices Ay, ..., An, Sm+1,--.,5, involved in the construction above, the
admissible matrices. Thus the family F consists of the pairs (F4°, V4*) obtained by all sets
(A,S) ={A1,...,An, Smt1, - - -, S} of admissible matrices. Though the matrices I} (2),..., I, (2)
(see (/) are also involved in the construction of the pair (F4%, V4) one should note that in
our (non-resonant) case the bundle F4° does not depend on them (for a fixed (A4, S)).

Now the restriction (E,V)|z,, {1~} can be thought of as an element of the family F:

0 Q0 0 <0
(B Vg = (F45, VA0,

AOZ{A?V"vAQL}v 502{521-1—17'--752}7

where the matrices AY,..., A% are defined in (7)), and the sets of the (admissible) matrices
AY . AD and SO 4,..., S0 come from the Levelt decompositions [10] of a fundamental
matrix Y'(2) of the initial system () at the corresponding Fuchsian singularities a2, 1y ,ad:

Y(2) :Ui(z)(z—a?)A?S?(z—a?)Ei, i=m+1,...,n,
where the matrix U;(z) is holomorphically invertible at the point a?. The matrices Aom Llre s A9
are preserved along the deformation (see [3]). And one requires the matrices S0, 4, ..., S9 to be
also preserved, to ensure that the Malgrange deformation is a unique isomonodromic deformation
of the pair (E°, V%) (see Theorem 1).

3 Theorem on O-divisor

Now let us consider a linear meromorphic (2 x 2)-system with n singular points such that m < 2
of them are irregular and their Poincaré ranks are equal to 1, i. e., the system of the form (),
where r12 <1, 713 =... =7, =0:

dy BY, BY, ~ B}
29 S 2 VY 10
dz ((z—a?)?*(z—a(;)?*;z—&Q ! 1o

The ©-divisor and the coefficient matrices B;;(t) of the Malgrange isomonodromic deformation
@) of such system possess the following properties.

Theorem 3. Let the monodromy representation of the (2 x 2)-system (I0)) be irreducible
and let t* € © be a point of the ©-divisor such that

Elgy ey = O(-1) @ O(1).

6



Then in a neighbourhood D(t*) of t* the ©-divisor is an analytic submanifold and the matriz
functions B;;(t) have poles of at most second order along D(t*) N ©.

Before proving this theorem let us recall a calculation algorithm for the local T-function of
the Malgrange isomonodromic deformation (E, V) of the system (I0]).
Consider a point t* € ©. Though the corresponding pair (F, V)|@X{t*} = (FAO’SO, VAOvSO) is
such that the bundle
FA%° >~ 0(-1) 8 0(1)

is not holomorphically trivial, one can construct an auxiliary linear meromorphic system

d B*O B*O n Bka
_y:< . ——_ ’1*>y, (11)
dz (z—a3) (z—a3)? = z-q
with irregular non-resonant singular points aj = a1(t*), a5 = a2(t*) of Poincaré rank 1 and
Fuchsian singular points a} = az(t*),...,a}; = an(t*). This system is holomorphically equivalent

to the local systems determined by the connection vA%S” in neighbourhoods of the corresponding
singular points, but it has an apparent Fuchsian singularity at the infinity (i. e., the monodromy
at this point is trivial). Its fundamental matrix is of the form Y*(z) = U(2)2% near the infinity,
where

1 1
U(Z):[+U1;+U2?+...y K = diag(—1,1). (12)

Therefore, the residue matrix at the infinity is equal to —K, and > ; Bflo = K (existence of
such a system in the Fuchsian case is explained, for example, in the proof of Theorem 2 from
[16]; an explanation here is the same).

The columns of the fundamental matrix Y*(z) of the system under C determine a basis
of sections of the bundle FA™S" horizontal with respect to VA"5". Consider a matrix V(z)
holomorphically invertible in a neighbourhood O« of the infinity whose columns determine this
basis under Oy. Then the quotient Y*(2)V ~1(2) = goo is a cocycle of the bundle F A%S? which
is 2K i.e.

U(2)25% = 2KV (2). (13)

Let us include the auxiliary system (III) into the Malgrange isomonodromic family

dy _ Biy(t) B, (t) - B;(t) * (k) _ *0
2= (e eagp t e Jor Byt =i (4

An appropriate matrix meromorphic differential 1-form determining this family (see [7, Ch.4,
§1]) has the form

n

w=%" Lﬂz d(z —a;(t)) + % d(z — ai(t)) + (dA)-part. (15)
i=1 ¢

Observe that the equality > ;" | B (t) = K holds. Indeed, the differential 1-form w satisfies the
Frobenius integrability condition, i.e., dw = w A w. One can directly check that the residue (in

the sense of Leray) of w Aw along {z = oo} is equal to zero and the residue of dw along {z = oo}
is equal to d > | B} (t).



Let Y (z,t) be the fundamental matrix of the Pfaffian system dy = wy of the form

V(o) = Uz, )25, Ulzt) = I + Ul(t)é 4 Ug(t)z—lz +o (16)

at the infinity, and Y (z,t*) = Y*(z) (by analogy with the Fuchsian case [1]).
As follows from ([IHl),

oy ri+1 Bfk_(t) ri+1 ( )
yl=-) = 1
da; Z (z —a;) Z (1 —2)3° (17)
7=1 7=1
Expanding into series the left and the right sides of (I7]) near the infinity, one gets
U, (t) 1 1y L1
a2 +o(z7) = (— il(t); +o(z” )) (I+U1( )= +o(z" ))7
therefore
oU(¢) .
da: (1), i=1,...,n (18)
From the relation
n ri+1
Y l U
Z]
=1 j=1

one gets
Ui(t) 5 + o) + (T+ (o) + o<z—1>)§ =
= (54 (2": Bi(t)as + Bia(t) + Bh(0)) 5 +0(=)) (T4 Ta()2 +0(=7)).
=1

Hence

-Ui+ U, K ZB t)ai + Bia(t) + Ba(t).

Thus the upper-right element u;(¢) of the matrix U (t) coincides with the same element of the
matrix Y ;| Bfi(t)a; + Biy(t) + Bjy(t).

Lemma 1. The function uyi(t) is not equal to zero identically and vanishes at the point
t=1t".

Proof. Since the matrix Uy (t*) is that from the decomposition (I2), the vanishing of ()
at the point t* follows from the relation (L3]).

Now let us explain that the function wuq(t) is not equal to zero identically. We denote by
bij(t) the upper-right elements of the matrices B};(t). Then

ul(t) = b12 —l— b22 —|— Z bzl

and as follows from (I8,
8’&1 (t)
8(%'

= —b;1(t), i1=1,...,n.



Arguing by contradiction, suppose that uq(¢) = 0. Then the following equalities should be true:

bi1(t) =0, 1=1,...,n,
b12(t) + baa(t) = 0.

We will show that bya(t) = baa(t) = 0 as well, which contradicts irreducibility of the monodromy
of the family (I4]).

To use the fact that z = co is an apparent singularity of the family (I4]), let us turn to a
new independent variable £ = z~! and examine the matrix differential 1-form B*(z,t)dz of the
coefficients of this family near the point £ = 0:

n

e BUEND L BUEND S~ Bh() N~ Bal)
B0 = g © & 2 )? Z.Zi(l—azf)_

= (K Bias + 3 B0 + o)) - (ZB *223 e +ofe)) =
i=1 =1
n 2

_ —?1 K- <Z Bi(a;+ > Bi’é(t)) - (Z Bj(t)a7 +2 Z B?z@)az')f Fole) =
i=1 i=1 i=1 =1

(2 (e e

The gauge transformation § = £Xy changes the latter matrix into a new one having the form

1 0 —22?: big(t)ai
5 ( 5 > + O(1).

The monodromy matrix of the Fuchsian singular point £ = 0 of the transformed system is iden-
tity. On the other hand, both eigenvalues of its residue matrix are zeros. Thus the monodromy
matrix is equal to the exponent of the residue matrix, i. e.,

2 . .
exp27r\/—_1< 8 —2 ZZ:é bia(t)as > =1

Then the equality bio(t)a; +baa(t)az = 0 holds, which (together with the equality bio(t)+baa(t) =
0) implies bi2(t) = baa(t) = 0. O

Lemma 2. The function ui(t) is a local T-function of the Malgrange isomonodromic de-
formation of the system ([IQ), i. e., it locally determines the ©-divisor near the point t* € ©.

Proof. If ui(t) # 0, then we can consider a holomorphically invertible (with respect to z)

in C matrix
1 0
F’l(z,t):<_ 5 1).
u1(t)

By the construction the matrix U’'(z,t) = I'|(2,t)U(z,t) is of the form

Uz t) = (V) + UL 5 + )=, Uh() = ( ° )

Cu) w()

where f(t) is a holomorphic function at the point t = ¢*.



The gauge transformation
y1=T1(z,t)y,  Ti(zt) = Up(t) 'Ty(2,1), (19)
transforms the system (I4]) into a new one, with a fundamental matrix
Yi(z,t) = T1(z,t)Y (2,1) (20)

that is holomorphically invertible at the infinity. As the columns of the matrix Y (z,¢) form a
basis of horizontal (with respect to the restriction of the connection V on C x {t}) sections of
the bundle E5 (1} over C, the relation (20)) implies a holomorphic triviality of this bundle.

If ui(t) = 0, then the matrix

Vie(2) = = KUz, 1)K = 2K <z+ ( "0 > §+> K

*

is holomorphically invertible at the infinity, hence Y (2,t) = 25V, (2) and Elg, = o-1)e
o). O

Proof of Theorem 3. First we explain that du;(¢*) # 0. Indeed, in the opposite case the
following equalities should be true:

bi1(t*) =0, 1=1,...,n,
b2 (t*) + baa(t*) = 0.

Then similarly to the proof of Lemma 1 one gets the relations b1a(t*) = ba2(t*) = 0, which
contradict the monodromy irreducibility. Thus the ©-divisor of the Malgrange isomonodromic
deformation of the system (I0) is an analytic submanifold in a neighbourhood D(t*) of the point
t*.

Now let us estimate the pole orders of the matrices B;;(t), Bia(t), B22(t) along © N D(t*).
Return to the proof of Lemma 2. The family obtained from (4] via the gauge transformation
(I9), coincides with the Malgrange isomonodromic deformation (for t € D(¢*) \ ©) of the initial
system (I0)). (Indeed, this transformation does not change connection matrices at the Fuchsian
singular points and it also does not change holomorphic equivalence classes of the family at
the irregular singularities.) Therefore the coefficient matrix of the Malgrange isomonodromic
deformation of the initial system ([I0) has the form

% -1 Biy(t) B, (t) - B (t) —1
0z o+ <(z —ai(t))? + (z — aq(t))? * ; z— ai(t)>rl '

As the matrix I';1(z,t) is holomorphically invertible (with respect to z) in C, one has
Bii(t) = Ty(ai(t),t) By (T ai(t),t),  i=3,...,n,
and for i = 1,2 one has

Bi2(t) = Fl(ai(t)7t) ;2(t)rl_1(ai(t)7t)7
Balt) = (@), 6) BT (). 6) + Ty (e, 0) B (OTT i), 1) +
-1
D3 a0, 1) Bt 5 (ai(t). )

10



Since

O 1 PG
Pl(z,t) — U(,)(t)_lra(Z,t) — ( ull(t) U(;( ) ) < . (1) > — < Z+1u1(t) ’LL(;( ) )

w () o)

and the matrices B;}(t) are holomorphic near the point ¢ = t*, one sees that the same holds for
all the matrices (uy(t))?B;(t). O

Remark. Recall that the Painlevé 111 and V equations can be described in terms of isomon-

odromic deformations satisfying Theorem 3 (see details in [7, Ch. 5, §§4,5]): for Py one has
m =n =2 and for Py one has m =1, n = 3. If t* € © and Elg, ., = O(—k) ® O(k), then the
estimate 2k < m + n — 2 holds [4] when the monodromy of a connection is irreducible. Thus
2k < 2 and hence £ = 1 in the both cases.
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