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VARIATIONS ON HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS

MICHA L ZAKRZEWSKI AND HENRYK ŻO LA̧DEK

Abstract. We prove new integral formulas for generalized hypergeometric
functions and their confluent variants. We apply them, via stationary phase
formula, to study WKB expansions of solutions: for large argument in the
confluent case and for large parameter in the general case. We also study vari-
ations of hypergeometric functions for small perturbations of hypergeometric
equations, i.e., in expansions of solutions in powers of a small parameter. Next,
we present a new proof of a theorem due to Wasow about equivalence of the
Airy equation with its perturbation; in particular, we explain that this result
does not deal with the WKB solutions and the Stokes phenomenon. Finally,
we study hypergeometric equations, one of second order and another of third
order, which are related with two generating functions for MZVs, one ∆2(λ)
for ζ(2, . . . , 2)’s and another ∆3(λ) for ζ(3, . . . , 3)’s; in particular, we correct a
statement from [ZZ3] that the function ∆3(λ) admits a regular WKB expan-
sion.

1. Introduction

Hypergeometric functions play dominating role in the theory of linear differen-
tial equations. Many special functions in Mathematical Physics are related with
hypergeometric functions (see [BE1, BE2, GM]). They appear as entries in many
representations of Lie groups (see [Vil]) and in the discrete groups of symmetries
(see [Der]). They appear also in the Mirror Symmetry (see [COGP, CK, LYau] and
Example 2.2 below).

Recently it has turned out that some generating functions for Multiple Zeta
Values (MZVs) 1 are expressed via hypergeometric series (see [AOW, CFR, Li,
KoZa, OhZa, Zag, Zud]). Two such series have attracted our attention in [ZZ1, ZZ3]:

∆2 (λ) : = 1− ζ (2)λ2 + ζ (2, 2)λ4 − . . . ,(1.1)

∆3 (λ) : = 1− ζ (3)λ3 + ζ (3, 3)λ6 − . . . .(1.2)

They are values at t = 1 of corresponding hypergeometric functions, which are
solutions to hypergeometric equations: (1 − t)D2

t u = λ2tu, of order 2,and (1 −
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1The Multiple Zeta Values (MZVs) are defined by

ζ(d1, . . . , dk) =
∑

0<n1<...<nk

1

nd1
1 . . . n

dk
k

,

dj ≥ 1, dk ≥ 2. They equal Lid1,...,dk (1) , where

Lid1,...,dk (t) =
∑

0<n1<...<nk

tnk

nd1
1 . . . n

dk
k

are the polylogarithms.
1
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t)D3
tu = λ3tu, of order 3, respectively, where Dt = t ∂

∂t (see Example 2.1 and
Chapter 5 below).

The series (1.1) is simple,

∆2(λ) =
sin(πλ)

πλ
= 1− π2

6
λ2 + . . . .

Anyway, we succeeded in [ZZ1] to apply the WKB analysis to obtain two new proofs
of the above formula. Here crucial is the fact that the basic solutions of the equation
near t = 1 are also expressed via hypergeometric series in powers of s = 1− t.

But the hypergeometric equation associated with ∆3(λ) has turned out more
delicate.2 One cannot get a simple recurrence for coefficients in series in powers
of s = 1 − t defining basic solutions. In [ZZ3] we tried to apply the stationary
phase formula as λ→ ∞ to integrals defining solutions. Since near s = 0 there are
no such integral formulas, we approximated basic solutions by Bessel type series,
with explicit integral representations. For this we needed a sort of equivalence
between a hypergeometric equation and a Bessel type equation. We have found
corresponding statement in the book of W. Wasow [Was, Chapter VIII] in the case
of a perturbation of the Airy equation (see Example 2.5 below). Wasow directly
refers to the WKB analysis.

Using such equivalence we claimed in [ZZ3, Theorem 5.7] that the function ∆3(λ)
admits a WKB type representation near λ = ∞ (with suitable Stokes operators)
and satisfies a sixth order linear differential equation near λ = ∞ with meromorphic
coefficients.

Unfortunately, this is not true. There is no WKB type representation, at least
as claimed; see Proposition 5.1 below. The function ∆3(λ) satisfies a third order
linear differential equation, but with more complex singularity at λ = ∞.

Our mistake relied upon an improper interpretation of the Wasow theorem. In
Section 4 below we demonstrate that the equivalence between the Airy equation
and its perturbation is quite standard and does not involve the WKB analysis and
the Stokes phenomena. One only should properly normalize the time.

When working on the subject we have elaborated some properties of hypergeo-
metric functions and equations, which seem to be new and which motivated this
work.

We begin with a new integral formula for the generalized hypergeometric function

pFq(t), with p = q + 1. In Theorem 1 (in Section 2.1) we present a general integral
formula for the function 2.1. That formula combined a multidimensional residuum
with an integral along a hypercube. It is different from some recurrent formula,
which can be found in the Wikipedia and which is the formula (2.10) in Remark 2.4
(in Section 2.1). In the same section, in Example 2.1, we present integral formulas,
via residua, of the hypergeometric functions associated with the generating series
(1.1) and (1.2). In Example 2.2 we present a relation of the famous mirror symmetry
from the String Theory with some generalized hypergeometric functions.

In Theorem 2 (in Section 2.2) we present an analogous integral formula (with a
multidimensional residuum and a hypercube) for a confluent hypergeometric func-
tion pFq, with p > q + 1. In Examples 2.3 – 2.5 we discuss the case of rather

2Recall that the irrationality of ζ(3) was proved firstly by R. Apéry [Ap] (see also [vPo]). F.
Beukers and C. Peters in [BePe] found a third order Picard–Fuchs equation for periods of some
K3 surface and associated it with the Apéry’s recurrence for approximations of ζ(3).
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standard confluent hypergeometric equations, like the Bessel and Airy equations.
In Example 2.6 we analyze some confluent hypergeometric equation associated with
the series (1.2); some interesting integral formulas are presented.

The formulas from Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 are suitable to get WKB ex-
pansions of the hypergeometric functions. In Section 2.3 we compute the WKB
expansion for completely confluent hypergeometric functions 0Fq(t) as t→ ∞.

It is known that the WKB expansions are related with the so-called Stokes
phenomenon. The series defining the (formal) WKB solutions are divergent in
general, but they are asymptotic for some analytic functions defined in some sectors
in C near t = ∞. The relations of the corresponding solutions in adjacent sectors
are expressed via some constant matrices, the so-called Stokes matrices. These
Stokes matrices were computed in an important work of C. Duval and A. Mitschi
[DuMi].

In Theorem 3 (in Section 2.3) we expand the confluent hypergeometric function

0Fq in the basis of WKB solutions, with the agreement that only the coefficients
before dominating solutions are correct. The coefficients before subdominant solu-
tions should be determined using the Stokes matrices, which we skip (because of
complexity). In the same section, in Example 2.7, we analyze the Stokes phenom-
enon in for the standard hypergeometric function 1F1

In Section 2.4 we expand the hypergeometric function q+1Fq with a large pa-

rameter A,A → +∞, in the basis of other WKB solutions eAS(t)ψ(t;A) (like in
the Schrödinger equation). One arrives to a Hamilton–Jacobi equation for so-
called action S(t) and to series of transport equations for so-called amplitude
ψ(t;A) = ψ0(t) +A−1ψ1(t) + . . . .

Here arises a question of the integration constants for the solutions of the trans-
port equations. In the case of the Schrödinger equations this problem is solved
using the known Born–Sommerfeld quantization conditions. In our case one intro-
duces so-called testing WKB solutions and principal WKB solutions (determined
by integral formulas).

In Theorem 4 we present corresponding expansion; again, with the agreement
that only the coefficients before the dominating WKB solutions are correct.

In Example 2.9 we discuss the WKB solutions of the hypergeometric equation
associated with the series ∆3(λ) for large λ.

When considering solutions to hypergeometric equation near another singular
point t = 1 one finds that they are not given by simple series; the recurrence for
coefficients is not standard. We approach the problem by considering the hypergeo-
metric equation (near s = 1−t = 0) as a perturbation of a confluent hypergeometric
equation. So, the solutions are expanded in powers of a small parameter ε with co-
efficients being variations of confluent hypergeometric functions. Those variations
admit explicit power series expansions (in powers of s) and integral representations.
This is done in Section 3. In particular, in Theorem 5 we present a general formula
for these variations with a claim that those variations admit integral representa-
tions.

In Example 3.2 we find variations of some confluent hypergeometric functions
associated with the generating series ∆3(λ).
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Section 4 is devoted to a new (and plausibly simpler) proof of the above men-
tioned Wasow theorem. In Example 4.1 we analyze variations of solutions of some
perturbation of the Airy equation.

In Section 5 we prove the relations between some hypergeometric functions and
the generating series ∆2(λ) and ∆3(λ).

In particular, in Proposition 5.1 we show that some statement from [ZZ3, The-
orem 5.7] is definitely wrong.

We also we discuss some linear differential equations satisfied by the above series.
Plausibly new phenomena are revealed.

2. Some new integral formulas

2.1. Generalized hypergeometric series. Recall that this series equals

(2.1) F (t) =p Fq (α1, . . . , αp;β1, . . . , βq; t) =
∑ (α1)n · · · (αp)n

(β1)n · · · (βq)n
tn

n!
,

where (α)0 = 1,

(α)n = α (α+ 1) · · · (α+ n− 1) =
Γ (α+ n)

Γ (α)

is the Pochhammer symbol and we assume that t ∈ R (for simplicity) and βj 6∈
Z− ∪ 0. Above p ≤ q + 1; otherwise, the series is divergent. In the case p < q + 1
the series will be called the confluent hypergeometric series; it is convergent in the
whole complex plane.

The series (2.1) with p = q + 1 = 2 were studied by K. F. Gauss [Gaus]. Their
generalization was introduced by J. Thomae [Tho].

Usually we will write F (α1, . . . , αp;β1, . . . , βq; t) or F (t); in the case p = 0 we
will write F (∅;β1, . . . , βq; t) and in the case q = 0 we will write F (α1, . . . , αp; ∅; t) .
Theorem 1. Assume that p = q + 1 and Reβj > 1. Then function (2.1) has the
following representation:

(2.2) F (t) = C

∫
dqτ

q∏

i=1

(1− τi)
βj−2 Res

q+1∏

j=1

(1− ajη)
−αj

dq+1lna

d ln (a1 · · · aq+1)
,

where

η = (τ1 · · · τqt)
1

q+1 ,

(2.3) C =
∏

(βi − 1) ,

the integral
∫

runs over the hypercube {0 < τi < 1 : i = 1, . . . , q}, the residuum is
treated as integration along the q−dimension fundamental cycle in the hypersurface

{a1 · · ·aq+1 = 1} ≃ (C∗)q

of the Gelfand–Leray q−form dq+1lna/d ln (a1 · · · aq+1).
3

3If ω is a holomorphic differential k−form in Ck and {f = 0} ⊂ Ck is an analytic hypersurface
then the Gelfand–Leray form ω/df in {f = 0} is represented by a (k − 1)−form η such that
η ∧ df = ω.

We also use the notation d lnq+1 lna in place of (da1/a1) ∧ · · · ∧ (daq+1/aq+1) .
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Remark 2.1. When we parametrize the hypersurface {a1 · · · aq+1 = 1} by

a1 = bq1, a2 =
bq−1
2

b1
, a3 =

bq−2
3

b1b2
, . . . , aq+1 =

1

b1 · · · bq
,

then the corresponding form becomes

dq+1lna

d ln (a1 · · · aq+1)
= q! · dq ln b.

On the other hand, the map b 7−→ a is a covering of degree q!. In application we
will deal either with the variables aj or with the variables bk.

Remark 2.2. In the case some Reβj < 1 (but βj 6∈ Z) the corresponding integral∫
dτj is replaced with (1− exp (−2πiβj))

−1 × integral along a loop with vertex at
τj = 0 and surrounding τj = 1 in negative direction.

Remark 2.3. One can replace the terms aj (τ1 · · · τqt)1/(q+1)
in Eq. (2.2) with

(2.4) aj (τ1 · · · τq)1/(q+1) × νjt
µj ,

where µj ≥ 0, νj ∈ C and
∑

j µj = 1
q+1 ,

∏
νj = 1; we will use such replacements

when writing integral formulas for confluent hypergeometric functions in Theorem
2 below. In the non-confluent case the choice from Eq. (2.2) seems to be the most
natural.

When viewing various integral formulas for special functions (see [BE1, BE2])
one can observe that there are only few ideas behind them.

One is the residuum formula. For example, the simplest Bessel function

(2.5) J0(t) =
∑

n≥0

(
−t2/4

)n

(n!)2
=
∑

n

(t/2)
n

n!

(−t/2)n
n!

can be expressed as4

(2.6) J0 (t) = Resb=0

(
∑

m

(bt/2)m

m!

)(
∑

n

(−t/2b)n
n!

)
db

b
= Resb=0e

t
2 (b− 1

b )d ln b.

We have also the Euler Gamma and Beta functions

Γ (µ) =

∫ ∞

0

τµ−1e−τdτ,

B (µ, ν) =
Γ (µ) Γ (ν)

Γ (µ+ ν)
=

∫ 1

0

τµ−1 (1− τ)
ν−1

dτ ;

here Reµ, Reν > 0, otherwise we act like in Remark 2.2. For example, the Euler
formula (2.9) below for F (α1, α2;β; t) is essentially based on the Beta function.

Finally, recall also the binomial formula

(2.7) 1F0 (γ; z) = F (γ; ∅; z) =
∑

n

(γ)n
n!

zn = (1− z)
−γ

.

4In the Complex Analysis the residuum is treated as suitable coefficient in the Laurent expan-
sion of a function. Here we prefer treating it as an invariant of a suitable holomorphic form, with
a natural geometric meaning.
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Proof of Theorem 1. We give the proof of Theorem 1 in the case q = 2; it will
be clear how to generalize it for greater q’s. Series (2.1) for q = 2, i.e.,

F (t) =
∑

n

n!

(β1)n

n!

(β2)n

(α1)n t
n/3

n!

(α2)n t
n/3

n!

(α3)n t
n/3

n!
,

can be expressed via the following iterated residuum formula:

F (t) = Res


∑

j

j!

(β1)j
c4j1



(
∑

k

k!

(β2)k

c2k2

ck1

)(
∑

l

(α1)l
l!

b2l1 t
l/3

cl1c
l
2

)

(
∑

m

(α2)m
m!

bm2 t
m/3

cm1 c
m
2 b

m
1

)(
∑

n

(α3)n
n!

tn/3

cn1 c
n
2 b

n
1 b

n
2

)
d2 ln cd2 ln b.

Indeed, taking the residuum at b2 = 0 means n = m, taking the residuum at b1 = 0
means m = l, etc.

Since j!/ (β1)j = Γ (j + 1)Γ (β1) /Γ (β1 + j) = (β1 − 1) × Γ (j + 1)

Γ (β1 − 1) /Γ (β1 + j) = (β1 − 1) · B (j + 1, β1 − 1) , the first factor in the above
formula equals

(β1 − 1)
∑

j

∫ 1

0

(
c41τ1

)j
(1− τ1)

β1−2
dτ1 = (β1 − 1)

∫ 1

0

(1− s)
β1−2 (

1− c41τ1
)−1

;

analogously we rewrite the second factor. This together with Eq. (2.7) gives

F = C

∫
d2τ (1− τ1)

β1−2 (1− τ2)
β2−2 × Resc=0

dc1dc2
(1− c41τ1) (c1 − c32τ2) c2

×

Resb=0

(
1− b21t

1/3

c1c2

)−α1 (
1− b2t

1/3

c1c2b1

)−α2 (
1− t1/3

c1c2b1b2

)−α3

d2 ln b,

where C = (β1 − 1) (β2 − 1). Above the residua at c1,2 = 0 are calculated via the

integration along the circles |c1,2| = r1,2 with 0 < r1 < 1 ≤ τ
−1/4
1 and 0 < r2 <

r
1/3
1 τ

−1/3
2 .

The residuum at c2 = 0 is replaced with the minus residuum at c2 = ∞ and

the minus residua at c
(k)
2 = e2πik/3c

1/3
1 τ

−1/3
2 , k = 0, 1, 2. The residuum at c2 = ∞

vanishes and there remain minus the other three residua.
We are left with calculation of the residuum at c1 = 0 of

dc1
3 (1− c41τ1) c1

· Resb=0 {·} .

Again this residuum is replaced with the minus residuum at c1 = ∞ and the minus

residua at c
(l)
1 = e2πil/4τ

−1/12
1 τ

−1/3
2 , l = 0, 1, 2, 3. The residuum at c2 = ∞ vanishes

and there remain minus other three residua. Note that

1

c
(l)
1 c

(k)
2

= e2πi(k+l)/3 (τ1τ2)
1/3

.
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This leads to the formula

F =
1

12
C

∫
d2τ

∏
(1− τj)

βj−2 ×
∑

k,l

Resb=0d
2 ln b

(
1− b21ζ

k+l (τ1τ2t)
1/3
)−α1

(
1− b2

b1
ζk+l (τ1τ2t)

1/3

)−α2

(
1− 1

b1b2
ζk+l (τ1τ2t)

1/3

)−α3

,

where ζk+l = e2πi(k+l)/3. But now we have a freedom to replace bm, m = 1, 2, with
bme

iθm . It is easy that such change allows to reduce the factors ζk+l.
Finally, one could wonder what happens when the power tn in Eq. (2.1) become

divided into five factors instead of three factors tn/3. In fact, the result remains the
same. �

Remark 2.4. In the case when some of the parameters βj is a positive integer
formula (2.2) can be simplified, i.e., the number of integrations can be reduced.

In the case of the standard Gauss hypergeometric series F (α1, α2;β; t) formula
(2.1), i.e.,
(2.8)

F (t) = (β − 1)

∫ 1

0

dτ (1− τ)
β−2

Resb=0

(
1− b

√
τt
)−α1

(
1− b−1

√
τt
)−α2

d ln b,

for β = k + 1 ∈ Z+, can be simplified as follows. We have

F (t) =
∑

n≥0

(α1)n t
n/2

(n+ k)!

(α2)n t
n/2

n!

= Dt−k/2
∑

n≥0

(α1 − k)n+k t
(n+k)/2

(n+ k)!

(α2)n t
n/2

n!

= Dt−k/2Resb=0



∑

m≥0

(α1 − k)m bmtm/2

m!





∑

n≥0

(α2)n t
n/2

n!bn


 db

bk+1

= Dt−k/2Resb=0

(
1− b

√
t
)k−α1

(
1− b−1

√
t
)−α2 db

bk+1
,

where D = 1/ (α1 − 1) · · · (α1 − k) .
It is easy to generate corresponding formulas in the cases of general hypergeo-

metric series with some βk positive integers.
Recall also the standard Euler representation

(2.9) F (α1, α2;β; t) =
Γ (β)

Γ (α2) Γ (β − α2)

∫ 1

0

τα2−1 (1− τ)
β−α2−1

(1− τt)
−α1 dτ.

Note that many other special functions are (more or less directly) related with
the Gauss hypergeometric function: Legendre functions, complete elliptic integrals,
Chebyshev polynomials, Jacobi functions, Jacobi polynomials, Gegenbauer polyno-
mials.
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Finally, we note that Eq. (2.9) is generalized as follows:

F (α1, . . . , αq+1;β1, . . . , βq; t)(2.10)

=
Γ (βq)

Γ (αq+1) Γ (βq − αq+1)

∫ 1

0

ταq+1−1 (1− τ)βq−αq+1−1 F̃ (τt) dτ

where F̃ (z) = F (α1, . . . , αq;β1, . . . , βq−1; z). This leads to another integral formula
for the generalized hypergeometric function.

Example 2.1. The hypergeometric series F (t) = F (λ,−λ; 1; t) takes the following
form:

(2.11) F (t) = Resb=0

(
1−

√
tb

1−
√
t/b

)λ

d ln b.

According to [ZZ1] it associated with the generating series

F (1) = ∆2 (λ) := 1− ζ (2)λ2 + ζ (2, 2)λ4 − . . .

from Eq. (1.1) for Multiple Zeta Values (see also Section 5.1 below).
The hypergeometric series F (t) = F (−λ, ǫλ, ǭλ; 1, 1; t) ,

ǫ = eπi/3,

takes the form

(2.12) F (t) = Resb=0

(
1− a1

3
√
t

(
1− a2

3
√
t
)ǫ (

1− a3
3
√
t
)ǭ

)λ
d3 ln a

d ln (a1a2a3)
.

It is associated with the generating series

F (1) = ∆3 (λ) := 1− ζ (3)λ3 + ζ (3, 3)λ6 − . . .

from Eq (1.2) (compare Section 5.2 below).

Example 2.2. The function u0 (t) = F
(

1
5 ,

2
5 ,

3
5 ,

4
5 ; 1, 1, 1; t

)
=
∑

n≥0
(5n)!

(n!)5

(
5−5t

)n

plays important role in the mirror symmetry. It is one of the basic solutions of
the hypergeometric equation (2.31) below (with the parameters α1 = 1

5 , , α2 = 2
5 ,

α3 = 3
5 , α4 = 4

5 , β1 = β2 = β3 = 1). Another solution is of the form u1 (t) =

u1 (t) ln
(
5−5t

)
+ ũ1 (t) , where ũ1 (t) is analytic near t = 0.

If z = −5−5t = a5 and q = q (z) = exp (u1/u0) , then we have the following
mirror symmetry relation:

5 +
∑

d≥1

N (d) d3 qd

1− qd
=

5

(1− t)u2
0

(
q

z

dz

dq

)3

,

where N (d) is the number of degree d rational curves in generic quintic hypersurface
M in P4

C
.

On the other hand, the functions u1 and u2 are some periods in the mirror

dual to M variety M ′ =
{
x5

1 + x5
2 + x5

3 + x5
4 + x5

5 + ax1x2x3x4x5 = 0
}
/ (Z5)

3
. See

[COGP, CK] for more informations.
Note also that in [LYau] a third order equation of the form

(
D3

t − tP (Dt)
)
u = 0,

treated as Picard–Fuchs equations for a one-parameter deformations of K3 surfaces,
is used in the mirror symmetry property for K3 surfaces.
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2.2. Confluent hypergeometric series. Recall that hypergeometric series (2.1)
is called confluent hypergeometric series if

p < q + 1.

Theorem 2. In this case we have
(2.13)

F (t) = C

∫
dqτ

q∏

i=1

(1− τi)
βi−2

Res

p∏

j=1

(1− ajη)
−αj exp[ηtκ (ap+1 + . . .+ aq+1)],

where η = η (τ) = (τ1 · · · τq)1/(q+1)
, κ = 1

q+1−p , C =
∏

Γ (βi − 1) and the integral∫
dqτ and the residuum are the same as in Theorem 1.

Proof. Recall that the name ‘confluent’ comes from the fact that those functions
are obtained from the general hypergeometric function via some limit procedure.
This means that some singular points, e.g., t = 1, tend to infinity; thus t = ∞
becomes irregular singular point of the corresponding differential equation.

We rewrite the formula from the previous section for the non-confluent hyperge-
ometric series as follows. We put

F
(
α1, . . . , αp, A, . . . , A;β1 . . . , βq; t/A

q−p+1
)

=
∑ n!

(β1)n
. . .

n!

(βq)n

(α1)n
n!

· · · (αp)n
n!

(A)n (t
κ/A)

n

n!
· · · (A)n (t

κ/A)

n!
,

κ = 1
q+1−p . As A→ ∞ it tends to the confluent hypergeometric series. By Theorem

1 its integral form is following:

C

∫
dqτ

q∏

i=1

(1− τi)
βi−2

Res





p∏

j=1

(1− ajη(τ)
−αj

q+1∏

k=p+1

(
1− akη (τ)

tκ

A

)−A


 ,

and, as A→ ∞, it gives the formula from the thesis of Theorem 2. �

Example 2.3. The classical confluent hypergeometric function (sometimes
denoted by the Humbert symbol Φ (α, β; t)) equals

F (α;β; t) = (β − 1)

∫ 1

0

dτ (1− τ)
β−2

Resb=0

(
1− b

√
τ
)−α

e
√
τt/bd ln b.

This representation differs from the formula

(2.14) F (α;β; t) =
Γ (β)

Γ (α) Γ (β − α)

∫ 1

0

etττα−1 (1− τ)
β−α−1

dτ,

which is obtained as a suitable limit from formula (2.9) in Remark 2.4 above (see
also [BE1, Section 6.5]).

We note also that some special functions, like Whittaker functions, Weber–
Hermite functions, Laguerre polynomials and Hermite polynomials, the probabilistic
Erf function, are associated with the confluent hypergeometric function.

Example 2.4. The Bessel function

(2.15) Jν (z) =
∑

n≥0

(−1)
n
(z/2)

2n+ν

Γ (ν + n+ 1)n!
=

(z/2)
ν

Γ (ν + 1)
× F

(
∅; ν + 1;−z2/4

)
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is expressed via the doubly confluent function

F (∅; ν + 1; t) =
∑ n!

(ν + 1)n

tn/2

n!

tn/2

n!

= ν

∫ 1

0

dτ (1− τ)ν Resb=0e
√
τt(b+1/b)d ln b.

So we have

(2.16) Jν (z) =
(z/2)ν

Γ (ν)

∫ 1

0

dτ (1− τ)ν Resb=0e
z
2

√
τ(b−1/b)d ln b.

It is different from the Schläfli formula from [BE2, ZZ1].

Related with the Bessel functions are Hankel functions H
(j)
ν , modified Bessel

functions Kν and Iν , Kelvin functions and Airy functions (see the next example).

Example 2.5. The Airy equation

(2.17) ü = tu

is the simplest equation not solvable in generalized quadratures (see [Zol]); this
equation and its perturbations are studied in greater detail in Section 4 below. We
rewrite it as follows: (

D2
t −Dt − t3

)
u = 0,

where Dt = t ∂
∂t = t∂t is the Euler derivative. From this it follows that its basic

solutions are

u1 (t) =
∑

n≥0

(
t3/9

)n

(2/3)n n!
= F

(
∅; 2/3; t3/9

)
,

u2 (t) = t
∑

n≥0

(
t3/9

)

(4/3)n n!
= t · F

(
∅; 4/3; t3/9

)
,

i.e., are expressed via doubly confluent hypergeometric series; in the literature (see
[Was]) they are represented via Bessel functions.

But there are other solutions defined via integral Airy functions. For example,
we have

Ai (t) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

cos

(
1

3
τ3 + τt

)
dτ(2.18)

=
1

2π
3−1/6Γ

(
1

3

)
u1 (t)−

1

2π
31/6Γ

(
2

3

)
u2 (t) .

In [Was] it is underlined that also the functions Ai
(
e±2πi/3t

)
are also solutions;

Ai (t) and Ai
(
e2πi/3t

)
are chosen as basic solutions.

Example 2.6. The hypergeometric function u0 (t) = F (−λ, ǫλ, ǭλ; 1, 1; t) from Ex-
ample 2.1 satisfies the hypergeometric equation

(2.19)
{
(1− t)D3

t + λ3t
}
u = 0,

where Dt = t ∂
∂t = t∂t.

u0 (t) is one of three basic solutions near t = 0; the other basic solutions near
t = 0 are of the form u1 (t) = u0 (t) ln t+ũ1 (t) and u2 (t) =

1
2u0 (t) ln

2 t+ũ1 (t) ln t+
ũ2 (t) , where the functions ũ1 (t) and ũ2 (t) are analytic near t = 0 (see also Section
5.2 below).
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Eq. (2.19) has t = 1 as another regular singular point. With the variable

s = 1− t

it takes the following form:

(2.20)
{
Ds [(1 − s)∂s]

2 − λ3
}
v = 0,

Ds = s ∂
∂s = s∂s. We have three independent solutions of the form

(2.21)
v1(s;λ) = λ3/2s+O

(
s2
)
,

v2(s;λ) = λ3s2 +O(s3),
v3(s;λ) =

1
4v2 lnλ

3s2 + 1 + w (s;λ) ,

where v1 v2 and w = O(s3) are analytic near s = 0; but none of them is a hyperge-
ometric function and does not have integral representation.

But we can try another expansion of the above solutions. To this aim we assume
λ large, but

z = λ3s2

small. Then we get

(2.22) vj (s;λ) = Vj (z) +O(λ−3/2),

where Vj (z) are basic solutions to the following triply confluent hypergeometric
equation (a generalization of the Bessel equation)

(2.23) (Q0 − z)V = 0, Q0 = 2Dz (2Dz − 1) (2Dz − 2) .

Namely

V1(z) =
√
z

(
1 +

∞∑

n=1

zn

(2n+ 1)!(2n− 1)!!

)
=

√
z · F

(
∅; 3

2
,
1

2
;
z

8

)
,(2.24)

V2(z) = 2

∞∑

n=1

zn

(2n)!(2n− 2)!!
= z · F

(
∅; 2, 3

2
;
z

8

)
,(2.25)

V3(z) =
1

4
V2(z) ln z + 1 + Ṽ3(z),(2.26)

where

(2.27) Ṽ3 =
z2

16
lim µ→0

1

µ

{
F̃1 (z)

(3− 2µ) (2− µ)
− F̃2 (z)

3 (2 + 2µ)

}
= − 13

64 · 9z
2 + . . . ,

F̃1 = F

(
1; 2,

5

2
− µ, 3− µ;

z

8

)
, F̃2 = F

(
1; 2 + µ,

5

2
, 3;

z

8

)
.

In the proof of Eq. (2.27) we take the perturbation Qµ = 8z−1 (Dz − µ)(
Dz − 1

2 − µ
)
(Dz − 1) of the operator Q0 from Eq. (2.23). The corresponding

equation (Qµ − z)V = 0 has solutions: V1 (z;µ) = z1/2+µ (1 + . . .) , V2 (z;µ) =

zF
(
∅; 2− µ, 3

2 − µ; z
8

)
= z + 1+(7/6)µ

24 z2 + 1+(47/30)µ
32·9·5 z3 + . . . and V3 (z;µ) =

zµF
(
∅;µ, 1

2 ;
z
8

)
= zµ

(
1 + 1

4µz +
1−µ
4·24µz

2 + . . .
)
= 1

4µV2 (z)+{ 1
4V2 (z) ln z+1− 1

96z
2

+ . . .} + O (µ). It follows that the third solution is V3 (z) = lim µ→0{V3 (z;µ)

− 1
4µV2 (z, µ)} = 1

4V2 (z) ln z + 1 + Ṽ3 (z) , where 1 + Ṽ3 = lim µ→0{F
(
∅;µ, 1

2 ;
z
8

)
−

z
4µF

(
∅; 2− µ, 3

2 − µ; z8
)
} = 1− 13

64·9z
2+. . . . The latter formula is not good for its in-

tegral representation; we take F
(
∅;µ, 1

2 ;
z
8

)
= 1+ z

4µ +
(z/8)2

µ(µ+1)·3/2F
(
1;µ+ 2, 5

2 ; 3;
z
8

)
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and z
4µF

(
∅; 2− µ, 3

2 − µ; z
8

)
= z

4µ + z2/8
4µ(2−µ)(3/2−µ)F

(
1; 3− µ, 5

2 − µ, 2; z8
)
. From

this formula (2.27) follows.
We have the following integral representations:

V1 = z1/2 +
z1/2

2

∫ 1

0

dτ√
1− τ

Resb=0 sinh
(
z1/3b

)
exp

(
z1/3 τ

2b2

) db

b4
;(2.28)

V2 = 2z1/3Resb=0 cosh
(
z1/3b

)
exp

(
z1/3/2b2

) db

b3
;(2.29)

Ṽ3 = − z
2

32

∫ √
τ̃2τ̃3ln (τ̃1τ̃2τ̃3)Resb=0 exp

(
z1/3φ

)
d2 ln b,(2.30)

where

φ =
1

2

(
τ1b

2
1 + τ2b2/b1 + τ3/b1b2

)
,

τ̃j = 1−τj and the integral is
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
d3τ . The formulas for V1 (in slightly different

form) and V2 come from [ZZ2] and the formula for Ṽ3 is new.

In the proof of formula (2.28) we write z−1/2V1 (z) =
∑

n≤0
(z/2)n

(2n+1)!(1/2)n
=

Resb=0

(
sinh

(
z1/3b

)
/z1/3b

)
× F

(
1; 1

2 ; z
1/3/2b2

)
d lna Here we represent the con-

fluent hypergeometric function as F
(
1; 1

2 ;x
)
= 1 + 2xF

(
1; 3

2 ;x
)
, x = z1/3/2b2,

where F
(
1; 3

2 ;x
)
= Γ(3/2)

Γ(1)Γ(1/2)

∫ 1

0

√
1− τexτdτ = 1

2

∫ 1

0

√
1− τexτdτ.

Next, V2 = 2z · (z/2)n

(2n+2)!n! = 2z ·Resb=0

{(
cosh

(
z1/3b

)
− 1
)
/z2/3b2

}
exp

(
z1/3/2b2

)

d lnb, where Resb=0 exp
(
cb−2

)
b−3db = 0. From this formula (2.29) follows.

In the proof of formula (2.30) one uses the representations F (1;β1, β2, β3;x) =∏
(βj − 1)×

∫ ∫ ∫
d3τ

∏
(1− τj)

βj−2
Resb=0 exp

(
2x1/3φ

)
d2 ln b with β1 = 2, β2 =

5
2 − µ, β3 = 3 − µ and β1 = 2 + µ, β2 = 5

2 , β3 = 3 (compare Theorem 2).

Therefore, the expression in the braces in Eq. (2.27) equals − 1
2

∫ ∫ ∫
d3τ

√
τ̃2τ̃3 ×

Resb=0 exp
(
z1/3φ

)
lim µ→0

1
µ

{
τ̃−µ
2 τ̃−µ

3 − τ̃µ1
}
d2 ln b, where the latter limit is

− ln (τ̃1τ̃2τ̃3).

2.3. WKB approximations for confluent hypergeometric functions. The
name WKB approximation for solutions (or WKB solutions or WKB expansions)
comes from the works of G. Wentzel [Wen], H. A. Kramers [Kra] and L. Brillouin
[Bri] who found approximate solutions to the Schrödinger equation assuming that
the Planck constant h is small. One should add the name of H. Jeffereys (see
[Jef]) and sometimes it is said about the WKBJ method. See also [Fed] for more
informations. The hypergeometric equations with a large parameter are considered
in the next subsection.

But, besides the cases with a large parameter, like λ = h−1, one often deals with
the cases with large argument (e.g., the time variable t) in differential equations.
Here some solutions have exponential behavior (like the WKB solutions) and the
point t = ∞ is an irregular singularity of the equation. This occurs for the confluent
hypergeometric equations.

2.3.1. Analytic/formal solutions near singular points. The hypergeometric function
u0 (t) = F (α1, . . . , αp : β1, . . . , βq; t) satisfies the linear differential equation (the
hypergeometric equation)

(2.31) (Q− tP)u = 0,
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where

Q = Q (Dt) = Dt (Dt + β1 − 1) · · · (Dt + βq − 1) ,(2.32)

P = P (Dt) = (Dt + α1) · · · (Dt + αp) ,(2.33)

Dt = t ∂
∂t , are differential operators. Indeed, assuming a solution of the form

(2.34) u (t) = tγ (1 + a1t+ . . .)

we find that

Q (γ) = 0

and the recurrent relations

(2.35) Q (γ + n+ 1) an+1 = P (γ + n) an.

From this follows the following

Proposition 2.1. (Analytic solutions near t = 0) The hypergeometric equation
(2.31), with p ≤ q + 1, has solutions

(2.36) uj (t) = t1−βj × Fj(t), j = 0, . . . , q,

where β0 = 1 and Fj are some hypergeometric functions (with corresponding pa-
rameters).

If βj ’s are pairwise different then these functions are functionally independent
and form a fundamental system of solutions to Eq. (2.32). Otherwise, some solu-
tions contain summands of the form vk (t) ln

m t with analytic functions vk. These
new solutions can be obtained as limits of suitable ‘difference rations’ of the func-
tions ui (t) with perturbed some parameters βl; so, they also admit integral repre-
sentations (see Example 2.6 above).

Also in the confluent situation, p < q + 1, we have the same solutions as in
Proposition 1.

Near t = 1. Recall that a linear differential equation has a singular point, say
t = 0, of regular type, i.e., its local solutions have power type growth as t → 0,
iff it is of the form

{P0 (Dt) + tP1 (Dt) + . . .}u = 0,

where P0 is a polynomial of degree equal the order of the equation, say q + 1, and
the series in the braces (with polynomials Pj of degree ≤ q + 1) is convergent (see
[Koh, Was, Zol]). (Of course Eq. (2.31) has regular singularity at t = 0.)

Also t = 1 is a regular singular point .

Indeed, we can write Q− tP = (1− t)Dq+1
t + . . . = (1− t)

(
∂

∂(t−1)

)
+ . . ., where

. . . mean lower order derivatives in t− 1 with analytic coefficients; this implies the
regularity at t = 1. However, for p = q + 1 > 2, there are no simple formulas for
basic solutions near t = 1; the recurrent relations are of greater length (greater
than 2 like in Eq. (2.34)).5

5F. Beukers and G. Heckman in [BeHe] proved that, for p = q + 1, there are q analytic

solutions of the form (t− 1)k (1 + . . .) , k = 0, . . . , q − 1, and one analytic solution of the form
(t− 1)γ (1 + . . .) . Using this they calculated the monodromy group of the equation (2.31) under
some additional assumptions.
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Near t = ∞. Next, for ξ = 1
t , we have Dt = −Dξ = −ξ ∂

∂ξ and hence
1
t (Q− tP) = −{P (−Dξ) − ξQ (−Dξ)}, it has similar form as Q − tP . The ba-
sic solutions near t = ∞ are of the form

(2.37) t−αk × F̃k(1/t), k = 1, . . . , p = q + 1,

where F̃k are some hypergeometric functions; if p = q + 1, then they are analytic.

Let us consider the case

p < q + 1.

Here the solutions ui (t) , with generic parameters βk, are defined via series defining
entire functions in the complex plane. It follows that the only singular points are
t = 0 (regular) and t = ∞ (irregular); this holds also in the cases of non-generic βk.

Let us look for basic solutions near t = ∞. Firstly consider regular series

v (t) = tγ
(
1 + a1t

−1 + . . .
)
, t→ ∞.

We find that P (γ) = 0, i.e.,

γ = −αj , j = 1, . . . , p.

Moreover, we have the recurrent relations P (γ − n) an = Q (γ − n+ 1)an−1, i.e.,

P (−γ + n) an = (−1)
q+1−p

Q (−γ − 1 + n) an−1,

which implies the solutions

(2.38) vj (t) = t−αj ×Gj (z) , z = (−1)
q+1−p

/t,

j = 1, . . . , p, where Gj (z) =q+1 Fp

(
α̃1, . . . α̃q+1; β̃1, . . . , β̃p; z

)
are suitable hyper-

geometric series; they are divergent, because the number of α̃’s is greater than 1
plus the number of β̃’s.

Other solutions are WKB type series. Indeed, let us postulate a solution of the
form

v (t) = ect
κ × ψ(t) = ect

κ × tµ(1 + . . .).

We have Dtv = Dt

(
ect

κ × ψ(t)
)
= ect

κ × (cκtκψ +Dtψ) and generally

Dm
t v = ect

κ ×
{
(cκtκ)

m
ψ + (cκtκ)

m−1

[
m (m− 1)

2
κψ +mDtψ

]
+ . . .

}
,

where the dots mean lower powers of t. This implies (by induction)

Qv = ect
κ

{
(cκtκ)

q+1
+

[
q(q + 1)

2
κ+ (q + 1)µ+ β

]
(cκtκ)

q

}
tµ(1 + . . .),

tPv = ect
κ

{
(cκtκ)p t+

[
p (p− 1)

2
κ+ pµ+ α

]
(cκtκ)p−1 t

}
tµ(1 + . . .),

where

α =
∑

αj and β =
∑

(βi − 1)

are defined by Q (Dt) = Dq+1
t + βDq

t + . . . and P (Dt) = Dp
t + αDp−1

t + . . . . By
comparing terms with the highest powers of t we get: κ (q + 1) = κp + 1 and

(cκ)
q+1

= (cκ)
p
, i.e.,

(2.39) κ =
1

q + 1− p
, c = ck =

1

κ
e2πikκ = (q + 1− p) ζk, k = 1, . . . , q + 1− p.
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Comparing the next terms we get 1
2q (q + 1)κ+(q + 1)µ+β = 1

2p (p− 1)κ+pµ+α,
i.e.,

(2.40) µ = κ (α− β)− 1

2
κ2 {q (q + 1)− p (p− 1)} = κ

(
α− β − q

2
− p

2

)
.

It means that we have q + 1− p formal solutions of the WKB form

(2.41) vk (t) = eckt
κ × tµ ·Hk(t

−κ), k = p+ 1, . . . , q + 1.

where Hk (t
−κ) = 1+ . . . are formal series in powers of t−κ. We can summarize the

above in the following result, which we refer to the work [DuMi] of A. Duval and
C. Mitschi.

Proposition 2.2. (Formal solutions near t = ∞) The hypergeometric equation
(2.31) with p < q+1 has p formal solutions of the form (2.38) and q+1−p formal
solutions of the form (2.41) as |t| → ∞.

One can expect that solutions (2.41) could be obtained from the regular solutions
(2.36), i.e., for p = q+1, in some limit procedure (confluence). We did not succeed
to realize this.

2.3.2. Stokes phenomenon. We know that for p < q+ 1 the series Gj in Eq. (2.31)
and Hk in Eq. (2.41) are divergent. Unfortunately, they are not easily expressed, at
least for p = q+1 > 2, because the corresponding recurrent relations for coefficients
are of length greater than 2. There exist formulas which use Meijer’s G–functions
(Mellin transformations of products of Euler Gamma functions), see also [DuMi,
Me].

Recall also that the solutions νl (t) are subject to the so-called Stokes phenome-
non. The neighborhood of t = ∞ is covered by a finite collection of sectors S, where
the seriesHk and/orGj are asymptotic for well defined holomorphic functions. The
corresponding analytic solutions are denoted vSj and vSk . These analytic solutions
are defined either via reduction of the corresponding first order 2–dimensional lin-
ear systems to diagonal normal form (as it is done in [Was, Zol]), or via Meijer’s
G–functions (as it is done in [DuMi]) or via Borel/Laplace transformations (see
[Bal, Ram]).

But when one passes to an adjacent sector S′ the collection
{
vS1 (t), . . . , v

S
q+1(t)

}

of solutions (which are analytic in S) undergoes a linear change; to a solution vSl ,
which is large (dominant), a combination of solutions, which are small (subdomi-

nant), is added. Thus we have vS
′

l (t) = vSl (t) +
∑
civ

S
i (t) for t ∈ S ∩ S′, i.e., the

change is defined by a constant triangularized Stokes matrix.
The Stokes matrices for the confluent hypergeometric equation were calculated

by A. Duval and C. Mitschi [DuMi, Mit].6 The corresponding formulas are quite
complex and we cannot present them here.

2.3.3. WKB solutions at infinity for completely confluent equation. One of the aims
of our research is to express the confluent hypergeometric function in the bases{
vS1 (t), . . . , v

S
q+1(t)

}
; there are no such formulas in [DuMi] (only the Stokes matri-

ces). But to do it completely, one needs to know the Stokes matrices.
In the below Theorem 3 we present a corresponding formula with concrete co-

efficients Kl. But these coefficients Kl are correct only for WKB solutions which

6The authors of [DuMi, Mit] used those Stokes matrices to compute the differential Galois
group of the confluent hypergeometric equations.
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are dominant in a given sector. See also the previous subsection and Example 2.7
below. We also skip the upper index S in the basic solutions vSl .

Theorem 3. In the case p = 0, i.e., complete confluence, as t→ ∞ we have

(2.42) F (∅, β1, . . . , βq; t) ∼
q+1∑

l=1

Klvl (t) ,

where vl (t) = eclt
κ × tµ · Hl(t

κ), κ = 1
q+1 , cl = (q + 1) ζl, ζ = e2πi/(q+1), µ =

− q/2+β
q+1 , β =

∑
(βj − 1) , are functions (2.41) and the constants, before dominating

functions vl (t), equal

(2.43) Kl =
1√
q + 1

·
(∏

Γ (βj)
)
· (2π)−q/2 ·

(
ζl
)−q/2−β

.

Proof. The integral in Eq. (2.13) from Theorem 2 is of double type. We have
the exterior integral

∫
dqτ and the interior integral Res.

We firstly apply the stationary phase formula to the mountain pass integral Res.
The phase equals

φ (a) =

q+1∑

j

aj ,

a = (a1, . . . , aq+1) , where ai’s are subject to the restriction

ϕ (a) = a1 · · · aq+1 = 1.

The critical points of the phase are given by the equations

(φ− ρϕ)
′
aj

= 1− ρ/aj = 0,

where ρ is the Lagrange multiplier. It follows that the critical points are

a(l) =
(
ζl, . . . , ζl

)
, l = 0, . . . , q,

where ζ = ζq+1 = e2πiκ, κ = 1
q+1 , is the corresponding root of unity. Putting

aj = a
(l)
j eiθj = ζleiθj

with small θj (such that θ1 + . . .+ θq+1 = 0) we get

φ = (q + 1) ζl − 1

2
ζl

q+1∑

j=1

θ2
j + . . . .

The following lemma is proved in the Appendix.

Lemma 2.1. Consider a quadratic form
∑q+1

j=1 λjθ
2
j restricted to the hypersurface∑q+1

j=1 θj = 0. Then the determinant of the corresponding symmetric matrix equals

eq (λ) =
∑

I:|I|=q

λI ,

where λI = λi1 · · ·λiq for I = {i1, . . . , iq} ⊂ {1, . . . , q + 1}; i.e., it is the qth ele-
mentary symmetric polynomial in λj ’s.
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From this lemma we find that the quadratic form θ2
1 + . . .+ θ2

q+1, i.e., with the

eigenvalues λj = 1, on the hyperplane θ1 + . . . + θq+1 = 0 is reduced to
∑q

1 λ̃j θ̃
2

with
∏
λ̃j = 1.

It follows that the contribution to the integral–residuum from a neighborhood
of a(l), via the stationary phase formula, equals

(
1

2πi

)q

× exp
[
(q + 1) ζlηtκ

]
×

q∏

l=1

∫
exp

(
−1

2
ζlηtκλ̃lθ̃

2
l

)
idθ̃l

=

(
1

2π

)q

× exp
[
(q + 1) ζlηtκ

]
×

q∏

l=1

(
2π

ζlηtκλ̃l

)1/2

= (q + 1)−1/2 (2π)−q/2 ζ−ql/2 (τ1 · · · τqt)−κq/2 exp
[
(q + 1) ζl (τ1 · · · τqt)κ

]
,

where η = (τ1 · · · τq)κ , κ = 1
q+1 .

Now we consider the exterior integration over τ. It has the form
∫ ∏

τ
−κq/2
i τ̃

βj−2
i × exp [Λ (τ1 · · · τq)κ] dqτ,

where τ̃i = 1 − τi and Λ = (q + 1) ζltκ is a large parameter (as t is large). It is
not an oscillatory integral (nor a mountain pass integral), because the ‘phase’ takes
maximal value at the point τ1 = . . . = τq = 1 in the boundary of the integration
domain. Nevertheless, an asymptotic analysis is applicable.

The leading contribution comes from the neighborhood of the corner point, where
τ̃i are small. We have

(τ1 · · · τq)κ ≈ 1− κ (τ̃1 + . . .+ τ̃q)

and we arrive at the product of integrals

∏∫ ∞

0

τ̃
βj−2
i e−Λκτ̃idτ̃i =

∏
(Λκ)

1−βj Γ (βi − 1)

= ζ−lβt−κβ
∏

Γ (βi − 1) ,

where Λκ = ζltκ. This and Eq. (2.13) give formula (2.43). �

Remark 2.5. One could ask why we do not have an analogue of Theorem 3 in the
cases of not completely confluent hypergeometric functions, i.e., with 0 < p < q+1.
In fact, we have tried to apply the stationary phase formula, but without definite
conclusion. We explain what happens here in Appendix 6.2.

Example 2.7. (Standard confluent hypergeometric function revisited) We
have p = q = 1 and κ = 1

q+1−p = 1. Here we can use the representation

u0 (t) = F (α;β; t) =
Γ (β)

Γ (α) Γ (β − α)

∫ 1

0

etττα−1 (1− τ)β−α−1 dτ

from Example 2.3. Let Ret > 0 and |t| → ∞. Then the leading part of the in-
tegral arises from neighborhood of τ = 1. With s = t (1− τ) we get u0 (t) ≈

Γ(β)
Γ(α)Γ(β−α)e

ttα−β
∫∞

0 e−ssβ−α−1ds ≈ Γ(β)
Γ(α)e

ttα−β ≈ Γ(β)
Γ(α)v2 (t) (compare Eq. (2.41).

Let Ret < 0 and |t| → ∞. Then the lading part of the integral arises from neighbor-

hood of τ = 0. With σ = −τt we get u0 (t) ≈ Γ(β)
Γ(α)Γ(β−α) (−t)

−α ∫∞
0 e−σσα−1dσ ≈
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Γ(β)
Γ(β−α) (−t)

−α ≈ Γ(β)
Γ(β−α)e

−πiαv1 (t) (compare Eq. (2.38)); this agrees with [BE1,

Section 6.13.1].
The other basic solution near t = 0 is u1 (t) = t1−βF (α− β + 1; 2− β; t) (com-

pare Eq.(2.36)). Thus

u1 =
Γ (2− β)

Γ (α− β) Γ (2− α)
t1−β

∫ 1

0

etττα−β (1− τ)
1−α

dτ,

with the asymptotic u1 (t) ≈ Γ(2−β)
Γ(α−β+1)v2 (t) as Ret > 0 and |t| → ∞ and u1 (t) ≈

Γ(2−β)
Γ(1−α)e

−πiαv1 (t) as Ret < 0 and |t| → ∞.

But we can get more informations about the asymptotic behavior of these solu-
tions using the Stokes operators; here we will follow the method from the book [He]
of J. Heading. We can cover a neighborhood of t = ∞ by two sectors: S+ with the
upper imaginary half-line {t0 = is : s > 0} (the Stokes line or the line of division)
as its bisectrix and with an angle 2π− ε and S− with the lower imaginary half-line.
These sectors intersect at two smaller sectors: Sπ with the left real half-line (con-
jugate Stokes line) as its bisectrix and S0 with the right half-line (conjugate Stokes
line).

In S+ (respectively, in S−) one has two analytic solutions v+
j (t) , j = 1, 2,

(respectively, v−j ) with asymptotic behavior as the formal solutions v1,2 (t); see Sub-
section The relations between the two fundamental systems in the sectors Sπ and
S0 are defined by constant triangular Stokes matrices: we have

v+
1 = v−1 + cv−2 , v

+
2 = v+

1 in Sπ,

v−1 = v+
1 , v

−
2 = v+

2 + dv+
1 in S0.

Sometimes it is said that the above changes take place at the conjugate Stokes lines
(see [He]).

Denote

ζ = e2πiα, ν = e−2πiβ

Assume that at the upper imaginary half-line we have the expansions for u0 (t0) =

F1 (t0) and u1 (t0) = t1−β
0 F2 (t0) = iν1/2s1−βF2 (is), t0 = is with s > 0 : u0 (t0) =

Av+
1 (t0) +Av+

2 (t0) and u1 (t0) = Cv+
1 (t0) +Dv+

2 (t0) . Thus

F1 (t0) = At−α
0 G+ (t0) +Btα−β

0 et0H+ (t0) ,

t1−β
0 F2 (t0) = Ct−α

0 G+ (t0) +Dtα−β
0 et0H+ (t0) ,

where G+ and H+ are analytic functions with formal power series in t−1
0 like G1

and H1 in Eqs. (2.38) and (2.41).
Let us rotate t0 to eπit0 = −t0. In the sector Sπ we have t = eiθt0 and u1 (t) =

ei(1−β)θt1−β
0 F2 (t) , v

±
1 (t) ∼ e−iαθt−α

0 G1 (t) , v
±
2 ∼ ei(α−β)θtα−β

0 etH1 (t) and we get

F1 (t) = A
(
v−1 + cv−2

)
+Bv−2

∼ Ae−iαθt−α
0 G1 (t) + (B + cA) ei(α−β)θtα−β

0 etH1 (t) ,

ei(1−β)θt1−β
0 F2 (t) = C

(
v−1 + cv−2

)
+Dv−2

∼ Ce−iαθt−α
0 G1 (t) + (D + cC) ei(α−β)θtα−β

0 etH1 (t) .
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In particular, for t = −t0 in the lower Stokes line we have

F1 (t) ∼ Aζ−1/2t−α
0 G1 (t) + (B + cA) (ζν)

1/2
tα−β
0 etH1 (t) ,

−v1/2t1−β
0 F2 (t) ∼ Cζ−1/2t−α

0 G1 (t) + (D + cC) (ζν)
1/2

tα−β
0 etH1 (t) .

Finally, we rotate −t0 to eπi(−t0) = t0. The analogues of the latter formulas are
following:

F1 (t0) = (A+ d (B + cA)) ζ−1t−α
0 G+ (t0) + (B + cA) ζνtα−β

0 et0H+ (t0) ,

vt1−β
0 F2 (t0) = (C + d (D + cC)) ζ−1t−α

0 G+ (t0) + (D + cC) ζνtα−β
0 et0H+ (t0) .

Therefore, we get the relations

A = (A+ d (B + cA)) ζ−1, B = (B + cA) νζ,

νC = (C + d (D + cC)) ζ−1, νD = (D + cC) νζ.

The vanishing of the determinants of each of the above two linear systems leads to
the condition

cd = (ζ − 1) (1− νζ) ;

so, we still do not know the constants c and d defining the Stokes matrices. But we

know the values of the constants: A = Γ(β)
Γ(β−α)ζ

−1/2, B = Γ(β)
Γ(α) , C = Γ(β)

Γ(β−α)ζ
−1/2

and D = Γ(2−β)
Γ(α−β+1) . Using this we find

c =
1− νζ

νζ

B

A
=

Γ (β − α)

Γ (α)
(1− νζ) ζ−1/2ν−1,

d =
Γ (α)

Γ (β − α)
(ζ − 1) ζ1/2ν.

Moreover, at the upper Stokes line we have

F (α;β; is) =
Γ (β)

Γ (β − α)
ζ−1/4s−αG+ (is) +

Γ (β)

Γ (α)
(νζ)

1/4
sα−βeisH+ (is) (s > 0)

and on the lower Stokes line we have

F (α;β;−is) = Γ(β)
Γ(β−α)ζ

−3/4s−αG− (−is)

+Γ(β)
Γ(α)

[
1 + (1− νζ) ζ−1/2ν−1

]
(νζ)

3/4
sα−βe−isH− (−is) ( s > 0).

Finally, we would like to note that we did not found such analysis in the literature.

Example 2.8. (Example 2.6 revisited) Calculations like in the proof of Theorem 3
give the following WKB expansions for the basic solutions Vj :

V1 ∼ 2√
3
z1/6

(
−e

3
2 z

1/3

+ ǭe−
3
2 ǫz

1/3

+ ǫe−
3
2 ǭz

1/3
)
,

V2 ∼ 2√
6π
z1/6

(
e

3
2 z

1/3

+ ǭe−
3
2 ǫz

1/3

+ ǫe−
3
2 ǭz

1/3
)
,

V3 ∼ i

2

√
2π

3
z1/6

(
ǭe−

3
2 ǫz

1/3 − ǫe−
3
2 ǭz

1/3
)

mod V2,

where ǫ = eπi/3.
In [ZZ3] also the Stokes matrices were found, but in a different way than in

[DuMi]. We have combined a Heading method with a perturbation of the confluent
equation to a non-confluent one (where some Stokes matrix becomes a monodromy
matrix).
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2.4. WKB expansions of hypergeometric functions with a large param-

eter. Here we consider the hypergeometric function (2.1) and the hypergeometric
equation (2.31) in the case when p = q + 1 (i.e., no confluence) and

(2.44) α1 = Aν1, . . . , αq+1 = Aνq+1,

where A > 0 is a large parameter,

(2.45) A→ +∞,

and νi, βj are fixed. (One could consider the case when only r < p = q + 1 of the
parameters αi are large, but this leads to a non-conclusive analysis, like in Remark
2.5 above).

2.4.1. Hamilton–Jacobi and transport equations. We look for solutions in the form
of WKB series

(2.46) U (t) = eAS(t)ψ (t;A) ,

where S (t) is an ‘action’ and

(2.47) ψ (t;A) = ψ0 (t) + ψ1 (t)A
−1 + . . .

is an ‘amplitude’. As a rule the series defining ψ is divergent.
In this subsection we determine the action S and the leading amplitude term

ψ0 directly from Eq. (2.31). (In Subsection 2.4.5 we do the same by applying the
stationary phase formula to the integral in Eq. (2.2), which is a mountain pass
integral.)

We have

DU = eAS(t) {A · DS · ψ +Dψ} ,
(D +Aν)U = eAS(t) {A · (DS + ν) · ψ +Dψ} ,

where D = Dt = t ∂
∂t . Recall that Q (Dt) = Dq+1

t + βDq
t + . . ., where

β =
∑

(βj − 1) ,

By induction one proves that

QU = eAS(t) × {Aq+1 · (DS)q+1 · ψ +Aq ·

[(q + 1) (DS)q Dψ +
1

2
q (q + 1) (DS)q−1 (D2S

)
ψ + β (DS)q ψ] + . . .}

and

PU = eAS(t) × {Aq+1 · P (DS) · ψ

+Aq[
1

2
P ′′ (DS) · D2S · ψ + P ′ (DS) · Dψ] + . . .}.

By comparing the terms before Aq+1 and Aq in the equation (Q− tP)U = 0, we
get the Hamilton–Jacobi equation

(2.48) (DS)q+1 − tp (DS) = 0,

where

p (x) =
∏

(x+ νj)



HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS 21

is a renormalized polynomial, P (Ax) = Aq+1p (x), and the transport equation

{(q + 1) (DS)q − tp′ (DS)} · Dψ0(2.49)

+

{[
1

2
q (q + 1) (DS)q−1 − t

2
p′′ (DS)

]
·
(
D2S

)
+ β (DS)q

}
· ψ0.

The Hamilton–Jacobi equation is solved in two steps. Firstly, it is an algebraic
equation for DS with q + 1 solutions

DS = R(l) (t) , l = 1, . . . , q + 1,

where R(l) (t) = Dζltκ + . . . as t→ 0 (here and below the upper index (l) does not
mean the lth derivative), κ = 1

q+1 , D = (
∏
νj)

κ
, ζ = e2πiκ), which are algebraic

functions. Next, we solve the initial value problems

t
dS

dt
= R(l) (t) , S (0) = 0,

with the solutions

(2.50) S(l) (t) =

∫ t

0

s−1R(l) (s) ds,

where S(l) (t) = κ−1Dζltκ + . . . as t→ 0. The functions S(l) belong to the class of
functions expressed via generalized quadratures (see [Zol]).

Knowing these solutions we solve the transport equations (but not just an initial
value problem)

(2.51) ψ
(l)
0 (t) = exp

∫ t

T (l) (s) ds,

where T (j) (t) are suitable functions expressed in generalized quadratures following

from Eq. (2.49). The functions ψ
(l)
0 (t) are also expressed via generalized quadra-

tures. As t→ 0 we have T (l) (t) ≈ − 1
2q (q + 1)

(
DS(l)

)q−1 (D2S(l)
)
/ (q + 1)

(
DS(l)

)q

= − q
2 · D2S(l)/DS(l); thus ψ

(l)
0 (t) ≈ const ·

(
DS(l)

)−q/2 ≈ const · t−q/2(q+1).

2.4.2. Testing and principal solutions. The terms ψj (t) in the expansion ψ (t;A) =
ψ0 (t) + ψ1 (t)A

−1 + . . . also satisfy suitable transport type equations. They are

linear non-homogeneous equations ψ̇j = a (t)ψj + b (t), where the corresponding

homogeneous equations are the same as in Eq. (2.49), i.e., a (t) = a(l) (t) do not

depend on j, and b (t) = b
(l)
j (t) are expressed via the a

(l)
i ’s for i < j. So, the

solutions ψj to those non-homogeneous equations are defined modulo const ·ψ0 (t) ;
in fact, this non-uniqueness holds only for j’s from some arithmetic sequence (see
Example 2.9 below).

So, it is natural to define the testing WKB solutions U
(l)
test (t) as those formal

WKB series (2.46) whose functional coefficients ψj (t) do not contain terms pro-

portional to ψ0 (t) . The so-called principal WKB solutions U
(l)
princ (t) are those

defined by application of the stationary phase formula to integral (2.2) (see below).
Recall also that a non-uniqueness of this sort was noted in the WKB approach to

the Schrödinger equation. In order to remove this ambiguity one imposes so-called
Born–Sommerfeld quantization conditions (because the wave functions must decay
at ±∞ see [Sch]).
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Finally, we note that in [ZZ2] we considered WKB solutions in some cases when
the corresponding Hamilton–Jacobi equation (see Eq. (2.48)) has a solution of
multiplicity greater than one.

2.4.3. Stokes phenomenon. Like in the case of a confluent equation the formal solu-
tions (2.46) are divergent. But they are asymptotic series for some analytic solutions
in suitable domains.

In the beginning of this section we imposed the assumptions (2.44)–(2.45). Thus
the parameter A is real and large. But the time t can take complex values, t ∈ C.
The analytic solutions are defines in some domains in the complex plane; we denote
these domains also by S (although they are not sectors). The corresponding result
was proved by G. D. Birkhoff [Bir]. 7

Anyway we divide the analytic solutions into dominant ones and subdominant
ones and we have corresponding Stokes matrices, like in Subsection 2.3.2. The
dominant solutions are those for which the exponent

expAS(t)

in Eq. (2.46) tends to infinity as A→ +∞, i.e., when ReS(t) > 0 for t ∈ S; in fact,
these solutions are analytically continued to larger domains. The Stokes operators
in some cases of confluent hypergeometric equations were analyzed in the book [He]
of J. Heading; it is desirable to study them in general situations (an analogue to
the Duval–Mitschi analysis).

In the below Theorem 4 we express the hypergeometric function in some ‘basis’ of
principal WKB solutions, but the coefficients before the these solutions are correct
only in the dominant case.

2.4.4. WKB expansions. Let us apply the stationary phase formula to the integral
in Eq. (2.2), with assumption (2.44) for large A > 0, i.e., to

(2.52) F (t) = C

∫ ∏
(1− τi)

βi−2
Res

{∏
(1− ηaj)

−νj
}A

,

where
η = (τ1 · · · τqt)κ ,

κ = 1
q+1 .

(a) The Res is the residuum of the form {·}A d lnq+1 a/d ln (a1 · · · aq+1); it is a
mountain pass type integral with the phase

(2.53) φ = −
∑

νj ln (1− ηaj)

with the restriction
ϕ := a1 · · · aq+1 = 1.

Let ρ be the Lagrange multiplier; then the critical points of the phase are given
by the equations ∂ (φ− ρϕ) /∂aj = 0, i.e., we have

(2.54) aj =
ρ

η (ρ+ νj)
.

Moreover, the condition ϕ = 1 leads to the algebraic equation for ρ :

(2.55) ρq+1 = ηq+1p (ρ) , .

7In [ZZ2] the situation whrre both, t (the time) and A (the parameter), can be complex. Here
we consider the simpler case.
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where p (ρ) =
∏

(ρ+ νj); note the similarity of this equation with Eq. (2.48) above.
Let

(2.56) ρ = ρ(l) (η) , l = 1, . . . , q + 1,

be its solutions; thus

a
(l)
j =

ρ(l)

η
(
ρ(l) + νj

) .

As η → 0 we have ρ(l) ≈ ηDζl, a
(l)
j ≈ Dv−1

j ζl, where D = (
∏
νj)

κ
, ζ = e2πiκ,

κ = 1
q+1 .

(b) We put aj = a
(l)
j eiθj , with the restriction

∑
θj = 1, and expand the phase.

We get

(2.57) φ = φ(l) − 1

2

∑

j

ρ(l)

(
1 +

ρ(l)

νj

)
θ2
j + . . . .

where

(2.58) φ(l) = φ(l) (η) =
∑

νj ln
(
1 + ρ(l)/νj

)

are the corresponding critical values. Of course, the linear term is absent.
Consider the quadratic part, i.e., the quadratic form

−1

2

q+1∑

1

λjθ
2
j ,
∑

θj = 0,

with the eigenvalues λj = ρ(l)
(
1 + ρ(l)/νj

)
. By Lemma 2.1 above this form is

equivalent to − 1
2

∑q
1 λ̃j θ̃

2
j , where

Det = Det
(
ρ(l) (η)

)
=
∏

λ̃j = eq (λ1, . . . , λq+1)

(elementary symmetric polynomial in λ). Let us evaluate this quantity.
Recall that it is the coefficient before λ in the polynomial r (λ) =

∏
(λ+ λj) ,

i.e., in

∏(
λ+ ρ+ ρ2/νj

)
=

∏ ρ+ λ

νj
×
∏(

ρ2

ρ+ λ
+ νj

)

=
∏ ρ

νj
×
(
1 +

λ

ρ

)q+1

× p

(
ρ

(
1 +

λ

ρ

)−1
)
,

where ρ = ρ(l). We get

r (λ) ≈ ρq+1

p (0)
×
(
1 + (q + 1)

λ

ρ

)
× p (ρ)

{
1− p′ (ρ)

p (ρ)
λ

}

and hence

(2.59) Det(l) (η) = ρq+1 p (ρ)

p (0)

{
q + 1

ρ
− p′ (ρ)

p (ρ)

}
, ρ = ρ(l) (η) .

It follows that the interior integral Res near a = a(l) approximately equals
(

1

2π

)q/2

A−q/2
(
Det(l) (η)

)−1/2

eAφ(l)(η),
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where φ(l) is given in Eq. (2.58) and Det(l) is given in Eq. (2.59).

(c) Let us now consider the exterior integral over τi’s. Recall that the quantities

φ(l) and Det(l) depend on τ via η = (τ1 · · · τqt)κ , κ = 1
q+1 . Now we assume that the

principal solution, with the index (l) or l, is dominant; thus the function φ(l) has
positive real part in a crucial domain.

But, by the similarity of Eqs. (2.48) and (2.55) we see that the action S(l)(t)

equals
∫ t

0 ρ
(l)|η=τκdτ. It means that S(l) (t) = φ(l)|τ1=...−=τq = 1. Thus the term

(
Det(l) (η)

)−1/2

is taken at η = tκ.

Moreover, with τ̃i = 1− τi, we have

η = tκ
{
1− κ

∑
τ̃i + . . .

}
,

ρ(l) = ρ(l) (η) = ρ(l) (tκ)− κtκ
dρ(l)

dη
(tκ) ·

∑
τ̃i + . . . ,

φ(l) = φ(l) (η) = φ(l) (tκ)− tκ

1 + ρ(l) (tκ)

dρ(l)

dη
(tκ) ·

∑
τ̃i + . . . .

= φ(l) (tκ)− ξ(l) ·
∑

τ̃i + . . . .(2.60)

Therefore we get C
(

1
2π

)q/2
A−q/2

(
Det(l) (tκ)

)−1/2

eAφ(l)(tκ) times

∏

i

∫ 1

0

τ̃βi−2
i exp

(
−Aξ(l)τ̃i

)
dτ̃i ∼

∏
Γ (βi − 1) ·

(
Aξ(l)

)1−βi

=
(∏

Γ (βi − 1)
)
·
(
Aξ(l)

)−β

,

where β =
∑

(βi − 1). Since C =
∏

(βi − 1) , we get that the contribution to F (t)
from a neighborhood of a(l) equals

(∏
Γ (βi)

)( 1

2π

)q/2

·A−q/2−β · eAφ(l)(tκ) ·
(
Det(l) (tκ)

)−1/2

·
(
ξ(l)
)−β

.

(d) We can summarize this section in the following statement, where the con-
stants El in the formula (2.60) are correct only in the cases the corresponding
exponents are dominating.

Theorem 4. We have the expansion

(2.61) F ∼
q+1∑

l=1

El ·A−q/2−β · U (l)
princ ∼

q+1∑

l=1

El ·A−q/2−β · eAS(l)(t)ψ
(l)
0 (t)

in principal WKB solutions, where

El =
(∏

Γ (βi)
)( 1

2π

)q/2

,

S(l) (t) = φ(l) (tκ) ,

ψ
(l)
0 (t) =

(
Det(l) (tκ)

)−1/2

·
(
ξ(l)
)−β
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and φ(l), Det(l) and ξ(l) are defined in Eqs. (2.58)–(2.60) above. In particular, the

functions φ(l) (tκ) and
(
Det(l) (tκ)

)−1/2

·
(
ξ(l)
)−β

serve as evaluations of the above

integrals (2.50)–(2.51) defining the ‘actions’ S(l) and the ‘amplitudes’ ψ
(l)
0 .

Example 2.9. (Example 2.1 revisited) We consider the integral in Eq. (2.12) for
u0(t;λ) = F (−λ, ǫλ, ǭλ; 1, 1; t) , ǫ = eiπ/3, for large λ = A. Since β1 = β2 = 1 in
the integral representation we deal only with the residuum.

The Hamilton–Jacobi equation, i.e., (1− t) (DtS)
3
= −t, has three solutions

Sσ (t) = σS0 (t) = σ

∫ t

0

τ−2/3 (1− τ)
−1/3

dτ, σ = −1, ǫ, ǭ.

The transport equation, i.e., (DtS)
3·Dtψ0+(DtS)

2·D2
tS·Dψ0 = 0, has the particular

solution ψ0 (t) = (DtS)
−1

, i.e.,

ψ0(t) = 1/ϑ,

ϑ = (1/ (1− t))
1/3

.

The phase in integral (2.12) equals φ (a) = ln
(
1− t1/3a1

)
− ln

(
1− t1/3a2

)
−

ǭ ln
(
1− t1/3a3

)
, subject to the restriction a1a2a3 = 1, and the measure is d3 ln a/d ln (a1a2a3) .

There are three conditional critical points of the phase defined by

t1/3aσ1 =
−σϑ
1− σϑ

, t1/3aσ2 =
ǭσϑ

1 + ǭσϑ
, t1/3aσ3 =

ǫσϑ

1 + ǫσϑ
, σ = −1, ǫ, ǭ.

Near these points we can write aj = aσj e
iθj , where the angles θj are subject to the

restriction θ1 + θ2 + θ3 = 0. The expansion of the phase gives the leading term

φσ = − ln(1 − σϑ) + ǫ ln(1 + ǭσϑ) + ǭ ln(1 + ǫσϑ) = σS0(t).

Of course, the linear part ϕσ
1 vanishes and the quadratic part equals

−1

2
Qσ (θ) = −1

2

{
σϑ
(
θ2

1 + θ2
2 + θ2

3

)
− (σϑ)2(−θ2

1 + ǭθ2
2 + ǫθ2

3)
}
.

By Lemma 2.1 the determinant of the corresponding matrix equals detσ = 3 (σϑ)
2
.

As in other oscillatory type integrals (or mountain pass integrals) the leading
part of the hypergeometric function (2.12) arising from a neighborhood of the point
aσ, for large |λ| , equals

eσλS0(t) ×
(

1

2πi

)2 ∫ ∫
e−λQσ/2i2dθ1dθ2 = eσλS0(t) × 1

4π2
× 2π

λ
√
detσ

=
eσλS0(t)

2π
√
3σϑλ

.

Therefore

u0 (t;λ) ∼
1

2π
√
3λ

(
1− t

t

)1/3 {
−e−λS̃(t) + ǭeǫλS̃(t) + ǫeǭλS̃(t)

}
.

According to Remark 2.7 the summands in the above formula correspond to prin-
cipal WKB solution Uσ

princ ∼ ϑ−1eσλS0(t). More detailed calculations, which use a
Bessel type approximation of the hypergeometric equation for large parameter λ and
so-called Wick formula for Gaussian integrals (see Example 3.2 below), show the
relation

Uσ
princ ∼

(
1− 8

36
λ−3 + . . .

)
Uσ

test
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between the principal and testing WKB solutions (which are defined in Subsection
2.3.3 above).

In the case of the integral formula (2.11) for the function F (λ,−λ; 1; t) we have
the relations U±

princ ∼
(
1 + 5

28λ
−2 + . . .

)
U±

test for the corresponding WKB series

U± (t) ∼
(

1−t
t

)1/4
e±iλS̃(t).

3. Variations of hypergeometric functions

Consider the following perturbation of the hypergeometric equation (2.11):

(3.1)
(
Q− tP − εt2R

)
u = 0,

where R = R (Dt) with a polynomial R of degree ≤ q+ 1 and ε is a small complex
parameter. Here the length of the recurrence for the coefficients in the power series
solutions equals 3, so we do not have direct formulas for these coefficients.

We look for solutions to Eq. (3.1) of the form

(3.2) u (t) = u (t; ε) = u0 (t) + εu0,1 (t) + ε2u0,2 (t) + . . . ,

where u0 (t) = u0,0 (t) = F (α1, . . . , αp;β1, . . . , βq; t) is our hypergeometric func-
tions. The functions u0,j (t) are called the variations of the hypergeometric

function.
The functions u0,j satisfy the following recurrence:

(3.3) (Q− tP)u0,k+1 = t2Ru0,k, k ≥ 0,

with the initial conditions u0,k (0) = 0.

Theorem 5. The functions u0,k are defined by the series

(3.4) u0,k (t) =
∑

n0≥0,...,nk≥0

Ω (mk)




k−1∏

j=0

S (mj)


 tmk

mk!
,

where

mj = n0 + . . .+ ni + 2j

and

(3.5) Ω (n) =
(α1)n · · · (αp)n
(β1)n · · · (βq)n

, S (n) =
R (n)Q (n+ 1)

P (n)P (n+ 1)
.

Moreover, these variations admit integral representations, following from the be-
low proof.

Proof. The operator Q − tP acts on the space tC [[t]] of power series in t
without constant term. Assuming Q (n) 6= 0 for n > 0, the operator Q is in-
vertible. Moreover, the operator tP is ‘small’ in relation with Q.8 Therefore,
Q − tP =

(
I − tPQ−1

)
Q is invertible with the inverse defined by the von Neu-

mann type series

(Q− tP)
−1

= Q−1
(
I − tPQ−1

)−1

= Q−1 +Q−1tPQ−1 +Q−1
(
tPQ−1

)2
+ . . . .

8One can introduce a suitable norm in the space tC [[t]] , such that the series of finite norm are
convergent in a disc of given small radius. Then the operator tP will have small norm.
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In particular, we have

(Q− tP)
−1
tn =

1

Q (n)
tn+

P (n)

Q (n)Q (n+ 1)
tn+1+

P (n)P (n+ 1)

Q (n)Q (n+ 1)Q (n+ 2)
tn+2+. . . .

Also

t2Rtn = R (n) tn+2.

Using this Eq. (3.4) is proved by induction. In particular, the term with given
n0, . . . , nk equals

Q−1
(
tPQ−1

)nk ◦ t2R ◦ . . . ◦ Q−1
(
tPQ−1

)n1 ◦ t2R
(α1)n0

· · · (αp)n0

(β1)n0
· · · (βq)n0

tn0

n0!
.

Let us prove the second statement of Theorem 5. We do not write down an
integral formula for the function in the right-hand side of Eq. (3.4). We present
only the steps leading to it.

Firstly, we denote

p0 = n0, pj = nj + 2 for j > 0.

Then in Eq. (3.4) we have the sum over p0 ≥ 0 and pj ≥ 2. Introduce the following
function of many variables

w (t0, t1, . . . , tk) =
∑

p0≥0,p1≥2...,pk≥2

Ω (p0 + . . .+ pk)
tp0

0 · · · tpk

k

(p0 + . . .+ pk)!
.

We have

v0,k (t) =








k−1∏

j=0

S
(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj

)

w



 |t0=...=tk=t,

where Dtj = tj∂/∂tj are Euler operators. The operators

S
(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj

)
= P

(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj

)−1
P
(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj + 1

)−1

R
(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj

)
Q
(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj + 1

)

need an interpretation. There are no problems with the operatorsR
(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj

)

and Q
(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj + 1

)
; they are standard differential operators.

Let us interpret the operator
(
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj + α

)−1
. It amounts to solving the

equation (
Dt0 + . . .+Dtj + α

)
f = g,

where we may assume that g = g (t0, . . . , tj) . Introduce the variables r = t0 +
. . . + tj , si = ti/r; thus t = rs. If f (rs) =

∑
fm (s) rm and g =

∑
gm (s) rm,

then
{(

Dt0 + . . .+Dtj + α
)
f
}
(rs) =

∑
(m+ α) fm (s) rm and hence f (rs) =∑ gm(s)

m+s r
m = r−α

∫ r

0
τα−1g (τs) dτ, or

f (t) = (t0 + . . .+ tj)
−α
∫ t0+...+tj

0

τα−1g

(
τ

t0 + . . .+ tj
t

)
dτ.

Here one assumes Reα > 0; in the opposite case (but α 6∈ Z) one applies it to part
of g with sufficiently high order terms and for the few low order terms one uses
gm (s) rm 7−→ 1

m+sgm (s) rm.
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Next, consider the following series:

w0 (t0, . . . , tk) =
∑

p0≥0,p1≥0...,pk≥0

Ω (p0 + . . .+ pk)
tp0

0 · · · tpk

k

(p0 + . . .+ pk)!
,

i.e., a hypergeometric function of many variables; some of them are known as Appel
functions or Lauricella functions (see [BE1, Section 5.7] and [Koh, Chapter 6.5]).
The difference between w0 and w is a sum of functions expressed via hypergeometric
series of smaller number of variables; we do not analyze it in detail.

In order to deal with the series w0 we need generalizations of formulas before
the proof of Theorem 2.1. One is the generalized binomial formula

(1− x1 − . . .− xl)
−α

=
∑

n1≥0,...,nl≥0

(α)n1+...+nl

n1! · · ·nl!
xn1

1 · · ·xnl

l .

Another is the generalized Beta-function

B (γ0, . . . , γl) =

∫
τγ0−1
0 · · · τγl

l

dl+1τ

d (τ0 + . . .+ τl)
=

Γ (γ0) · · ·Γ (γl)

Γ (γ0 + . . .+ γl)
,

where the integration runs over the simplex {τj ≥ 0, τ0 + . . .+ τl ≤ 1} .
Finally we use the residuum formula, but with increased number of complex

integration arguments. In particular, in the case p = q+1, the number of arguments
is (k + 1)×(2q − 1) : (q + 1) of ci’s and q = p−1 of bi’s for each variable tj (compare
the proof of Theorem 2.1). The integral–residua with respect to ci’s are evaluated
using the residuum theorem and there remain only residua with respect to bi’s and
the integrations over τi’s.

In the case p < q + 1 the integral is suitably modified, with exponents replacing
some binomial formula. �

The integral formulas from the thesis of Theorem 5 are quite complicated and
not illuminating; so we do not write them down. In the below examples we present
them in some cases which are relatively simple.

Example 3.1. Consider the perturbation
{
Dt − t (Dt + α)− εt2 (Dt + γ)

}
u = 0

of the hypergeometric equation with p = q + 1 = 1; it probably a simples example.
Recall that for ε = 0 the solution u0 (t) = (1− t)

−α
, see Eq. (2.7). The above

equation is of first order,
(
1− t− εt2

)
u̇ = (α+ εγt)u, and has solution

u0 (t; ε) = exp

∫ t

0

α+ εγs

1− s− εs2
ds

= (1− t)
−α

{
1 + ε

[
(2− γ) ln (1− t) + t

2− t

1− t
− t

]
+O

(
ε2
)}

.

Example 3.2. The function F (−λ, ǫλ, ǭλ; 1, 1; t) from Example 2.1 for large λ and
small t such that y = λ3t is finite can be rewritten as F = U0 (y)+λ

−3U0,1 (y)+ . . . ,

where U0 (y) =
∑

n≥0
(−y)n

(n!)3
is Bessel like confluent hypergeometric function and

U0,1 =
∑

m≥0,n≥0
n3

((m+n)!)3
(−y)m+n

, U0,2, etc. are variations of U0. Here the
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analogue of the equation (3.1) is simpler. But the integral formulas for U0,j (y) can
be expressed directly from Eq. (2.12). We have

U0 (y) = Resa=0 exp
(
−y1/3φ

) d3 ln a

d ln (a1a2a3)
,

U0,1 (y) = Resa=0 exp
(
−y1/3φ

)
A

d3 ln a

d ln (a1a2a3)
,

where the phase φ = φ0,

φk =
1

k + 1

(
ak+1

1 − ǫak+1
2 − ǭak+1

3

)
,

and the amplitude

A = − 1

3!
y2φ3

1 + y5/3φ1φ2 − y4/3φ3.

Consider variations of the function V2 (z) from Example 2.6 (see Eq. (2.22)).
Recall that we have v2 (s;λ) = λ3s2 + . . . = V2 (z)+ . . . is one of the basic solutions
of the corresponding hypergeometric equation near s = 1 − t = 0. Moreover, we
assume small s and large λ such that z = λ3s2 is finite. In fact, the perturbed
equation becomes more complicated than Eq. (3.1); we have

(3.6)
(
Q− z − λ−3/2z1/2R+ λ−3zS

)
V = 0,

where Q = 2Dz (2Dz − 1) (2Dz − 2) ,R = 2Dz (2Dz − 1) (4Dz − 1) and R = (2Dz)
3 .

Therefore v2 = V2 (z)+λ
−3/2V2,1 (z)+λ

−3V2,2 (z)+ . . . . Calculations show that

V2,1 =
8√
z

∑

m,n≥1

(4n− 1) (1/2)n
(2m+ 2n− 1)! (1/2)m+n−1 (n− 1)!

(z
2

)m+n

=
8

z
(4Dz2 − 1) |zj=zResa=0Λ1 (θ) Λ2 (ϑ) d

2 ln a,

where

θj = z
1/3
j aj, ϑj = z

1/3
j /2a2

j , j = 1, 2,

and

Λ1 =
∑

m,n≥1

θ2m
1 θ2n

2

(2m+ 2n− 1)!
=
∑

p≥2

hp
(
θ2

1 , θ
2
2

)

(2p− 1)!

=
θ3

1 sinh θ1 − θ3
2 sinh θ2

θ2
1 − θ2

2

−
(
θ2

1 + θ2
2

)
,

Λ2 =
∑

m,n≥1

(1/2)n
(1/2)m+n−1 (n− 1)!

ϑm1 ϑ
n
2

= ϑ1ϑ2

(
Dϑ1 +Dϑ2 +

3

2

)∫ 1

0

τ1/2e(1−τ)ϑ1+τϑ2dτ

and hp (x, y) is the complete symmetric polynomial of degree p. Also the second
variation V2,2 was found, but we do not present its rather complicated expression.
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4. Reflections about the Wasow theorem

W. Wasow in [Was, Theorem 3.3] studied perturbations of the Airy equation
from the point of view of asymptotic expansions and proved its ‘equivalence’ with
the very Airy equation. The aim of this section is to take somewhat different point
of view to this subject. We think that our approach is simpler and more correct.

Recall that the Airy equation (2.17), i.e., ü = tu (or
(
D2

t −Dt − t3
)
u = 0) has

as basic solutions either u1 (t) = F
(
∅; 2/3; t3/9

)
and u2 (t) = tF

(
∅; 4/3; t3/9

)
, or

Ai (t) and Ai
(
e2πi/3t

)
(see Eq. (2.18)).

Wasow applies the change

(4.1) t = ε−2/3x

and rewrites the Airy equation as

(4.2) ε2u′′ = xu,

where ′ = d
dx . Then, with u = y1 and εy′1 = y2, he gets the system

(4.3) εY ′ = A0 (x)Y,

where A0 =

(
0 1
x 0

)
.

Next, Eq. (4.1) is generalized to

(4.4) ε2u′′ = (xϕ (x) + εψ (x; ε))u

(where the functions φ and ψ are analytic), or to the system

(4.5) εY ′ = A (x, ε) Y, A (x, 0) = A0 (x)

(where A is defined by Eq. (4.4) in the same way as A0 is defined by Eq. (4.2)).
Wasow develops tools to prove that systems (4.3) and (4.5) are equivalent. Firstly
he simplifies system (4.4) for ε = 0 (see [Was, Theorem 29.1]).

Lemma 4.1. Assume the germs ϕ (x) = 1+ . . . and ψ (x; ε) analytic in (C, 0) and(
C2, 0

)
respectively. Then there exists an analytic change

z = a (x) = x+ . . . , u = b (x)w = (1 + . . .)w

reducing Eq. (4.4) to

(4.6) ε2 d
2w

dz2
= (z + εχ (z; ε))w

with analytic germ χ.

Proof. Let c (x) = a′ (x) = dz
dx ; thus

d
dx = c (x) d

dz . In particular, w′ = cdw
dz and

w′′ =
(
cdw

dz

)′
= c′ dw

dz + c
2d2w
dz2 . We have

u′′ = b′′w + 2b′w′ + bw′′ = b′′w + (2b′c+ bc′)
dw

dz
+ c2b

d2w

dz2

and hence we get the equation

ε2c2b
d2w

dz2
+ ε2 (2b′c+ bc′)

dw

dz
=
(
ϕb− ε2b′′ + εψb

)
w.

We do not want the terms with dw
dz ; so, we assume

c = b−2
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and we arrive at the equation

ε2 d
2w

dz2
=
{
ϕb4 − ε2b3b′′ + εψb4

}
w.

We want ϕb4 = z, which amounts to the differential equation
(

dx
dz

)2
ϕ (x) = z.

Therefore,

z = a (x) =

(
2

3

∫ x

0

√
ϕ (s)ds

)2/3

.

�

Next in [Was, Theorem 29.2] it is proved that there exists a formal series

P̂ (x; ε) =
∑

n≥0 P n (x) ε
n, with matrix-valued functions P n (x) holomorphic near

x = 0, such that the change Y = P̂Z transforms Eq. (4.5) to Eq. (4.3). In [Was,
Theorem 30.1 and Theorem 30.2] it is proved that there exist analytic representa-

tions of the series P̂ in some sectorial domains; this suggests a nontrivial Stokes
phenomenon. Finally in [Was, Theorem 30.3] one finds the following result.

Theorem 6. There exists a matrix-valued functions P (x; ε) , with the expansion

P̂ as above, but holomorphic in (C, 0) × (C, 0) , which transforms Eq. (4.5) with
ϕ (x) = x to Eq. (4.3). More precisely, if we put

Y = P (x; ε)Z

and assume that Z = (z1(x), z2(x))
⊤ satisfies Eq. (4.5) (with Y replaced with Z),

then Y = (y1(x), y2(x))
⊤

satisfies Eq. (4,3).

Proof. Let us apply the change inverse to the change (4.1) to Eq. (4.4). We get

(4.7) ü =
(
t+ µψ̃ (t;µ)

)
u,

where µ = ε1/3 and ψ̃ (t;µ) = ψ
(
µ2t, µ3

)
. Note that both Eqs. (4.2) and (4.7) have

analytic right-hand sides.
Let {v1 (t) , v2 (t)} be the fundamental system of solutions to Eq. (4.7) defined

by the initial conditions: v1 (0) = 1, v̇1 (0) = 0 and v2 (0) = 0, v̇2 (0) = 1; recall
that the solutions u1 (t) and u2 (t) to the Airy equation satisfy the same initial

conditions. Define F (t) = F (t;µ) =

(
v1 v2

v̇1 v̇2

)
and F 0 (t) as the fundamental

matrices corresponding to these two fundamental systems respectively; they are
analytic and invertible.

Then the matrix

Q (t;µ) = FF−1
0

is analytic and transforms the system u̇ = v, v̇ =
(
t+ µψ̃

)
u (associated with Eq.

(4.7) to the system ṗ = q, q̇ = tp (associated with the Airy equation p̈ = tp).
To obtain the matrix P from the thesis of the theorem one should apply the

change (4.1). With the fundamental matrices

F̃ (x; ε) =

(
ṽ1 (x) ṽ2 (x)
εṽ′1 (x) εṽ′2 (x)

)
=

(
v1

(
ε−2/3x

)
ε2/3v2

(
ε−2/3x

)

ε1/3v̇1

(
ε−2/3x

)
ε1/3v̇2

(
ε−2/3x

)
)
,

= CF (x; ε)D,
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where ṽ1 (x) = 1+O
(
x2
)
, ṽ2 (x) = x+O

(
x2
)
= ε2/3t+O

(
t2
)
, C =

(
1 0
0 ε1/3

)

and D =

(
1 0

0 ε2/3

)
and analogous fundamental matrix F̃ 0 (x; ε) , we find

P = F̃ F̃
−1

0 = CQC−1.

This matrix is holomorphic in x and expands into powers of ε (not of ε1/3) as the
corresponding fundamental systems expand into powers of ε.

Finally we note that Wasow used the fundamental system
{
Ai (t) ,Ai

(
e2πi/3t

)}
,

instead of {u1 (t) , u2 (t)}. �

In system (4.5) the small parameter ε stands in the left-hand side; but this

system can be rewritten as Ẏ = ε−1Ay, i.e., with large parameter in the right-hand
side. In [Was, Section 29.1] the author writes that ‘the point x = 0 is the turning
point’ from the WKB analysis point of view.

So, he claims that the Airy equation and its perturbation have WKB solutions on
one side and are analytically equivalent on other side. Therefore, the Airy equation
and its perturbation should experience the same Stokes phenomena.

In [ZZ3] we have tried to establish analogous equivalence between equation
(Q0 − z)V = 0 in Eq. (2.23) and the hypergeometric equation (Q0−z−λ−3/2z1/2R
+λ−3zS)V = 0 in Eq. (3.6); it is associated with the third order hypergeometric
equation (2.19) near s = 1−t = 0 with large variable z = λ3s2 and small parameter
ε = λ−3/2 (see Example 2.6). Unfortunately, there is no such equivalence as the
below discussion (in Section 5.2) demonstrates.

Our proof of the Wasow theorem demonstrates that there is no Stokes phenomena
for the Airy equation and its perturbation under assumptions of this theorem. In
fact, the large parameter ε−1 is introduced purely artificially and it is wrong to say
about some WKB analysis.

We will finish this section by calculation of the first variation of the confluent
hypergeometric solution u1 (t) for a perturbation of the Airy equation.

Example 4.1. Consider the equation

(4.8) ü =
(
t+ εt2

)
u,

where ε is a small parameter. The solution of the initial value problem u (0) = 1,
u̇ (0) = 0 is expanded into power of ε :

u (t; ε) = u1 (t) + εu1,1 (t) +O
(
ε2
)
,

where u1 (t) = F
(
∅; 2/3; t3/9

)
= 1 + t3/ (2 · 3) + . . . and the first variation u1,1

satisfies the equation (
∂2 − t

)
u1,1 = t2u1,

∂ = ∂t =
∂
∂t . So, we have to define the inverse to the operator ∂2−t =

(
1− t∂−2

)
∂2,

i.e., in the space of power series. Here the multiplication operator t is small with
respect to ∂2 (we have t

(
tk
)
= tk+1 and ∂−2

(
tk
)
= 1

(k+1)(k+2)) t
k+2); hence

(
∂2 − t

)−1
= ∂−2 + ∂−2t∂−2 + . . . .

We have
(
∂2 − t

)−1
tn =

tn+2

(n+ 1) (n+ 2)
+

tn+5

(n+ 1) (n+ 2) (n+ 4) (n+ 5)
+ . . . .
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This leads to the formula

(4.9) u1,1 = −3

t

∑

l≥1,m≥0

(1/3)l z
l+m

(−1/3)l (1/3)l+m (l +m)!
,

z = t3/9. Above
∑

l≥1,m≥0 =
∑

l,m≥0 −
∑

l=0,m≥0, where the second sum equals

F (∅; 1/3; z) (with known integral representation). So, we consider the series

(4.10) G (z1, z2) =
∑

l,m≥0

(1/3)l z
l
1z

m
2

(−1/3)l (1/3)l+m (l +m)!
;

we have

(4.11) u1,1 (t) = −3

t
G
(
t3/9, t3/9

)
− 3

t
F
(
∅; 1/3; t3/9

)
.

To get an integral for G we represent its summand as Γ (−1/3)
−1

times

Γ (−1/3) l!

Γ (−1/3 + l)
· Γ (1/3) l!m!

Γ (1/3 + l+m)
· Γ (1/3 + l)

Γ (1/3) l!
· 1

(l +m)!
· z

l
1

l!
· z

m
2

m!
.

In order to represent is as a residuum, we change it to

Γ (−1/3) l!
(
c41
)l1

Γ (−1/3 + l1)
· Γ (1/3) l2!m1!

(
c32/c1

)l2 (
e2
)m1

Γ (1/3 + l2 +m1)
· Γ (1/3 + l3)

(
b21/c1c2

)l3

Γ (1/3) l3!

· (b2/c1c2b1)
l4 (d1/e)

m2

(l4 +m2)!
· (z1b3/b1b2c1c2)

l5

l5!
· (z2d2/ed1)

m3

m3!

and sum it up. We get
∫ 1

0

(1− τ)
− 7

3
dτ

1− c41τ
·
∫ ∫

ρ
− 5

3
1

d3ρ/d (ρ1 + ρ2 + ρ3)

(1− c32ρ2/c1) (1− e2ρ3)
·
(
1− b21/c1c2

)− 1
3

·
∫ 1

0

ex(σ) (x (σ) + 1) dσ · ez1b3/c1c2b1b2 · ez2d2/ed1 ,

where the double integral
∫ ∫

is on the simplex {ρ1 + ρ2 + ρ3 = 1} and x (σ) =
σb2/c1c2b1 + (1− σ) d1/e; in fact, the first two integrals need regularizations, but
we will do it later. The integral over sigma is a result of the formula

∑ xkyl

(k + l)!
=
∑

p

hp (x, y)

p!
=

1

x− y
(xex − yey) =

∫ 1

0

(xex)
′
x=x(σ) dσ.

Of course, we take the residuum of this expression with respect to corresponding
logarithmic form.

The residuum with respect to c2 gives c1 = τ1/4, with respect to c2 gives c2 =

ρ2τ
3/4 and with respect to e gives e = ρ

−1/2
3 (compare the proof of Theorem 1).

Thus we are left with the residuum of

G (z1, z2) =
1

Γ (−1/3)

∫ 1

0

(1− τ)
−7/3 ·

∫ ∫
ρ
−5/3
1 ·Res

(
1− (ρ2τ)

1/3
b21

)−1/3

·
∫ 1

0

ex(σ) (x (σ) + 1) dσ · e(ρ2τ)1/3z1b3/b1b2 · eρ
1/2
3 z2d2/d1(4.12)

with respect to the form d3 ln bd2 ln d; here

x (σ) = σ (ρ2τ)
1/3

b2/b1 + (1− σ) ρ
1/2
3 d1.
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The integral
∫ 1

0 (1− τ)
−7/3×(·) is regularized by taking

(
1− e2πi/3

)−1 ∫
γ (1− τ)

−7/3×
(·) , where γ is a loop with vertex at τ = 0 and surrounding τ = 1 (compare Remark

2.1). In the integral
∫ ∫

ρ
−5/3
1 ×(·) we have the measure

∫ 1

0 dρ2

∫ ρ2

0 (1− ρ2 − ρ3)
−5/3

dρ3;

so, the integral of dρ3 is unchanged but the integral
∫ 1

0
dρ2 is replaced with

(
1− e−2πi/3

)−1

×(integral over a loop).
There is another way to get a convergent integral. We can reorganize the sum

in Eq. (4.10) using Γ (β) = Γ (β + 1) /β; we do not present details.

5. MZVs and new differential equations

5.1. Hypergeometric equations related with ζ (2). This is the equation

(5.1)
{
(1− t)D2 + λ2t

}
u = 0,

D = Dt = t d
dt . Following [ZZ1] we look for its basic solutions near t = 0 in form of

series in powers of λ2 :

uj (t;λ) = uj,0 (t)− uj,1 (t)λ
2 + uj,2 (t)λ

4 − . . . , j = 0, 1.

The coefficient functions satisfy the recurrent equations

D2uj,0 = 0, (1− t)D2uj,k+1 = tuj,k.

Thus we choose

u0,0 (t) = 1, u1,0 (t) = ln
(
λ2t
)
= u0,0 · lnλ2 + ln t

and the other equations are solved by

uj,k+1 (t) =

∫ t

0

dt1
t1

∫ t1

0

uj,k (t2)

1− t2
dt2.

We get u0,1 (t) =
∑

n

∫ t

0
dt1
t1

∫ t1
0 tn2dt2 =

∑
n n

−2tn = Li2 (t) and, generally, u0,k (t) =

Li2,...,2 (t) (with k 2’s). (Here Li2,...,2 (t) is a special case of the polylogarithm is
defined in Note 1 above, in particular, Lid1,...,dk

(1) = ζ (d1, . . . , dk)). Of course,

(5.2) u0 (t;λ) = F (λ,−λ; 1; t)

is the hypergeometric function from Eq. (2.10) in Example 2.1 above.
Next, u1,k (t) = u0,k (t) ln

(
λ2t
)
−2(Li3,2,...,2(t)+Li2,3,2,...,2(t)+ . . .+Li2,...,2,3(t)).

Thus the second solution is of the form

(5.3) u1 (t;λ) = u0 (t;λ) ln
(
λ2t
)
+ ũ1 (t;λ) ,

where ũ1 is analytic near t = 0.
From this it follows the following

Lemma 5.1. We have

u0 (1;λ) = ∆2 (λ) = 1− ζ (2)λ2 + ζ (2, 2)λ4 − . . . =
∞∏

n=1

(
1− λ2

n2

)
,(5.4)

u1 (1;λ) = 2∆2 (λ)
{
lnλ+ ζ (3)λ2 + ζ (5)λ4 + ζ (7)λ6 + . . .

}
.(5.5)
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Proof. The first statement is obvious. In [ZZ1, Remark 2.1] it is claimed that
the second formula follows from ‘simple resummation’ of the series in Eq. (5.4); in
Section 5.3 below we give a direct proof. �

Functions (5.2) and (5.3) have other interesting properties. Firstly, they undergo
the following monodromy as t turns around 0 along a small circle:

(5.6) u0 (t;λ) 7−→ u0

(
e2πit;λ

)
= u0 (t;λ) , u1 (t;λ) 7−→ u1 (t;λ) + 2πi·u0(t;λ).

As functions of λ, they depend on λ2; moreover, u0 and ũ1 are entire. They also
undergo a simple monodromy as λ2 turns around 0 :

(5.7) u0 (t;λ) 7−→ u0

(
t; eπiλ

)
= u0 (t;λ) , u1 (t;λ) 7−→ u1 (t;λ) + 2πi · u0(t;λ).

In [ZZ1] the hypergeometric equation (5.1) was approximated with the equation

(5.8) D2
t u = λ2tu,

or; with the variable y = λ2t, the Bessel type equation

(5.9) D2
yU = yU.

Eq. (5.9) has basic solutions
(5.10)

U0 (y) =
∑ (−y)n

(n!)
2 = F (∅; 1;−y) = J0 (2

√
y) , U1 (y) = U0 (y) ln y + Ũ1 (y) ,

where Ũ1 is an entire function. The corresponding functions U0

(
λ2t
)
and U1

(
λ2t
)

have the same monodromy around t = 0 and around λ2 = 0 as the functions u0

and u1. Repeating the proof of the Wasow theorem (Theorem 6 above), we get first
part of the following

Lemma 5.2. The differential equations (5.1) and (5.8) are analytically equivalent
in a neighborhood of t = λ = 0.

Moreover, the functions u0 (t;λ) and u1(t;λ) satisfy a second order linear dif-
ferential equation with respect to λ; in particular, the quantities u0 (1;λ) = ∆2 (λ)
and u1 (1;λ) satisfy a second order linear differential equation with finite singular
points including λ = 0 (which are regular) and λ = ∞ (apparently irregular).

Proof. The corresponding differential equation for u = u(t; ·) = u(t;λ) is follow-
ing:

(5.11) det




u u0 u1

u′ u′0 u′1
u′′ u′′0 u′′1


 = 0,

where ′ = ∂
∂λ . Due to the monodromy properties (5.7), the determinants, like∣∣∣∣

u′0 u′1
u′′0 u′′1

∣∣∣∣ , are single valued functions. �

One would like to ask about the solutions to Eq. (5.1) near the other singular
point t = 1. But it turns out that the corresponding differential equation near
s = 1− t = 0 has solutions v0 (s) = Dsu0 (s) and v1 (s) = Dsu1 (s) , Ds = s d

ds (see
[ZZ1]).
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In [ZZ1] the authors have applied the stationary phase formula to integral (2.9)
(in Example 2.1) to get another proof of the known formula

(5.12) ∆2 (λ) =
1

Γ (1− λ) Γ (1 + λ)
=

sin (πλ)

πλ
.

We return to Eq. (5.11) in Section 5.3.

5.2. Hypergeometric equation related with ζ (3). Recall that it is

(5.13)
{
(1− t)D3 + λ3t

}
u = 0,

D = Dt, i.e., Eq. (2.19) from Example 2.6 above.
We seek solutions uj (t;λ) , j = 1, 2, 3, in the form of series in powers of λ3 :

uj (t;λ) = uj,0 (t)− uj,1(t)λ
3 + . . .. We get equations

D3uj,0 = 0, (1− t)D3uj,k+1 = tuj,k.

The following statement is a generalization of Lemma 5.1 (compare also the
beginning of Example 2.6).

Lemma 5.3. The basic solutions uj are such that

u0,k (t) = Li3,...,3 (t) ,

u1,k (t) = u0,k (t) ln
(
λ3t
)
+ ũ1,k(t),

u2,k (t) =
1

2
u0,k (t) ln

2
(
λ3t
)
+ ũ1,k(t) ln(λ

3t) + ũ2,k(t),

where ũ1,k(t) = −3(Li4,3,...,3(t) + Li3,4,3,...,3(t) + . . . + Li3,...,3,4(t)) and ũ2,k(t) =
6(Li5,3,...,3(t) + Li3,5,3,...,3(t) + . . .+ Li3,...,3,5(t)).

In particular, we have

u0 (1;λ) = ∆3 (λ) = 1− ζ(3)λ3 + ζ(3, 3)λ6 − . . . ,

u1(1;λ) = 3∆3(λ)
{
lnλ+ ζ(4)λ3 + ζ(7)λ6 + ζ(10)λ9 + . . .

}
,

u2(1;λ) = ∆3(λ){
1

2
ln2 λ3 + 3λ3 lnλ3

[
ζ(4) + 3ζ(7)λ3 + . . .

]

−6λ3
[
ζ(5) + ζ(8)λ3 + ζ(11)λ6 + . . .

]
}.

Therefore we have the following basic solutions neat t = 0 :

u0 = F (−λ, ǫλ, ǭλ; 1, 1; t),(5.14)

u1 = u0 ln
(
λ3t
)
+ ũ1(t;λ), u2 =

1

2
u0 ln

2(λ3t) + ũ ln(λ3t) + ũ2(t;λ).

As functions of λ, they depend on λ3; moreover, u0, ũ1 and ũ2 are entire. They
also undergo a simple monodromy as λ2 turns around 0, a suitable generalization
of Eqs. (5.7) (which we do not write down).

In [ZZ3] the third order hypergeometric equation (5.13) was approximated with
the equation

(5.15) D3
t u = λ3tu,

or; with the variable

y = λ3t,

the Bessel type equation

(5.16) D3
yU = yU.



HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS 37

Eq. (5.16) has basic solutions

U0 =
∑ (−y)n

(n!)
3 = F (∅; 1, 1;−y) ,(5.17)

U1 = U0 ln y + Ũ1 (y) ,

U2 =
1

2
U0 ln

2 y + Ũ1 ln y + Ũ2(y),

where Ũ1,2 are entire functions. The corresponding functions Uj

(
λ3t
)
, j = 0, 1, 2,

have the same monodromy around t = 0 and around λ3 = 0 as the functions u0,
u1 and u2. Repeating the proof of the Wasow theorem (see Theorem 6 above and
[ZZ1, Proposition 3.1]), we get the first part of the following

Lemma 5.4. The differential equations (5.13) and (5.16) are analytically equiva-
lent in a neighborhood of t = λ = 0.

Moreover, the functions uj (t;λ), j = 0, 1, 2, satisfy a third order linear differ-
ential equation with respect to λ; in particular, the quantities u0 (1;λ) = ∆3 (λ) ,
u1 (1;λ) and u2(1;λ) satisfy a third order linear differential equation with finite
regular singular points (including λ = 0) and λ = ∞ (apparently irregular).

Recall also the following analogue of Eq. (5.12):

(5.18) ∆3(λ) =

∞∏

n=1

(
1− λ3

n3

)
=

1

Γ(1 + λ)Γ(1 − ǫλ)Γ(1 − ǭλ)
.

Now we recall the analysis of basic solutions near s = 1 − t = 0, presented in
Example 2.6. The hypergeometric equation (5.13) takes the form (2.20), i.e.,

(5.19)
{
Ds [(1− s)Ds]

2 − λ3
}
v = 0,

Ds = s ∂
∂s , and the basic solutions vj(s;λ) are of the form

v1 = λ3/2s+ . . . , v2 = λ3s2 + . . . , v3 =
1

4
v2 ln(λ

3s2) + 1 + w(s;λ).

where v1, v2 and w are analytic (compare Eqs. 2.21)).
With the variable

z = λ3s2

(where λ is large but z is still small), one gets approximations

vj(s;λ) = Vj(z) +O(λ−3/2),

where Vj are basic solutions to the completely confluent hypergeometric equation

(5.20) {8Dz(Dz − 1/2)(Dz − 1)− z}V = 0

(compare Eqs. (2.22)–(2.23)). We have the following analogue of Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.5. The differential equations (5.19) and (5.20) are analytically equiva-
lent in a neighborhood of s = λ = 0.

In our paper [ZZ3, Theorem 5.7] it was stated that the generating function ∆3(λ)
(denoted there f3(x)) satisfies a sixth order linear differential equation near λ = ∞
and that admits a WKB type expansion there.

By Lemma 5.4 above we know that this function satisfies a third order linear
differential equation for with regular singularity at λ = 0 (and plausibly infinitely
many other regular finite singularities); so, in this aspect, the situation is simpler.
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But the statement about the WKB type expansion is definitely wrong and we are
going to prove it.

In [ZZ3] we have wrongly assumed that the equivalences from Lemmas 5.4 and
5.5 work not only for small λ, but also for large y = λ3t (respectively, for large
z = λ3s2 = λ3(1− t)2). As we have mentioned in the Introduction, we were mislead
by the Wasow’s approach to the perturbations of the Airy equation (see Section 4
above). We have assumed that the Stokes phenomena for Eq. (5.16) (respectively,
(5.19)) are the same as the Stokes phenomena for the corresponding hypergeometric
equation (5.13) (respectively, (5.20)).

Note that the generating function ∆3(λ) equals the connection coefficient C(λ)
in the representation

u0(t;λ) = A(λ)v1(1− t;λ) +B(λ)v2(1− t;λ) + C(λ)v3(1− t;λ)

(because v1(0;λ) = v2(0;λ) = 0 and v3(0;λ) = 1). So, one expands the solution u0

for large y = λ3t in WKB type solutions near t = 0, using the mountain pass integral
form Eq. (2.11). Next, one expands the basic solutions vj for large z = λ3s2 in some
WKB type solutions, using the expansions of the functions Vj(z) from Example 2.6
and of their variations. The formal WKB series are relatively simple; so, one can
hope to get the connecting coefficient C(λ) by evaluating some integrals.

In [ZZ3] it was claimed that C(λ) = ∆3(λ) is expanded in the following WKB
type functions

(5.21) ∆(σ)(λ) = λ−3/2e2πσλ/
√

3ω(σ)(λ−1/2), σ = −1, ǫ, ǭ,

as λ→ ∞, where ω(σ) = 1+. . . is a formal power series; moreover, these expressions
would be subject to a concrete Stokes phenomenon. To explain this formula we

recall the formula u0 ∼ (2π
√
3λ)−1((1−t)/t)1/3

∑
σ=−1,ǫ,ǭ σ̄e

σS̃(t), S̃ =
∫ t

0
τ−2/3(1−

τ)−1/3dτ, from Example 2.9. Near t = 0 we have λS̃(t) ≈ 3λt1/3 = 3y1/3 and

u0 ∼ (2π
√
3)−1y−1/3

∑
σ̄e3σy1/3

. Near s = 1 − t = 0 we have λS̃(t) ≈ 2π/
√
3 −

3
2λs

2/3 = 2π/
√
3 − 3

2z
1/3 and the WKB solutions ∼ i

2

√
2π/3z1/6e−

3
2σz

1/3

to the
corresponding confluent equation (i.e., for Vj(z)); compare Example 2.8.

Unfortunately, the Wasow type approach does not work in the cases of a genuine
Stokes phenomena and our hopes to get a significant progress in understanding the
nature of the function ∆3(λ) have turned out futile. Instead, we have the following
result which confirms this.

Proposition 5.1. It is impossible to expand the function ∆3(λ) in functions like
in Eq. (5.21) in any section near λ = ∞.

Proof. We use the identity

(5.22) ∆3(λ)∆3(−λ) =
∏(

1− λ6

n6

)
= ∆2(λ)∆2(−ǫλ)∆2(−ǭλ),

where ∆2(λ) =
1

2πiλ

(
eπiλ − e−πiλ

)
.

The right-hand side equals

∼ i

(2πλ)3
{
(
e2πiλ − e−2πiλ

)
−
(
e(−

√
3+i)πλ − e−(−

√
3+i)πλ

)
(5.23)

−
(
e(

√
3+i)πλ − e−(

√
3+i)πλ

)
}

and is single valued (no Stokes phenomena).
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Suppose that, in some sector near λ = ∞, we have the representations

∆3(λ) = a∆(−1)(λ) + b∆(ǫ)(λ) + c∆(ǭ)(λ)

∼ λ−3/2
{
ae−2πλ/

√
3 + beπ(1+i

√
3)λ/

√
3 + ceπ(1−i

√
3)λ/

√
3
}
,

∆3(−λ) = α∆(−1)(−λ) + β∆(ǫ)(−λ) + γ∆(ǭ)(−λ)
∼ iλ−3/2

{
αe2πλ/

√
3 + βe−π(1+i

√
3)λ/

√
3 + γe−π(1−i

√
3)λ/

√
3
}
,

where the coefficients depend on the sector. We get

−iλ3∆3(λ)∆3(−λ) ∼ (aα+ bβ + cγ) +
(
cβe2πiλ + bγe−2πiλ

)
(5.24)

+
(
aγe(−

√
3+i)πλ + cαe−(−

√
3+i)πλ+

)

+
(
bαe(

√
3+i)πλ + aβe−(

√
3+i)πλ

)
.

Comparing Eqs. (5.23)–(5.24) we get the conditions

aα+ bβ + cγ = 0, cβ + bγ = 0, bα+ aβ = 0, cα+ aγ = 0

and all the coefficients are nonzero. But we get β = − b
aα, γ = − c

aα and

γ = −c
b
β = −c

b

(
− b

a
α

)
=
c

a
α,

which leads to a contradiction. �

5.3. MZVs and Gamma functions. Here we consider the second order linear
differential equation (5.11) satisfied by the generating function u0(1;λ) = ∆2(λ)
and by u1(1;λ) (see Lemma 5.2). It takes the form

(5.25) A(λ)Φ′′ +B(λ)Φ′ + C(λ)Φ = 0,

where ′ = d
dλ and A(λ), B(λ) and C(λ) are entire functions. Here we have re-

placed u(1;λ) in Eq. (5.11) with Φ(λ) and the coefficients A,B,C are defined by
corresponding minors of the matrix in the same equation.

Of course, λ = 0 is a regular singular point; but there can be other finite regular
singular points.

The aim of this section is to look more closely at the basic solutions to Eq. (5.25)
and, in particular, at the Stokes-like phenomenon at λ = ∞. To this aim we will
use the representation of these solutions via the Euler Gamma functions.

Recall that one solution equals

(5.26) Φ1(λ) = ∆2(λ) =
1

Γ(1 + λ)Γ(1 − λ)
=

sin(πλ)

πλ
.

Lemma 5.6. The second solution equals

(5.27) Φ2(λ) = u1(1;λ) =
sin(πλ)

πλ

{
lnλ2 − 2γ −Ψ(1 + λ)−Ψ(1− λ)

}
,

where Ψ(z) = Γ′(z)/Γ(z) is the logarithmic derivative of the Gamma function and
γ = −Ψ(1) is the Euler–Mascheroni constant.

Proof. Recall that we evaluate at t = 1 the second solution to the hypergeometric
equation (5.1); the first solution is the hypergeometric series.
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The second solution is of the form u1 = u0 ln(λ
2t) + ũ1(t;λ). It is calculated

by, firstly, perturbing the hypergeometric equation (5.1) to the hypergeometric
equation

{
(1− t)D2

t +
(
tλ2 − µ2

)}
u =

{(
D2

t − µ2
)
− t
(
D2

t − λ2
)}
u = 0

and then passing to a corresponding limit as µ → 0. The latter equation has two
solutions:

ηµ = tµF (µ+ λ, µ− λ; 1 + 2µ; t)

and η−µ. One finds

ηµ = u0 + µu0 ln t+ µũ1 (t;λ) +O
(
µ2
)
.

Below we put t = 1 and use the known formula for the value of the hyper-
geometric function at t = 1 (see [BE1] and Eq. (2.9) above): F (α1, α2;β; 1) =
Γ(β)Γ(β − α1 − α2)/Γ(β − α1)Γ(β − α2). Thus

F (µ+ λ, µ− λ; 1 + 2µ; 1) =
Γ (1 + 2µ)

Γ (1 + λ+ µ) Γ (1− λ+ µ)
.

Next, we have

Γ(x+ µ) = Γ(x)

(
1 + µ

Γ′(x)

Γ(x)
+ . . .

)
= Γ(x) (1 + µΨ(x) + . . .) ,

where Ψ(x) is the logarithmic derivative of the Gamma function.
Hence

ũ1 (1;λ) = u0(1;λ) {2Ψ(1)−Ψ(1 + λ)−Ψ(1− λ)} ,
which give the formula (5.27). �

Using the formula (see [BE1, Eq. 1.17(5)])

(5.28) Ψ(1 + z) = −γ + ζ(2)z − ζ(3)z2 + ζ(4)z3 − . . . , as λ→ 0,

we get Eq. (5.5) from Lemma 5.1 above.9

Now we consider the case with |λ| → ∞. Here we use the following formulas:

(5.29) Ψ(1 + z)−Ψ(1− z) =
1

z
− π tan−1(πz)

(which follows from the formula for Γ(1 + z)Γ(1− z), see [BE1, Section 1.7.1]) and

(5.30) Ψ(z) = ln z − 1

2z
−
∑

n≥1

B2n

2n

1

z2n
, as |z| → ∞ and |arg z| < π,

where B2n are the Bernoulli numbers (which follows from the stationary phase
formula for the mountain pass integral defining the Gamma function or the Stirling
formula, see [BE1, Eq. 1.18(7)]). Thus

Ψ(1 + z) ≈ ln z +
1

2z
+

{
ln

(
1 +

1

z

)
− 1

z
+

1

2z(z + 1)
−
∑ B2n

2n

1

(z + 1)2n

}

= ln z +
1

2z
+Ω

(
1

z

)
,

9From the formulas in Lemma 5.3 above evaluating at t = 1 the basic solution of the third order
hypergeometric equation one can guess that also in that case one can express the basic solutions via
∆3(λ) and the Euler Psi-function. Probably, the values at t = 1 of the hypergeometric functions
F (α1, α2, α3;β1, β2; t) are expressed via a product of Gamma functions. We did not succeed in
proving a corresponding formula.
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where Ω = O
(

1
z2

)
, and

Ψ(1− z) = Ψ (1 + (−z)) = −iπ + ln(z)− 1

2z
+Ω

(
−1

z

)
,

as |z| → ∞ and π < arg z < 2π.
For |z| → ∞ and |arg z| < π we get

Φ2(λ) =
sin(πλ)

πλ

{
2 lnλ− 2γ − 2Ψ(1 + λ) +

1

λ
− π tan−1(πλ)

}

= 2
sin(πλ)

πλ

{
−γ − Ω

(
1

z

)}
− cos(πλ)

λ
.(5.31)

For |z| → ∞ and π < arg z < 2π we get

Φ2(λ) =
sin(πλ)

πλ

{
2 lnλ− 2γ − 2Ψ(1− λ)− 1

λ
+ π tan−1(πλ)

}

= 2
sin(πλ)

πλ

{
−γ − Ω

(
−1

z

)
− iπ

}
+

cos(πλ)

λ
.(5.32)

We observe a kind of Stokes type phenomenon. It seems to be strange. However,
Eq. (5.25) has infinite number of finite regular singular points. Indeed, by Eq.
(5.11) the coefficient A(λ) in Eq. (5.25) equals

A = det

(
Φ1 Φ2

Φ′
1 Φ′

2

)
= Φ2

1Θ,

where the function Θ(λ) = d
dλ

{
lnλ2 − 2γ −Ψ(1 + λ)−Ψ(1− λ)

}
has infinitely

many poles (compensating zeroes of Φ1 at nonzero integers) and apparently it has
also infinitely many poles.

Thus λ = ∞ is an accumulation point of finite regular singular points of Eq.
(2.25). This a somewhat new phenomenon.

Finally we note that the generating function ∆3(λ) =
1

Γ(1+λ)Γ(1−ǫλ)Γ(1−ǭλ) expe-

riences very complicated Stokes type behavior as λ→ ∞; i.e., when we expand the
factors Γ(1+σλ) (when Re(σλ) ≥ 0) or the factors Γ(1+σλ) = πσλ

sin(πσλ)Γ
−1(1−σλ)

(where Re(σλ) ≤ 0) using the Stirling formula. Plausibly, it is caused by by the
property of accumulation of finite regular singular points of the corresponding third
order equation.

We think that these equations deserve further investigations.

6. Appendices

6.1. Proof of Lemma 2.1. Substituting θ1 = −θ2 − . . .− θq+1 we get the form

∑

j≥2

e1 (λ1, λj) θ
2
j + 2

λ1

e0

∑

j<k

θjθk,

where e0 = 1. By induction we will prove that the form equals

e1 (λ1, λ2) θ̃
2
2 +

e2 (λ1, . . . , λ3)

e1 (λ1, λ2)
θ̃2

3 + . . .+
ek−1 (λ1, . . . , λk)

ek−2 (λ1, . . . , λk−1)
θ̃2
k

+
∑

j>k

ek (λ1, . . . , λk, λj)

ek−1 (λ1, . . . , λk)
θ2
j + 2

λ1 · · ·λk
ek−1 (λ1, . . . , λk)

∑

k<i<j

θiθj ,



42 MICHA L ZAKRZEWSKI AND HENRYK ŻO LA̧DEK

where θ̃j = θj + . . ..
We put

θ̃k+1 = θk+1 +
λ1 · · ·λk

ek (λ1, . . . , λk+1)

∑

j>k+1

θj

and get the form with initial terms with θ̃2
i , i ≤ k + 1, like above and with

1

ek−1 (λ1, . . . , λk)

(
ek (λ1, . . . , λk, λj)−

(λ1 · · ·λk)2
ek (λ1, . . . , λk+1)

)
θ2
j , j > k + 1,

2 · λ1 · · ·λk
ek−1 (λ1, . . . , λk)

(
1− (λ1 · · ·λk)2

ek (λ1, . . . , λk+1)

)
θiθj , k + 1 < i < j.

The induction step follows from the following relations between elementary sym-
metric polynomials:

ek (λ1, . . . , λk, λj) ek (λ1, . . . , λk+1)− (λ1 · · ·λk)2

= ek−1 (λ1, . . . , λk) ek+1 (λ1, . . . , λk+1, λj) ,

ek (λ1, . . . , λk+1)− λ1 · · ·λk = λk+1ek−1 (λ1, . . . , λk) .

To justify the first relation we note that in left-hand side we have monomials:
either of the form (i) λIλJλj × λIλKλk+1,where the sets I, J,K ⊂ A = {1, . . . , k}
are disjoint; or of the form (ii) λA × λKλk+1; or of the form (iii) λJλj × λA. On
the right-hand side we have: either the monomials (i’) λIλL × λIλMλk+1λj , where
I, L,M ⊂ A are disjoint; or (ii’) λA × λLλk+1; or (iii’) λ

A × λMλj .
In the cases (i) and (i’) we deal with divisions J ∪K = L∪M of the same subset

of A into two disjoint subsets of the same cardinality. It is also clear that the terms
(ii) and (ii’) (respectively, (iii) and (iii’)) correspond one to another.

The second relation is quite obvious. �

6.2. Remark 2.5 continued. In this case the phase equals

φ = −
p∑

1

αj ln (1− ajη) + ηtκ
q+1∑

k=p+1

ak,

κ = 1
q+1−p , where ai’s are subject to the restriction ϕ = a1 · · · aq+1 = 1. The critical

points of the phase are given by the equations

(φ− ρϕ)
′
aj

=
ηαj

1− ajη
− ρ

aj
= 0, j = 1, . . . , p,

(φ− ρϕ)
′
ak

= ηtκ − ρ

ak
= 0, k = p+ 1, . . . , q + 1,

where ρ is the Lagrange multiplier. We find

aj =
ρ

η (ρ+ αj)
, j = 1, . . . , p,

ak = ρ/ηtκ, k = p+ 1, . . . , q + 1,

and hence the multiplier ρ satisfies the equation
(
ρ

η

)q+1

= t

p∏

1

(ρ+ αj) .
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As |t| → ∞ we have approximate solutions for ρ of two sorts:

ρ(l) ≈ −αl + blt
−1, l = 1, . . . , p,

ρ(m) ≈ ζm−pη(q+1)κtκ, m = p+ 1, . . . , q + 1,

where bl = (−αl/η)
q+1

/
∏
n6=l

(αn − αl) , ζ = e2πiκ.

Let us expand the phase near a critical point corresponding to ρ = ρ(l) ≈ −αl, l =

1, . . . , p. Putting al = a
(l)
l eiθl ≈ (−αlt/ηbl) e

iθl , aj = a
(l)
j eiθj ≈ (−αl/η (αj − αl)) e

iθj

for j 6= l, and ak = a
(l)
k eiθk ≈ (−αlt

κ/η) eiθk we get the phase

φ = −αl ln t+ const− iαlθl −
∑

j 6=l

αj ln

(
1 +

αl

αj − αl
eiθj

)
− αl

∑

k

eiθk + o (1)

as |t| → ∞. We see that the leading part of the phase is −αl ln t, which implies the
asymptotic ≈ const · t−αl (as expected). But the ‘oscillating’ part, as function of
the angles θj and θk, is quite irregular (not large). So, the corresponding integral
is not easy and we do not have a formula for the constant.

Consider the case of a critical point corresponding to ρ = ρ(m). We put aj =

a
(m)
j eiθj ≈ 1

η e
iθj and ak = a

(m)
k eiθk ≈ ζm−pηpκeiθk and get

φ = −
∑

j≤p

αj ln
(
1− eiθj

)
+ ζm−pη(q+1)κtκ

∑

k>p

eiθk .

Here we have the dominant part with tκ (before the second sum), which can be
treated via the stationary phase formula. But there remains the finite part leading

to an integral of the form
∫ ∏(

1− eiθj
)−αj

dθj .
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[Ram] J.-P. Ramis, ”Séries Divergentes et Théories Asymptotiques”, Panoramas et Syntheses,

Soc. Math. de France, 1993.
[Sch] L. Schiff, ”Quantum Mechanics”, Mc Graw Hill Book C., New York, 1968.
[vPo] A. van der Poorten, A proof that Euler missed... Apéry’s proof of the irrationality of ζ(3),
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