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VARIATIONS ON HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS

MICHAL ZAKRZEWSKI AND HENRYK ZOLADEK

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 Az(\)
for ¢(2,...,2)’s and another A3(X) for {(3,...,3)’s; in particular, we correct a
statement from that the function A3(A) 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 [BEIL [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| [CYau| and
Example 2.2 below).

Recently it has turned out that some generating functions for Multiple Zeta
Values (MZVs) [ are expressed via hypergeometric series (see [AOW] [CFR],
KoZal, [Zud]). Two such series have attracted our attention in [ZZ11[ZZ3]:
(1.1) Ap(N) @ =1-C(2)N+C(2,2)\ —...,

(1.2) Az(N) @ =1-CB)N+C(3,3)\ —....

They are values at ¢ = 1 of corresponding hypergeometric functions, which are
solutions to hypergeometric equations: (1 — t)D2u = A?tu, of order 2,and (1 —

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 05C38, 15A15; Secondary 05A15, 15A18.

Key words and phrases. Hypergeometric equation, WKB solutions, Stokes operators, Multiple
Zeta Values.

IThe Multiple Zeta Values (MZVs) are defined by

1
¢(dy, ... dg) = Z T
0<ny<...<np 1" T
dj > 1, dp > 2. They equal Lig, .. 4, (1), where

tnk

Lig,,..,a, () = Z TR

0<ny<..<mp M1 -+ T

are the polylogarithms.
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t)Dfu = A3tu, of order 3, respectively, where D, = t2 (see Example 2.1 and
Chapter 5 below).

The series (1.1) is simple,
sin(r) :1—7T—2)\2+....

Ba(H) = A 6

Anyway, we succeeded in [ZZI] 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 — ¢.

But the hypergeometric equation associated with Az(A) has turned out more
delicated 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 A — oo 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 Az())
admits a WKB type representation near A = oo (with suitable Stokes operators)
and satisfies a sixth order linear differential equation near A = co 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 As()) satisfies a third order
linear differential equation, but with more complex singularity at A = oc.

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 = ¢+ 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 ,Fy, with p > ¢ + 1. In Examples 2.3 — 2.5 we discuss the case of rather

2Recall that the irrationality of ¢(3) was proved firstly by R. Apéry [Ap] (see also [vPd]). 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 ¢(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 oFy(t) as t — oo.

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 = oco. 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
oFy in the basis of WKB solutions, with the agreement that only the coefficients
before dominating solutions are correct. The coeflicients 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 1 Fy

In Section 2.4 we expand the hypergeometric function 41F; with a large pa-
rameter A, A — +oo, in the basis of other WKB solutions 45" (t; A) (like in
the Schrodinger equation). One arrives to a Hamilton—Jacobi equation for so-
called action S(t) and to series of transport equations for so-called amplitude
Y(t; A) = Yo(t) + A7 (8) + ...

Here arises a question of the integration constants for the solutions of the trans-
port equations. In the case of the Schrodinger 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 coeflicients before the dominating WKB solutions are correct.

In Example 2.9 we discuss the WKB solutions of the hypergeometric equation
associated with the series As(\) for large A.

When considering solutions to hypergeometric equation near another singular
point ¢ = 1 one finds that they are not given by simple series; the recurrence for
coeflicients 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 € 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 As(\).
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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 Ag(\) and Az(\).

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

Q1) F0) = Fy(on oy ) = 3 oe )

where (o), = 1,

I'(a+n)
I'(a)

is the Pochhammer symbol and we assume that ¢ € R (for simplicity) and 5; ¢
Z_ U0. Above p < g + 1; otherwise, the series is divergent. In the case p < g+ 1
the series will be called the confluent hypergeometric series; it is convergent in the
whole complex plane.

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

Usually we will write F (a1,...,0p;01,...,084;t) or F (t); in the case p = 0 we
will write F (0; 81, ..., Bq;t) and in the case ¢ = 0 we will write F' (a1, ..., ap; 0;t).

(@), =a(la+1)---(a+n—-1)=

Theorem 1. Assume that p = q + 1 and Ref; > 1. Then function (2.1) has the
following representation:

q+1

q
) ) d?tna
22) Ft)=C [d7r[[a-m)" *Res[[ (1 —ajn) ™" ————
(2.2) (t) C/ TH( 7i) ResFl( a;n) dIn (a1 ag1)’

where )
n= (ﬁ"'ﬂ;ﬂm ,

(2.3) c=1I6i-1),

the integral [ runs over the hypercube {0 <7, <1:i=1,...,q}, the residuum is
treated as integration along the g—dimension fundamental cycle in the hypersurface

far -+ ag1 = 1} = (€
of the Gelfand-Leray q—form d? 'na/dIn (a; - - -aq+1)E
Sfwisa holomorphic differential k—form in C* and {f=0}C C* is an analytic hypersurface
then the Gelfand-Leray form w/df in {f = 0} is represented by a (k — 1) —form n such that

nAdf =w.
We also use the notation dIn?"!Ina in place of (dai/a1) A--- A (dag+1/ag+1) -
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Remark 2.1. When we parametrize the hypersurface {a1 ---aq41 = 1} by

bi~! bi~? 1
a1 =000 ="2—a3=-——,...,a = ,
PR T biby T b b,
then the corresponding form becomes
dat1]
0 gl d%b.

dln (a1 - ag+1)
On the other hand, the map b — a is a covering of degree q!. In application we
will deal either with the variables a; or with the variables by.

Remark 2.2. In the case some Ref; < 1 (but B; & Z) the corresponding integral
[ drj is replaced with (1 — eXp(—2ﬂ'iﬁj))_1 x integral along a loop with verter at
7j = 0 and surrounding 7; = 1 in negative direction.

Remark 2.3. One can replace the terms a; (11 - - th)l/(qul) in Eq. (2.2) with
2.4 a; (11T ACEN viths
J q J

where p; >0, v; € C and 3, pj = qﬁ, [Iv; = 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 [BEL, [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) Jo(t) = Z (—t2/4)n _ Z (t/2)" (=t/2)"

= (n!)2 - n! n!

can be expressed adl

(2.6) Jo(t) = Resp=o (Z w) (Z %> % = Resy_oe?(*~#)dnb.

m! n!

m n

We have also the Euler Gamma and Beta functions

'(p) = /000 e Tdr,
_TWre [ v_1
B(u,v) = F(T"‘”)_/OT Y1 —n)dr

here Rep, Rev > 0, otherwise we act like in Remark 2.2. For example, the Euler
formula (2.9) below for F (a1, ae; B;t) is essentially based on the Beta function.
Finally, recall also the binomial formula

(2.7) By (r2) = Fyi0i2) = 3 Do = (1 -2y

n

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 ¢ = 2; it will
be clear how to generalize it for greater ¢’s. Series (2.1) for ¢ = 2, i.e.,

! nl (), t"3 (a2), "3 (ag), t"/3
F(t)y=Y (61),, (B2),, : n! : n! : nt 7

can be expressed via the following iterated residuum formula:

1 El o2k ay), b2l/3
F(t) = Res Z(ﬂj—l)jcﬁj <Z (ﬂQ)kj_]f> (;(“)z 211012>

k

pm¢m/3 t"/g
Z (a2),, b5 Z (as),, — | d%lned?Ind.
m!  creqt by —nl cfegbby

m

Indeed, taking the residuum at b = 0 means n = m, taking the residuum at b; = 0
means m = [, etc.

Since jl/(81); = TG+ B)/T(Bi+4) = Bi—-1) x I'(j+1)
F(Gr—1)/T(B1+34) = (B1—1) - B(j+ 1,6 — 1), the first factor in the above
formula equals

1 . 1
(B1—1) Z/O (cim)’ (1 =m)" 2 dmy = (81 — 1)/0 (1= (1—cln)

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

dCl dCQ

(1 — C‘llTl) (Cl — C%Tg) Co

p2¢1/3\ TN botl/3\ T $1/3 a3
Resp—o [ 1 — - 1- =2 1—— d%Inb,
C1C2 0102b1 Clcgblbg

where C' = (81 — 1) (B2 — 1). Above the residua at ¢; o = 0 are calculated via the

integration along the circles |c12] = r12 with 0 <7 <1 < Tf1/4 and 0 < 79 <
1/3_—1/3
i’ Ty T

The residuum at c; = 0 is replaced with the minus residuum at co = oo and

F = o/d27(1 — )72 (1 = )" 7% x Resc—o

the minus residua at cgk) = e2”ik/3ci/37271/3, k =0,1,2. The residuum at ¢y = oo
vanishes and there remain minus the other three residua.
We are left with calculation of the residuum at ¢; = 0 of

dCl
o Resp_n{-1.
3(1—cim) eso=0 {-}

Again this residuum is replaced with the minus residuum at ¢; = oo and the minus
residua at cgl) = e2ﬂil/47'1_1/1272_1/3, 1=0,1,2,3. The residuum at co = co vanishes

and there remain minus other three residua. Note that

1

Cgl)cék)

— o2milk+1)/3 (7172)1/3 )
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This leads to the formula

1 g
F = Eo/d%]’[u—q)"ﬂ xZResb:0d21nb

k,l

—a1 b -
(1 — b%CkJrl (Tngt)l/S) (1 — iCkJrl (TlTQt)1/3)

I e ) 0°
(1 b1b2< (T1721) ,

where ¢F ! = ¢2mi(k+1)/3 But now we have a freedom to replace by,, m = 1,2, with
befm . It is easy that such change allows to reduce the factors ¢¥*.

Finally, one could wonder what happens when the power ¢" in Eq. (2.1) become
divided into five factors instead of three factors ¢"/3. In fact, the result remains the
same. (|

Remark 2.4. In the case when some of the parameters (3; 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 (aq,as; 8;t) formula

(2.1), ie.,
(2.8)
F(t)=(8-1) /1 dr (1= 7)" " Resy—y (1 - bv/7) - (1- b—lx/ﬁ)w dInb,
0

for B=k+1¢€Zy, can be simplified as follows. We have

F() = Z (((Jq)n /2 (a2),, /2

= n+k)! n!

t
_ k2N~ (0 = K)o
bt nZ>O (n —|— k)! n!

(ntk)/2 (az) /2

bmtm/2

o —k az), t"/? ) db
= Dt "?Resy— Z @ er' Z( 21“)0'7;)" pht1
m>0 n>0
— DU Resy— (1 —b\/f)k H(r-ee 1\/) 4
b=0 sk
where D =1/(ag — 1)+ (a1 — k).
It is easy to gemerate corresponding formulas in the cases of general hypergeo-

metric series with some By positive integers.
Recall also the standard Fuler representation

L (3)
[(a2)T(8

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-
maals.

1
(29) F (al,QQ;ﬂ;t) = = ) / 7.ozz—l (1 _ 7_)5*01271 (1 _ Tt>7a1 dr.
—as) Jo
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Finally, we note that Eq. (2.9) is generalized as follows:

(210) F(al,...,aq+1;ﬁ1,...,ﬁq;t)
— F(ﬂq) ' agr1—1 _ \Bg—ag+1—1 d
T (ag+1) ' (Bg — agt1) /0 ! =7 F(rt)dr

where ﬁ(z) =F(a1,...,aq;51,...,Bq—1;2). This leads to another integral formula
for the generalized hypergeometric function.

Example 2.1. The hypergeometric series F (t) = F (A, —\; 1;t) takes the following
form:

A
1—+/th
(2.11) F (t) = Resp—o (i) dInb.
1 Vi/b
According to [ZZ1) it associated with the generating series
F(1)=A2(N):=1-C(2)N+C(2,2)A — ...
from Eq. (1.1) for Multiple Zeta Values (see also Section 5.1 below).
The hypergeometric series F (t) = F (=X, e\, €\ 1, 151),
€ = e71'i/37

takes the form

L—ay ¥/t * d*Ina

(1 — ag\e‘/f)e (1 — ag%)€> dIn (G1G2G3).

It is associated with the generating series
F(A)=A3\):=1-C3)N+¢(3,3)\ — ...

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

(2.12) F (t) = Resp—o (

Example 2.2. The function ug (t) = F (+,2,2,3;1,1,1;t) = > om0 27517'1))5‘ (5’515)”
plays important role in the mirror symmetry. It is one of the basic solutions of
the hypergeometric equation (2.31) below (with the parameters oy = %,, g =
o3 = %,a4 = %, B1 = B2 = B3 = 1). Another solution is of the form uj (t)
uy (t)In (575t) + @y (t), where @1 (t) is analytic near t = 0.

If z = =575t = a® and q = q(2) = exp (u1/ug), then we have the following
marror symmetry relation:

3 q¢ 5 qdz 3
5 N (d)d = =—
v ()

(™)

5

where N (d) is the number of degree d rational curves in generic quintic hypersurface
M in ]P’é.

On the other hand, the functions u; and us are some periods in the mirror
dual to M variety M' = {a} + 23 + 23 + 2§ + 22 + az1wow32425 =0} / (Zs5)* . See
[COGPL [CK] for more informations.

Note also that in [LYau] a third order equation of the form (Dj —tP (Dy)) 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)

q p
Ft)= C/quH (1 —7)""?Res H (1 —a;n)~“ exp[nt” (aps1 + ... + ags1)],
i=1 j=1

where =1 (1) = (ry 7)Y = L= ¢ = T[T (8 — 1) and the integral

quT 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., ¢ = 1, tend to infinity; thus ¢ = oo
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(al,...,ap,A,...,A;Bl...,ﬁq;t/AquH)
n! nl (o), (ap), (A), (5/A"  (A4), (t*/A
:Z( (), (), (A4), (/A" (A),(t"/A)

B1),  (By), n! n! n! n! ’

K= m. As A — oo it tends to the confluent hypergeometric series. By Theorem
1 its integral form is following;:
. q P p . q+1 £ —A
— )P — . 4y _ —
C/d Til;[l (1-m) Res ]1;[1 (1 —a;n(r) kzl;!rl (1 agn (1) A) ,
and, as A — oo, it gives the formula from the thesis of Theorem 2. (|

Example 2.3. The classical confluent hypergeometric function (sometimes
denoted by the Humbert symbol ® («, B;t)) equals

1

F(a;3;t) = (3 —1) / dr (1 —7)"?Resy—o (1 — by/7) " eV™/*dInb.
0

This representation differs from the formula

(2.14) F (o B5t) = B N ) /1 el (1 — )Ty
T T@T(B-a) Jo ’
which is obtained as a suitable limit from formula (2.9) in Remark 2.4 above (see
also [BEIL 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

R G VA C7) N 7))
(2.15) JV(Z)—Z% T(v+n+1)n! T(+1)

x F (0;v+1;—2%/4)
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is expressed via the doubly confluent function

F(v+1;t) = Z(

v+1), n! n!

n! tn/2 tn/2

1
= I// dr (1 = 7)” Resp—geV " O+t1/0 q1n b
0

So we have

(2/2)" ! v 2 /7 (b—1/b)
(2.16) g, (2) = T dr (1 — 7)” Resp—pe? dlnb.
0

1t is different from the Schlifli formula from [BE2, [ZZ1].

Related with the Bessel functions are Hankel functions Hl(,j), modified Bessel
functions K,, and I,,, Kelvin functions and Airy functions (see the next example).

Example 2.5. The Airy equation
(2.17) i = 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:

(D} =Dy —t*)u=0,
where Dy = t% = t0y is the Euler derivative. From this it follows that its basic
solutions are

3 n
w) = 3 g/g/i)g)n‘ = F (0;2/3:4%/9),
n>0 L

(#/9)
) = tyY ——2 —¢.F(0;4/3:t3/9),
) = 03 s
n>0 n
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

(2.18) Ai(t) = l/ cos (%Tg—f—Tt) dr
0

™

R P T _ Layep (2
= 271_3 F(g)ul(t) 27T3 T 3 u2(t).

In [Was] it is underlined that also the functions Ai (eiz’ri/gt) are also solutions;

Ai(t) and Ai (e*™/3t) are chosen as basic solutions.

Example 2.6. The hypergeometric function ug (t) = F (=X, e\, €\; 1, 1;¢) from Ez-
ample 2.1 satisfies the hypergeometric equation

(2.19) {@=)D} + Nt}u=0,

where D; = t% = t0;.

ug (t) is one of three basic solutions near t = 0; the other basic solutions near
t = 0 are of the form uy (t) = ug (t) Int+1y () and uz (t) = Fuo (t) In? t4y (t) Int+
Uz (t) , where the functions @y (t) and 12 (t) are analytic neart = 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—-1
it takes the following form:
(2.20) {DS [(1— 5)ds)% - /\3} v =0,
Ds = s% = 50s. We have three independent solutions of the form
v1(5;0) = X325+ 0 (s%),
(2.21) va(s;A) = A3s2 + O(s%),
v3(s;A) = %’02 InA3s2 +1+w(s;\),
where v1 vo and w = O(s%) 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
A large, but
z=\s?
small. Then we get
(2.22) vj (550) = Vj (2) + O(A3/2),

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

(2.23) (Qo—2)V =0, Q=2D, (2D, — 1) (2D, — 2).
Namely
(2.24) Vi(z) = f<1+z 2n+1)2(”2n - ) V7 F(@% % g)
> 2" 3 z
(2.25) Va(z) = gmfz F<®,2,2 8>
(2.26) V53(2) = ng(z)lnz—l—l—FVg(z),
where
~ 22 1 F (2) K() | 13
(2.27) V3= 16hrnu_,0 {(3 2;)(2-@ _ 3(224_2#)} __m,ﬂ—i—...,

2 _F<1;2,§ —u,?»—u;g) . B _F<1;2+u,g,3;§) .

In the proof of Eq. (2.27) we take the perturbation Q, = 82! (D, — p)
(Dz — % — u) (D, — 1) of the operator Qo from Eq. (2.28). The corresponding
equation (Q, —2)V = 0 has solutions: Vi (z;p) = 22T (14 ...), Va(z;p) =

o F (@'2—%%—%%) - .4 1+(7/6)u 22 4 1+(34;74350)u 34 .. and Va(zp) =
2F (D, 55 2) = 2+ (1 + —z+ 424#2 +. ) = ﬁ 5 (z)—f—{ZVg (z2)Inz+1—g522

.} + O (). It follows that the third solution is V3 (z) = lim ,0{V5(2;p)
—ﬁ‘/g (z,1)} = Vo (2)Inz + 1+ V3 (2), where 1+ V3 = lim ;,o{F (0; 1, 3; %) —
o (02— p, 2 — 3 %)} = 1—%2 +.... The latter formula is not good for its in-

(2/8)? : 5.9.2
tegral representation; we take F (@ 1, 2, 8) =1+4 T #(#+1)_3/2F (l,u +2,5;3; 8)
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z . 3 .2 — = 2%/8 .
and @F ((2),2 — [y 5 — g) =4+ 74#(27#)<3/27#)F (1,3 -, 3 2 -, 2; 2 ) From
this formula (2.27) follows.
We have the following integral representations:

1/2 dr 7y db
_ 12 : 1/3 1/3 :
(2.28)1; = 21/ T/o \/T_TResbzosmh (2 / b) exp( / 2b2) 5
db
(2.29)Va = 22/*Resy—q cosh (21/31)) exp (21/3/21)2) 7
~ 2
(2.30)V; = —Z—2 / V/Tasln (71 7273) Resp_o exp (21/3¢) d21Inb,
where

¢ = (lel + oba /b1 + 7'3/17152)

Tj = 1—1; and the integral is fo fol fol d37. The formulas for Vi (in slightly different
form) and Va come from [ZZ2] and the formula for Vs is new.

In the proof of formula (2.28) we write z~Y/?V; (z) = Zn<0% =
Resp=o (sinh( 1/3b) /zl/3b) X F( P35 1/3/2192) dlna Here we represent the con-
fluent hypergeometrzc function as F(l, 5 ) =1+ 2zF (1, 5 ), r = 21/3/2172,
where F (1;3;2) = F(Ii 131(32) fo 1 —7e"dr = 3 fo V1 —71e*7dr.

Next, Vo = 22- % = 2z-Resp—o {(cosh( 1/3b) — 1) /22/3172} exp (21/3/2172)
dInb, where Resp—g 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; 81, B2, f3;x) =
H (B; = 1) x [ [ [d7TT(1 —75)%* Resp—o exp (221/3¢) > nb with f; = 2, B =
2 —u, ﬁ3 =3—pand By =2+ pu, Bo = %, B3 = 3 (compare Theorem 2).
Therefore, the expression in the braces in Eq. (2.27) equals —= ffdeT\/ng X
Resp—o exp( 1/3¢) hmu_m { S Mgt —%{‘}dQ Inb, where the latter limit s

—111 (7~'17~'27~'3)

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 Schrodinger 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 A = h ™!, 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 ¢ = oo 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
uo(t) = F(oa,...,ap: B1,...,0q;t) satisfies the linear differential equation (the
hypergeometric equation)

(2.31) (Q—tP)u=
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where

(2.32) Q = QD) =Dy (De+pH1—1) (D +;—1),

(2.33) P = PD)=Di+a1) - (Di+ayp),

Dy = t%, are differential operators. Indeed, assuming a solution of the form
(2.34) u®)=t"(1+art+...)

we find that

Q(y)=0

and the recurrent relations
(2.35) Q(vy+n+1)ant1 = P(y+n)an.
From this follows the following

Proposition 2.1. (Analytic solutions neart = 0) The hypergeometric equation
(2.31), with p < g+ 1, has solutions

(2.36) uj (t) =P x Fj(t), 7=0,...,q,

where fo = 1 and F; are some hypergeometric functions (with corresponding pa-
rameters).

If B;’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 vy, (¢) In" ¢ with analytic functions vy. These
new solutions can be obtained as limits of suitable ‘difference rations’ of the func-
tions w; (t) with perturbed some parameters f;; so, they also admit integral repre-
sentations (see Example 2.6 above).

Also in the confluent situation, p < g 4+ 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

{PO (Dt)+tP1 (’Dt)—l—...}u:O,

where Py is a polynomial of degree equal the order of the equation, say ¢ + 1, and
the series in the braces (with polynomials P; of degree < q + 1) is convergent (see
[Kohl [Was| [Zol]). (Of course Eq. (2.31) has regular singularity at ¢ = 0.)

Also t =1 is a regular singular point.

Indeed, we can write Q—tP = (1 — ) DI ... = (1 —¢) (%) +..., where

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

5F. Beukers and G. Heckman in [BeHe| proved that, for p = ¢ + 1, there are g analytic
solutions of the form (¢ — l)k (14...), k=0,...,4 — 1, and one analytic solution of the form
(=17 (1+...). Using this they calculated the monodromy group of the equation (2.31) under
some additional assumptions.
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Near ¢t = oo. Next, for £ = %, we have Dy = —D¢ = —56% and hence

1(Q—tP) = —{P(—D¢) — £Q (—D¢)}, it has similar form as Q — ¢P. The ba-

sic solutions near t = oo are of the form
(2.37) % X FR(1/t), k=1,....,p=q+1,

where ﬁk are some hypergeometric functions; if p = ¢ 4+ 1, then they are analytic.

Let us consider the case
p<gqg+1.
Here the solutions u; (t) , with generic parameters S, are defined via series defining
entire functions in the complex plane. It follows that the only singular points are
t =0 (regular) and ¢t = oo (irregular); this holds also in the cases of non-generic .
Let us look for basic solutions near ¢t = co. Firstly consider regular series

v(t)=t" (1+ait™" +...), t > .
We find that P (y) =0, i.e.,
v=—aj, jJ=1,...,p.
Moreover, we have the recurrent relations P (y —n)a, = Q (y —n + 1) an_1, ie.,
P(=y+n)a, = (_1)q+1_p Q(=y—1+n)ay_1,

which implies the solutions
(2.38) v () = 79 % Gy (2), 2= (~1)TP /1,
j=1,...,p, where G; (2) =¢+1 F, (dl, . dq+1;31, cen Bp; z) are suitable hyper-
geometric series; they are divergent, because the number of &’s is greater than 1
plus the number of 5’s.

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

v(t) = e xap(t) = e x (1 +...).
We have Dyv = Dy (eCtm x () = e” x (ckt"p 4+ Dyap) and generally
m(m—1)
2

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

Dy = et x {(cmf”)m ¥+ (crt®)™ ! [ K + thz/J] +.. } ,

Qu = ! {(cnt“)"“ + {@n +(g+1)p+ ﬂ] (cmt“)q} 1+,
tPv = et {(cmt“)pt+ [@nw;ﬁta} (cnt“)p_lt}t“(l +..),
where

a:ZaJ— andﬂ:Z(ﬂi—l)

are defined by Q (D;) = DIt" + D! + ... and P(D;) = D + oD’ " +.... By
comparing terms with the highest powers of ¢t we get: k(¢+1) = kp + 1 and
(c,%)qu1 = (cr)?, ie.,

1

1 .
(239) K,:m, C:Ck:ECQﬂ—lkH:(q—Fl—p)Ck, kzl,,q+1—p
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Comparing the next terms we get %q (g+ D) r+(@+ 1) p+p= %p (p—1)k+ppta,
ie.,

_ Lo _ a p
(240)  p=rla=Pf)—gr{elg+ ) —pp-D}=r(a-F-5-7).
It means that we have ¢ + 1 — p formal solutions of the WKB form

(2.41) vp (1) = e X P Hy(t7%), k=p+1,...,q+1.

where Hy, (t7%) = 1+ ... are formal series in powers of t~*. 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 = o) The hypergeometric equation
(2.81) with p < g+ 1 has p formal solutions of the form (2.38) and g+ 1—p formal
solutions of the form (2.41) as |t| = oc.

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

2.3.2. Stokes phenomenon. We know that for p < ¢+ 1 the series G; in Eq. (2.31)
and Hy in Eq. (2.41) are divergent. Unfortunately, they are not easily expressed, at
least for p = ¢+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 [DuMil
Me].

Recall also that the solutions ; (t) are subject to the so-called Stokes phenome-
non. The neighborhood of ¢ = oo is covered by a finite collection of sectors S, where
the series Hy, and/or G; are asymptotic for well defined holomorphic functions. The
corresponding analytic solutions are denoted ij and vy . 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 [DuMil) or via Borel/Laplace transformations (see
[Bal, Raml).

But when one passes to an adjacent sector S the collection {v7(t),...,v5,,(t)}
of solutions (which are analytic in S) undergoes a linear change; to a solution vlS ,
which is large (dominant), a combination of solutions, which are small (subdomi-
nant), is added. Thus we have vS (t) = vS(t) + 3 ;v (t) for t € SN 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]ﬁy 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
{v?(t),...,v51(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 K;. But these coefficients K; are correct only for WKB solutions which

6The authors of [DuMil [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 vlS .

Theorem 3. In the case p =0, i.e., complete confluence, ast — co we have

q+1

(2.42) F(0,B1,....8:t) ~ > K (),
=1

where vy (t) = e x th - Hi(t"), k = qﬁ, a=(qg+1)¢, ¢ = e/t =

—qﬁjﬁ, B=> (8 — 1), are functions (2.41) and the constants, before dominating

functions vy (t), equal

(2.43) K = _q1+ _(TIr ) - o2 ().

Proof. The integral in Eq. (2.13) from Theorem 2 is of double type. We have
the exterior integral [ d?7 and the interior integral Res.

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

q+1
¢(a)=>_aj,
J
a=(ai,...,aq4+1), where a;’s are subject to the restriction

p(a)=ar---ag1 =1
The critical points of the phase are given by the equations
(&= p0)y, =1~ p/a; =0,
where p is the Lagrange multiplier. It follows that the critical points are
a = (..., 1=0,....q,

where ¢ = (41 = e*™", K = is the corresponding root of unity. Putting

1
q+1’
a; = a§l)eiej = (lei%
with small §; (such that 61 + ...+ 0,41 =0) we get

q+1

¢:(q+1)<l—%<l29§+....
j=1

The following lemma is proved in the Appendix.

Lemma 2.1. Consider a quadratic form Z‘JZ

q+1
j=1

:i )\j6‘32- restricted to the hypersurface

0; = 0. Then the determinant of the corresponding symmetric matriz equals
I
€q (A) = Z A ’
I:|I|=q

where N = \;, e Niy for I = {i1, ... i} CH{L,...,q+1}; id.e., it is the g™ ele-
mentary symmetric polynomial in \;’s.
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From this lemma we find that the quadratic form 67 4 ...+ 62, ,, i.e., with the
cigenvalues \; = 1, on the hyperplane 6; + ... + 0,11 = 0 is reduced to 7 \;0?
with [TA; = 1.

It follows that the contribution to the integral-residuum from a neighborhood
of a®¥, via the stationary phase formula, equals

1\¢ T 1, v w0, s
<%) x exp [(q+ 1) ¢t ] x ll_Il/exp <—§Clnt /\1012> idé;

1\? Lo 1 o\ /2
(%) x exp [(q+ 1) ¢'nt"] x H <Clnt”5\z)

=1
= (q+1)72Em) T2 (r )P exp [(g+ 1) (e mgt)]

where n = (11-+-79)", kK =

1
: atl® :
Now we consider the exterior integration over 7. It has the form

/H Ti_W/27~'fj_2 x exp [A (11 -+ 74) ] d9T,

where 7; = 1 — 7; and A = (¢ + 1) ('t" 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 7y = ... = 7, = 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
7; are small. We have

(Tl...Tq)Km"jl—li(’?tl—i-...-i-%q)

and we arrive at the product of integrals

H/ 7o My, = H(Aﬁ)l_ﬁjr(ﬁi -1)
0
= (PTG -,
where Ax = ¢'t*. This and Eq. (2.13) give formula (2.43). O

Remark 2.5. One could ask why we do not have an analogue of Theorem 8 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 Appendiz 6.2.

Example 2.7. (Standard confluent hypergeometric function revisited) We

have p=q=1 and k = ﬁ = 1. Here we can use the representation
I'(B) /1 tr_a—1 p—a—1

t)=F(a;8;t) = (1 - d

UO() (04767) F(O&)F(ﬂ—a) o e T ( 7') T

from Ezample 2.3. Let Ret > 0 and |t| — oo. Then the leading part of the in-
tegral arises from neighborhood of 7 = 1. With s = t(1 —7) we get ug (t) =
711(0()1}(@70‘)&1%0‘_6 Jo e P ds & %etto‘_ﬂ R~ %’Ug (t) (compare Eq. (2.41).
Let Ret < 0 and [t| — oo. Then the lading part of the integral arises from neighbor-

hood of T = 0. With o = —7t we get ug (t) ~ % (=) [y e 70> do ~
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% (=) ~ &) )e_”io‘vl (t) (compare Eq. (2.38)); this agrees with [BEIL
Section 6.13.1].
The other basic solution near t =0 is u1 (t) = t' PF (o — B+ 1;2 — B;t) (com-

pare FEq.(2.36)). Thus

_ F(2_ﬁ) 1-8 ! tr _a—f3 _ -«
ul_F(a—ﬂ)F@—a)t /0 TP (1 —7)  “dr,
r'2-p)

with the asymptotic uy (t) ~ Ta—AtD Y2 (t) as Ret > 0 and |t| — oo and uq (1) ~

gg:gg e~™%, (¢) as Ret < 0 and |t| — oo.

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 = oo by two sectors: ST with the
upper imaginary half-line {to = is : s > 0} (the Stokes line or the line of division)
as its bisectrix and with an angle 2w —e and S~ with the lower imaginary half-line.
These sectors intersect at two smaller sectors: S, with the left real half-line (con-
Jugate Stokes line) as its bisectriz and Sy with the right half-line (conjugate Stokes
line).

In ST (respectively, in S™) one has two analytic solutions ’U;-r t), =12,

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

v = v vy, vy =0 in Sy,
- = gt o — ot +
vy = v], vy = vy +dvf in So.

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

C _ e?ﬂ'la, V= e—271'1,8

Assume that at the upper imaginary half-line we have the expansions for ug (tg) =
Fy (fo) and uy (to) = t(lJ_BFQ (to) = iVl/Qsl_BFg (ZS), to = is with s > 0 : ug (fo) =
Avf (o) + Avy (to) and uy (to) = Cvy (to) + Dvy (to) . Thus

Fi(to) = AtgoG* (to) + Bty P H* (),
toPFy (to) = Cty®Gt (to) + Dty Pelo H (1),
where Gt and HT are analytic functions with formal power series in tgl like G
and Hy in Eqs. (2.38) and (2.41).

Let us rotate to to €™ty = —to. In the sector Sy we have t = ety and u, (t) =
BB By (), vt (1) ~ e 719015 G (), v ~ BT Pet I () and we get

Fi(t) = A +cvy) + By
~  AeTOt=Gy (1) + (B + cA) ei(a—ﬂ)Gtg‘*ﬁetﬂl (t),
=M =PEy (1) = C(vf +evy) + Doy

~ CeTTOG (1) + (D + cC) PSPt H (1),
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In particular, for t = —tg in the lower Stokes line we have
Fi(t) ~ ACTV259G) (1) + (B + cA) (¢v) 21587 Pet Hy (1),
VPR (1)~ OV () + (D + eC) (Cv) 28 Pet Hy ().

Finally, we rotate —tq to e™(—tg) = to. The analogues of the latter formulas are
following:

Fi(to)) = (A+d(B+cA)CH5oGH (to) + (B + cA) (utd P HY (1),
vty P Fy (to) (C+d(D+cC)) Mg G (to) + (D 4 ¢C) (utd P H (o) .
Therefore, we get the relations

A = (A+d(B+cA)( Y, B=(B+cA) v,
vC = (C+d(D+cC))¢t, vD = (D+cO)C.

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

cd=(¢—1)(1—-vQ);
so, we still do not know the constants ¢ and d defining the Stokes matrices. But we

know the values of the constants: A = %C‘lﬂ, B = %, C = %Q‘lm

and D = % Using this we find
1-v(B T(B-a

(1—v¢) M2,

¢ v( A T(a)
_ L@ oy,

Moreover, at the upper Stokes line we have

F (a; B;is) = &C*l/‘lsﬂ)‘GJr (is) + w (V()1/4 s P HT (is) (s > 0)

L(—a) ' (@)
and on the lower Stokes line we have
F(o; 8;—is) = maiky (/470G (—is)
% [1 +(1-v¢) C‘l/QV_l} (u§)3/4 s*Be s~ (—~is) (s> 0).

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

Example 2.8. (Ezxample 2.6 revisited) Calculations like in the proof of Theorem 8
give the following WKB expansions for the basic solutions V; :

Vl ~ 2 21/6 (_e%zl/S_’_Eef%ezl/S_’_eef%Ezl/?’)
b)
V3
2 3.1/3 3 _.1/3 _3..1/3
V'2 ~ \/Tzl/ﬁ (ezz +ée Sez +oee S€z )7
™

Vs o~ % \ 2%21/6 (Ee*gfw3 - ee’%gzm) mod Va,

where € = e™/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 matriz becomes a monodromy

matriz).
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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 = ¢ + 1 (i.e., no confluence) and

(244) a1 = Al/l, sy Og1 = AI/qul,
where A > 0 is a large parameter,
(2.45) A — +oo,

and v;, B; are fixed. (One could consider the case when only r < p = ¢+ 1 of the
parameters «; 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) = ey (t; A),
where S (¢) is an ‘action’ and
(2.47) Gt A) = o () + 1 (H AT+

is an ‘amplitude’. As a rule the series defining 1 is divergent.

In this subsection we determine the action S and the leading amplitude term
1o 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 = MW {A.DS ¢+ Dy},
(D4+ AU = MDA (DS +v) -+ Dy},
where D = D; = t2. Recall that Q (D;) = D{*" + D} + ..., where

B=> (81,

By induction one proves that
QU = M50 5 {A9H (DS .y 4 AT
(4 1) (DS)" Dy + 3+ 1) (DS)"™" (D25) ¥+ B(DS)" ¥] +.. }
and
PU = MO x {494 P(DS) -y
+Aq[%P” (DS)-D*S -4y + P (DS) - Dy] +...}.

By comparing the terms before A?*t! and A? in the equation (Q —tP)U = 0, we
get the Hamilton—Jacobi equation
(2.48) (D) — tp (DS) =0,

where

p) =[] @+v)
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is a renormalized polynomial, P (Az) = A%*!p(x), and the transport equation
(2.49) {(¢+1)(DS)* —tp' (DS)} - Dio
H{[Getar 0@y = 1 05)| - (28) + 508"} v
The Hamilton—Jacobi equation is solved in two steps. Firstly, it is an algebraic
equation for DS with ¢ + 1 solutions
DS=RY (), I=1,...,q+1,

where RW (t) = D¢'* 4 ... as t — 0 (here and below the upper index (1) does not
mean the [} derivative), xk = q%, D = ([Tv)", ¢ = €*™%), which are algebraic
functions. Next, we solve the initial value problems

ds
t— — RO (¢ —
= =RY(1), 5(0)=0,
with the solutions
t
(2.50) SW (1) = / s7IRW (s)ds,
0

where SO (t) = k= D¢'" 4 ... as t — 0. The functions S® belong to the class of
functions expressed via generalized quadratures (see [Zoll).

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

(2.51) wél) (t) = exp /t T (s)ds,

where TU) (t) are suitable functions expressed in generalized quadratures following
from Eq. (2.49). The functions 1/)(()“ (t) are also expressed via generalized quadra-
tures. Ast — 0we have T® (t) ~ —1q (g + 1) (DS’(”)qil (D2SV) /(g +1) (’DS(Z))Q
=-21.p2S0/DSW; thus wél) (t) ~ const - (’DS(Z))iq/2 ~ const - t~9/2(a+1),

2.4.2. Testing and principal solutions. The terms v, (¢) in the expansion v (t; A) =
o (t) + 1 (1) A1 + ... also satisfy suitable transport type equations. They are
linear non-homogeneous equations z/}j = a(t)vy; + b(t), where the corresponding
homogeneous equations are the same as in Eq. (2.49), i.e., a(t) = a®¥ (t) do not
depend on j, and b(t) = b;l) (t) are expressed via the agl)’s for ¢ < j. So, the
solutions 9; to those non-homogeneous equations are defined modulo const - 1 (¢) ;
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 Ut(éit (t) as those formal
WKB series (2.46) whose functional coefficients 1; (¢) do not contain terms pro-

portional to v (t). The so-called principal WKB solutions Ué?inc (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 Schrodinger equation. In order to remove this ambiguity one imposes so-called
Born—Sommerfeld quantization conditions (because the wave functions must decay

at £oo 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 ¢ 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 [Bix]. A

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

exp AS(t)
in Eq. (2.46) tends to infinity as A — +00, i.e., when ReS(¢) > 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/H (1—7,)""2Res {H (1-— naj)_yj}Aa

where

K= .
q+1

(a) The Res is the residuum of the form {-}* dIn""'a/dIn (a; - -- ag+1); it is a
mountain pass type integral with the phase

(2.53) o= —Zyj In (1 —nay)
with the restriction
pr=ai--ag+1 = 1.
Let p be the Lagrange multiplier; then the critical points of the phase are given
by the equations 0 (¢ — py) /Oa; = 0, i.e., we have

p
(2.54) a; = ———.

Ton(pt )
Moreover, the condition ¢ = 1 leads to the algebraic equation for p :

(2.55) P =n"p(p),.

"In [ZZ32] 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 (p) = [[ (p + v;); note the similarity of this equation with Eq. (2.48) above.
Let
(2.56) p=pW (), 1=1,....q+1,

be its solutions; thus

a;) = —————.
7 (P + )
As n — 0 we have p) ~ nDc¢!, ag-l) ~ va‘ld, where D = ([Tv;)", ¢ = &*%,

1

R = m

(b) We put a; = a( Jeif | with the restriction > 6; =1, and expand the phase.
We get

(2.57) Zp(l <1 + —> 0?2 +
where

(2.58) 60 =0 () =3 vl (1 + /VJ)

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

q+1

——ZAJ 2, Ze =0,

with the eigenvalues A\; = = p (1 +p l)/l/j). By Lemma 2.1 above this form is
equivalent to —3 Y1 )\JHJQ, where

Det:Det( O ) H)\ =eqg (M, Agt1)

(elementary symmetric polynomial in A). Let us evaluate this quantity.
Recall that it is the coefficient before X in the polynomial r (A\) = [T (A + ),

i.e., in
P+ P
[[+perti) = 115 XH<p+A+VJ‘>

I
S
X
VRS
—
+
|
N———
=)
+
[a
X
3
VR
e
RS
—
+
|
N———
L
N~

where p = p). We get

T(A)”Zq(t); X (1+(q+1)%) XP(P){l_%)‘}

and hence

ot () = 4 1) [a+1 P (p) _ W
(2.59) Det™ (n) p*p(o){ ; p(p)},p P ().

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

1\? ~1/2
(%) 4702 (Det® ()~ e,
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where ¢ is given in Eq. (2.58) and Det®) is given in Eq. (2.59).

(c) Let us now consider the exterior integral over 7; s Recall that the quantities
é® and Det® depend on T vian = (11 -+ 74t)" , Kk = q+1 Now we assume that the
principal solution, with the index (I) or I, is dominant; thus the function éW 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 (t)
equals fot pW],=r~dr. It means that SO (t) = ¢(l)|7.1:___,:7.q = 1. Thus the term
~1/2
(Det(l) (77)) is taken at n = t~.

Moreover, with 7, = 1 — 7;, we have

n = t“{l—mz%i—l—...},

PO = 0 () = p® (1) — e PP () ) D> Fit
t"”” dp(l
O = 3D (n) = dD (#F) — "
¢ = ¢V (n)=¢" (") 1—|—p(l)(t“ (t") ZTz
(2.60) = W) -0 > 7+
-1/2 .
Therefore we get C' (%)Q/2 A=a/? (Det(l) (t"‘)) AV (t") times

H/Ol%fﬁexp (-ac92) ez ~ T[re-1)-(ac®) "
(T - ) - (4ev) ",

where =3 (8; —1). Since C =[] (8; — 1), we get that the contribution to F (t)
from a neighborhood of a® equals

(HI‘ (Bz')) (%)Q/2 CATY2B | gARD (") (Det(l) (tﬁ))—1/2 . (5(”>_B.

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

Theorem 4. We have the expansion

q+1
(261)  F~Y E-A0pl) NZE AT AST Oy ()

princ
=1

in principal WKB solutions, where

E = (HF(@')) <%>W2,

SO = o0 @),
W = (pert @) (e0)
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and ¢, Det® and €W are defined in Eqs. (2.58)—(2.60) above. In particular, the
! —1/2 -8

functions ¢V (t*) and (Det( ) (t”‘)) (€M) serve as evaluations of the above

integrals (2.50)-(2.51) defining the ‘actions’ S®) and the ‘amplitudes’ z/J(gl).

Example 2.9. (Ezample 2.1 revisited) We consider the integral in Eq. (2.12) for

ug(t; ) = F (=X, eN,é\;1,1;t), € = e™/3, for large X\ = A. Since f1 = fo = 1 in

the integral representation we deal only with the residuum.

The Hamilton—Jacobi equation, i.e., (1 —t) (D:S)* = —t, has three solutions

t
S7(t) =0Sp () = U/ 23 (1 - 7')_1/3 dr, 0 = —1,¢,&
0

The transport equation, i.c., (DyS)> - Dyho+(DeS)>-D2S-Diyy = 0, has the particular
solution g (t) = (D:S) ™", i.e.,
Yo(t) = 1/9,
0= (/=)
The phase in integral (2.12) equals ¢ (a) = In (1 — tY3a1) — In (1 — t*3ay) —

€ln (1 - t1/3a3) , subject to the restriction ajasaz = 1, and the measure is d*Ina/d In (ajazas) .
There are three conditional critical points of the phase defined by

—ov /340 _ o 1/3 eo?
1—o09’ 2 1+ oy’

Near these points we can write a; = aJe'%, where the angles 0; are subject to the
restriction 01 + 02 + 03 = 0. The expansion of the phase gives the leading term

¢7 = —In(1 — 09) + €ln(1 4 €09) + €ln(1 + eo) = aSy(t).

tl/ga‘f = , 0=—1,¢¢

Of course, the linear part ¢ vanishes and the quadratic part equals

1 1
—5Q7(0) = —5 {ov (07 + 03+ 63) — (09)*(—07 + é03 + ¢63) } .
By Lemma 2.1 the determinant of the corresponding matriz equals det® = 3 (019)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
a’, for large |A|, equals

2 aASo (t)
1 - 1 2 e? >0
oASo(t) —2Q7/2:2 _ _oASo(t) _
e X | — e 1°df;dfs; = e X —= X = .
(2m> // e 412 \det® 273V

Therefore

ug (£ A) ~ ! (ﬁ) v {—e_’\g(t) O 6e€’\§(t)} .
7 27v/3\ t

According to Remark 2.7 the summands in the above formula correspond to prin-

cipal WKB solution UJ;,. ~ 9 1e S0 - More detailed calculations, which use a

Bessel type approzimation of the hypergeometric equation for large parameter A and

so-called Wick formula for Gaussian integrals (see Example 3.2 below), show the

relation

o 8 -3 o
Uprinc ~ (1 - E/\ + .. ) Utcst
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between the principal and testing WKB solutions (which are defined in Subsection
2.3.8 above).

In the case of the integral formula (2.11) for the function F (A, —X;1;t) we have
the relations UpjtrinC ~ (1 + 2%)\72 +.. ) UZ.. for the corresponding WKB series

Ut (t) ~ (%)1/4 eHIAS(H)
3. VARIATIONS OF HYPERGEOMETRIC FUNCTIONS
Consider the following perturbation of the hypergeometric equation (2.11):

(3.1) (Q—tP —et?R)u =0,

where R = R (D;) with a polynomial R of degree < ¢+ 1 and ¢ 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) w(t) =u(t;e) = ug (t) +eugq (t) + 2uga (t) +. ..,

where ug (t) = woo (t) = F(@1,...,0p;01,...,81) is our hypergeometric func-
tions. The functions ug ; (t) are called the variations of the hypergeometric
function.

The functions ug ; satisfy the following recurrence:

(3.3) (Q — fP) UQ k1 = tzRuo,k, k>0,
with the initial conditions ug  (0) = 0.

Theorem 5. The functions ug i are defined by the series

k—1 e
(3.4) wp®= Y Q) [ [ S0my) fn,g
np>0,..., ng >0 j=0
where
mj =ng+...+n; +2j
and
(3.5) Q) = L @)y gy RQM+1)

B1), - (Bq), 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 ¢
without constant term. Assuming @ (n) # 0 for n > 0, the operator Q is in-
vertible. Moreover, the operator ¢P is ‘small’ in relation with QE Therefore,
Q—tP = (I — tPQil) @ is invertible with the inverse defined by the von Neu-
mann type series

(Q—-tP) ' = Q' (I-tPQ ")
Q'+ QPO + Q7 (tPQ )+ ...

1

80ne can introduce a suitable norm in the space ¢C [[¢]] , 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
_ 1 P P(n)P 1

24
Q)  QM)Qn+1) Qn)Qn+1)Q(n+2)

Also
t*Rt" = R (n)t" 2.
Using this Eq. (3.4) is proved by induction. In particular, the term with given
no, - - ., Nk equals
(a1),, - (ap), o

_1 tP 1 nkot2RO...O —1 trP —1 nlotQR——.
o' (tPQ ) Q™ (tPQ™) B, (Bo),y, 0!

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

Po = no, pj:nj+2f0rj>0.

Then in Eq. (3.4) we have the sum over pg > 0 and p; > 2. Introduce the following
function of many variables

tgo ... tik
w (to, t1,... tk) = Z Q(p0+---+pk)m-
Po>0,p1>2...,p1>2 Po T - T Pk):
We have
k—1
0,k (t) = H S (Dto + ...+ Dtj) w |t0:...:tk:t7
=0

where Dy, = t;0/0t; are Euler operators. The operators

S(Diy+...+Dy,) = P(Diy+...+ D)) P(Dyy+...+ Dy +1)
R(Dy+ ...+ D) Q(Diy + ...+ Dy, +1)

need an interpretation. There are no problems with the operators R (Dto +...+D; j)
and @ (’Dto +...+ Dy, + 1) ; they are standard differential operators.

Let us interpret the operator (Dto +...+ Dy, + a) ~' It amounts to solving the
equation

(Dty+-..+Dy, +a) f =g,

where we may assume that g = g (to,...,t;). Introduce the variables r = ty +
ceotty, s = tifry thus € = rs. If f(rs) = Y fm (s)r™ and g = > g (s) 7™,
then {(Dyy + ...+ Dy, +a) f} (rs) = Y (m+a) fr (s)r™ and hence f(rs) =

—(Z;‘J(FSS) =T [ g (1s) dT, or

to+...+1; . T
)= (to+...+t;) “ o= — ¢t ) dr.
Flt)y=(to+..-+1;) /0 T g(t0+...+tj) T

Here one assumes Rea > 0; in the opposite case (but o € Z) one applies it to part
of g with sufficiently high order terms and for the few low order terms one uses
gm (8)r™ —> mLJrsgm (s)r™.
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Next, consider the following series:
tg” - tz’“

wo (to, ..., ts) = 3 Q@O‘F---‘FPk)M’

P0>0,p1>0...,px >0

i.e., a hypergeometric function of many variables; some of them are known as Appel
functions or Lauricella functions (see [BEIl Section 5.7] and [Koh, Chapter 6.5]).
The difference between wp 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 wy we need generalizations of formulas before
the proof of Theorem 2.1. One is the generalized binomial formula

(1—;[;1—,,,—;[;l)_a: Z Mx?lx?z

..oyl
7 >0, >0 ni: ng.
Another is the generalized Beta-function
v AT _ T()---T'(n)

B(yos-ooom) = [ 1ot = :
(o, m) /TO Pd(mo+...+7m) Tho+...+m)

where the integration runs over the simplex {7; > 0,79 + ...+ 7 <1}.

Finally we use the residuum formula, but with increased number of complex
integration arguments. In particular, in the case p = ¢+1, the number of arguments
is(k+1)x(2¢—1):(g+1)of¢;’sand ¢ = p—1 of b;’s for each variable ¢; (compare
the proof of Theorem 2.1). The integral-residua with respect to ¢;’s are evaluated
using the residuum theorem and there remain only residua with respect to b;’s and
the integrations over 7;’s.

In the case p < ¢+ 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-i-Oé) —Et2 (Dt+7)}u:0

of the hypergeometric equation with p = q+ 1 = 1; it probably a simples example.
Recall that for e = 0 the solution ug (t) = (1 —1t)"%, see Eq. (2.7). The above
equation is of first order, (1 —t— at2) = (a+evyt)u, and has solution

t
exp / _aters .
0

uo (t:€) 1—5—es52

= (1—t)a{1+a[(2—y)1n(1—t)+t?—t] +0(a2)}.

-t

Example 3.2. The function F (=), e\, €X; 1, 15t) from Example 2.1 for large A and
small t such that y = N3t is finite can be rewritten as F = Uy (y)+A"3Uo1 (y)+- . .,
where Uy (y) = ano ((:1—1,’)): 1s Bessel like confluent hypergeometric function and

3 >m+n

Up1 = ZmZO,nZOW (—y , Uo2, ete. are variations of Uy. Here the
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analogue of the equation (8.1) is simpler. But the integral formulas for Uy ; (y) can
be expressed directly from Eq. (2.12). We have

d3lna
_ - _1/3,)_ d'ina
U (y) Resq=o exp ( Yy ¢) dln (ajagasz)’
13 d3lna
Uoa(y) = Resq—oexp (_y ¢) Am’

where the phase ¢ = ¢q,

1 _
¢k = Pl (a]f"'l — eaé“ — eaé“) R

and the amplitude

1
A= —§y2¢§ + 3162 — y*3p3.

Consider variations of the function Va (z) from Example 2.6 (see Eq. (2.22)).
Recall that we have va (s;0) = A\3s2 +... = Vo (2) +. .. is one of the basic solutions
of the corresponding hypergeometric equation near s = 1 —t = 0. Moreover, we
assume small s and large \ such that z = \3s? is finite. In fact, the perturbed
equation becomes more complicated than Eq. (3.1); we have

(3.6) (Q L ATZ2R x?’zs) V=0,
where Q = 2D, (2D, — 1) (2D, —2), R = 2D, (2D, — 1) (4D, — 1) and R = (2D,)".
Therefore vy = Vo (2) + A™3/2Va 1 (2) + A" 3Vao (2) +.... Calculations show that
8 (4n —1)(1/2), z\mtn
Va1 = 2 2. @m+2n—1)!1(1/2),,, 1 (n—1) (_>

2
m,n>1
8

— (4D., — 1) |.,—:Resq—oA; (0) A2 (¥) d®Ina,
z

where
0;=2""a;, 0;=z""/2a3, j=1,2,
and
hy (6%,63)

92m92n
Ay = 7t 72 -
! > (2m +2n —1)! 2 (2p—1)!

m,n>1 p>2

6% sinh 6, — 63 sinh 6,
= 70 — (67 +63),

(1/2), -
D DI ;v R ey L

m,n>1 m+n—1

3 1
= 10 (Dﬂl + D’l92 + 5) / T1/26(177)191+7'192d7_
0

and hy (x,y) is the complete symmetric polynomial of degree p. Also the second
variation Va2 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., it = tu (or (D} — Dy —t3) u = 0) has
as basic solutions either uy (t) = F (0;2/3;¢3/9) and uy (t) = tF (0;4/3;¢3/9), or
Ai(t) and Ai (e?™/3t) (see Eq. (2.18)).

Wasow applies the change
(4.1) t=e"%3
and rewrites the Airy equation as
(4.2) 2 = zu,

where / = . Then, with u = y; and ey} = ya, he gets the system

(4.3) eY' = Ag ()Y,
where Ag = 2 (1)
Next, Eq. (4.1) is generalized to
(4.4) efu" = (zp (2) + et (z3)) u
(where the functions ¢ and 1 are analytic), or to the system
(4.5) eY'=A(x,e)Y, A(x,0)= Ay ()
(where A is defined by Eq. (4.4) in the same way as Ag 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 € = 0 (see [Was, Theorem 29.1]).

Lemma 4.1. Assume the germs ¢ (x) =1+... and ¢ (x;¢) analytic in (C,0) and
((CQ, O) respectively. Then there exists an analytic change

z=a(@)=xz+..., u=bx)w=>01+...)w
reducing Eq. (4.4) to

d2
(4.6) 52d—;} =(z4+ex(z;e)w
with analytic germ x.
Proof. Let ¢(z) = a’ (z) = 9%; thus £ = c¢(z) £. In particular, w’ = ¢3% and
w' = (c ‘(i;j) =cddu 4 éizzw We have
" i " 1" / dw 2 d2
u’ =b"w+ 20w + bw —bw+(2bc+bc)d—+ bd—

and hence we get the equation
d?w dw
2.2 2 _ 2
g’c bF +¢e* (2'c+ bc') - (¢b — %" + evpb) w
We do not want the terms Wlth ; SO, we assume

c=b"2
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and we arrive at the equation

d2
52d—1§ = {pb" — b3 + eypb* } w.
2z

. . . . 2
We want @b* = z, which amounts to the differential equation (g—f) o(x) = 2
Therefore,

z=a(x)= (;/j\/ﬁs)ds)m.
O

Next in [Wasl Theorem 29.2] it is proved that there exists a formal series
P (x;¢) = 3,50 Pn (7)€", with matrix-valued functions P,, (z) holomorphic near
z = 0, such that the change Y = PZ 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 P 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 matriz-valued functions P (x;¢), with the expansion
P as above, but holomorphic in (C,0) x (C,0), which transforms Eq. (4.5) with
o (xz) =z to Eq. (4.8). More precisely, if we put

Y = P(x;¢)Z
and assume that Z = (z1(x), 22(x)) " satisfies Eq. (4.5) (with Y replaced with Z),
then Y = (y1(2),y2(2)) " satisfies Eq. (4,3).

Proof. Let us apply the change inverse to the change (4.1) to Eq. (4.4). We get
(4.7) i = (t + (t;u)) u,

where i = e'/3 and ¢ (t; ) = ¥ (1*t, %) . Note that both Eqs. (4.2) and (4.7) have
analytic right-hand sides.

Let {vy (t),v2 (t)} be the fundamental system of solutions to Eq. (4.7) defined
by the initial conditions: v (0) = 1, v1 (0) = 0 and v (0) = 0, v2 (0) = 1; recall
that the solutions w; (t) and ws (t) to the Airy equation satisfy the same initial

conditions. Define F (t) = F (t;pu) = vtz ) and Fy (t) as the fundamental

V2
matrices corresponding to these two fundamental systems respectively; they are
analytic and invertible.
Then the matrix

Q(t;n) = FFy*
is analytic and transforms the system @ = v, v = (t + m/;) u (associated with Eq.

(4.7) to the system p = ¢q, ¢ = tp (associated with the Airy equation p = tp).
To obtain the matrix P from the thesis of the theorem one should apply the
change (4.1). With the fundamental matrices

= _ 01 () D2 () (73 £2/3y (572/396)
Flme) = (s%ux) 6%5(@)—(5/(3@1 (eQ)% iy (2/%) )

= CF (z;¢)D,
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i 5 1 0
where 0 (z) = 1+ 0 (2%) , oy (2) = 24+ 0 (2?) =3+ 0 (), C = ( 0 el/3 )

and D = ( (1) 22/3 ) and analogous fundamental matrix Fy (x;€), we find

~~ 1
P=FF, =CQC™".
This matrix is holomorphic in 2 and expands into powers of ¢ (not of el/ 3) as the
corresponding fundamental systems expand into powers of €.
Finally we note that Wasow used the fundamental system {Ai (¢), A (e27/3¢)},
instead of {uy (t),uz (t)}. O

In system (4.5) the small parameter € stands in the left-hand side; but this
system can be rewritten as Y = et Ay, i.e., with large parameter in the right-hand
side. In [Was| Section 29.1] the author writes that ‘the point = 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
(Qo — 2) V = 0in Eq. (2.23) and the hypergeometric equation (Qp—z—A"3/22/2R
+A7328)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 = A\3s? and small parameter
€= \"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 ¢! 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 u; (¢) for a perturbation of the Airy equation.

Example 4.1. Consider the equation
(4.8) i = (t+et®) u,
where € is a small parameter. The solution of the initial value problem u (0) = 1,
@ (0) = 0 is expanded into power of ¢ :

u(t;e) =uy (t) +eupq (t) + 0 (82) ,
where uy (t) = F (0;2/3;t3/9) = 1 +3/(2-3) + ... and the first variation uj 3
satisfies the equation

((92 — t) U1,1 = t2u1,

0=0; = %. So, we have to define the inverse to the operator 0> —t = (1 — t8_2) 02,

i.e., in the space of power series. Here the multiplication operator t is small with
respect to 9% (we have t (t*) = t**1 and 972 (t*) = mt’“ﬂ); hence
@t =020 0 4.

We have
82 . 1 tn_ tn+2 tn+5
@ =) = et e mis T
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This leads to the formula

3 (1/3), 2!*
(4.9) =g 2 (—1/3>l<1/3l>l+m<l+m>!’

1>1,m>0

z = 12/9. Above 37151 1ns0 = Dm0 Dui—o,m>or Where the second sum equals
F(0;1/3; 2) (with known integral representation). So, we consider the series
(1/3), 2128
(410) G (2’1, 22) = )
Z (=1/3), (1/3) 4, (L +m)!

1,m>0

we have
(4.11) ui () = —%G (t%/9,¢%/9) — %F (0;1/3;¢°/9) .

To get an integral for G we represent its summand as T (—1/3)"" times
U(-1/3)l!  T@/3)lm! T340 1 2 o
r-1/3+1) T'1/3+14+m) T@A/3)1 ((+m)! 1! ml

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

T (=1/3)1 ()" T (/3)btmy! (cf/er)” ()™ T (1/3+15) (13/crea)”

L(-1/34+14) I'(1/34 12+ m1) I'(1/3)1s!
) (b2/c1c2b1)l4 (dl/e)m2 ) (Zlbg/blbgclcQ)ZS ) (ngg/edl)mg
(lg + m2)! I5! ms!

and sum it up. We get

! r ~3 d®p/d(p1 + p2 + p3)
1—7)73 (1 =b%/cic
I ] A ey (- W)

1
/ ) (2 () 4 1) do - e*1bs/c1cabibz  gzadz/edy,
0

1
3

where the double integral [ [ is on the simplex {p1 + p2 + p3 =1} and x (o) =
oba/c1coby + (1 — o) di/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

xhy! hy (x,y) 1 /1 /
= 7= re® —ye¥) = ze®) _ . do.
Z (k ¥+ l)' ; p| T —y ( Yy ) 0 ( )z_x(cr)

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

The residuum with respect to co gives c1 = T
p2m3/% and with respect to e gives e = p§1/2 (compare the proof of Theorem 1).
Thus we are left with the residuum of

G(z1,22) = =173 (_11/3) /01 (1- T)_7/3 . //pfw?’ -Res (1 — (pgT)l/?’ b%)71/3

1
(4.12) / e%(9) (z (o) +1)do - e(P2T)1/321b3/b1b2 . epé/ZZ2d2/d1
0

14 with respect to ca gives co =

with respect to the form d®Inbd?Ind; here
z(o)=o0 (/)27')1/3 ba/bi + (1 —0) pé/le.
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The integral fol (1- 7')77/3 x (+) is regularized by taking (1 — *™/3) - fv (1- 7')77/3 X
(), where 7y is a loop with vertex at T = 0 and surrounding T =1 (compare Remark
2.1). In the integral [ fpf5/3x(-) we have the measure fol dpz [ (1= pa — p3)_5/3 dps;

so, the integral of dps is unchanged but the integral fol dpo is replaced with (1 — e_%i/?’) !
X (integral over a loop).

There is another way to get a convergent integral. We can reorganize the sum
in Eq. (4.10) using T (B) =T (84 1) /B; we do not present details.

5. MZVsS AND NEW DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS
5.1. Hypergeometric equations related with ¢ (2). This is the equation
(5.1) {A=t)D*+Nt}u=0,

D=D, = t%. Following [ZZ1] we look for its basic solutions near ¢ = 0 in form of
series in powers of A\? :

wj () = wjo(t) —ujn ()N +ujo ()N —..., j=0,1.
The coefficient functions satisfy the recurrent equations
D?ujo =0, (1—1t)D*ujpr1 = tuj.
Thus we choose
oo (t) =1, u10(t) =In ()\215) =upo-In\? +1Int

and the other equations are solved by

dtl U5 k t2
Uj k1 (T / / {_ L dts.

We get ug,1 () =, ft iy [Tyndp, = >, n 2" = Liy (t) and, generally, ug i, (t) =

t
Lia . 2(t) (Wlth k 2%s). (lHere Liz .. 2 (t) is a special case of the polylogarithm is
defined in Note 1 above, in particular, Lig, .. q,(1) = ¢ (d1,...,dg)). Of course,

(5.2) ug (L N) = F (N, —\; 1;5¢)

is the hypergeometric function from Eq. (2.10) in Example 2.1 above.
Next, U1,k (t) = Ug,k (t) In ()\zt) —2(Li372)m72(t)+L12)372)m)2(l€)+. . .+L127m)273(t)).
Thus the second solution is of the form

(5.3) uy () = uo (6 A) In (A*t) + a1 (£ A),

where w7 is analytic near ¢t = 0.
From this it follows the following

Lemma 5.1. We have
(5.4) up (1;A) = Ag()\)=1—§(2))\2+C(2,2))\4—...= H (1——),

(5.5) ur (LA) = 20 (N {InA+CB)N+ BN+ (NN +.. ).
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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. O

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

(5.6) o (tA) —> uo (2T N) = ug (5 N), ur () — ug (5 N) + 2miug(t; N).

As functions of ), they depend on A2; moreover, uy and @; are entire. They also
undergo a simple monodromy as A? turns around O :

(5.7)  uo (tXN) — uo (e™A) = ug (HA), wy (5 A) — ug (5 A) + 2 - ug(t; ).
In [ZZ1] the hypergeometric equation (5.1) was approximated with the equation
(5.8) D2u = N\tu,
or; with the variable y = At, the Bessel type equation
(5.9) DU = yU.

Eq. (5.9) has basic solutions
(5.10)

o) =3 ((; lj)): — P01 -9) = Jo (245), Us (4) = Uo () Iny + O (1)

where (71 is an entire function. The corresponding functions Uy ()\2t) and Uy ()\2t)
have the same monodromy around ¢ = 0 and around A\? = 0 as the functions ug

and u;. 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 = A = 0.

Moreover, the functions ug (t; \) and uy(t; \) satisfy a second order linear dif-
ferential equation with respect to X; in particular, the quantities ug (1; ) = Ag (N)
and uy (1; A) satisfy a second order linear differential equation with finite singular
points including X\ = 0 (which are regular) and X\ = oo (apparently irregular).

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

u ug U1
(5.11) det | v wy wj | =0,
u”ouf uf

where ' = a%. Due to the monodromy properties (5.7), the determinants, like
!/ /

u?, u,l, , are single valued functions. [l
Up Uy

One would like to ask about the solutions to Eq. (5.1) near the other singular
point ¢ = 1. But it turns out that the corresponding differential equation near
s =1—t =0 has solutions vg (s) = Dsug (s) and v1 (s) = Dsus (s), Ds = s% (see
[Z2Z1)).
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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
1 sin (wA)

5.12 Ag (A) = = .

(5.12) 2 (V) T(1-MNT(1+)) A

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

5.2. Hypergeometric equation related with ¢ (3). Recall that it is
(5.13) {1=)D* +Nt}u=0,

D = Dy, i.e., Eq. (2.19) from Example 2.6 above.
We seek solutions u; (t;\), j = 1,2,3, in the form of series in powers of A :
wj () = w0 (t) —uj (A + ... We get equations

DB’UJJ"O = O, (1 - t) DBUj7k+1 = tujyk.

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

Lemma 5.3. The basic solutions u; are such that

ug, (t) Liz . 3(t),
U1,k t) = UQ, k (t) In ()\Bt) + ﬂ17k(t),
U2,k (t) = %UQJC (t) In? ()\Bt) + ﬁl)k(t) ln()\gt) + ﬁg)k(t),

where ﬁlyk(t) = —3(Li4137m_’3(t) + Lig_’473’ ’3(t) + ...+ Ligwn’374(t)) and 'ELQﬁk(t) =
6(Lis 3, 3(t) + Liss3,. 3(t) +...+Liz_ _35(t)).
In particular, we have

uo (1;0) = Az(\)=1-CB)N+¢(3,3)\ — ...,
ur(1; ) = 34500 {In A+ (4N + C(T)A° + C(10)N? + ...},
us(1;\) = A3(A){% In® A% + 3X3In A% [¢(4) + 3¢(T)N* +.. ]

—6A% [C(5) + C(8)A* + CALA® + .. ]}
Therefore we have the following basic solutions neat t =0 :
(5.14)ug = F(=\e\eEN1, 1;t),
ur = ugln (N%) + i (;N), up = %uo In2(A3t) + @ In(N\3t) + Ga(t; \).

As functions of A, they depend on A3; moreover, ug, % and @y are entire. They
also undergo a simple monodromy as A? turns around 0, a suitable generalization
of Egs. (5.7) (which we do not write down).

In [ZZ3] the third order hypergeometric equation (5.13) was approximated with
the equation
(5.15) Diu = Ntu,
or; with the variable

y=\t,

the Bessel type equation
(5.16) DU = yU.
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Eq. (5.16) has basic solutions

(5.17) vy = S E1 ),
(n!)
U1 = Uolny—Fﬁl(y),
1 ~ ~
Uy, = §U01n2y+U11ny+U2(y),

where (7172 are entire functions. The corresponding functions Uj; ()\3t), 7 =0,1,2,
have the same monodromy around ¢ = 0 and around A\*> = 0 as the functions wuq,
uy and us. 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 = A = 0.

Moreover, the functions uj (t;A), j = 0,1,2, satisfy a third order linear differ-
ential equation with respect to \; in particular, the quantities ug (1;\) = Az (A),
ui (1;A) and uz(1; ) satisfy a third order linear differential equation with finite
reqular singular points (including A = 0) and A\ = oo (apparently irregular).

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

e’} /\3 1
(5.18) As(\) = H (1 - ﬁ) T+ NI —eNT(1—eN)

n=1

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 [(1-3)D,) - ,\3} v=0,
D, = s%, and the basic solutions v;(s; A) are of the form
1
v =X 254+ v =XNs2+ ..., v = ngln(/\352)+1+w(s;)\).

where v, vy and w are analytic (compare Eqs. 2.21)).
With the variable
2= A3s2
(where A is large but z is still small), one gets approximations
vy (s:0) = Vj(2) + O /2),
where V; are basic solutions to the completely confluent hypergeometric equation
(5.20) {8D.(D, -1/2)(D,—-1) -2}V =0
(compare Egs. (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 = A = 0.

In our paper [ZZ3], Theorem 5.7] it was stated that the generating function Az(\)
(denoted there f3(x)) satisfies a sixth order linear differential equation near A = oo
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 A\ = 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 A, but also for large y = A3t (respectively, for large
z = A3s2 = \3(1—1)?). 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 Az()) equals the connection coefficient C())
in the representation

uo(t; A) = AN v (L =t A) + B(A)va (1 —t;A) + C(N)vs(1 — 5 A)

(because v1(0; A) = v2(0; A\) = 0 and v3(0; A\) = 1). So, one expands the solution ug
for large y = A3t in WKB type solutions near t = 0, using the mountain pass integral
form Eq. (2.11). Next, one expands the basic solutions v; for large z = A3s? in some
WKB type solutions, using the expansions of the functions V;(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'(\) by evaluating some integrals.

In [ZZ3] it was claimed that C'(\) = Ag()) is expanded in the following WKB
type functions

(5.21) AP (N) = A\3/2e2m 0NV, (A\1/2) 5 = 1 ¢ e,

as A = 0o, where w(?) = 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 ug ~ (2mv/3X\) 71 ((1—t) /)3 Y | .5e75(), S = fg T2/3(1—
7)~1/3dr, from Example 2.9. Near t = 0 we have AS(t) ~ 3At!/? = 3y'/3 and
up ~ (2mv/3)"Ly~1/3 3 5e39v? Near s = 1 — t = 0 we have AS(t) ~ 21/v/3 —
%)\32/3 = 21/V/3 — %21/3 and the WKB solutions ~ %\/27r/3zl/6e_%"zl/3 to the
corresponding confluent equation (i.e., for V;(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 Az(\) have turned out futile. Instead, we have the following
result which confirms this.

Proposition 5.1. It is impossible to expand the function As(\) in functions like
in Eq. (5.21) in any section near A = 0.

Proof. We use the identity

G
(5.22) Az(N)Az(—=A) = H <1 - E) = As(A\)Ag(—eN)Ag(—EN),
where Ay(\) = 515 (€™ —e ™).
The right-hand side equals
(5.23) ~ ﬁ{(ezﬁ)\ _ efzmx) _ (e(f\/g“)“ B e*(ﬂ/ﬁh)ﬂ)
™

_(o(VBH)mA _ —(VB+i)mA
(50 )

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

Az(N) = aAEY) +bAON) +cA@(N)
\—3/2 {aefzm/\/g_kbeﬂ(ui\/ﬁ)x/\/g+Ceﬂ(14\/§)x/\/§},

Az(=N) = aATY (=N + BAO (=) +7AO (=)
i\—3/2 {ae27r)\/\/§+Be—fr(l-i—i\/g))\/\/g_i_,ye—ﬂ'(l—i\/g))\/\/g},

~

where the coefficients depend on the sector. We get
(5.24)  —iIN*A3(AN)A3(—=A) ~ (aa+bB+cy) + (cBe*™ + bye 2™)
I (afye("/ngi)”)‘ 4 Coéef(f\/ngi)ﬁ)\_'_)
I (bae(\/iJri)w,\ 4 aﬁe—(\/ﬁi)w,\) '
Comparing Eqs. (5.23)—(5.24) we get the conditions
ac+bf4+cy=0, c+by=0, ba+af =0, ca+ay=0

and all the coefficients are nonzero. But we get § = —ga, 7= —caand
c c b
= —— = —— —_— = — a,
i bﬁ b ( a ) a
which leads to a contradiction. (Il

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

(5.25) AN)®" + B(A\)®' + C(\)® =0,

where © = & and A()), B(\) and C()\) are entire functions. Here we have re-
placed u(1; A) in Eq. (5.11) with ®(\) and the coefficients A, B, C' are defined by
corresponding minors of the matrix in the same equation.

Of course, A = 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 A\ = co. To this aim we will
use the representation of these solutions via the Euler Gamma functions.

Recall that one solution equals

1 sin(m\)

(5.26) BN =2N = Frmra oy T m

Lemma 5.6. The second solution equals
sin(m\)
TA

where U(z) =TV(2)/T'(z) is the logarithmic derivative of the Gamma function and
v = —V(1) is the Euler—-Mascheroni constant.

(5.27) Po(N) = ur(1;0) =

{InA? — 2y = V(1 +A) = ¥(1-N)},

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 u; = ugIn(A\%t) + @1 (t; A). It is calculated
by, firstly, perturbing the hypergeometric equation (5.1) to the hypergeometric
equation

{Q@=0)D7 + (tN* = p?) fu={(D} —p*) =t (D} = X*) }u=0
and then passing to a corresponding limit as g — 0. The latter equation has two
solutions:
Nu = F (4 A p— A1+ 2u5)
and 1—,. One finds
Ny = o + pug Int + piiy (5 X) + O (1°) .

Below we put ¢t = 1 and use the known formula for the value of the hyper-
geometric function at ¢ = 1 (see [BEI] and Eq. (2.9) above): F(ai,a2;6;1) =
LB (B — a1 —az)/T(B — a1)T(B — az). Thus
I'(1+2p)
FutAp—M1+2u1)= .

(A #i1) TA+A+m)D (1= X+ p)

Next, we have
I"(x)

I'(z+p) =T(x) (1+u1—‘(:v) +> =T(x) 1+ p¥(x)+...),

where ¥(z) is the logarithmic derivative of the Gamma function.
Hence

1 (1;A) = uo(1;A) {20(1) — U(1+A) — ¥(1 - A)},
which give the formula (5.27). O
Using the formula (see [BEIL, Eq. 1.17(5)])
(5.28) U(1+2)=—7+C(2)z—C((3)22+¢(4)2* — ..., as A = 0,
we get Eq. (5.5) from Lemma 5.1 abovel]

Now we consider the case with |[A| — co. Here we use the following formulas:

1
(5.29) U(l42) - V(1 —2)=—-—mtan *(72)
z
(which follows from the formula for I'(1 4 2)I'(1 — z), see [BELL Section 1.7.1]) and
1 By, 1
(5.30) U(z)=Inz — % ngl 5 S 38 |z2| = o0 and |arg z| < ,

where Bs,, 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 [BEIL Eq. 1.18(7)]). Thus

1 1 1 1 Ba, 1
w(1 ~ Izt — +dl(1+2) 24— NP0 ©
(1+2) nz+2z+{n( +z> z+22(z+1) Z 2n (2—}—1)2"}
1 1
= lnz—i———i—Q(—),
2z z

9From the formulas in Lemma 5.3 above evaluating at ¢ = 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
Az (A) and the Euler Psi-function. Probably, the values at ¢ = 1 of the hypergeometric functions
F(a1,az,as3; 81, B2;t) are expressed via a product of Gamma functions. We did not succeed in
proving a corresponding formula.
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where 2 = O (Z%) , and

U1l—2)=U 1+ (—2))=—-ir+1n(z) — 2—12 +Q (—%) ,

as |z| — oo and 7 < argz < 27.
For |z| — oo and |arg z| < m we get

sin(md) 2In A — 2y —20(1 + ) + . mtan” (7))
A A

s - o ()) e

For |z] — oo and 7 < argz < 27 we get

Da(N)

By(\) = Sing” {2111/\ — 2y —2W(1—\) — % + wtan_l(w)\)}
(5.32) - 2% {—7 —Q (—%) - iw} + COS(;“\).

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()) in Eq. (5.25) equals

o Py 2
A = det ( o D > ®70,
where the function O(X) = & {InA? — 2y — ¥(1 4+ A) — ¥(1 — )} has infinitely
many poles (compensating zeroes of ®; at nonzero integers) and apparently it has
also infinitely many poles.
Thus A = oo 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 As(\) = expe-

1
TAFTNT(A—enT(1—eN)
riences very complicated Stokes type behavior as A — o0; i.e., when we expand the

factors I'(14-0\) (when Re(ag\) > 0) or the factors T(1+0)\) = =222 _T~1(1 —0g))

sin(mo )

(where Re(o)) < 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 6; = —0 — ... — 0441 we get the form
Yo +2—Ze Ok,
§>2 O <k

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

€2 (/\1,...,)\3) ~9 Cl—1 (/\17---,/\k) )
s+ ...+ 0
er (M, Aa) 8 ek s M,y A1)

+Z€k(/\1,...,)\k,/\j)92_+2 )\1 Z 96‘],

ik €Cr—1 (/\17---7)\k) J Cl—1 (/\1,..., k<z<]

€1 (/\1, )\2) ég +
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Where éj = 93‘ + ...

We put
~ A1
Or41 = Opq1 + Z 0;
()\1, o )\k-i-l Pt
and get the form with initial terms with 92 1 < k+ 1, like above and with

1 1 ) .
ex Ot A Aj) — 02, j > k+1,
ek—l()\la--'a)\k)<k( ! &) 61@()\17---7)\1@+1)> i J

2N Mg - (Ar--- M)
Cl—1 (/\17---;/\k) €k (/\17---;/\k+1)

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

e Ay A A ) e Ay Aegn) — (- Ag)?
= ep—1 (M, M) ekr1 (M1, o o A1, ),

€L ()\1, e 7)‘k+1) — )\1 t ')\k = )\k+1ek_1 ()\1, .. .,)\k) .

To justify the first relation we note that in left-hand side we have monomials:
either of the form (i) MA7X; x MMAK N\ 1, where the sets [, J,K C A= {1,...,k}
are disjoint; or of the form (ii) A% x M\, 1; or of the form (iii) A7\; x A4, On
the right-hand side we have: either the monomials (i) AYAL x MIAM A, 1 \;, where
I,L,M C A are disjoint; or (ii’) A x ALXg11; or (iii’) A x AM);.

In the cases (i) and (i) we deal with divisions JUK = LUM 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. O

>9i9j7 k+1<i<y.

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

q+1
Zajln (1 —a;n) + nt" Z ak,
k=p+1
K= ﬁ, where a;’s are subject to the restriction ¢ = a1 - - - ag+1 = 1. The critical
points of the phase are given by the equations
/ na; p .
— = —-—=0,75=1,...,p,
(¢ — pp),, =y o J p
((b_p(P):zk = ntn_izoak:p+157q—i_1v

where p is the Lagrange multiplier. We find

aj Lajzla"'vpa
n(p+aj)
ar = p/ntnak:p+1vaq+1a

and hence the multiplier p satisfies the equation

(ﬁ)qﬂ—tﬁ@wn.

U 1
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As |t| = oo we have approximate solutions for p of two sorts:

p(l) —Oé[+blt_1, l:17-'-7p7
p(m) ~ Cmipn(qul)Ktﬁv m:p+157q+15

where by = (—ay/n)™ ) 11 (o — ai), ¢ = 2%,
n#l
Let us expand the phase near a critical point corresponding to p = p() ~ —ay, 1 =

1,...,p. Puttinga; = al(l)ei‘gl ~ (—ayt/nb) €%, a; = a§-l)ei9f ~ (—a/n(aj —op)) el

for j #1, and ay, = a,(cl)eie’c ~ (—ayt®/n) e we get the phase

Q

= —qqInt 4+ const — iy0; — a;jln (1 Lewi) -« e +o(1
¢ (Int + ZZ;J <+ij_al z; +o0(1)
as [t| = co. We see that the leading part of the phase is —q; In ¢, which implies the
asymptotic & const - t~* (as expected). But the ‘oscillating’ part, as function of
the angles 6; and 0, 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 p = p{™. We put a; =

ag»m)eief ~ %eiei and ay = agcm)eie’c ~ (MPpPRel% and get

¢=— Z oj1n (1 — ei‘gﬂ') + Cm_pn(‘”l)”t“ Z el

J<p k>p

Here we have the dominant part with t* (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 — %)~ d6;.
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