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ALGEBRAIC INDEPENDENCE OF AN AIRY FUNCTION, ITS
DERIVATIVE, AND AN ANTIDERIVATIVE

FOLKMAR BORNEMANN

ABsTRACT. Using tools from the Siegel-Shidlovskii theory of transcendental numbers, we
prove that a nontrivial solution of the Airy equation, its derivative, and an antiderivative
are algebraically independent over the field of rational functions.

We consider the Airy equation in the complex domain, v” = zu. Any solution u # 0
is a transcendental entire function of non-integer order 3/2 [4, Prop. 5.1], which thus has
infinitely many zeros [5, p. 26]. As a result, the logarithmic derivative u’/u has infinitely
many poles, so it cannot be algebraic over the field C(z) of rational functions. Therefore,
by a classical lemma of Siegel' on linear second-order differential equations, the functions u
and v’ are algebraically independent over C(z); see also [1, Thm. 1] and [4, Prop. 14.4.3] for
a generalization to algebraic independence over a larger field of meromorphic functions.

For a study in random matrix theory [2], we had to extend the algebraic independence by
adding an antiderivative of u. So, the purpose of this note is to prove the following result.

Theorem 1. Let u # 0 be a solution of u” = zu. Then, the functions u,u’,U, where U
satisfies U' = u, are algebraically independent over C(z).

The proof given below is elementary and self-contained, except for the following facts:

e as explained in the first paragraph, any solution u # 0 of the Airy equation and its
logarithmic derivative u’/u are transcendental over C(z2);

e a lemma of Shidlovskii, which has a comparatively short algebraic proof in terms of
resultants and which generalizes the first step in the proof of Siegel’s lemma.

Shidlovskii’s lemma (|7, Corollary p. 188]).2 Suppose that the entire functions wy, ..., wy,
satisfy a homogeneous system of first-order differential equations with polynomial coefficients,

w) wy
| =A] |, AeC[]™"
wh, Wy,
Let wy, ..., wy, have transcendence degree n — 1 over C(z) so that they are connected by an

algebraic equation of the form
p(Z, wl(z)? s ,’LUn(Z)) =0,
where p € Clz,y1,...,Yn] s wrreducible. Let D denote the associated differential operator

0 - 0
D=— At -y ——.
a2 —l—j;l gk~ Yk By

Then, Dp = wp factorizes as polynomials of n + 1 independent variables, with w € C|z].
1Siegel’s lemma — [8, p. 215], [9, p. 60]; see also the expositions in |7, Lemma 6.2], [4, Lemma 14.3.1] —
states that if the differential equation
w” +a1w’ +aow =0, aog,ar € C(z),

has a solution wq # 0 such that wo, wy are algebraically dependent over C(z), then it has a solution w; # 0
whose logarithmic derivative wj /w1 is algebraic over C(z).
2Here7 we have specialized Shidlovskii’s lemma to the homogeneous case with polynomial coefficients.
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Remark. We note that for any ¢ € C[z,y1,...,yn] the polynomial Dq € Clz,y1,...,yn] is
constructed to evaluate the total derivative along the field of solutions; namely, it satisfies

%q(z,wl(z), oo wn(2)) = Dg(z,wi(2), ..., wn(2)).

Now, writing w; = u, we = v/ and w3 = U, the Airy equation «” = zu and the defining
equation U’ = u for an antiderivative induce a system of n = 3 first-order equations,

/ / /
wl — 'U)Q, w2 - Zwl, w3 = w1q.

Hence, the associated differential operator takes the form

0 0 0 0
D = Dai ——, Dppy = - o
A y+y18y3 Airy = 5~ +y28y1 +Zy1ay2

We need two preparatory lemmas for the proof of Theorem 1.
Lemma 1. Let be p € Cz,y1,y2]. Then Dayyp is divisible by p if and only if p is constant.

Proof.? Suppose that D Airyp is divisible by p (the converse direction of the assertion is obvious).
Since the total degree of Dajyp in the variables y1,y2 does not exceed the corresponding
degree of p, and the degree of Djyp in 2 may be 1 greater than the degree of p, it follows
that the quotient — when Djyp is divided by p — is a polynomial in z of degree at most 1.
Hence, as polynomials in three independent variables,

(1) Dpiryp = (az +b)p, a,beC.

We aggregate into g € Clz,y1,y2] all the terms in p that have largest total degree in y1, ya.
So, ¢ is a homogeneous polynomial in y;, y2 of some degree m with coefficients in C[z]. Since
application of the operator Daj,y, either preserves the degree of a homogeneous term in y1, y2
or sends that term to zero, (1) induces

Dairyq = (az + b)g.

Now, given a fundamental system wq, us of the Airy equation, we insert the general solution
u = cruy + caug with c1,co € C for y; and its derivative u’ for ys. This way, we obtain

dizq(z, u(z2),d'(2)) = DAiryq(z,u(z),u'(z)) = (az + b)q(z,u(z),u'(2)).

Integration yields

az?/2+bz
)

q(z,u(2),u(2)) = r(c1,c2)e r € Cley, e,

where r is homogeneous of degree m.

Suppose that m = 0. Then, by construction, we have that ¢ = p, and the polynomial p
depends only on z. We also have r = p for some constant ¢ € C. Since the exponential term
represents a polynomial if and only if a = b = 0, we conclude that p = p is constant.

Finally, contrary to what has to be shown, suppose that m > 1. In this case, we can
determine values of ¢q, co, not both zero, such that r(cq, c2) = 0. The corresponding particular
solution u = cjuy + coug of the Airy equation is nontrivial and satisfies q(z, u(z),u'(2)) = 0.
If ¢ does not depend on ys9, the solution u is algebraic over C(z), which is impossible. So, ¢
depends on g9 and, by homogeneity, we obtain in a region excluding the zeros of u that

Therefore, the logarithmic derivative u'/u is algebraic over C(z), which is impossible, too. [
3The proof is modeled after the second step in the proof of Siegel’s lemma [9, pp. 61-62]; see also the

expositions in [7, pp. 210-211] and [4, pp. 291-292|. Alternatively, Lemma 1 can be proved by inserting the
particular Airy function Bi(z) and its derivative Bi’(z) as y1, y2 into (1), so that after integration

p(z,Bi(2), Bi'(2)) = 0¢"*/*™*, geC.

We then conclude a = b = 0, p = p from employing, as z — oo along the positive real axis, the Poincaré-type
expansions |6, §9.7(ii)] of the functions Bi(z) and Bi’(z). However, we prefer Siegel’s elegant algebraic approach.
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Corollary 1. Let u # 0 solve v” = zu. Then, u,u’ are algebraically independent over C(z).

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that wy = w,ws = u’ are algebraically dependent. Then,
since wy is transcendental, the transcendence degree of wy,ws is 1. By Shidlovskii’s lemma,
there is an irreducible polynomial p € Clz, y1, y2], such that p(z,w1(2),w2(z)) = 0 with

DAiryp =wp, wE (C[Z]
By Lemma 1, p must be constant, contradicting the irreducibility. (]

Lemma 2. Let be p € C[z,y1,y2]. Then Dayyp+cyr =0 for some ¢ € C if and only if c = 0
and p is constant.

Proof. Suppose that Daiyp + cy1 = 0 for some ¢ € C (the converse direction of the assertion
is obvious). Expanding in powers of y1, we write

m
Pz y142) = Y ak(z,42)yt, @ € Clz, pa).
k=0

Applying the operator Dajy and setting ¢pm42 = ¢m41 = g—1 = 0, we get

I (Oar | Vg
Dainyp = Y <8z +z 902 + (k+ 1)y2Qk+1> U
k=0

Now, in Dajryp + cy1 = 0, comparing the coefficients of the powers y]f for k= 0,1 gives

9qo o1 | Iqo
2 —_— =0, — —
(2) 5, T 5, T O

If we develop the polynomials qg, 1, g2 in powers of yo with coefficients in C[z], writing

go=1+92+03), a=h+0@), @=0(), fgheCl},
we obtain from comparing in (2) the coefficients of the powers y§ for k = 0,1 that
f/207 g/+h:07 h/+Zg+C:O.

Hence, ¢ is a polynomial solution of the (inhomogeneous) Airy equation g” = zg + ¢. This is
impossible for g # 0 since then deg(g”) < deg(zg+¢). As a result, we get ¢ = 0 and a fortiori
also ¢ = 0, which implies Dajyp = 0 so that p is constant by Lemma 1. ([l

+ 2y2q2 + ¢ = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.* Suppose to the contrary that wy = u, we = u/, w3 = U are algebraically
dependent. Then, because of the algebraic independence of w1, wo established in Corollary 1,
the transcendence degree of wi, wo, ws is 2. By Shidlovskii’s lemma, there is an irreducible
polynomial p € C[z,y1,y2, y3], such that p(z,w1(2), w2(z), ws3(z)) = 0 with

Dp =wp, w e C[z].

We write

m
Pz y0v2,08) = Y ak(z 01, 92)05, @k € Clz, y1, 1),
k=0
with ¢, # 0, where m > 1 since w; and wy are algebraically independent. Applying the
operator D and setting ¢,,4+1 = 0, we get
m
Dp =" (Dauyq + (k + Dy1ars1) v5-
k=0
Now, in Dp = wp, we start with comparing the coefficients of y5* which gives DajryGm = w@m.
Hence, Lemma 1 implies that w = 0 and ¢,,, = p for some constant o € C. Next, comparing

m—1

the coefficients of y5'™ " yields
DAirmefl + moy1 =0,

4The proof is modeled after the one given by Shidlovskii [7, Lemma 6, p. 190] that establishes, for fixed
a € C\ {0} and X\ € C\ Z, the algebraic independence of the entire functions e** and 1 Fi(1, \; z) over C(z).
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which by Lemma 2 implies ¢ = 0, contradicting ¢, # 0. Thus, w1, w2, w3 are algebraically
independent, which proves Theorem 1. O

We conclude with two brief remarks. First, Corollary 1 is also true for solutions u # 0 of
Painlevé II (with a zero parameter), that is, the nonlinear differential equation

u = 2u+ 2u3;

see [3, Theorem 21.1], [10, Theorem 9.2|. We conjecture that Theorem 1 holds true for
Painlevé II as well. On the other hand — as for Painlevé II; see [10, Eq. (1(ii))] — a solution
u # 0 of the Airy equation, its derivative «/, and an antiderivative Us of u? are algebraically
dependent over C(z):

u? =20 —Uy+e¢, Uy=u?
where ¢ € C is a constant of integration.

Second, though we have used tools from transcendental number theory, Theorem 1 has no
immediate arithmetic consequences (such as the algebraic or linear independence over Q for
certain function values at non-zero algebraic arguments). The standard fundamental system
of the Airy equation has power series with rational coefficients, namely (cf. |6, §9.4])

Ld g 1474,
Z ...,

3 1
ui(z) = OFl(%;%) =1+ §Z3+ 6! % 9!

— 4. 2%\ _ 2:5-8 10
u2(z)—z'0F1(§,%)—z+az + T + Tor ¢ +
but neither of these solutions (nor any rational linear combination of them) is a Siegel

E-function ([8, p. 223], [7, p. 79]) or G-function (|8, p. 239|, |7, p. 438]): first, writing the
non-zero coefficients of 2™ as a, /n! with integer a,,, the a,, have no growth bound better than

ay = O(e—n/3nn/3—1/6),

which rules out the class of E-functions; second, writing the non-zero coefficients as 1/a),
with integer a,, the a], have no growth bound better than

a% _ 0(672n/3n2n/3+2/3)’

which rules out the class of G-functions.
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