arXiv:1511.05083v2 [nlin.SI] 19 Nov 2015

A Symmetric System of Mixed Painlevé III - V
Equations and its Integrable Origin

H. Aratyn J. F. Gomes, D. V. Ruy and A.
Department of Physics, H. Zimerman

University of Illinois at Chicago, Instituto de Fisica Tedrica-UNESP
845 W. Taylor St., Rua Dr Bento Teobaldo Ferraz 271,
Chicago, 1L 60607 Bloco 11

01140-070, Sao Paulo, Brazil

Abstract

A mixed symmetric Painlevé III - V model which describes a hybrid of
both equations is defined and obtained by successive self-similarity and Dirac
Lagrange multiplier reductions from an integrable 4-boson hierarchy.

1 Introduction

This paper deals with a system of nonlinear ordinary differential equations
containing both Painlevé III and V equations as well as a new equation that
passes the basic Painlevé test and possesses invariance under Agl) extended
affine Weyl group. This system of equations emerges through self-similarity
and Dirac reductions performed on a special class of integrable models [3, 5]
referred to as multi-boson Lax hierarchies and presented here in a Hamiltonian
setting.

As postulated by Ablowitz, Ramani and Segur (ARS) [2] the partial dif-
ferential evolution equations of integrable hierarchies reduce in self-similarity
limit to ordinary differential equations with solutions that have no movable
critical points other than poles. This feature is known as Painlevé property.

The self-similarity reduction applied to multi-boson Lax hierarchies [3, 5]
leads to higher Painlevé equations invariant under extended affine Weyl groups
ASEL or Agi}l_l,m = 1,2... [14, 15, 16, 17]. More specifically, the 4-boson
model considered in this paper reduces in self-similarity limit to Ail) Painlevé
equations. In another well-known example the 2-boson model reduces to Agl)
Painlevé IV equations (see e.g. [6]). A construction given previously in [5,

6, 4] involved further reduction of Az(ll)

equation.
In this paper we are able to address the following question. How to reduce
integrable models of 2m-boson type to Painlevé equations with symmetry

Painlevé equation to A:(gl) Painlevé V

structures other than Agr)L or Agr)hl (m = 2 in this paper)? For instance
the Painlevé III equation with Bél) extended affine Weyl symmetry is here

obtained as a limit of Dirac reduction of the Afll) Hamiltonian system. The



two-step reduction of the 4-boson model, first to Afll) equations by the self-

similarity reduction then followed by the Dirac reduction involving Lagrange
multipliers leads to a new system of mixed symmetric Painlevé III - V equa-
tions that embed Agl) Painlevé V equation and Bél) Painlevé TII equation.
Explicitly this new system is governed by the following equations:

2fi,z = fifiva(fir1 — fiys) + (=1)'fi (a1 + a3 + C) (1.1)
+oi(fi + fiva) — (D ey (fisr + fivs), i=0,1,2,3

where f; = fi+4 and the symbol [i/2] is i/2, if i is even or (i + 1)/2, if 7 is
odd. Equations (1.1) have two features that distinguish them from standard
symmetric Agl) Painlevé V equations [14, 15, 13]. First, one notices presence of
additional terms that contain “deformation parameters” ¢;. These parameters
satisfy periodicity conditions €; = €19 that reduce their number to two: €g
and €;. Secondly, in addition to usual parameters «;,7 = 0,1, 2, 3 of the affine
Weyl structure the model also depends explicitly on an arbitrary parameter
C.

Equations (1.1) possess two integration constants r¢, ] appearing in rela-
tions:

fitfa=r12"C  fot fo=1o2 Y, (1.2)

where
Q=ag+a1+as+ag#0. (1.3)

For two special values of C: C' = 0 or C' = —{) the combinations f; + f3 or
fo + f2 become equal to integration constants r; or rg, respectively.
For C satisfying the condition

C=-0/2. (1.4)

the terms f1 + f3 and fy 4+ fo are proportional to each other by a constant.
Such condition was assumed in [14, 15, 13]. When the condition (1.4) holds
equations (1.1) describe either Painlevé III or Painlevé V equation. More
explicitly, equations (1.1) will turn into Painlevé III or Painlevé V equations
depending on whether the integration constant r; vanishes or has a non-zero
value (to simplify the argument we assumed here that constants 7y and ¢
remain different from zero). Thus in the case of (1.4) (and r9 # 0) equa-
tions (1.1) have effectively only one deformation parameter r; determining
transition between Painlevé III and V cases.

The symmetry structure of equations (1.1) possesses additional features
when C' fails to satisfy the condition (1.4), which we illustrate here by con-
sidering C' = 0. In this case (and with o = 1,¢; = 0) this model is described
by a second order differential equation:

1 1 1 9 o (ary — epzas)q
qzz = Zq,z+ (2q+ 2((]—7’1)) (qZ EO) zz(q—n)

~ Brilg—r) teorizan yq(g—r1) —eo(l+ar) 1

24 . +5alg—r1)(2g =),
(1.5)




where ¢ = f1 and with «, 8, parameters to be defined below in relation
(4.33). The other two parameters present in the above equation are: a de-
formation parameter ¢y and an integration constant ri. For non-zero values
of these two parameters equation (1.5) describes a system which is neither

Painlevé III nor V equation but a new equation with only Agl) symmetry. It
will be shown that equation (1.5) passes the Painlevé test for all values of its
parameters. Thus our study indicates that Dirac reduction of Hamiltonian
systems preserves the Painlevé property. By letting one of these parameters
€p or 71 go to zero one recovers Painlevé V or Painlevé III equations. More
specifically, in the limit ¢ — 0 the equation (1.5) becomes the Painlevé V
equation with Ai())l) extended affine Weyl symmetry after transformation from
q to y =1—r1/q. On the other hand, in the limit 7, — 0 the equation (1.5)
goes into the Painlevé III equation invariant under Bgl) extended affine Weyl
symmetry.
The schematic diagram of our presentation is shown below:
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The above diagram summarizes main results of our construction. Each
of the Painlevé equations listed at the bottom of the diagram and associated
with Aél), Bgl), Agl) symmetry structures can be identified with reductions
of higher Painlevé equations of Ail) type via the Dirac Lagrange multiplier
method within the Hamiltonian framework. All these equations can be em-
bedded in a new set of symmetric symmetric Painlevé III-V equations and
then recovered by taking appropriate limits of the underlying parameters
C, T, ei,i = 1, 2.

In section 2 we obtain higher Painlevé equations in a self-similarity limit
of the 4-boson integrable model and recall their invariance under the extended

affine Weyl Afll) group of Béacklund transformations.



In section 3 we work within the Hamiltonian formalism applying Dirac La-
grange multiplier method [10] on Ail) model to obtain Hamiltonian structures
governing symmetric Painlevé IT1I-V model.

In section 4 we discuss symmetric Painlevé III-V equations and their re-
ductions. In subsection 4.1 we introduce a version of symmetric Painlevé
V equations with explicit dependence on an arbitrary constant C that de-
termines form of the Backlund automorphism 7 of the extended affine Agl)
Weyl group. By adding additional terms to symmetric Painlevé V equations
that break ambiguity in the value of C' we arrive at the notion of symmet-
ric Painlevé III-V equations presented in subsection 4.2. Various submodels
obtained by setting the underlying constants to specific values and correspond-
ing to symmetry structures, Agl), Bél), Agl), as well as a solvable model, are
discussed in separate subsections of this section. First, in 4.2 we point out
conditions, C = —Q/2,79 # 0,71 # 0, on C,r1,r9 under which symmetric
Painlevé TII-V equations reduce to Painlevé V equations. In subsection 4.3
we reduce symmetric Painlevé III-V equations to symmetric Painlevé I1I equa-

tions in the r1 — 0 limit for any C' and study emergence of Bgl) symmetry

group out of A:(gl) in this limit. Hamiltonian representations of symmetric
Painlevé I1I-V equations are introduced in subsection 4.4. In 4.4.1 it shown
how for C' = —/2 all Hamiltonian equations can be derived from one model
with the fixed value of C' taken here to be equal to —1/2. Thus, the Dirac
reduction of Section 3 carried out for C' = —1/2 (and C' = 0) can be consid-
ered established for all values of C'= —€/2. In 4.4.2 and 4.4.3 we extend the
Hamiltonian representations to cases of C' # —Q/2. Especially in 4.4.3 we
cover the case of C' = 0 and perform the Painlevé analysis of Agl) equation
(1.5) obtained for C' = 0,79 = 1 and €; = 0 that is a mixture of Painlevé III
and V equations.

In a final section 5 we offer concluding remarks and discuss planned ex-
tensions of this work.

2 Self-similarity reduction of 4-Boson in-

tegrable model to Afll) Painlevé system

The integrable 4-boson model is defined by the pseudo-differential Lax oper-

ator :
(9 _ 9 . _ 9 . _
\ oz 2 ox “a-e ox e
d 179 -1
X<a$—€1—61—02> <(9.I_62_62> N

and is a particular case of the 2m-boson sub-hierarchy of the KP hierarchy
with Lax operators that are given by a ratio of products :

m+1 9 m o -1
Ly, = H <8x+vm+2_j> ll_[l <8:U+vl> , m=12,...

J=1

(2.1)



The Lax coefficients of this sub-hierarchy are subject to the constraint :

m+1 m

Z V5 — Z’[)l =0
j=1 =1

and the underlying second bracket structure has a form of graded SL(m +
1,m) Kac-Moody algebra in a diagonal gauge. As shown in [3, 4] the second
bracket structure is diagonalized by a change of variables to m conjugated
pairs (¢; , €;) ., through relations

m m
@l = —e] — E Cp, Uj = —6j_1 — E Cp
p=l p=j

fori=1,2,...,mand j =1,...,m+ 1. These relations automatically solve
the constraint and re-produce the graded SL(m+1,m) bracket structure from
a simple bracket structure

i=1,...,

{ei(xv [ﬂ)vcj(ya [t])}Q = _5ij5z(x - y)? i,j=1,2,...,m (22)

where coefficients are taken at equal higher times [t] = ta, t3,... [3, 4].

The 2m-boson sub-hierarchy is characterized by invariance under Darboux-
Backlund symmetry transformations associated with a special Volterra lattice
symmetry structure within the bigger structure of Toda lattice [3].

The system of partial differential equations describing the second to- flow
of the 4-boson integrable hierarchy [3]:

801 0
ETR =3 (Cl,x - c% —2e1c1 + 2c04 — 20162>

0 0
a_9 <—61 z — e% — 2e1cq — 26102>

oty Ox ’

2.3
ez _ 0 Cox — C5 — 2eqc .
oty ox\ 2" r TP
862 0

s oz <_€2,x — €3 — 2eaco — 2(e1,4 + 6161)>
reduces in a self-similarity limit to ordinary differential equations with a
Painlevé property, in agreement with the ARS conjecture [2]. The Painlevé
equations obtained from equations (2.3) in such limit will be a subject of this
section.

To perform self-similarity reduction we introduce a variable & = x/\/t2
and define €;(£) and ¢;(§) through relations

é](é) = Cj(matQ)\/Ea é](é) = ej(x7t2)\/57 Jj=12.

Equations (2.3) in a self-similarity limit simplify when rewritten in terms of
Y] = €1+ ¢ + 2¢2, Yo = €2+ ¢2 and €;(€),7 = 1,2, that in this limit form
two pairs of conjugated canonical variables. To further streamline notation



we will drop the tilde over €;(§). In this notation a self-similarity limit of
equations (2.3) takes a form of Hamilton equations:

aHAil) 6,HAS) .
e]vg = 8Y ’ Y77£ - = 86 ’ ] - 172 ‘ (2'4)
J J
obtained from the Hamiltonian
- £ £
HAEII) (61,Y1,62,Y2) = — Zej (YJ - 2> (Y} - ej) + 261 (Y1 — 2> (YQ — 62)
j=1

+ E’lyl + EQYQ - ]{3161 — k‘geg. (25)

with arbitrary constants k;, k;,7 = 1,2. The Hamilton equations are consistent
with the following bracket structure

{ei,Yj} = 5ij7 i,j = 1, 2. (2.6)

The Hamiltonian (2.5) can be rewritten as [5]:

2 2 2 J
Hams = > pidj (pj + 45 +€/2) +2pq1p2 — Y a9;q; + Y p; <Z 04%—1)
=1

j=1 j=1 k=1
(2.7)
by employing a symplectic transformation:
e2=p2t+@+{/2, ea=-q 2.8)
Yo=p2+q +§/2, Yi=—-q@-—p2—m '
and setting :
ar = —ki, ap=—k1—ky, az=hy—kay, as=ka+h,
We now can identify a self-similarity limit of (2.3) with Afll) Painlevé equa-
tions:
fie = fi (fix1 — fire + fixs — fixa) + i, i=0,...,4 (2.9)
realized from a polynomial Hamiltonian (2.7) through relations

i
pi=fu, =) fa1, i=1...4, (2.10)
k=1

when conditions fo+---+ f1 = —&/2 and ag + - - - + a4 = —1/2 are satisfied.
The above Painlevé equations (2.9) are manifestly invariant under the
following Béacklund transformations:

si() = —ai, si(og) =aj+o; (j=i£1), si(ay) =a; (j #4i+1),
Q. . . ..
si(fi) = fi, si(f) =1 £ f G=ix1), si(fy)=f; G#iix1),
ﬂ-(aj):aj'f'l? W(fj):fj"rl? iajzoala”'74
(2.11)
of the extended affine Weyl group AS). The generators m,s;,¢ = 0,1,...,4
satisfy the following fundamental relations [1, 14, 15, 16, 17]:
s? =1, sis; =858; (j #4,i£1),  sisj8 = s5sis5 (j=1=£1),

=1, TSj = 8j417. (2.12)



3 Dirac Lagrange Multiplier Reduction of
H

AY

Our starting point is the Hamiltonian H A (2.5) describing a self-similarity
4

reduction of the 4-Boson model.
We first define a pair of canonical variables P, Q :

Yy — M¢

P:_Ngelv Q: N£

(3.1)

via symplectic transformation from ej, Y] involving constants M, N and a
variable £ from previous section. This change of variables redefines the corre-

sponding Hamiltonian # ,) as follows:
4
PQ MP

HAS) (P7 Q7 €2, Y2) = HAELU (617 Ylv €2, YQ) - T - Nié-
so that HA(1) in terms of eg, Ya, P, ) becomes:

4

1 _
P V)= ———(—2M P* + P? — 2k Yo N6 — 2k PN
%Ail)( 7@7627 2) (26]\72)( + 2 19 5 1

+2kyea N26+2PQN?+2M PN —2PQ*N3¢?
—2PM*¢ N+ PQN?*¢+PME N —-2QN P?

+ e’ N2E2 —4PQN?*ME* +2e93 N2 EYy? — 2e2 N2€ Y,
—eaN?E2Yy —2PENY, +2PEN ey — 2k E2N3Q
+4PEN?QYy —4PEN?Qey +4PENMY, —4PEN Mey)

up to constant terms.
To eliminate variables es and Ys we impose two second class constraints :

b1 =es — 2 (D€ + EP + FPQ) (3.2a)
P2 =Yy — AL (3.2b)

with constants D, E, F, A (together with N, M introduced earlier) to be com-
pletely determined by the condition that the reduction process reproduces one
of the following Hamiltonian systems :

e The Hamiltonian system that will be shown to describe equation (1.1)
for C =0,79 =1,2=1and ¢, =0 and ¢ = f1,p = —f2 as in relation
(4.23):

zHo—o = p(p+ 2)q(q — 1) + c2zq + (1r1 + €02)p — (o + a3)pg (3.3)

e The Hamiltonian system that will be shown to describe equation (1.1) for
C=-1/2,Q=1,r9=1and ¢, = —1 and for ¢ = fi127/2,p = — fo21/2
as in relation (4.26):

zHo— 12 =p(+2)q(g—r1) — (a1 +a3) pg+ (ar1 + €0) p

+ (g —11) 2q (34)



Here we define z as z = ¢2. Below in subsection 4.4 we will discuss how
these two Hamiltonian structures fit into the formalism of symmetric PIII-V
equations and show that all the Hamilton equations with C' = —{2/2 can be
obtained from Hco—_1/5 by simple rescaling.

We will now follow the Lagrange multiplier approach to impose the con-
straints from (3.2) by augmenting the Hamiltonian H A by Lagrange multi-
plier terms: )

Hym = Hi,gm =H o + b1+ Aaga

The Lagrange multipliers A1, Ao are fixed by condition of compatibility of
constraints ¢1,7 = 1,2:

A6

0= 3¢

dé &
= {om Hyw} + ¢+ > An{ém, dn} (3.5)
n=1

on the constraint manifold. These compatibility conditions fix the values of
Lagrange multipliers to:

An Z{¢m¢m} ! ({d)ma A(l)} + 8¢m> (3.6)

n=1

where the values of the matrix elements of the inverse of the matrix {¢n, ¢m}
are {¢1, 2} 1 = —1 = —{¢1, ¢2} ! and zero otherwise. Thus

Odm,
Hzil):HA(l)_ Z ¢n{¢na¢m} 1<{¢ma A(l)}+ ? >

n=1m=1

and equations of motion for P, ) become
Pe= P H )~ (Pondonan) ({on Hyp) + 52 oo  (370)

Q= (@}~ (@ o 0a} (0n A<1)}+8¢2>!¢m0 (3.7b)

Explicit calculation gives the following values for quantities appearing in (3.7):

O0H A

(@2, H 0} = - 8624 , {Pot = FP {Q7¢1}——E(E+FQ)
(3.8)

Multiplying both sides of equations (3.7) by & in order to obtain expressions
for £ P, £Q¢ and inserting the technical results (3.8) yields:

8HA£11) aHAil)
€= —¢—o — FP ( e+ A) . (3.92)
8HA£11) 8HA511)
Qe =¢ 9P +(E+ FQ) ( de, + A) | im0 (3.9b)



We will first compare equations (3.9) to the Hamilton equations :

2¢: =q(q—1r1)(2p+ 2) — (a1 + a3)g + aqr1 + €02

(3.10)
zp. = —p(p+ 2)(2¢ — 1) + (a1 + a3)p — asz

obtained from Hc—g given in (3.3). For z = £2 these equations can be rewrit-

ten as
OHc—g OHc—g

=2
Equations (3.9a),(3.9b) will agree with equation (3.11) when we identify P = p
and ) = ¢ and values of N, M, D, E, I, A become functions of r; and ¢y that
will now be given below. We find that

§qe =2 . (3.11)

1 32
N=2  A=-+4+_——"
’ 5 162 1

and F' # 0 is a solution of a quadratic equation:
1660 F 4 (1677 —1)(F —1) = 0. (3.12)

Note, that for 161“% —1=0o0rr = +1/4 it must hold that ¢¢ = 0. It is
convenient to express the remaining parameters M, D, E in terms of F' being
a solution (3.12) and an auxiliary quantity:

+72/4 — 47"‘11

2
G=1-F+42F? = 250

1/16 — r}
as
1 ) 1
D= —F+F/4+1i§\/5 (3.13)
1/1 2 1 (e +r?/4—4r]
_Ly 3260 42 € +ri/ . rq (3.14)
2\2 16,21/ 2 1/16 — r2
1
M=o ((1 — 2r ) F3 — 2F2 4 9F + F(F — 2)\/(;) (3.15)
1
E=--— (2r1F2 Y F+ F\/é) (3.16)

In addition the following conditions on constants k1, ko, k1 need to hold :

k1= ay (3.17)
ko = % (F? +4 —6F44F (a1 + a3)) (3.18)
b= (F3(1 +4r1 (a1 — a3)) + 2F — F?(2(a1 + a3) + 1)+ (3.19)

L2F(F(ay + o) — 1)\/5) . (3.20)

Next we determine conditions for which equations (3.9) and the Hamilton
equations

2¢: =q(q—11) (2p+2) — (a1 + a3) g+ air1 + € (3.21)
zp,=—-p(p+2)(2¢—7r1)+ (1 +a3)p — asz + 112 '

9



will agree. Equations (3.21) are obtained from the Hamilton Ho—_ /5 (see
definition (3.4)), which as will be shown in the next section describes (1.1) for
a special non-zero value of the parameter C' (C'= —1/2) and 79 = 1,¢; = —1.
Since we identify z = £ the comparison is to be made with equations

OHc=—1/2 OHc=—1/2
=2—— 1= =—-2—1= 3.22
£4e ap Pe 34 (3.22)
This procedure fixes the values of N, M, D, E, F, A to
1 1
F=1 A=-, N=2 D=-+4+mn
2 4
and . )
— 1/2 —2r
{—(7"1+1/4)’ { 1/2
and
/%1 =09 — T (3.23)
3
ko = B -2 (Oz1 + 043)) (3.24)
0
ki+ =ap+ ag+ 2r1(2a1 —1)+4eg + {4(a0 + as)r (3.25)

In conclusion, we have obtained two Hamilton equations (3.10) and (3.21)
by Dirac reduction of the self-similarity limit of the 4-boson model. In the
next section the Hamilton equations (3.10) and (3.21) obtained in this section
will be identified with generic examples of new symmetric PIII-PV equations.

4 Symmetric Formulation of Painlevé III
and V systems

4.1 On Symmetric Aél) Painlevé equations

To provide a useful framework for combining reductions of systems described

in the previous section we first recall symmetric Agl) Painlevé V (PV) equa-
tions (see e.g. [14]) :

2fi, = fifivo(fivr — firs) + (=1)'fi (a1 + a3 + C) (4.1)
+ai(fi+fi+2)7 i:07172737

where C and «;,7 = 0,1, 2,3 are being constants. Unlike the reference [14] we
do not assume relation (1.4) between C' and €.

Equations (4.1) are manifestly invariant under the extended affine Weyl
group Aél) generators m,s;,7 = 0,1,2,3 acting as defined in relations (2.11).
However the action of the automorphism operator m depends on whether a
parameter C satisfies the condition (1.4) as we will now discuss.

10



By summing i = 0,2 and ¢ = 1,3 components of equation (4.1) one obtains

AVLL) (g4 £)(C 4 ap+aa + s+ ),
(4.2)
AR (g0,

which can be rewritten as equations (1.2), revealing two integration constants
ro and 7 of equation (4.1). Note that having identical equation z(f;+ fi+2), =
(—=C)(fi+ fit+2) for both i = 0 and ¢ = 1 is a necessary condition for canonical
(w(fi) = fi+1) transformation rule for 7. This requires the condition (1.4)
with 79 = 1. When the condition (1.4) holds one can cast equations (1.2) in
a compact form ;

fit fiya =1z, i=0,1. (4.3)
We also observe that the substitution :
fi=2"f, i=13 fi=fi/z", i=0,2 (4.4)

in equation (4.1) shifts the value of C' to C' = C — k and changes the canonical
action of 7 automorphism to:

7(f2;) = Z%ﬁjﬂ, T(faj—1) = 2 fa

Despite its non-conventional form such operator 7w continues to satisfy the
extended affine Weyl group fundamental relations (2.12). In particular, for
the choice kK = C' the value of C = C' — k becomes equal to zero. One should
add that setting explicitly C' = 0 in equation (4.1) with Q = 1,79 = 1 as it
was done in [20] results in invariance under 7 given by

m(a;) = air1, T(feu) = §f2i+17 7(faic1) = 2 for, (4.5)
1 z

which agrees with above discussion on consequences of shifting the value of C
in (4.1) for the form of automorphism .

Thus for the symmetric Painlevé V equation (4.1) one is able to vary the
value of the parameter C. The equation (4.1) remain invariant under the
extended affine Weyl symmetry although such transformations of C' modify a
form of the automorphism .

4.2 Symmetric PIII-PV equations

In this subsection, we propose a model that combines Painlevé III and Painlevé
V equations and study its properties.

We start our discussion by noticing an obvious ambiguity in the definition
(4.1). For a fixed value of ag + a1 + g + ag = Q2 # 0, let us consider adding
additional terms (—1)["/2} Hi(fi + fH_g) in (4.1) :

2fi, = fifivo(fivr — firs) + (=1)'fi (1 + a3 + C) (4.6)
+ai(fi + fire) — D ki (fi + fira),

11



where k; = k;12. Despite the presence of additional terms with k; equa-
tion (4.6) remains invariant under the extended affine Weyl group Agl) with
transformations (2.11) as long as one substitutes a; by @; = oy — (—1)/2k;.
We have seen above that the parameter C' in (4.1) can be shifted by a
simple re-scaling of f;’s that keeps (4.1) invariant but in the process changes
the form of action of .
In order to fix the value of the parameter C' we now define a system shown

in (1.1), which for the convenience of the reader we reproduce here:

2fie = fifira(firr — firs) + (=1)'fi (01 + as + C) (1.1)
+ai(fi+ fira) = (D€ (fir + firs), i=0,1,2,3.

There are two deformation parameters involved in this construction; eo(= €2)
and €1(= €3).

The system (1.1) is invariant under w(o;) = a1, 7(fj) = fir1,7(ej) =
(—1)7Tte; 41 but the equation (1.1) is no longer invariant under substitution
(4.4) and therefore the value of the constant C' can not be shifted arbitrarily
through rescaling of f;’s. The equations (4.2) still hold for the system (1.1)
with integration constants rg,r; defined as in (1.2).

As long as the condition (1.4) (C' = —/2) holds and r1 # 0,79 # 0 we
can cast the system of equations (1.1) into (4.6) with k1 = e;ro/r1 and ko =
eor1/ro. Thus for that case the system (1.1) is equivalent to the symmetric

Painlevé A:(gl) equation (4.6) with shifted parameters a; — @;:

& = oy — (—1)l/A Sl (4.7)
Ti
in Bécklund relations (2.11).

Although equation (4.7) is only valid for r; # 0 it also signals what to
expect when one of the integration constants goes to zero. If, for instance,
r1 — 0 then the formula (4.7) diverges for a3 = a3 + €ro/r1 and ag =
ag — €oro/r1 indicating breaking of s1, s3 symmetries. Interestingly, the limit
r1 — 0 can however be taken of s; and s3 acting successively in the product
5183. Observe namely that

o _ a3 + 607"0/7"1

as
s153(f2) = fa — 7 + 7 f2— p—
a1 — €To/T1 ar+az | eroz © (4.8)
Lz gy
fl r1—0 fl f12

s183(f1) = f1, s1s3() = ap+ a1 +az, sis3(a2) =az +a1+ a3
Given these expressions we are able to verify that

lim §183 = 7T27T07T2 (4.9)
r1—0

with explicit expressions for symmetry generators 2, mg, 72 that emerge below
in subsection 4.3 as part of the Bgl) symmetry structure obtained in the limit
r1 — 0 for an arbitrary C.
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4.3 B(Zl)-l\/[odel for r; being zero.

In this case we set one of the integration constants, chosen here to be rq,
to zero. Note, that setting r1 = 0 effectively leaves only one deformation
parameter €y as €] appears in equation (1.1) only in the product with 7.
For r;1 = 0 it follows that fi + f3 = 0 and a3 = a1 = (2 — ap — a2)/2.
Consequently, equation (1.1) reduces to

d fo

2= = 2fofifa+ 200+ C) fo+ ao(fo + f2) (4.10a)
Z% =f12(f0—f2)—(2a1+C')f1—|—60(f0+f2) (4.10b)
z% = =2fafof1 + (2010 + C) f2 + aa(fo + f2) . (4.10¢)

The system (4.10) provides a symmetric representation of Painlevé III for an
arbitrary parameter C.

Note, that a similar structure appeared earlier in [21] and this structure can
be obtained from (4.10) by setting n = € and introducing f; = Vtf1, fi =
fi/Vt, i=0,2for C=-1/2,Q=1.

We will now study symmetries of equations (4.10). In addition to an obvi-
ous identity automorphism: f; — f;, a; — «; there also exists a sign reversal
automorphism: f; — —f;, a; — «; of order 2. A sign reversal automorphism
requires a corresponding transformation of z to be consistent with the second
of conditions listed in (1.2). For example, for C' 4+ Q = 1, the consistency
requires z — —z to agree with the transformation fy, fo — — fo, — fo.

Equations (4.10) are invariant under 2 being “the square root” of an
identity automorphism defined on extended parameter space that includes €

2
7™ fi = —f1, f2 = fo, fo = f2, ag = a2, as = ag, € = —€p .

In addition, equations (4.10) are invariant under “the square root” of a sign
reversal automorphism that involves transformations of z with imaginary pa-
rameters :

C+Q C+Q

p: fi—if1, fa—ifo, fo—if2, o — a2, a2 = g, 2 — 1z ,

and p(eg) = €. Note that p is an automorphism of order 4 and 72 and p
commute

p7r2 :7T2p.

Equation (4.10) remains invariant under sy and sg :

oy
301f1—>f1+%, fo— fo, fo = fa,c0 = —ag, ag = a2, a1 — a1 +
(4.11)
(8%)
823f1—>f1—f*, fo— fo fa = f2, ag = a0, a2 = —a2, a1 = a1 +az.
2

(4.12)

For €y # 0 the system (4.10) is no longer invariant under sq, s3 transfor-
mations defined in equations (2.11), which together with sg, s2 were part of
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Agl) symmetry structure of PV equation (4.1). However for ¢y # 0 there
emerge two additional symmetries given by :

€ -1
7o : f1— _f%’ Jo— o (fife—a2fi) + (fo+ f2), f2— Z; (fifo —a2),
ag — 20+ 2C — ag, ags — g (4.13)
€ 1
T f1 — T?, fo— —f(l) (fufo+ o), fo— p (fifo+aofr) + (fo+ fo),
ag — ag, ag — 2Q+2C — ag, (4.14)
which for C = —Q/2 are related to s1,s3 transformations of Agl)—model

through a limiting procedure introduced in (4.9).
The Bécklund transformations sg, s2, 72, 7y, m2 all square to one:

s2=1,82=1 (x*)?=1,7¢=1,7m=1.
while p* = 1. In addition they satisfy the following fundamental Bicklund
relations:
72 (50, 82, 70, M2) = (52, 50, 72, M) 72, p (S0, 52, 0, T2) = (52, S0, T2, T0) P
as well as

(s0s2)” =1, (mom2)” =1 (4.15)
(mos2)? =1, (mas0)® =1. (4.16)

Relations (4.15) amount to commutativity of sg with so and 7y with mg:
5082 = 5280, T2 = 7270,

while relations (4.16) are equivalent to commutativity of so with mo and so
with g :
S0 = T2S80, S2TQ = TS2 .

The last two relations transform into each other under 72 conjugation. The
reference [21] introduced in a setting of symmetric PIII equation a generator
s$, which in our case corresponds to m?mome for C = —Q/2 = —1/2. The
identities (sps5)* = 1 and (sgs$)* = 1 in reference [21] can easily be verified
as direct consequences of (4.15) and (4.16).

Below, we will discuss relation of the above symmetries to the extended

affine Weyl Bél) group. Let us inspect action of transformations sg, mg, 72:

()= () N e o a—
R G
()= () @)= e
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on v1, vy variables:

v = Q(Q_iC) (o + a2), V2 = 2(914_0) (a2 — ao) , (4.20)

valid for C' # —Q (for C = —Q the symmetry group simplifies into action of
two Agl) groups).

One sees that actions of 7y, so, 72 on parameters (vy,vo) realize a represen-
tation of the extended affine Weyl group for the root system Bél) [18, 23,11, 7].
To see the connection to the Bél) root lattice consider a 2-dimensional vector
space V consisting of vectors v = viej + voes, with vy, vo being parameters of
the Painlevé III equation and e1, es being a canonical basis of V. Define next
a symmetric bilinear form (-|-) in 'V such that (e;|e;) = d;;. Then according
to [18] vectors

a] —e] — ey, ax = €9 (4.21)

are the fundamental roots of the By root system and
ag=-e1 + e (422)

is its highest root.

Reflections in 'V with respect to the lines (a;|v) = 0,7 = 1,2 and (ap|v) =
—1 generate transformations (4.19). Geometrically, the transformations s, >
are reflections in the hyperplane perpendicular to vectors a;,7 = 1,2 and the
transformation 7y corresponds to reflections in the hyperplane {v : (ag|v) =
—1}. These hyperplanes are determined by the conditions (a;|v) = 0, (az|v) =
0 and (ap|v) = —1 or alternatively by v; = vo,v2 = 0 and v; = —1 — vg,
respectively.

The above discussion points to Bél) X Z9 symmetry for vy, vs, €g configu-
ration space. It is worthwhile to point out that thanks to the fact that we
extended the configuration space to include ¢g all our Bél) Béacklund transfor-
mations transform z — z without a need to include a z — —z transformation

as in [22, 7).

4.4 Hamiltonian representations of PIII-PV system

In general case with C, rg, 1 taking arbitrary values it is useful to use Hamil-
tonian framework to study explicit form of symmetry operations of equations
(1.1).

We start defining Hamiltonian representation by introducing canonical
variables ¢, p through

fi=q, f3=—Q+7‘12;C (4.23)
fo=-p,  fo=p+rez“.
Then equations (1.1) can be summarized as two Hamilton equations:
2q:=q(q—r1279) (2p+ 2 — (1 + a3+ C) g
+ alrlzfc + 607"020“2 (4.24)
zp.=—p(p+ zC+Q) (2 — nzfc) + (a1 +a3+C)p .
— a2r020+9 + 61’)“12’70
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obtained from the Hamiltonian:

zHo =p (p + TOZC+Q) q (q - 7"12_0) — (a1 + a3+ C)pg

4.25
C+Q) p+ (agrozC+Q + 617"12_0) q ( )

+ (alrlz_c + €egroz

In the following two sub-subsections of this subsection we will study symme-
tries of the Hamiltonian system (4.24) for two possible values of C: C' = —Q/2
and C # —Q/2.

4.4.1 The Case of C = —-Q/2

In this subsubsection we impose the condition (1.4) and study the second
order differential equation of g. We will be able to show that all Hamilton
equations for arbitrary C' such that C = —/2 can be derived by simple
rescaling from one particular Hamiltonian structure associated with the fixed
value of C' (taken here to be C' = 1/2). This is important for evaluating a
general nature of Dirac reduction process shown in Section 3.

With condition (1.4) holding the relations (1.2) become (4.3). In this
context we define the canonical variables ¢, p through

q= f12°, p=—foz © (4.26)
In this parametrization equations (1.1) become

2q: = q(q—71) (2p+7’02_20) — (01 +a3) g+ airy + ero

2Dy = —p (p + roz_20) (2¢ —71) + (a1 + as)p — aorgz 3¢ — eyr 27 %¢
(4.27)
Equations (4.27) follow from the Hamiltonian (4.28):
zHe =p(p+r022) q(qg—11) — (a1 + as) pg + (a1r1 + eoro) p
i (4.28)

+ (agro +€171) 27 *q

The canonical transformation ¢ — ¢z, p — pz~¢ sends the Hamilton equa-

tions (4.27) into the Hamilton equations (4.24) for appropriate values of C.

Eliminating p from the above equations (4.27) and setting ro = 1,67 = —1
we obtain for ¢, :
1 1 1 a1 + ag + 2a0 + 2C — 2s —r
oo = Lo (L4 2 - (a1 + a3 + 209 : )a(g — 1)
Ze 2¢  2(q—r1) 4C%z,
(a1 +ag)(ri(as —a1)/2—e)g  (oari + €)® (1 n 1
4C02%22(q — 1) 80222 q q-—r

+ ﬁq(q —71)(2¢ —r1)
(4.29)

where z, = 272C.
Note that the term o + a3 + 2a9 + 2C' can be rewritten ag — o for all

the models with C' # 0.

16



It is interesting to note that the Hamilton equations (4.27) can be rewritten
as
_—10 (zHo=-1y2) P 0 (zHe=-1/2)
2¢~  a¢ 0 =TT ag

in terms of one single Ho—_/, Hamiltonian from equation (3.4) for 7o =
1,61 = —1. Thus the special case of C' = —1/2 carries all information about
any Hamiltonian system with C' = —€/2. It is therefore worthwhile to now
consider a special example of C' = —1/2 with Hamiltonian Ho—_; /o giving
rise to equations (3.21) when we set 79 = 1 and ¢; = —1. Plugging C' = —1/2
into (4.29) one obtains

Zc Pz =

1 1 1 ap + a3+ 200 —1—2r —r
Qoo = ——qo + [ — + qg B (a1 3 2 1)q(q 1)
z 2¢  2(q—m1) z
_ (a1 + 043)(7“1(053 — 041)/2 — éo)q _ (ozlrl -+ 60)2 1 n 1
22(q—r1) 222 q q—n
1
+54(a—11)(2¢ = 1)
(4.30)
For r1 = 0 the substitution:
T = \/27 q= %
into equation (4.30) yields the Painlevé III equation:
2 4(cg — 4 4¢2
Yrr = Yr _Yr _ (a2 aO)yQ _ co(a1 + a3) 4 21/3 _ 26 (4.31)
Y T T T

We note that for r; # 0 the parameter ¢y can be absorbed by simple redefi-
nitions oy — ay — €9/71, @z — as + €g/r1, this is contrary to the situation in
equation (1.5) with C' # —§/2, where the ep-term could not be eliminated by
redefinition of parameters. Furthermore the simple change of transformation
g — y =1—r1/q casts equation (4.30) in a standard Painlevé V form. This
is fully consistent with an observation that for 7o # 0 r; # 0 equation (1.1)
describes the Agl) Painlevé V system.

In summary, we have seen that the model for C' # 0 satisfying the condition
(1.4) effectively contains only one deformation parameter r; and the value of
r1 determines the type of the Painlevé equation described by the model with
either the Painlevé III equation for r; = 0 and the Painlevé V equation for

7’1750.

4.4.2 The Case of C # —Q/2

Since C' # —Q/2 we can not automatically conclude here that the model is
invariant under Agl) extended affine Weyl group for rg # 0,71 # 0 and we have
to involve the values of deformation parameters ¢;,7 = 0,1 in the symmetry

analysis.
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Let us start with the simplest case of ¢ = 0 and ¢y = 0. In such case the
Hamilton equations (4.24) of H¢ are invariant under transformations :

aQ

Tt so(p) = p, so(azk) = —(=1)" s, so(azki1) = agri+ao,

so(q) =
k=0,1 as well as

a9
s2(q) = q + 2’ s2(p) = p, sa(aar) = (—1)*agr, salagri1) = agri1 + as,

for k = 0,1. In addition as long as ¢y = 0, €; = 0 one can also define symmetry
transformations

—c Cc+Q
. r1z _ To® e _
W(Q) = _prozC“V 7'['(p = le,o (q —n=z ) > 77(041') = Q41
(071
51(p) =p— i 51(¢) = ¢, s1(aori1) = — (=) g1, s1(aar) = agk + a1,

for k = 0,1 and s3 = w2s;m2. Despite its unconventional form the above

automorphism 7 satisfies Backlund relations ws; = s;117 and together with
si, 0 = 0,1,2,3 form the A:gl) extended affine Weyl group symmetry of the
Hamilton equations (4.24) as long as ¢, = 0,7 = 0,1. Note that due to
e; = 0,4 =0, 1 it is in this case anyway possible to shift the value of C' in (1.1)
to ensure that the condition (1.4) is satisfied

If we set e = 0 and ¢y # 0, the Hamilton equations (4.24) of H¢ are no
longer invariant under 7, s1, s3 but remain invariant under

7T2(CI) =—q+ 7“12_0 ) 772(]9) =—-Dp—- TOZC+Q, 7T2(Oéi) = 42, 7T2(€0) = —€o

as well as so and sy = w2som2. Together sq, 59,72 form the extended affine

Weyl group Agl) .

For ¢y # 0,1 = 0 one can define birational symplectic transformations

_ € _ 1
mo(g) = ——, To(p) = — (¢*p + a2q)
q €0
_ € _ -1
m(q) = ;0, ma(p) = a (q2(p + rozC+Q) + (o +as +az+ C)g+ €0T020+Q) '

that transform the Hamiltonian Heo from (4.25) into another polynomial in
p,q and thus preserve the holonomy of the system [20].
For ; = 0 (and therefore €; effectively eliminated from (1.1)) these trans-
formations give rise to new symmetries :
—€0 1 2
mo(g) = —, m(p) = — (¢’p + azq)
q €0
71'0(0[0) =20+ 2C — ap, 71'0(0[2) = Q2
71'0(041)2041—{-040—9—0, 7T0(Oé3)=0&3+0[0—Q—C

(4.32)

: : . 1 L
and 7y such that mo = 72mom? in which we recognize Bé ) symmetries given

in (4.14) in a different basis.
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4.4.3 The Case of C=0

We now focus on the case of C' = 0 that clearly falls into a category of
C # —Q/2 since Q is a constant different from zero.

All the equations and symmetry results of subsection 4.4 and subsubsection
4.4.2 follow just by inserting C' = 0 into the appropriate places.

Especially, the Hamiltonian (3.3) and equations (3.10) are obtained from
the Hamiltonian (4.25) and equations (4.24) by setting C' = 0,79 = 1 and
e1 = 0. Eliminating p from equations (3.10) for C' = 0 yields equation (1.5) :

1 1 1 9 9 (ary — epzas)q
qzz = ZQz+ <2q+2(q—7'1)> (qZ 60) 22((]—7’1)

Bri(q —r1) +eorizan vq(q—11) —eo(l + o 1
- l - )i 2aq-r@a-m)
z24q z 2
(1.5)
with constants «, 5,7 given by:
1 1
o= 504%, 8= —504%, Y=y — Q. (4.33)

The extra parameters r1, g measure level of symmetry breaking.

e For ¢g = 0,71 # 0 the above system is invariant under s;,¢ =0,1,2,3,7
and (1.5) becomes the Painlevé V equation for y = (¢ —r1)/q .

e For ey # 0,71 = 0 the above system is invariant under s;,7 = 0, 2, 72, 79, T2
and (1.5) in this limit goes to the Painlevé III equation.

e For ¢g # 0,71 # 0 the above Hamilton equations are only invariant
under sg, 72 and its composite so. In view of the result establishing the
Painlevé test for this equation (see the end of this subsection below)
this equation can be viewed as a mixture of Painlevé III and Painlevé V

equations.

e Finally, for the special case of ¢¢ = 0,71 = 0 the above system has
additional symmetries and can be solved by quadratures as discussed in
4.5.

Let us now address the question whether equation (1.5) passes the Painlevé
test for arbitrary values of deformation parameters r1, €y. First by inserting

q(z) = ap(z — 20)"

and focusing on the dominant behavior near singularity on both sides of equa-
tion (1.5) we obtain

2,20, . \2p—2
_ Qa z zZ
plp = 1ag(z — 20)" ™% = O/jzo((z — z(z)))u +ap(z — 20)%

with contributions on the right hand side originating from the second and last
term of the right hand side of equation (1.5). This way we obtain:
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consistent with the Painlevé requirement that p is a negative integer for a
movable pole with no branching. Next to check the resonance condition we

plug
q(2) = ao(z — 20) "' +n(z —20) 1"
into equation (1.5) and keep only the terms linear in 7 to obtain the resonance
equation for r:
(r+1)(r—2)=0
which is identical to the resonance condition for PIII (see [8]). This resonance
structure suggests that a Laurent expansion
[ee]
q(2) =Y aj(z—20)" " = ap(z—20) " +ar+h(z—20)+az(z—20) +as(z—2)3+ -
j=0
(4.34)
expresses expansion around an arbitrary pole at zg where we identified as = h
as the single arbitrary coefficient. Direct insertion yields
9 1

ag =1, ap = — (zor1+ag —ag £ 1)
220

and confirms that as = h is arbitrary with all higher coefficients a;,j > 3
uniquely determined by lower coefficients of the Laurent expansion. These
observations verify successfully the Painlevé test for equation (1.5).

4.5 Solvable model: 1 =0,¢5 =0

The case with both r; = 0 and ¢y = 0 is solvable by quadratures. With ¢;
effectively eliminated due to r; = 0 and ¢y put to zero the model becomes a
submodel of PV. Introducing F' = fi fo one can rewrite in such case (4.10) as

2N, = i (-F + o) (4.35a)
2fi.=—2F + 2 Cf +(C+ag+az)fs (4.35b)

where we set 7 = 1 (in addition to r; = 0 and €y = 0). One obtains from
(4.35a):
ZC+1FZ

h= g (4.36)

Plugging this into (4.35b) yields
2F,, = (2F. — F), = (~F? + (—1+ ag + a2)F) |

and we notice that dependence on C dropped out in the above equation. After
integration the above Ricatti equation can be “linearized” by substituting:

F=—z(Invy),
that yields the linear second order equation:
2.+ (1 —ag — a2)th, + K19p/2 =0
that appears to be a Bessel equation with solution

w(Z) = Al\/gjm(2\/ 1-— ap — 042\/5)4‘142\/;}/\/%(2\/ 1-— apg — QQﬁ)
(4.37)
where K is an integration constant [9].
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5 Discussion

The Agl) Painlevé V equation is here modified by introducing a new parameter
and by addition of two terms with deformation parameters. Various symmetry
structures emerging in the symmetric Painlevé I1I-V system obtained in such
way are studied in the Hamiltonian formalism and shown to depend on mutual
relations between deformation parameters, integration constants and the new
explicit parameter of the underlying equations. The integrable origin of the
symmetric Painlevé III-V system is identified with the 4-boson integrable
hierarchy that reduces to the Afll) higher Painlevé equations in a self-similarity
limit. The Dirac Lagrange multiplier reduction method is here applied to
second-class constraints of the AS) Painlevé Hamiltonian system to obtain
generic Hamiltonians of the Painlevé III-V system.

Various submodels of PIII-V model that are governed by subgroups Aél)

Bél) and Agl) are contained in a hybrid ordinary differential equation that
passes the Painlevé test. Due to this result this work relates to recent papers
on mixing of Painlevé equations. A model that mixes the second and the
third Painlevé equations and possesses Painlevé property was obtained from
a mixture of mKdV-Sine Gordon integrable models [12]. Likewise a mixture
of Lund-Regge and AKNS models was to shown to reduce to the ordinary
differential equation of Painlevé type [19].

The work is in progress on performing reduction of 6-boson integrable
model model to Painlevé VI and other models.
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