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Abstract

We discuss an extension of the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno differential 1-form to a form closed on the full space of
extended monodromy data of systems of linear ordinary differential equations with rational coefficients. This
extension is based on the results of M. Bertola generalizing a previous construction by B. Malgrange. We show
how this 1-form can be used to solve a long-standing problem of evaluation of the connection formulae for the
isomonodromic tau functions which would include an explicit computation of the relevant constant factors.
We explain how this scheme works for Fuchsian systems and, in particular, calculate the connection constant
for generic Painlevé VI tau function. The result proves the conjectural formula for this constant proposed in
[ILT13]. We also apply the method to non-Fuchsian systems and evaluate constant factors in the asymptotics
of Painlevé II tau function.

1 Introduction and statement of results

1.1 Linear systems

Consider a system of linear ordinary differential equations with rational coefficients,

do

= A(2)®, (1.1

dz
where A(z) is an N x N, N > 1 matrix-valued rational function. We are concerned with its isomonodromic
deformations. More precisely, the object of our study is the global asymptotic analysis of the associated Jimbo-
Miwa-Ueno tau function. Let us remind, following [JMU], the general set-up associated with this notion.

Denote the poles of matrix function A(z) on P = P! (Q) by a,..., a,, 00 and write the leading terms of the

Laurent expansions of A (z) at these points in the form

Ay
A(z) =4 (z—ay)v*!
—z" 1 A+ O (2" 72) as z — 0o,

+0((z—ay)™") as z— a,

where 11,..., 75, Too € Z>. We are going to make the standard assumption that all A, withv =1,..., n,co are di-
agonalizable and have pairwise distinct eigenvalues. We further require these eigenvalues to be non-resonant,
i.e. distinct modulo Z whenever r, = 0. Fix the diagonalizations

Ay=G,0, .G},  0,_, =diag{d,,....00N}.
At each singular point, the system admits a formal solution

oY (2)=GY (2>,  v=1,...,n, 00, (1.2)

form
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where G (z) is a formal series,

1+Zi‘llgv,k(z—av)k, v=1,...,n,

V() =G6,0%(z), V(2=
v 1+Y% 8oz K, v =00,

and O, (z) are diagonal matrix-valued functions,

2 ®v,k k & ®oo,—k k
0,(z) = Z T(z—av) +0,9ln(z-a,), ®oo(Z)=—Z TZ — B, 0lnz.
k=-ry k=1

For every v € {1,...,n,00}, the matrix coefficients g, x and ©, ; can be uniquely and explicitly computed in
terms of the coefficients of the matrix-valued rational function G, 1 A(2) G,, see [[]MU]. If the point is Fuchsian
(ry = 0), then the series converges and represents a genuine solution of (L.I). If r, > 0, i.e. a, is an irregular
point, the series usually diverges. In this case there are 2r, + 1 genuine canonical solutions of ; each
canonical solution has as its asymptotic series in the corresponding Stokes sector. These fundamental
concepts will be reviewed in the main text (Sectionsand.

The non-formal global properties of solutions of the equation (1.1) are described by its monodromy data M
which include: i) formal monodromy exponents ©, ¢, ii) appropriate connection matrices between canonical
solutions at different singular points, and iii) relevant Stokes matrices at irregular singular points. All these ob-
jects will be also described in more detail in the main body of the paper. Let us denote the space of monodromy
data of the system by .

Assume that irregular singular points (i.e. the points with r, > 0) are co and the first m < n among the
singular points ay, ..., a,. Introduce the set I~ of isomonodromic times

a,...,an, (CHAIE k=-r,,....,-1, v=1,...,mo0, I=1,...,N. (1.3)

Let us also denote by « the variety of all rational matrix-valued functions A (z) with a fixed number of poles of
fixed orders. The so-called Riemann-Hilbert correspondence states that, up to submanifolds where the inverse
monodromy problem for is not solvable, the space & can be identified with the product T x M, where T
denotes the universal covering of 9~. We shall loosely write,

A =T x M.

1.2 Tau function

The Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno 1-formis defined as the following differential form on «:

oMU=— Y. tes;—g, Tr(®Y (2710, 0" (2) d7 0, (2)), (1.4)

v=1,..,n,00
where we put do, = co. The notation dg 0, (z) stands for

m

L 00, (z
dgr@)v(z)zz aV()
k=1 Ok

dty, L:n+N( rv+roo),

v=1

where 11,..., f; are parameters from . While the series ®"(z) is a formal object, the right side of is
well-defined. Indeed, the residue of the product of the formal series appearing in each term of the sum is
defined as the coefficient of the term (z — a,) !, and as such it involves only finitely many coefficients.

Let us fix a point M € .4 and consider the isomonodromic family in the space <,

A(Z)EA(Z)?)M)) _l::(tly---)tL),

that is, the family of systems (1.1) that are characterized the same set M of monodromy data. The significance of
the form wyvy is that, being restricted to the isomonodromic family A(z; 7; M), it becomes closed with respect
to times 9, i.e.

dg* (w]Mu|A(z;f;M)) =0. (1.5)



It should be also noticed that in the non-resonant case (the situation we are exclusively interested in here)
g gives a complete set of independent isomonodromic deformation parameters so that the equation A(z) =
A(z;T; M) describes all possible monodromy preserving deformations of . This is a nontrivial fact, and it
has been proved in [[MU].

The closedness of the 1-form wyyy with respect to 9~ in turn implies that locally there is a function 7 =
7(5; M) on I x .4 such that

dfy‘lnT:w]Mu. (1.6)
A remarkable property of this tau function t (?; M), which was established in [Mal] and [Miwl], is that it admits
analytic continuation as an entire function to the whole universal covering 9~ of the parameter space 9. Fur-
thermore, zeros of 7 (7; M) correspond to the points in I~ where the inverse monodromy problem for is
not solvable for a given set M of monodromy data (or, equivalently, where a certain holomorphic vector bundle
over P determined by M becomes nontrivial). Hence the tau function plays a central role in the monodromy
theory of systems of linear differential equations.

The tau function has several other striking properties. Among them we shall single out the hamiltonian as-
pect. A key fact of the monodromy theory of linear systems is that the isomonodromic family A (z; #; M) can be
described in terms of solutions of an integrable (in the sense of Frobenius) monodromy preserving deformation
equation,

dsA=0,U+[U, Al (1.7)

Here U is a matrix-valued differential form, U = Zézl Ui (z)dt, whose coefficients Uy (z) are rational matrix-
valued functions of z uniquely determined by the coefficients of the system (1.1). The space </ can be equipped
with a canonical symplectic structure so that the isomonodromy equation induces L commuting Hamil-
tonian flows on /. It turns out that in many cases the logarithm of the tau function serves as the generating
function of their Hamiltonians Hy:

dInt (% M)
o0ty

Isomonodromy equation (1.7) is of great interest on its own. Indeed, it includes as special cases practi-
cally all known integrable differential equations. The first nontrivial cases of (1.7), where the set of isomon-
odromic times effectively reduces to a single variable ¢, cover all six classical Painlevé equations. Solutions of
the latter are dubbed as nonlinear special functions, and they indeed play this role in many areas of modern
nonlinear science. Besides the canonical applications of Painlevé transcendents such as integrable systems
[WMTB) JMMS} [AS], two-dimensional quantum gravity [BK} [DS}|GrM| and random matrix theory [TW1}TW2],
we would like to mention a few very recent examples concerned with black hole scattering [NC], Rabi model
[CCR| and Fermi gas spectral determinants arising in supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory [BGT].

= Hil pz00)- (1.8)

1.3 Connection problem

The principal analytic issue concerning the tau function, in particular from the point of view of applications,
is its behavior near the critical hyperplanes, where either a;, = a, for some u # v, or 8, o = 0, g for some v
and some a # B. This is the question we are addressing in this paper. We are going to study two nontrivial
examples corresponding to the sixth and the second Painlevé equations. The critical hyperplanes reduce to
three branching points ¢ = 0, 1,00 in the case of Painlevé VI, and to one essential singularity ¢ = co in the case of
Painlevé II. Our goal is to express the parameters of the asymptotic behavior of the corresponding tau functions
at these critical points explicitly in terms of monodromy data of the associated linear systems (1.1).

A convenient tool of the global asymptotic analysis of Painlevé transcendents as well as solutions of an
arbitrary monodromy preserving deformation equation is provided by the Riemann-Hilbert method. It
is based on the Riemann-Hilbert representation of solutions, i.e. on the representation of the coefficients of
matrix A(z) in terms of the inverse monodromy map,

RA M- oA. (1.9)

Analytically, this map is realized as a matrix Riemann-Hilbert problem. It has been proven to be extremely
efficient in the asymptotic analysis of Painlevé equations; the reader is referred to the monograph [FIKN] for
detailed exposition and history of the subject. The Riemann-Hilbert technique, however, addresses directly the



coefficients of the matrix A (z), i.e. in the 2 x 2 case, it deals with conventional Painlevé functions and not the
associated tau functions. In order to obtain a complete asymptotic information about the latter, one has to
evaluate, according to (1.8), integrals of certain combinations of Painlevé transcendents and their derivatives.
This would mean the evaluation of the tau function asymptotics including constant factors. More precisely,
since the tau function is itself defined up to a multiplicative constant, we are actually talking about the evalu-
ation, in terms of monodromy data, of the ratios of constant factors corresponding to different critical points
(Painlevé VI) or to different critical directions (Painlevé II).

For a long time, the “constant problem” has been successfully handled only for rather special solutions
of Painlevé equations whose tau functions admit additional representations in terms of certain Fredholm or
Toeplitz or Hankel determinants. The aim of the present paper is to develop a technique which would be
applicable to general two-parameter families of Painlevé tau functions and which would not rely on determi-
nant formulae. The key idea of our approach is to find an extension of the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno differential form
wjmu to a closed 1-form on the whole space «f = T x . This means the construction of a differential 1-form
@ =& (A) = o (T; M) such that

do=dgd+dy0=0,

and such that the compatibility condition

®(04) = wpmu (97,

is satisfied for all isomonodromic times #1,..., f; € 9 . Having such a 1-form expressed in terms of the funda-
mental matrix solution of (1.1), we will be able to define the tau function by the formula

lnrzfcb. (1.10)

Equation allows one to use the asymptotic behavior of ® (z) to evaluate the asymptotics of the associated
tau function up to a numerical (i.e. independent of monodromy data) constant. The latter can be calculated
by applying the final formulae to special solutions with known constant factors in the relative asymptotics.

The program outlined above has been first realized in [IP] for Painlevé III equation of the most degenerate
type Dg, where it allowed to give a proof of the connection formula for PIII (Dg) tau function earlier conjectured
in [I[LT14]. In the present paper, we use it to solve the “constant problem” for the sixth and second Painlevé
equations. The key ingredient of our approach is yet another 1-form which we shall denote w:

w= Y res,q, Tr(G‘V’ () ' Az) dGY (z)), d=dg +d. . (1.11)

v=1,...,n,00

This expression is inspired by the works of Malgrange [Mal] and Bertola [Ber]. It extends the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno
form wypyy and can be defined for an arbitrary system (1.7). However, w is not closed. Instead, its exterior dif-
ferential turns out to be a 2-form on .# only and it furthermore turns out to be independent of isomonodromic
times 9. This fact in conjunction with computable asymptotics of ® (z) determines what should be added to
the form w to make it closed, i.e. to transform it into the form @.

Though we do not pursue the analysis of the form @ for the general system (1.1) in this paper, we strongly
believe that @ can be identified with the extension suggested by Bertola in [Ber] and [Berl]. This, in view of
general results of [Mal, Miw, Pal, /AB], would mean that the extended tau function defined by is entire on
the extended phase space I~ x .4 and it vanishes when the extended inverse monodromy problem, T xM— oA
is not solvable. We give more details on the Malgrange-Bertola extension of the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno form and
its relation to @ in Section[4} see Remark[4.4]

1.4 Summary of results

Let us now present the main technical results of this work — a complete solution of the connection problems
for the Painlevé VI and Painlevé II tau functions. These are representative examples associated to two basic
classes of linear systems (L.I): a purely Fuchsian system (PVI) and a system with irregular singularities (PII).
The extension of the method developed in [IP] for PIII (Dg) to equations studied here has required, especially
in the Painlevé VI case, the development of new conceptual and technical features of the scheme itself. We
shall start with the PVI tau function.



The Painlevé VI equation describes the first nontrivial case of the Fuchsian isomonodromic deformations,
corresponding to the 2 x 2 linear system with four regular singularities, i.e. to n = 3. Using affine transfor-
mations, one can always fix two of three finite singular points to be at 0 and 1. Denote the only remaining
isomonodromic time az by ¢. That is, we are dealing with the system

ao Ay A Ay

E:A(Z)q), A(Z):?+Z_t+;, (112)

where Ap;) are traceless 2 x 2 matrices. Denote by +0, the eigenvalues of A,, including those of
Ao =—Ap— A;—Aj. The latter matrix may be assumed diagonal so that Ay, = diag{fs, —00}. The non-
resonance assumption takes the form

20, #£7, v=0,t1,00. (1.13)

In this setting,
o ={(Ao, Ay, A1, 1)}, T ={reC:t#0,1}.

We shall also assume that ¢ € (0,1). The general isomonodromy equation in the case of the system (1.12)
reduces to a system of matrix ODEs,

dAg _[AnAol  dA _ A, Al

, ) 1.14
dat t dt r—1 ( )

while the general Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno definition produces the following formula for the tau function:

TrA Ay | TrAiAy

dint=w =
MU t r—1

Jae

The system (1.14) in turn yields the sixth Painlevé equation for the function u(#), defined as the unique zero
of Aj»2(2) (note that this matrix entry is a linear function of z due to the diagonal form of A.,),

u—-1 u-—t

, o _ .
L, ! )ﬁ‘(l S )“+u(u L t)(m@ﬂ“r D 2tE=D) ) 150

U =|—+ -+ +
= u 2 2(t—1)2 w2 (u-12%  (u-1?

t t—-1 u-t
The parameters «, 3, v, and 6 are determined by the eigenvalues 6, (v =0, t,1,00) according to the formulae

205 —1)2 1462
a:%, B=-202, y=20?, 6= 5 L

An alternative form of the sixth Painlevé equation (1.15a) can be written in terms of the tau function, or rather
its logarithmic derivative. Putting {(¢) = t(t —1) % Int, one has

, 262 ({i—0 (i +02+02+02—02
(1= 1¢4) = -2det 10— 262 t-0¢-¢ | (1.15b)
(i+05+02+02-0% (t-1){—( 262

The space .4 of monodromy data can be identified with the collection of 7-tuples

'/%PVI = {M= (pOl»pOt;ptl;QO,et,el,eoo) € 67},

where 0y, 0;, 01, O are the above Painlevé VI parameters, and po1, pos, pr1 belong to the Jimbo-Fricke cubic
hypersurface

PotPr1Po1 — (Popz + Plpoo) Por— (PtPl + pOpoo) pr— (Popl + PzPoo) po1+
+ P51+ P+ Po1+ Do + DY+ DL+ Do+ PoPiP1Poo =4,

encoding the Painlevé VI initial conditions. In this equation, p, =2cos270, with v =0, t,1,00. It is convenient
to introduce a similar trigonometric parametrization of p,.,

(1.16)

1
Puv =2c0827m0,y, 0=Rou =<, uv =0t,11,01.

NS



The quantities {p,v}, {pv} represent traces of monodromy matrices of the fundamental solution ® (z) of
along certain loops on C\ {0, £, 1}; see Subsectionfor more details.

In this paper, we study the two-parameter family of generic Painevé VI transcendents. It is characterized, in
addition to the non-resonance condition , by the following restrictions on the monodromy data {o v, 0}:

1
001,011 #0, 0=Rog;,Ro < E,

Oog+0;+00;, O0—0:+00;, O +01 +00s, Oo—01+00: 27, (1.17)

01+0;+04, 01-0,204, O +00+041, Oo—00t01 € Z.

These conditions imply the following asymptotic behavior of the Painlevé VI tau function 7(¢) as t — 0, 1:

(1) :cgo.tUZ*%*H? [1_ y ((Bt—eo)z—eg) (61 —e0)* - 6Z) K€ 120
P 402 (1 +2¢0)?
(0’2—62 +92) (0.2_92+92) (1.18a)
© Lo 0 Uitow| t—0,
20
and
_ (6, —€7)* - 02| ((60 - €7)* - 62 ~
(1) :%l.(l—t)gz‘ef—ef [1_ Z ( 1)( y °°) TE(1— p)l+2e0 4
¢=x1 45° (1+2¢0) (1.18b)
—2 2 2\ (=2 2 2
-05,+0 -07+0
+(U ad ;)_(20 1 ’)(1—t)+o(1—t), t—1.
g

The respective “Cauchy data” at t = 0 and ¢ = 1, i.e. the pairs (o,«x) and (0,%), can be explicitly related to the
monodromy data M = (po1, Por, Pr1;00,0:,01,0). Indeed, o = 0¢;, 0 = 01, whereas the expressions for x and
K are more involved and are given by the equations (3.69), (3.70), (3.76) and (3.77) of Section[3]

The asymptotic formulae (I.18), together with their explicit parametrization via the monodromy data, are
due to M. Jimbo [Jim]. These formulae also come out within our general Riemann-Hilbert analysis of the 4-
point Fuchsian tau function in Section see Propositions and Our main new result concerns the
rigorous derivation of the ratio Y (M) := g(‘), which has been an open problem since the 80s. It is given by the
following theorem.

Theorem A. Under the assumptions and on the monodromy data, the ratio Y (M) of the constant
factors in the asymptotic formulae is given by
G(1+2¢0) & Glc+vp)

6 G(l+eo+€'0;—€€'601)G(1+€0+€'0p —e€'0)

— (M) = — , 1.19
%( ) G,Ei G(+eo+e'0;+€e€'0p) G(1+€0 +€'0) +ec'00) el:_[i G(1+2€0) 23 G(s +Ag) 19
. A G(l+2)
where G (z) denotes the Barnes G-function, G (z) = m, the parameters vy 4 and Ay .4 are defined by
-z
V1:O'+90+0t, 11:90+9t+61+900,
Vo =0+0] +0, Ay=0+0+0y+0;, (1.20)
v3=0+0y+ 0, A3=0+0+0;+0, ’
V4=E+Qt+61, 1420,
and the quantity ¢ is determined by
J2mic _ 2cos27 (0 —0) —2c0827 (B +01) — 20827 (B + 0¢) + P01 ’ 1.21)

Zi:l (eZni(Vz—Vk) _ eZ”i(Vz—Ak))

with2vs = Y3 _ Vi = Y3, Ak



The choice of solution of for ¢ is not important, as the expression on the right of is invariant under
integer shifts ¢ — ¢+ 1. The formula has been previously conjectured in [ILT13] using a relation between
Painlevé VI tau function and conformal blocks of the Virasoro algebra.

We now move to the tau function of the Painlevé II equation. Here, one has to deal with non-Fuchsian
isomonodromic deformation of the 2 x 2 linear system with a single irregular singular point of Poincare rank 3
located at infinity,

do

— ZA@R)D, AR =A_3Z%+A 2z+A_;. (1.22)
Z

We shall also impose a symmetry condition, A(z) = —02A(—2) 02, with 0y = (? _Ol) With the help of simple

gauge and affine transformations, the system can then be reduced to the following normal form:

dd  (-4iz?—it-2iu? dizu—
_(—4iz—it-2iu izu—v ) (1.23)

dz —dizu—v 4iZ2 +it+2iu?
Here u, v and t are complex parameters playing the role of coordinates on the space <f. In this case,
o ={(u,v, 1)}, g ={teC}.
The space of monodromy data .4 can be identified with the collection of the triples
Mpri = {5 = (51,52,53) € C 2 51 — 52+ 53+ 515253 = 0},

where s1, $2, $3 parameterize six Stokes matrices of the fundamental solution ® (z) of ; the details are given
in Subsection[4.2] Monodromy preserving deformations of the system (1.22) are described by the equations
[FN1] v = 2u; and

=20 + tu. (1.24)

The latter equation is a particular case of the Painlevé II equation. The corresponding tau function is deter-
mined by the relation

dint = wpy = (U2 — u* - tu?)dt = Hdt,

where H = T — tu? — u* is the Hamiltonian of @I}, considered as a dynamical system on the u, v phase plane
with respect to the symplectic form Q = dv A du.

We are concerned with the two-parameter family of generic solutions of the second Painlevé equa-
tion (1.24). It is specified by the following conditions on the monodromy data s € ./pr:

siss#1l,  arg(l-sis83) € (-m,7), (1.25a)

s eR, arg(iosy) € (-%,5), o:=sgnR(isy) = +1. (1.25b)

The condition (1.25a) ensures that the solution u(¢) is smooth as t — —oo while condition (1.25b) guarantees its

smoothness as t — +oo. The respective asymptotics and their explicit monodromy parametrization are due to

A. Kapaev [Kap| (see also [IN], [DZ2], and [FIKN]). They are presented in detail in Subsection see equations
(4.44)—(4.47). This asymptotics in turn implies the asymptotics for the tau function,

ip 3

€e 3 07 (—¢ _2 [1+0(1)], ast — —oo,
() = 3 (1.26)
L+2 2 viz -3
€.ezt 3 x 8[1+0(1)] as t — +oo,
where
In(1-s;5s In(ios
u:—(—_IS), v:g, o=sgnR(isy). (1.27)
2mi i
Our goal is to find the ratio Y (s) := = in terms of monodromy data s € .#py;. Here is the answer.



Theorem B. Under the genericity assumptions (1.25) on the monodromy data, the connection coefficient Y (s)
for the Painlevé II tau function is given by

€ (s) = 221 ' CV+ 5 Q3e-12 (2m)~H—% T (7 +21+2nv—8un) G- ")AG (ﬂ_v , (1.28)
- G2 (1-p) G* ()
i . . G(1l+2)
where 1, v, o andn are related to Stokes parameters s1, sz, s3 by (1.27) and '™ = —ios; ", and G (z) = G2

is the same combination of Barnes G-functions as in Theorem|[A]

Here again, the choice of solution for  has no importance since the expression on the right of (1.28) is invariant
under shifts n— n+2.

1.5 Outline of the paper

Let us now describe the organization of the paper. The next two sections are devoted to the general Fuchsian
case of the system (1.1I). The main result of Section2]is Proposition[2.3] In this proposition we perform the first
step of the program: that is, we construct a 1-form o which extends the Fuchsian Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno form to
the space T x . and whose exterior differential, Q := dw, does not depend on the isomonodromic times (in
the Fuchsian case they are just the positions of singular points ay, ..., a;). The form & is then defined formally
as @ 1= w — wp, where wy is a 1-form on .# such that its differential is again Q. According to the scheme out-
lined above, the form w( should be determined by analyzing the asymptotics of the forms w and Q. The relevant
analysis is carried out in Section[3|for the case of 4-point Fuchsian systems. It is based on the Riemann-Hilbert
method. In Subsection 3.1} the Riemann-Hilbert problem which represents the inverse monodromy map
for the 4-point system is formulated. In Subsections[3.2Jand[3.3] its asymptotic solution is constructed in terms
of solutions of certain 3-point Fuchsian systems. The result is used in Subsection[3.4]to derive the asymptotics
of the forms w and Q and hence determine the forms wq (see Lemma and & (Proposition . Solution
of the constant problem for the tau function of 4-point Fuchsian systems thereby reduces to 3-point inverse
monodromy problems. Explicit solution of the latter for general Fuchsian system of rank N > 2 is not known
and therefore Proposition[3.9is the best we could do for the generic 4-point tau function. For N = 2, however,
the 3-point systems may be solved in terms of contour integrals, i.e. in terms of hypergeometric functions. This
yields explicit solutions of the corresponding 3-point inverse monodromy problems in terms of gamma func-
tions and an explicit solution of the constant problem for the 4-point isomonodromic tau function in terms
of Barnes G-functions. Computational details are presented in Subsections As it has already been ex-
plained above, in the 4-point N = 2 Fuchsian case, the general monodromy preserving deformation equation
reduces to a single scalar nonlinear 2nd order ODE — the sixth Painlevé equation (I.15a). Hence Subsec-
tions [3.5H3.9] provide us with the proof of the first of our main results (Theorem[A). An important difference
as compared to Painlevé III (Dg) considered in [IP] is that the form w in the Painlevé VI case can not be com-
pletely localized, i.e. it can not be expressed exclusively via the solution u(¢) of Painlevé VI. This means that
one can not just use already known asymptotics and connection formulae for the Painlevé function as in [IP].
One needs to use the complete information on the asymptotic behavior of the solution of the corresponding
Riemann-Hilbert problem.

The fourth section of the paper is concerned with the non-Fuchsian case. We begin with a detailed descrip-
tion of monodromy data for non-Fuchsian systems, that is, general systems which allow for the presence
of irregular singular points. We then introduce the form w in this general case, and check that its exterior dif-
ferential is a 2-form on .# independent of isomonodromic times 9~ (Theorem [4.2). We do not pursue the
general case further. Instead, in Subsection[4.2} we move to a nontrivial example of a 2 x 2 non-Fuchsian sys-
tem whose isomonodromic deformations are described by the second Painlevé equation. The evaluation of the
asymptotics of the form w, its further transformation to a closed form @ and the evaluation of the connection
constant for the corresponding Painlevé II tau function up to the numerical factor are done in Subsections|4.3]
and[4.4] This time the constant in question is the ratio of constant factors corresponding to the asymptotic be-
haviors of the tau function 7(#) along the rays t — +oo and t — —oo. Unlike in the Painlevé III case considered
in [IP], the evaluation of the remaining numerical factor is not trivial, and it is given in Subsection The final
formula for the PII constant is presented in Theorem[B]above.



1.6 Remarks

There is a very interesting additional observation related to the form w in the Painlevé II case. Equatio
indicates that the 1-form w, up to addition of an explicit total differential, is an extension to the space I x .4
of the classical action differential. The same fact has already been noticed in [IP] in the case of Painlevé III (Dg)
equation. We conjecture that this relation of the extended tau function to the classical action is a general
fact of the monodromy theory of linear systems. This conjecture is closely related to another observation that
can be made about w. As follows from Remark [3.19) and the calculations in Subsection 4.2, the 2-form Q =
dw is nothing but (up to a numerical coefficient and restriction to symplectic leaves) the symplectic form on
monodromy manifolds of Painlevé VI and II, respectively. The same fact has also been observed in the case of
Painlevé III (Dg) equation in [IP] and we again conjecture it to be general. We intend to study this issue in more
detail in a future work.

We would like to close this introduction with some historical remarks. Since its birth in 1980, the con-
cept of tau function has been playing an increasingly important role in the theory of integrable systems and
its numerous applications. Correlation functions of various exactly solvable quantum mechanical and statis-
tical models are tau functions associated to special examples of the linear system (1.1). Partition functions of
matrix models and 2D quantum gravity, the generating functions in the intersection theory of moduli spaces
of algebraic curves are again special examples of tau functions. Yet more examples arise in the study of Hur-
witz spaces and quantum cohomology. The evaluation of constant terms in the asymptotics of these corre-
lation, distribution and generating functions has always been a great analytic challenge. The first rigorous
solution of a constant problem for Painlevé equations (a special Painlevé III transcendent appearing in the
Ising model) has been obtained in the work of Tracy [Tra]. Other constant problems have been studied in the
works [BT), BB} Kral [Ehr, [DIKZ, [DIK, DKV} L09] and [BBD} BBDI].

The tau functions that appear in the papers quoted above correspond to very special families of Painlevé
functions. The first results concerning the general two-parameter families of solutions of Painlevé equations
have been obtained only recently in [ILT13} ILT14]. These works are based on conformal block representations
of isomonodromic tau functions — see [GIL12} [GIL13| ILTe| and also [BS} [Gav, [GM, [Nag| for subsequent de-
velopments. Although very powerful, the conformal block approach still has to be put on rigorous ground. In
this paper, we show that with the help of Riemann-Hilbert techniques the conjectural formula of [ILT13] for
the constant factor in the asymptotics of the Painlevé VI tau function can be proven. In a sequel, we plan to
understand within the Riemann-Hilbert formalism the other key results provided by conformal field theory;
first of all the novel series representations for isomonodromic tau functions.

2 Fuchsian systems

Let us start by fixing the notations. They are slightly different from the ones used in the Introduction. Indeed,in
this section we are dealing exclusively with the Fuchsian systems, and the notations can be naturally simpli-
fied,e.g., no need for double subscripts for ®,, ¢. We are going to consider monodromy preserving deformations
of rank N Fuchsian systems with n + 1 regular singular points a,..., a,, d,+1 = oo on P:

n
A
0,0=) ——®,  A,...,Ap€sly(0). 2.1

y=1%~ Qv
Define Aw :=—-X!_, Ay andfor v=1,..., n,00 denote by 6, \ the eigenvalues of A,.

Assumption 2.1. All eigenvalues satisfy a non-resonance condition 0,y — 0,1 ¢ Z for k # 1. It implies in partic-
ular that all A, are diagonalizable.

Fix the diagonalizations of A, by introducing the matrices G, , ©, such that
Ay=G,0,G,',  0,=diag{0y1,...0, N} 2.2)

The choice of G, is not unique, as there remains an ambiguity of right multiplication by a diagonal matrix.



Local behavior of the fundamental matrix solution near the singular points may be written as

oo
D) =Gy [1+ Y gumz—a)™|(z-a)® Cy, lz-ayl<r,

me 2.3)
D(2) =Goo |1+ ) Goomz " 27 9Cy, |zI>R.

m=1

Connection matrices C, are determined by the Fuchsian system, the initial conditions and the choice of di-
agonalisations. They also depend on the choice of branch cuts making the solution single-valued, and on the
determination of fractional powers (z - a,)®. The series have non-zero radii of convergence, and their
coefficients gy, ,, can be calculated recursively from (2.I). In particular, gy, may be found from

G;'A,G,

gv,1+[gv,1»®v] = Z T —a
v — ay

u#Ev

The idea of isomonodromic deformation is to vary a, and A, (with v = 1,...,n) simultaneously keeping
constant the local monodromy exponents ©, and the connection matrices C,. The matrix G, will also be
fixed. The singularity at co then plays the role of a normalization point of the fundamental matrix solution
® (z). The product 0,,P- ®lisa meromorphic matrix function on P with poles only possible at ay, ..., a;,,co.

Local analysis shows that
Ay

04, ® =~ D, v=1,...,n. (2.4
z—ay
The compatibility of (2.1) and (2.4) yields the classical Schlesinger system of nonlinear matrix PDEs:
[Ay, Ayl
Oa,Av = BT u#,
ay — ay 25
o [Ay, Ayl '
0aVAV:—ZL, v=1,...,n.
urv Qu— v

A slightly more refined problem is to describe the isomonodromic evolution of diagonalization matrices G,. It
can be addressed using the same linear equations (2.1), (2.4). The result is

-1 Ay
6IZMGV'GV = ) H#Vr
ay—ay
n A (2.6)
Oava-G;lz—Z L v=1,...,n.
pv Gu— Ay

Definition 2.2. We denote by 4 = (CX)(N’I)(”“) x (GLy (€)' x GLy (C) the space of monodromy data pa-
rameterizing local monodromy exponents ©,, connection matrices C, and normalization matrix Go,. We also
introduce the space of isomonodromic times I~ = {(al, ...,ay) €C"| au # av} and denote by I its universal cover.

For any point in .# the inverse monodromy problem for system (2.1) is locally solvable. This means that
for all (ay,...., a,) in an open set in I~ there exists a unique invertible matrix @ (z) holomorphic on the univer-
sal cover of P\{ay,..., a,+1} with singular behavior at the branch points (see e.g. [Pal,[AB]). This in turn
uniquely determines the local solution {Ay, ..., A},

Ay =A(ay,..,ap; M), ..., Ap = Aplan, ..., an; M),

of the corresponding Schlesinger system. Solving this system thus amounts to constructing an inverse of the
Riemann-Hilbert map
RA: {Gl,...,Gn} — {Cl,...,Cn}

for given a,, ©,, G, and Cy,. According to the Malgrange-Miwa theorem mentioned in the introduction, the lo-
cal solution {4y, ..., A}, as well as the solution of the inverse monodromy problem, in fact, admit meromorphic
continuations to the whole -, and the singularities are located at the zeros of the corresponding Jimbo-Miwa-
Ueno tau function (see again [Mal, [Miw} [Pal, /AB} Ber]). Also note that the solution of the Schlesinger system
remains invariant under the right action C, — C, H with H € GLy (C) and v = 1,...,n,00. Gauge transforma-
tions G, — HG, (with fixed C,) preserve the connection matrices Cy, ..., Cy.
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Proposition 2.3. Let w be a (possibly meromorphic in a,) 1-form on 3~ x M locally defined by
n
w=Y TrAAvdn(ay—a,)+ Y. Tr(6,G,'d«Gy), @2.7)
v<pu v=1,..,n,00

where d_4 denotes the differential with respect to monodromy data. Its exterior differential Q) := dw is a closed
2-form on 4 independent of ay, ..., ay.

Proof. Straightforward calculation using Schlesinger equations (2.5) shows that Q (Oa ,Ouv) 0. Let M bea
local coordinate on .#. It can be deduced from (2.6) that

G, ' (0mAL)G
aau (G;IGMG\/) — M' H?flvr
ay—ay 2.8
G, (0mAL)G '
6av(G;10MGV)=—ZM, v=1,...,n,
pAv Au— Ay

which in turn implies that Q (6% ,0 M) = 0. Since Q is a total differential, it follows that dgQ (0 M;,0 Mz) vanishes

for any pair M;, M, of monodromy parameters.
The last assertion can also be checked directly. Indeed, we have

Q(0r,,00,) = Y _Tr (0 [G; 0, Gy, G, 10, Gy ] + 001, Oy Gy, ' 0nr, Gy — 00, ©4 G, 10, Gy ) - (2.9)
v

The relations (2.8) may be repackaged into a more compact expression

dr (G,'0mGy) = Y. G,' (0mAL) GydIn(ay—ay), (2.10)
uEv

which can be used to differentiate Q. For example:

L Tr(0y[dr (G0 Gv), Gy '0n, Gu]) =

—;H;Tr 1 (0a Ay) Gv, Gy 'O, Gy ) dIn (a, — ay) =
_;l;VTr (Av [0r, A, 00, Gy - Gy b)) dIn(ay — ay) =

=;EVTr (0m, Ay [00, Gy - Gy, Ay]) dIn (ay — ay) =
=;I§VTr(6M1AM~6M2AV—6M1A,,GvaMzevc;l)dln(a,,—av).

Similarly,

dr YT (03,00 G; 03, Gu) = X Y Te(00,04 Gy (0w, 44) G.) din(a— ay)
v Vﬂ#\/

Since the sum Y, ¥4, Tr (0, Ay - 0n, Av) dIn (@, — ay) of the last two expressions is symmetric with respect to
the exchange M; — M, we finally obtain the expected result dg-Q (dps,,0p,) = 0. O

The first term in (2.7) is the usual definition of the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno tau function [JMU], while the second
sum incorporates its dependence on monodromy.

Definition 2.4. Let wy € AL () be a 1-form such that dwg = Q. The extended isomonodromic tau function
Twe T x M — C is defined by
dinty, =w-wy=0

In the next sections, this construction is explicitly carried out in the case n = 3, N = 2 corresponding to
Painlevé VI equation.
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Remark 2.5. Left multiplication of all G, by a matrix H € GLy (C) possibly depending on monodromy parame-
ters leads to transformation A, — HA, H 1. It obviously preserves the first term in . Since

Y 1r(G,0,G,'H'd 4 H) =Tr (ZAVH_ldﬂH) =0
v v

due to the relation 21’}:1 Ay + As = 0, the second term also remains invariant. Hence the form w is preserved
by the gauge transformations.

Remark 2.6. Right GLy (C)-action C, — C, H does not affect the solution of the Schlesinger system. Therefore
dint.) —dInt,, = wo - ol €d(A° ().

The corresponding tau functions thus necessarily coincide up to a factor depending only on monodromy data
(but not on the isomonodromic times!). In other words, the tau function depends in a nontrivial way only on
the conjugacy class of monodromy.

3 Four-point tau function

3.1 Riemann-Hilbert problem

It is always possible to explicitly integrate the isomonodromic flows associated to global conformal transfor-
mations. This allows to fix 3 of the singular points at 0, 1, and co. The simplest nontrivial case of isomonodromy
equations therefore corresponds to n = 3 (4 regular singularities). The position of the 4th singular point is the
only remaining time variable, to be denoted by ¢. The Fuchsian system then acquires the form

A A
c, AL

0,D=A(2), A(z):@+

) (3.1
z z—-t z-1
and the Schlesinger system consists of two matrix ODEs
dAy _ [Ay, Aol dAr _ [Ag, Al
dt t dt -1’
where Ay, ;1 satisfy the constraint Ay + A; + A} = —Ax. The 1-form o from Propositionbecomes
w=2dt+ Y Tr(0,G,'dyG)), 3.2)

v=0,t,1,00

where the time part of w is defined by

TrAAg TrA:A 1
— t420 + 41 :—resZ:tTI‘AZ (Z).
t r—1 2

@
One of our tasks is to compute the exterior differential Q = dw. It was already shown to be independent of
t, therefore it suffices to determine the asymptotics of w when two singular points of the Fuchsian system
collide. We will therefore attempt to analyze the behavior of the fundamental matrix solution @ (z) as ¢ — 0,
extract from it the asymptotics of Go ;1 (#) and use the latter to calculate Q.
The most convenient framework for realization of this plan is provided by the Riemann-Hilbert method.
Instead of working with a Fuchsian system, @ (z) may be related to the unique solution ¥ (z) of the following
Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP):

& Given an oriented contour I'y c C and a prescribed jump matrix Jy : 'y — GLy (C), find a holomor-

phic matrix ¥ : C\T'y — GLy (C) such that its boundary values on I'y satisfy ¥, (z) = ¥_ (z) Jy (z) and
¥ (00) = Goo-

12



Figure 1: Contour I'y of the Riemann-Hilbert problem for ¥ (z)

The contour I'y consists of 4 circles and 3 segmentsﬂ represented by solid lines. The jump matrix Jy (z) is
defined as
Jv @], =M, Jw@],,=MM)™",
Jw ()|, = (MiMMo)™" = Meo, Jv (@], =Cs (2%, 3.3)

Je@],=C' a7, Je@],=Clt-27%,  Jw@],=C'1-27",

where M, are counterclockwise monodromies of ®(z) around v with basepoint chosen on the negative real
axis. Fractional powers will always be understood in terms of their principal branches. Expressions for the
connection matrices C;, C; differ on the upper and lower halves of v, y;. We have

-1 _27mi®, -1 -1 27ni® -1
M():CO e OC():C[,_'_CI,_, M,M():CHe 4 [Ct,—=C1,+C1,—’
Mo—ol — Cl—]_l'—e27”91 C],— — C(;Ol e—2m®oc Coo‘

where the indices + correspond to Sz 2 0. Below the indices of this type are omitted whenever it may not lead
to confusion. The solution ® (z) of the Fuchsian system is given by ¥ (z) outside the circles y, and by
Y (2) ]\;,1 (2) in their interior. We adopt the convention that the interior of the circle of largest radius (here yo)
is a disk around oo.

Assumption 3.1. The monodromy matrix My := M;My, which is incidentally the monodromy along the circle
S indicated in Fig. is assumed to be diagonalizable. Fix a matrix Cs € GLy (C) such that

My =C5'e®"SCs, & =diagloy,...,on} €sly(O). (3.4)

The logarithms oy of the eigenvalues of My are assumed to satisfy the conditions |5R (o) —O'k)l <1 for j, k=
1,...,N. It is furthermore assumed that all oy are distinct.

Remark 3.2. The condition |8‘E (0j-0 k)| < 1 involves almost no loss in generality. Indeed, for any choice of
logarithms satisfying Tr & = 0 let o nax and oy denote the eigenvalues of G with maximal and minimal real
part. If R (0 max — Omin) > 1, then replace 0max — Omax — 1, Omin — Omin + 1 and iterate the procedure. After a
finite number of steps we will reach the situation where |R (0 —o)| < 1forall j,k =1,...,N. The values with
R [cr j—0 k) = +1 are excluded to avoid some technicalities in what follows.

The RHP could also be formulated directly in terms of @ (z). In this case the circles y, are not needed, the
contour I'p may be identified with the real line and the jump matrix is piecewise constant:

Jo@|on=My"s  Jo@| =M, Jo (@] q00= Moo 3.5)

4To avoid unnecessary complications it is assumed that ¢ € (0,1) and the segments belong to the real line.
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However, extra conditions (2.3) should be imposed on the behavior of @ (z) in the vicinity of 0, z, 1,00 to ensure
the uniqueness of solutlon.

The idea of the Riemann-Hilbert nonlinear steepest descend method of Deift-Zhou [DZ1] is to transform
the original RHP into a sequence of simpler RHPs that can be solved exactly or asymptotically. We start by
constructing the matrices that mimic the monodromy properties of ¥ (z) inside and outside an auxiliary circle

={z € C:|z| = 0} of fixed finite radius 0 € (¢, 1) represented by dashed line in Fig.[1l The respective complex
domains will be denoted by S; and S,.

3.2 Parametrices

Inside S,, the matrix ¥ (z) will be approximated by the solution ¥° (z) of the Riemann-Hilbert problem with

contour I'y, shown in Fig.. The corresponding jump matrix J, (2) is defined by
J5@l,=Cla-27",  J5@], =C0 2%, J@|=C5' (a7,

(3.6)
1@, =M™, Ty @], =M

Together with the normalization W€ (0) = 1, the jumps fix W¢(z) uniquely. Outside the circles S, y1, Yoo (i-€.
to the right of the oriented circles S, y1, Yoo) this matrix can be expressed as W¢ (z) = ®°(z) Cs in terms of the
solution ®° (z) of a Fuchsian system with 3 regular singular points:

Ae e
0,0° = A°(2)®°,  A%(z)= 2+ —L, 3.7)
z z-1
normalized as ®°(z) = (—z)€ as z — 0. In particular, A{ = 6 and the spectra of A{, A, := —Af — AS coincide

with those of A; and A of the 4-point Fuchsian system . Local behavior of ®° (z) near the singular points
0,1,00 is given by

G¢(2) (—-2)° asz—0,
©°(2) =4 G¢ (2) (1-2)® C¥ asz—1, (3.8a)
G (2) (—z) O CS, as z — 0o,
where
Gi(2)=1+ ) g5.2" G (@=Gi|1+ ) g,@z-D"|, GL@=GL|1+ ) g%mz ™|, (3.8b)
m=1 m=1 m=1

connection matrices of ®° (z) are related to those of ® (z) by
C{=CiC5', €& =CxCyl, (3.8¢)
and Gy, G, are diagonalizing transformations for A{, AZ:
A =GPO,GETY, A% =G OGE T (3.8d)

It also should be noticed that in the interior of the circles S, y1, Yo (i-e. to the left of the oriented circles S, y;,
Yoo) We have W¢(z) = ®°(2)CsJ§, (2).

Let us next introduce in a similar way an approximation ¥’ (z) which reproduces the monodromy proper-
ties of ¥ (z) inside S;. The appropriate contour F’ is represented in Fig. [2b and the jump matrix ]\F (2) is

Jy @], =C' =2, F@|,=Clu-27% J@|=a°Cs, 59
Jy @\ =Myt Ty @, = Mg

Outside the circles yg,y,—S (i.e. to the right of the oriented circles yg,y; and to the left of the oriented circle
S), the interior parametrix can be written as Pi(z) = @' (%) Cs, where @' (z) is a solution of the Fuchsian system

S , Al Al
0;0'=A'(9)@", A'(=—+—7, (3.10)
z z-1
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a) b)

Figure 2: Contours a) I'}, and b) Ff{, for exterior and interior parametrix

with appropriate monodromy. The matrices A, Ai satisfy the constraint AL := —Aé - A{ = —G and their spec-
tra coincide with those of Ay, A; in . It is convenient to fix the normalization of ¥ (z) by normalizing this
solution as ®(z) =~ (-z)© as z — oo, which amounts to setting Pi(co) = . Let us also record for further
reference the local expansions

Gé (2) (—z)@)0 Cé asz—0,
@' (2)=4 Gl (2)(1-2)° C! asz—1, (3.11a)
Gl (2)(-2)® as z — oo,

where

. . (S5 . . . e} . . e} .
Gé(z)=65(1+ > ggmz’"), Gi(@=Gi|1+ ) g ,,z-D"|, Gio@=1+) g nmz ™ (3.11b)
m=1 m=1 m=1
Similarly to the above, connection matrices of @’ (z) are expressed in terms of connection matrices of the orig-

inal Fuchsian system (3.1) as ) _
Cl=CCst,  Cl=c. 5t (3.110)

whereas G), G} diagonalize A}, Al:

Al=GleoGl™!,  Al=GleGi. (3.11d)
It also should be noticed that in the interior of the circles yg, y;, we have Yi(z) = @f (%) Cg]f'y(z), while in
the interior of the circle —S (i.e., to the right of the oriented circle S) we have ¥/(z) = ®'(2)CsJi,(2)7! =
' (3)(-27°.

In the next subsections it will be shown that the asymptotics of the 4-point isomonodromic tau function at
the critical points can be derived given the inverse of the Riemann-Hilbert map for auxiliary 3-point solutions
®¢(z). More precisely, it turns out that all one needs is an expression for the matrix coefficients 861 géoll in
terms of monodromy data: see, for instance, Proposition|3.9

3.3 Global approximation

Our goal now is to show that the solution ¥(z) of the 4-point Fuchsian Riemann-Hilbert problem can be ap-
proximated by the solutions W¢(z) and V' (z) of 3-point Riemann-Hilbert problems. To this end, let us consider
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the matrix W5 (z) defined by

(3.12)

WS (2) = ¥ (2)P(2)7 Z€S,,
V() ¥iz) Z€S;.

It is holomorphic and invertible on P\ S; in particular, it has no jumps on I'y. The normalization and the non-
constant jump of W5 (z) on S are given by

Js(@=¥5 @)W =¥ ()Wl ()7, WS (00) = Geo ¥ (00) .

The asymptotic evaluation of the 4-point function ¥ (z) is equivalent to asymptotic solution of the Riemann-
Hilbert problem for the function WS (z) which is generated by the jump matrix Js (z).

If it were possible to analytically continue Js (z) from S to its interior S;, the Riemann-Hilbert problem for
¥ (z) would be trivially solved by

v (z) = Goo'¥* (00) ™, Z€Se,
Goo P° (00)_1]S (2), z€S;.

The crucial point for our analysis is that this effectively becomes true as ¢ — 0. To see this, we first notice that
on S we have

§i oy _ i i (BY(_BA\® i fm_fe
\y+(z)_q>(t)cs_coo(t)( t) Cs= 1+mZ=1goo,m(z) ( t) Cs,
- (e e}
P (2) =0°(2)Cs = G§ (2) (-2)° Cs = |1+ ) g5 2" | (-2)° Cs,
m=1
which in turn implies that
- — . [z z\ 6 -1 .oz -1
Js(@) =¥ (2P (2) =G (2) (-2)® Cs Gf,o(;)(—?) Cs =G§(z)t6G:,0(?) . (3.13)

Here Gg (z) and Géo(z) are the matrices that appear in the characterizations , '3.115) of the asymptotic
behavior of ®¢(z) as z — 0 and, respectively, ®' (z) as z — oco. It is also worth emphasizing that both series
converge. As t — 0, we have from (3.13) that

Js(z) = {GS (2)

o0
m.,S i -&_-m
1+ ) "% gl 7%z
m=1

-1
Ge(2)7! } G¢(2) 1S, (3.14)
Observe that _
M tG g(l)o,mt_G — O(tm_ﬁ),

where
5= max| (o - o) | < 1,
I

and the inequality is due to Assumption|3.1} Therefore, from it follows that indeed,
Js=(1+00" ), 12=Gi(2)1C, (3.15)

where the jump matrix ]g is analytic inside S;. The formula

e -1
\pg(z)z{G""\P (c0) 7}, Z€S,, (3.16

GooP° (00)_1]g (2), z€S;,

defines the explicit solution of the Riemann-Hilbert problem generated by the jump matrix ]g. The estimate
(3.15) then transforms into the estimate

tl—ﬁ

‘I’S(z)=(1+0( ))wg(z), t—0, zeC,

1+]z|
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by the standard arguments involving the singular integral operator associated with the Riemann-Hilbert prob-
lem posed for the ratio \I’S(z)\I’g(z)‘1 (see e.g. [DZ1] or [FIKN, Chapter 8, Theorem 8.1]). This in turn provides
us, in view of (3.12), with the approximation of the 4-point function ¥(z) by the 3-point functions ¥¢(z) and
¥i(z). However, the error term is of order O(¢1~%). We want to do better; in fact, we need to approximate WV (z)
up to the error o(¢). The necessary improvement of is provided by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Put

IS@)=1+ @,
z (3.17)
F@=|1-a0|G§ @,
where
EM=e[1-g¢ 0], (3.18a)
e(t)=t"%gl 117, (3.18b)
12,0 =61(2,0+& )G (z,1), (3.18¢)
G¢ NG () L —e(t
& (2 = DD g(z) U (3.18d)
62 (Z, t) — 6l (Z) t) - 6l (0’ t) . (318e)
V4
and define
e -14S
WS (2) = {G""‘ye (m)_ljg(z)’ 2€Se, (3.19)
Goo W4 (00)™ ]2 (2), z€S;.

Then, under the conditions on the spectrum of & specified in Assumption[3.1} the following uniform estimate

takes place
s 12 S s
wS(2) = (1+O(—))‘I’0(z) =(1+om)¥§a, t—0, zeC, (3.20)

1+|z|
Proof. First we notice that, under conventions of Assumption[3.1}

e10=0(r=matre o9l) = 0 (1-%) =011

is a small matrix parameter. Secondly, we observe that the functions J5(z) and J$ (z) are analytic in S, and S;,
respectively. Hence, equation (3.19) indeed determines a holomorphic and invertible (for sufficiently small #)
on P\S matrix function whose jump on S and normalization at infinity are given by

R@=9 @ ¥, =152 5@, W50 = GeP (00) .
The lemma will be proven if we can show that the new ]g(z) improves the estimate (3.15), i.e.
Js(@ 22 ' =1+0(2 %) =1+0(1), z€S. 3.21)
Indeed, suppose we already have (8.21). Define
R(2)=¥5)¥5(2) .
The matrix ratio R (z) satisfies the Riemann-Hilbert problem posed on S with the jump matrix
Jr(2) =5 ()]s )22 W (2, 3.22)

and it is normalized at co as R(oco) = 1. All the matrix functions which we are dealing with are uniformly
bounded on S together with their inverses. Therefore, the estimate would imply that

JrR(2)=1+0(*%)=1+0(D), (3.23)
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as t — 0 and uniformly for all z € S. Referring again to the general theory of the Riemann-Hilbert problems
(IDZI] or [FIKN, Chapter 8, Theorem 8.1]) we could transform the jump matrix estimate (3.23) into the solution
estimate,

2-5

1+|z|

which is equivalent to the statement (3.20) of the lemma.
Let us prove (3.21). We begin with recalling once again that all involved matrices are bounded on the circle S
together with their inverses, and that all the series converge uniformly on S. Moreover, let us make a crucial

R(z)=l+O( ):1+0(t), t—0, zeC, (3.24)

2
observation that &% () = - t© (goo 1) 6 = O(tz‘ﬁ) = 0(1). It implies that all terms containing €2 (t) can be
moved to the error term, o (#). At the same time one has to keep e.g. expressions of the form & (#) Ae () with

non-diagonal 4, since their order can only be estimated as O (*~%%). In particular, we have
G (2)e(1)GE(2) ™
Ew=ow, 14207 21289 0, G5 (219G, (2) 65 @™ = 14 2W0%E
z z t z
(3.25)
Gi(@eGi (™ ()  &(1) [ Gie(GE () —e(1)
q(z, 1) == . + (){ . ° - g6 em] =
z z z
G¢ NGE(2) ' —e(r
=[1+g;) 0 (Del® g(z) E()—g(t)gg,ls(t)+o(t). (3.26)

In these formulae, and everywhere below, the error term o () may be understood as O (#*~*). Our last preparing
observation is that (3.21) is equivalent to the estimate,

1@ Js(@ ' =1+0(#%)=1+0(8), zE€S, (3.27)

and it is this latter estimate which we are going to prove.
Taking into account (3.25) and (3.26), we have that

L@ s = [1+—] [1 q(z,t)]Go(z)t Gl () G (2!

1—&][1 q(z,

o(t). (3.28)

, G e G (z)l) .

Using (3.25) and (3.26) one more time, we conclude that

G¢ 1 G¢ -1_ ¢
[1——8“)][1— (,r)]_l—g(t) 0DEWG B ~el) 60 e 4=

V4 zZ ’

& (1) e G (2)e(1) G (2) ' —e (1)
= ——( —go'IE(t))— +o(p)=

z z
e(n) GL@eMGE(@) ™ —e(n) GE(2)e(NGE ()™
=l-—- ~ +o(n)=1- . +0o(1). (3.29)

Plugging (3.29) into (3.28) and taking into account that

GLREMGED ™) GE(2)e (1) GE(2)
= > =o(1),
z z
we arrive at the estimate (3.27) and hence complete the proof of the lemma. 0

18



Remark 3.4. Let us explain the appearance of rather non-obvious formulae (3.17)—(3.18) for the improved ap-
proximate solution of the vS - RH problem. To this end, consider M as an ansatz for J. i (z) where & (1)
and q(z, t) are to be determined. These quantities constitute small corrections including all terms up to o ().
Comparing /5 (z)_1 J3 (2) with the exact jump matrix , we see that it suffices to solve the equation

&(1) Eq(z,0) Gi(@eWGE ()™ .
Z

—+q(z, 1) — o(1). (3.30)
z

¥4

We are going to expand & (¢) and q(z, ) with respect to the small matrix parameter £(#). Let us assign to any
product of matrices a degree equal to the number of ¢ (f)-factors it contains, and (formally) decompose & (¢)
and q (z, t) accordingly as

EM=) &), qzn=) qrlz). (3.31)
k=1 k=1

Substituting the decompositions into (3.30) yields recurrence relations
k-1
Ex(=) Em®)qr-m 0,1,

m=1

1 (3.32)
ez, )= ) En (D)

m=1

qk—m (Z) t) - qk—m (0) t)
Z ’

valid for k > 1 and subject to the initial conditions
éal (t)ZE(t)y ql (Z, t)ijl (Z, t))

with & (z, 1) defined by (3.18d). This in principle allows to determine all terms in the sums up to o(1)-
corrections. Moreover, similarly to the derivation of (3.25) and (3.26) in the proof of Lemma all terms
containing 2 (¢) can be dropped out from the sums @ Let us write down explicitly a few more terms in the
expansion of & (f) and q(z, ):

&EW=EWq0,0=e(0G10,0)=¢(0[gh, e(0)] =gl e +0(D),

ql (Zr t) _ql (O) t)
z

92 (2, 1) = &1 (1) =e()G2(z, 1),

&3 (1) =81 (1)q2(0, 1)+ &2 ()1 (0,8) = &2 (1) q1 (0, ) + 0 (1) =& (1) g5 1€ (1) 8p,1€ () +0(1),

CIZ (Zr t)_qz (O) t) ql (Z) t)_CII(O; t)
z

03 (5,0 = 61 () =——————+& (1) =e(1) g8 e()B2 (2,0 +o(1),

The general pattern now becomes manifest. It remains to employ an inductive argument to show that for k > 1
the only term in the sums (3.32) which is not of order o () corresponds to m = k — 1. Indeed, in all other terms
grx-m (2, t) contain € (¢) as the leftmost factor and simultaneously &, (¢) has €(#) on the right. The formulae
and for & (1) and q (2, ) can be now easily guessed. The technique described above allows one to
go far beyond the leading order approximation given by formulae (3.17)—(3.18) and systematically construct a
perturbative solution for WS (z) for small .

A direct corollary of Lemma [3.3]is the following asymptotic representation of the solution ¥(z) of the 4-
point Fuchsian Riemann-Hilbert problem in terms of the solutions ¥¢(z) and Yi(z) of the 3-point problems.

Corollary 3.5. A uniform approximation for ¥ (z) as t — 0 is given by

(. &M >
GoPl(00)  [1+—+ 0| —— || Y9 (2), Z€S,,
¥ (z) = 1+]z] (3.33)
GooW* (00) ! (1-q(2,0)+ O(27%)) G§ (2) 19 (2), zeS;.
Equivalently, the solution of the Fuchsian system can be approximated by
&t s
GooGE, ! (1+L+o( ))@e(z) Cs, z€S,,
D (z) = z 1+|z| _ (3.34)
GooGE, ! (1= 2,0+ 0(27%) | 0°(2) (-2) T @ (%), z€eS;.
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Proof. The V¥ - approximation (3.33) follows at once from (3.20), (3.19) and (3.12) and from the obvious fact
that (1 + o(t))B = B(l + o(t)) for any invertible and constant (or bounded in ) matrix B. In order to pass from

(3.33) to , one only needs to invoke the relations between the functions ¥ (z), ¥¢(2), ¥/ (2) and ®(2), ®(z),

@' (z), respectively. For instance, if z is inside Yo, or 71, i.€. in the neighborhood of z = 0o or z =1, we have

V¢(2) = ®°(2) CsJy (2) = G5, 1 (2),

and, in particular,
Y€ (o0) = G, (3.35)

Simultaneously, one has ¥ (z) = ®(z) Jy(z). Since J,(2)| = Jw(2)|

or y; we obtain

, it follows that for all z inside Yo

Yoo, Y1 Yoo Y1

¥ (2) Jg' (2) = ®° (2) Cs.

Together with (3.35), this yields the first line in (3.34). If z is outside of y, and y; but still belongs to S,, we have
Yeé(z) = ®%(z)Cs and ¥ (z) = ®(z), which gives again the first line in (3.34). Thus the first line in (3.34) is proved
forall z€ S,. The second line in (3.34) is proved analogously. g

We are now going to use this approximation to derive the r — 0 asymptotics of the 1-form w defined by (3.2).
As a byproduct, we will derive the famous Jimbo asymptotic formula for Painlevé VI [Jim]. Our main concern is
however to describe the dependence of the Painlevé VI tau function on monodromy data.
3.4 Asymptotics of v and Q

The short-distance behavior of the form w is described by the following two lemmata.

Lemma 3.6. The asymptotics of the time part of w as t — 0 is given by

Tr (&% - 02 -2 L
z@ = % +6tln det(l _gg,ltlJrGgéo,lt—b) + 0(1) (336)
Proof. The estimates (3.34) imply that
! 2 1 1 z\)? 1 ./zy
9’=§1‘esz=tTr(ach.¢> Y =§feSz=tTr(;A‘(?)) +I'eSz:tTr(;Al (;)(g 16229), (3.37)

with
9:=(1-q(z0+0(0) G§ (2) 15

The first term in (3.37) is readily computed in terms of critical exponents:

.. i i\2 i\2 2
2 TALAL Tr (45 + A1) - (43)” - (4l)’) _Tr(6%-0}-0?)
ot 2t B 2t

P = %resZ:tTr(%Ai (;))

The second term can be transformed as
1 . .
Py = resZ:tTr(?A’ (;)g—lazg) =Tr(Al9 0.9, ) =

o 1 ~
= TI(Allt S (gg,l - mazq (z,0) |z:0) tb) +o(1).

Recall that according to Assumptionwe have |R (a i— ak) | < 1. Taking into account the expression |i
for q(z, t) and 2 (¢) = o (¢), it can be deduced that

1 1
O —0,q(2,0)] 1% = T (061 0,0+ (10,6, (0,0t +0(1) =

l_q(ort) 1_@1(0’1»)
1 1
& S o . e
=0 ————0:.6:(0,0¢ H=-—t©__ - Ne s 5
mggem e 1-gg,e(nt0re 08t w0t
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and, consequently,

Py =Tr|Al+7® gt | +o().

l—ggvle(t)

The quantities g; , and géo’l (the latter matrix appears in the definition of € (¢)) can be related to the coeffi-
cients of the linear systems for ®° and ®, namely:

8,1+[801, 6]+ A7 =0,

l. i i (3.38)
8001~ (8001, O] + A7 =0.
This allows to rewrite &% as
Po=0,TrIn(1-g§,£(0)+0(1) =0, Indet(1- g5, 1 Fgl ) +o(D),
which finishes the proof. O
Lemma 3.7. The asymptotics of the monodromy part of w as t — 0 is given by
Y T(6,G,'dyGy)= ln?t dyTr(6%-05-0%)+wy+o(l), (3.39)
v=0,1,1,00
wherewo € A (M) isa 1-form on 4 defined as
0o =Tr(09G) " duGy+0,G] " dyGl+01G{ ™ du G +0xGs ™ duGL,). (3.40)
Proof. From the approximation it also follows that
Go = GaoG% ! (1-0(0,0 +0(0)) 9 Gy,
Gr = GooGS, (100,00 + g5, 1+ 0(0)t GLe®, (3.41)

G1 = GGl (148 (0 +0(0) G5
The statement follows by straightforward computation combining the above estimates with the relations
Ag+ Al =G and & + A = - AZ,. O
Compatibility of Lemmata[3.6and[3.7]is manifest. The estimate (3.39) may seem too rough to give the O (1)
short-distance behavior of Q = dw by directly computing the differential: naively for that one would need the
asymptotics of the left side up to o(z). However, we already know from Proposition [2.3|that Q (d;,0xr) = 0 for

any local coordinate M on .4 and that Q does not depend on ¢. Therefore this 2-form is completely determined
by the O (1) asymptotics of the monodromy part of w.

Corollary 3.8. The2-form Q coincides with dwgy, where wg € A' (/) is defined by .
The results of this subsection can now be summarized as follows.

Proposition 3.9. Given w defined by and wg by , the difference ® := w—wy is a closed 1-formonJ x M .
Its short-distance (t — 0) asymptotics is given by

®=dln (t% T(&*-05-67) det (1 - 801 ' Cgl | t_e)) +o(1). (3.42)
Definition 3.10. The four-point tau function v, : T x M — C is defined by

dlnt,, = w-wy. (3.43)

This relation defines 1, up to a multiplicative constant independent of monodromy data, including the local
monodromy exponents 0g ;1,00
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We have thus expressed 4-point tau function asymptotics in terms of parameters of two auxiliary 3-point
Fuchsian systems with appropriate monodromy. Given the solutions @' (z), ® (2) of the inverse monodromy
problem for these systems, Proposition provides an explicit asymptotic expression for dInt,,. Finding
3-point solutions remains an open problem in general. However, in a number of cases the 3-point inverse
monodromy problem can be solved in terms of generalized hypergeometric functions. Below we discuss the
simplest situation of this type which corresponds to generic monodromy in rank N = 2 and leads to Gauss
hypergeometric system.

3.5 Painlevé VI monodromy data

The space of essential monodromy data of the 4-point Fuchsian system is the space of conjugacy classes
of triples (My, M;, M) € SLy (C)3. Here the matrices Moy, and My := (M; M; M)~} represent monodromy
of @ (z) around the singular points. The spectra of M, coincide with those of e2mi®v (v = 0,¢,1,00) and are
considered as fixed. Define

MY = {(MO,Mt,Ml) € SLy (©)*: My ~ e forv=0,71, Loo}/SLN ©.

To compute the dimension of ﬂf and introduce on it a convenient set of local coordinates, it is useful to
start with a simper case of 3 points. Having diagonalized one of the two generators of monodromy group, the
second is defined up to diagonal conjugation and has fixed spectrum, which gives (N — 1)> parameters. Fixing
the spectrum of monodromy around the third singular point subtracts N — 1 parameters so that

dim./#9 = (N-1) (N-2).

Note in particular that in rank 2 the conjugacy class of monodromy is completely determined by the local
monodromy exponents — the corresponding Fuchsian system is rigid. In higher rank N > 2, monodromy data
have an even number of nontrivial internal moduli.

In the case of 4 or more poles a convenient parameterization is suggested by decompositions of the punc-
tured sphere into pairs of pants, such as the one represented in Fig.[3| It is instructive to compare this picture

with Figs. [I]and
" ()

T, . Y

Figure 3: Pants decomposition of the 4-punctured Riemann sphere

The spectrum of the product M; My (monodromy along S) contains N—1 monodromy parameters, encoded
in the matrix &. Let us fix in each of the conjugacy classes [(Mjy, M;)], [(M1, Mso)] the representatives

M, =CsM,C5',  v=0,t,1,00

with diagonal M, M, = (]\71001\711)71 = ¢?™S  This involves fixing (N — 1) (N — 2) parameters for each pair of pants
and choosing a representative in each of the two (IV — 1)-dimensional orbits of diagonal conjugation. The
possibility of simultaneous diagonal conjugation of (My, M;, M ) reduces the latter 2(N—1) coordinates to N—1
parameters of relative twist, to be collectively denoted as ¥. The resulting dimension is

dim./%fz (N-1) +2x£N—1)(N—2)+2x(N—l)—(N—1)=2(N—1)2.

spectrum of & moduli of pants twist parameters T

Let us now make this parameterization completely explicit for rank N = 2, where .4 f is two-dimensional.
The three-point moduli are absent and two local coordinates are provided by the eigenvalue of & = diag{o,—o}
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and one twist parameter. Indeed, for v = 0, f,1,00 denote the eigenvalues of ©®, by +6,. The knowledge of
Tr My = 2cos2m0y and Tr Mo Mo ~! = Tr Mge ?"'© = 2cos276, determines the diagonal elements of M. The
unit determinant fixes the product of its off-diagonal elements.

In addition to Assumption (implying that |Ro| < % and o # 0), it is convenient to impose further gener-
icity assumptions on the monodromy:

Assumption 3.11. Parameters 0y 11,00 and o satisfy

Op+0;+0, 0g—0;+0, O +0,+0, Oo—01+0 ¢ Z. (3.44)
We can then write
- 1 €2™% cos 2710, — cos 270, sj[cos2m (B, — o) — cos2mby] (3.452)
" isin2mwo \ sitlcos2m0y—cos2m (B, +0)]  cos2nB; — e 2" cos2mb, )
Next, from M; = 2* iGMO‘ L it follows that
_— 1 2™ cos270, — cos 276, 562719 [cos 270 — cos 27 (0, — 0)] (3.45D)
'™ isin2no \ si te 219 [cos27 (04 + o) — cos2m0,] cos270y — e 279 cos 270, :

In these two expressions, s; is a coordinate on the one-dimensional orbit of diagonal conjugation of (M, M)
with fixed product M, M, = e*" 6 1n a similar fashion, we can write a parameterization of My, M.: it suffices
to replace in the above formulas 8y — 01, 6; — 6, 0 — —0 so that

- 1 €08 270 — e~ 2719 cos 2710, 5062719 [c0s27 (01 + 0) — c0S 2700 ] (3.450)
' Gsin2no | se”'e 277 [cos 270 — cos27 (01 — 0)] €17 cos 21l - €05 2710co , '
i - 1 cos27m0; — e~2"% cos 276 Se [€08270o — €OS 27 (1 + 0)] (3.45d)
© 7 isin2mo | se ' [cos2m (01 —0) — cos27005] €277 082700, — cOS276, '

The possibility of simultaneous conjugation of My ;1 « by any diagonal matrix implies that the role of the twist
parameter is played by the ratio .
silse=e'. (3.46)

The variables (o,n) provide a pair of convenient local coordinates on ., f’ which can be thought of as com-
plexified Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates on the Teichmiiller space for spheres with 4 punctures. They are closely
related to monodromy parameterization in [Jim] and can be written in terms of trace functions. For instance,
introduce the Fricke coordinates

pv =2cos2m0, =Tr M,, v=0,t1,00,

(3.47)
Puv =2c08210 yy = Tr My My, puv=0¢,1¢1,01.
We can identify oy; = 0. Straightforward calculation also shows that [Jim]|
(4= pb:) P1 =2(PoPoo + P1P1) = Pot (PoP1 + Pt Poo) (3.48a)
— Y (pPoo—2c0s27 (01 —€0))(po —2cos27 (0, — €0)) efen,
e=+1
(4-p§,) por =2(pPop1 + PiPoo) = Por (PoPoo + PipP1) (3.48b)
+ Y (Poo—2c0827 (0 —€0))(po — 20827 (B, —€0)) &'1727€7
e=+1

The functions (3.47) satisfy a quartic relation (1.16) and generate the algebra of invariant polynomial functions
on /4. There exists a canonical quadratic Poisson bracket {-, -} of geometric origin on .#, [Gol|. Trace functions
Po, P> P1, Poo are its Casimirs and the nontrivial brackets are given by

{por, P} =2po1 + PorPr1 — Pop1 = PtPoos
{pe1, por} =2pos + prpo1 — PoP: — P1Poos (3.49)
{po1, poi} =2pn + PorPo1 — PrP1 — PoPoo-
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Lemma 3.12. The pair of local coordinates (o,7) satisfies {n,0} = 5-, i.e. (0,1) are canonical Darboux coordi-

nates on the symplectic leaf /(> with respect to the Poisson bracket (3.49).
Proof. Direct calculation. For instance, from (3.48) it follows that

_ 2isin2n0 (€27 pyy + po1) + f 6,0)

el 2 6.0) (3.50a)
where the quantities f (6,0), g (8, 0) are independent of 7:
£0,0) = (popoc+ pip1) = (Pop1 + PiPoc) €7, (3.50b)
g(0,0) = (Poo —2c0827 (61 — 0))(po — 2c0s27 (0 — 0)). (3.50¢)
But then implies that
{pm,e”’} = % {pm, M+ pm} =2isin2no e,
which is equivalent to the statement of the lemma. g

3.6 Inverse monodromy problem in rank 2

We are now going to find an explicit form of the parametrices ®° (z), ®! (z) in the case N = 2. Recall that ®¢ (z)
is the solution of the Fuchsian system with the following properties:

e its monodromy is described by (3.8); in particular, the connection matrices at 1,00 are given by
Cf =C1Cyl, CE = Co G5

¢ the normalization is fixed by ®° (z) = (-2)% asz—0;
e in , A§ = 6 = diag{o, —o}; the eigenvalues of A¢, A, = —A§ — A? are +6, and 0, respectively.

The known spectrum of A} | € s, (C) determines these matrices almost completely. Indeed, computing
the trace

TeAGAS = 5 T ((A%)7 - (49)° - (AD)7) =02, - 63 — o,

one can find the diagonal elements of A{. The known determinant det A7 = —9% then gives the product of the
off-diagonal elements. As a result of this calculation, one finds

AS 1( o =61 0" re((91+0)2—9§0))’ (3.51)

T20 | (02 -01-0)7)  o*+02-02

where r, € C* is the only remaining unknown parameter related to the freedom of simultaneous conjugation
of A7, . by anon-degenerate diagonal matrix. Let us write the general form of diagonalizing transformations

for A¢ = Gf@le’l and A%, = G 0,,GS, ! as

e_| Te (91+U)2—9go )( Clea_l 0 )

Ci= ( 1 7, (6 -0)?-6%) 0 e, ) (3.52a)
e [ Te(01—0+0) 01+ 000 +0 e, 0

Goo_( 01—0—0 1,1 (01+00—0) o e, ) (3.52b)

Our main remaining task is to relate r, in (3.5I)-(3.52) to monodromy parameter s, in (3.45c), (3.45d). This can

be done using the explicit solution for ®° (z).
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Lemma3.13. Let ®° (z) denote the solution of normalized as ®¢(z) ~ (-2)€ asz — 0, with Af = diag{o,—o}
and A$ parameterized as in (3.51). Then

) (2) = (-2)7 (1= 2" 2F1 (01 + 0o + 0,01 ~ O + 03203 2), (3.53a)
0%,— (01 +0)* _ o

@)= re S = (912 V2B (1401 + 000 = 0,14 01 — 0o — 032~ 2072, (3.53b)
02, — (01 - 0)?

@3, (2) = r;lﬁ 27 a-2% 21:1(1 +01+ 000+ 0,1+ 0] — 00 + 032+ 20 z), (3.53¢)

O, (2)= (-2 (1- 29,17 (91 +0o—0,01 — 0o — T; —ZU;Z), (3.53d)

where, F, (a, B;; z) denotes the Gauss hypergeometric function.
Corollary 3.14. The relation between s, and 1, is as follows:

T(1-20)T(01+00+01+0) (1 -0 +01+0)

= . 3.54
T T 1+20) T (1 4000+ 01— (1— 0o + 01 —0) ¢ (359
Proof. Asz— —oo, it becomes convenient to replace by an equivalent representation
¢ (2) = G, d° (2) C%,, (3.55)
where G¢, is defined by and
¢, (2) = (—2) 70 (1- z_l)gl 2 F (01 4+ 000+ 0,01 + 0o —0;2000;2_1), (3.56a)
co €y (01+0x)° -0  0eo-1(1_ ~1\6h _ o o L -1
0= @) (1=27)" 21 (1461~ 000 + 0,1+ 01— Oog — 032~ 200027, (3.56D)
< TeCoop (01 —00)” —0° o1 -1, -1
e s U A )2 F1 (1401 + 000 + 0,1+ 01 + 0o — 032+ 2000 27", (3.560)
B, (2)= (=2 (1=27)" 2F1 (01— Ooo + 0,01 — B0 — 73 ~2003 27, (3.56d)

The connection matrix C%, can be derived from the standard connection formulas for hypergeometric func-
tions. Explicitly, its expression reads

o7 (2000 T (20) ['(—2000)T (—20)
e ( Cgoa 0 ) 1"(—91—900+0)1"(1+91—600+0) 1"(—01—600—0)1“(1+91—900—0)
Co = e (3.57)
0 cp ' (2050)T (20) rel' (2000) T (—20)

I['(-014+05+0) T (14601 +0+0) T(-01+0—0)T(1+60;+60,—0)

Now it suffices to compute the monodromy matrix My, = CS, "1 e?"®~ C¢ . Comparing the result with (3.45d),
we deduce the identification (3.54). U

Remark 3.15. One can similarly derive an expression for the connection matrix C{ associated to the choice
(3.52a) of diagonalizing matrix G{. In contrast to C§ and C¢,, this matrix is given by different expressions for
Sz 2 0, which are related by CY | = CY _e7276 n fact we have

r T (20)T (-264) ['(—20)T (-26y)
Ce :( Clea 0 ) 1“(—91—600+0)1“(—91+600+0) F(—GI—HOO—O')F(—91+HOO—O') e””e
Pl o ¢, T (20)T (261) reT (~20)T (20)) '

I'1+40;-0+0)T(1+01+60c+0) T(14+40;-05—0)T(1+60;+0,—0)
(3.58)

An explicit expression for the interior parametrix, as well as the relation between monodromy and coeffi-
cient matrices of the auxiliary Fuchsian system (3.10), can be obtained in a completely analogous way. The
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known spectra sp Al ={£00}, sp Al = {£0,} and the diagonal form of A} + A} = & = diag{o, -0} allow to param-
eterize A}, A} by setting

1 240763 ri (03— (00,
Al = ( _1‘7 t Y l(o (o t)) , (3.59)
T,
1

20 (0+6)%-63)  02-02-0°

with r; € C*. The diagonalizing transformations for Al = G0y G(i)_1 and Al = G{GIG{_I can be chosen as

;-1
i [ ri@;=0g—-0) 0:+6p—0 ) Coa 0
GO_( 0,-0g+0 ri_1(9[+90+0) 0 céb—l ) (3.60a)
. 0:-0)?-02 oo
Gl:(rl y y A L 3.60b
L O’ -00) )L 0 el (3.60b)

Lemmg 3.16. Let @' (z) be the solution of the Fuchsian system , normalized as ® (z) = (—z)6 as z — —oo,
with Ay, A| defined by and A} = & - Aj. Then

) (2) = (-2)7 (1-271)"" 1 Fy (Hr +00-0,0,—00—0; —Za;z‘l], (3.61a)
, 02-0;-0)? 10 _

@, (2) = riga(Z—(;—i-l)(_Z) -z 'gFl(l+9t+00+a,1+6t—90+0;2+20;z 1), (3.61b)
, _ 9(2)—(9[+U)2 _ _1,0 -

W@ =17 o (1-27) SR (140,+00-0,1+0,~00 - 032205271}, (3.61¢)

(Déz (@=(-277(1 —z_l)atzFl (0; +80+0,0,—069 +0;20;z_1). (3.61d)

An equivalent form of the solution suitable for study of its local behavior as z — 0 is given by

@' (2)=GLd' (2)C}, (3.62)
where G} is defined by and &' (z) by

d! ()= (2% (1-2)% ,F, (et +0p+0,0,+0 - a,zeo,z), (3.63a)

Ny cl (0;+600)%-a?
i, (o) = py1 Q0 Ot 007207 1oy (-2 Fi(140: 00 +0,1+0,~00~0,2-200,2),  (3.63D)

¢y 200260—1)
bi (z)—r-ibw(—z)eoﬂ(l—z)ef F (1+9 +0p+0,1+0,+00—0,2+20 z) (3.63¢)

21 - lcéu 200(290+1) 2141 t 0 ’ t 0 ’ 0 <) .

L, (2) = (-2 (1= 2% 214 (0, — 60 + 0,0, — 09 — 7, ~200, 2] (3.63d)

The connection matrix Cé =Cy Cgl is given by

T (=200)T (-20) I'(-200)T (20)
i [, 0 [(-0p-0;-0)T(1-0g+0;-0) T(-0p—0;+0)T(1—-0+6;+0)
ci= l_ (3.64)
0 ¢y I'(260)T (-20) ril (200)T (20)
TOy—60;—0)T(1+60p+0;—0) T'Oy—60;+0)T(1+6p+0;+0)
Connection matrices C{, , arerelated by C{" L= Cf'_ e~2"S and can be written as
r7T(-20,)T (—20) I'(-20,)T (20)
C{'+:eiin®t( Clq (l) ) ['(=00—60:—0)T (6p—0:—0) ['(=00—0:+0)T (6o—0:+0) oFITS
- 0 ¢ ree)r-2o) rilr 20,)T (20)
IT'A-6p+0;—0)T(1+0p+0;—0) T (1-0g+0;+0)T(1+60p+6;+0)
(3.65)

. . i=1 2700 i < - .
Comparing the monodromy matrix My = C} " i®o C, with the parameterization 1| we obtain the
following result:
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Corollary 3.17. The quantities s; and r; are related by

_TA+20)T(1+60+0,—0)T(1-6p+6,-0) .
TT(1-200T(1+60p+0;+0)T(1-0p+60;+0) "

: (3.66)
Corollary 3.18. Results obtained above enable us to compute explicitly the 1-form wy defined by forN=2.
By straightforward calculation, it follows from the parameterizations (3.52), that

TeCoop reCy), ric(l;b ri
5 +0,1d 41In - +6:d 41In ; +90dﬂlnT+Ud%lnr——2dﬂ(91+9t). (3.67)

coa la la Oa €

ol
rlclh

w0 =000d.4 In

Remark 3.19. If we consider parameters 0y 1,1 00 as fixed, then the differential Q2 = dwy is determined by single

term od 4 In :—; in <| In this case it follows from (3.54), (3.66) and (3.46) that Q = ido A dn, i.e. the 2-form Q
i

coincides with symplectic form on . f induced by Goldman bracket (3.49). However, for the computation of
the connection constant for Painlevé VI tau function in Subsection[3.9|we need to keep track of the dependence
of wp on the spectra of local monodromies.

3.7 Jimbo asymptotic formula

We are now in a position to express the short-distance asymptotics of the Painlevé VI tau function in
terms of monodromy data of the associated Fuchsian system. Indeed, the asymptotics of the 4-point tau func-
tion in arbitrary rank is described by Proposition and involves matrices g ,, géo’l appearing in the local
expansions of 3-point parametrices ®° (z), @' (z) around 0 and co. Relations express these matrices in
terms of matrix coefficients A7, Ai of the corresponding 3-point Fuchsian systems. In the case N = 2, the latter
quantities are parameterized by two variables r,, r; € C* as indicated in and (3.59). The parameters re, ;

are related to monodromy of the initial 4-point Fuchsian system by (3.54) and (3.66), see also (3.46) and (3.48).
Altogether, this leads to the following claim.

Proposition 3.20. For N =2, let (0,1) be two local coordinates on the space M, f’ of monodromy data defined in
Subsection[3.5 Let 1, (t) denote the Painlevé VI tau function normalized as in (3.43). Its t — 0 asymptotics is

given by (cf (1.184a))
(0 —€a)? —62) (61 —€0)? —62,)

2 2 2
T (t) — (g . tU —00—(9[ 1- KG t1+260+
o o ezzﬂ 402 (1 +2€0)? (3.68)
2_p2 02\ (2 _p2 102 )
0°—05,+07)(0°-05+0
SO0+ -05+00) T
202
where the coefficient « is defined by
= I2(1-20)T(1+600+0;+0)T(1—-00+0; +0) T (1 +0o0+ 601 +0)T (1 — 0o + 601 +0) ol (3.69)
T r2a +20)T(1+609g+0;,—)T(1-09g+0;—0)T(1+0+601—-0)T(1—-05+0;—0) ’ ’
Jin _ 2isin2mo (Po1 + P11€°™7) + (PoPoo + Pt P1) — (PoP1 + Pt Poo) €77 (370
(Poo—2c0827 (61 — 0)) (po —2cos27 (6, — 0)) ’ ’
and the constant prefactor 6,,, does not depend on monodromy data.
Proof. For N =2, one can replace by the estimate
Tay (1) =G 17 070 [1-Tx (g6 11l ) +0(0)]. (3.71)

(In higher rank, one needs to take into account more terms in the determinant expansion). From (3.38), (3.51)
and (3.59) it follows that

o +07 =05 01 +0)*-0%
I
g = 20 * 2020-1)
Ml O-02-0%  04-0i-0% |
€ 20Qc+1 20
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96—9%—02 r.(Qt—U)Z—Qg
1

gi _ 20 20 (20 +1)
T 0i+0)?-02  02-02+0
r.
L 20@20-1) 20

Upon substitution into 1l the diagonal parts of 8§,p géo'l give the linear contribution in . The off-
diagonal elements determine the coefficients of #'*2%, with identification x = r;/r,. Finally, the latter coeffi-
cient is related to invariant monodromy data by (3.54), (3.66) and (3.46). O

Remark 3.21. Proposition[3.20]is a slightly upgraded version of Jimbo asymptotic formula for Painlevé VI (The-
orem 1.1 in [Jim]). The improvement concerns the error estimate: e.g. the terms such as 240 (3160 g priori
present in the short-distance asymptotics of Inr,,,, disappear from the expansion of the tau function itself. This
fact was already noticed and played an important role in [GILI2]. Similar nontrivial cancellations have been
experimentally observed to happen in higher rank [Gav]. This was one of our motivations for establishing the
results of Subsection[3.4} in particular, Proposition|[3.9

3.8 Crossingtot—1

To be able to deal with the connection problem for Painlevé VI tau function, we now have to investigate the
asymptotics of the form as t — 1. It can be obtained by a suitable exchange of parameters, which is not
trivial even for the “time part” of the tau function: in the latter case the initial suggestion of [Jim| Theorem 1.2]
should be modified as explained in [L09} Remark 7.1]. The tau function extended to the space of monodromy
data needs even more care as here at intermediate steps one has to manipulate with quantities that are not
preserved by conjugation.

The basic idea is to replace the RHP for ¥ (z) by a RHP for a new matrix function ¥ (z). The corresponding
contour is represented in Fig. and Y (z) is defined by

V(o) = Y (1-2z) My, z outside 7, Sz >0,
¥Y(1-2) otherwise.

This function is designed to have the structure of jump matrix J5 = W__IWJ, analogous to (3.3):
@l =M @l senM)T, e, =M,
Rl =M gp@l, =eam)T, gl =M
—= -1 -
=Ciy 1-t-27%, 3.72)

o i
Jp@l =G 0=, @] =Cx 2%,
Yl Yoo

Jg@. =G =27, Jg

Note that — in spite of certain similarity — the first line of (3.72) is not obtained from (3.3) by exchange
My — M, because of reversed order of factors in the corresponding jumps. New connection matrices are ex-
pressed in terms of C,’s in the following way:

Co=€""C _My=€"Cy, Ci1y=€"C\ Mo, Ciy=€"Cry,

Ciy=e™CoMy, C1_=e7"9C;, Co=e mC My, =e™0>C,,.

)

The function W (1 — z) in the exterior of circles Y coincides with the analytic continuation of the solution @ (z)
of the initial Fuchsian system from the upper half-plane 3z > 0 to the cut Riemann sphere P\[-oo, 1].
Approximate solution for ¥ (z) is constructed in the same way as for ¥ (z). The main building blocks are

solutions @ (z) and @’ (z) of two hypergeometric systems which model the jumps inside and outside the aux-
iliary circle S. To simplify the exposition we consider only sufficiently generic situation described by an analog

of Assumptions[3.1]and

Assumption 3.22. The matrix My, := My M, is assumed to be diagonalizable. It will be parameterized as

M = CsleZ”’@Eg, & = diag{o, -0} .
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Figure 4: Contour I'y of the Riemann-Hilbert problem for Y (2)

It is furthermore assumed that |RG| < 3,0 #0, and that
01+0:+0, 6,—0;:+0, O+0p+0, Oo—0pg+0 ¢Z.

Referring to the notations of Subsection o can be identified with o;;. The latter quantity is related to
previously used coordinates o, 1 by formula (3.48a).
Exterior and interior parametrices are solutions of the Fuchsian systems

Al Al
0, 1
z z—1

e —i

0,0 = o, 0,0 =

normahzed by the asymptotic condltlons <1> (2) = (— z)6 asz—0, <1> (2) = (- z)6 as z — —oo. Furthermore, one

has Ao = Ao + A =&. The spectra of AO, Al, A1 and A0 + A1 are given by +0;, +0;, £y and +0, respectively. All
results of prev10us subsections have their ¢ — 1 counterparts, most of which are obtained by the replacements
(the notation should be sufficiently self-explanatory)

P (2) ~D°(2), @ ()— (2),
Gf, (2) — Ef‘, (2), G1l, (2) — 611/ (2), v=0,1,00,

e —e e —e i —i i —i
Gl,oo = G oo Cl,oo = Cl 000 Go,l = Go,1» Co,l — Co1» (3.73)
(GOIHIrHIIHOOJU; Te, ri) = (01’9)?)00’900)6;76)71') ’
i i —e —=e =i =i
(cgo,q,ch,c(’)'q,ciq) — (cmyq,cllq,co'q,cllq), q=a,b,

In particular, one can prove the following statement:

Lemma 3.23. The form Q can be alternatively written as dwy, wherewy € A' (/) is given by

_ —i~l =i —i~l =i —e-1 , —e —e -1, —e
wo=Tr|01Gy duGy+0:G; duG +600G, duG+0OuGy duGy|= (3.74a)
7, —e = —‘ = —‘ 7.C°
=0Oood_ g In — +91d In +6d In +90d In 1 +0dﬂln_—2dﬂ(60+0t) (3.74b)
°Oa COa Cla 1“ Te

The first equation remains valid in arbitrary rank and the second is its specialization to N = 2.

The form wy can be used to define a second tau function 7, (¢) via dInTg, = w — . This tau function is
of course proportional to 7, () but its asymptotics is normalized at ¢ = 1 instead of ¢ = 0. Let us formulate an
analog of Proposition for 75, (2):
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Proposition 3.24. Normalized Painlevé VI tau functiontg, (t) has the following asymptotics as t — 1 (cf (1.18H)):

((et—ea)2 —9%) ((00 —e0)? —ego) .

462 (1 + 265)2 (3.75)
-0+ )05 +6)

2072

—2_p2 2 _ =
Ta)o(t) wo (l—t)a 91 07 [1_ Z Ke(l_t)1+2ea
e=+1

(1—t)+0(1—t)], t—1.

Here the coefficient x is defined by

_ IP(1-20)T(1+6:+60:+0) T (1-01+0,+0)T (1 +00c+00+0) T (1 -0 + 00 +7) 5.76)

K= el )
I2(1+420)T (1461460, —0)T(1-61+6;-0)T (1+ 6o +00—0) T (1 =00 + 09— T)

_ —ZiSiHZHE(Pm +Pore_2”i5)+(P0Pt+P1Poo) (pop1 + Prpoo) €210

e’ = 3.77)

(Poo—2c0s27 (6 —0)) (p1 —2cos2n (0, -0)) ’
and the constant prefactor 65, does not depend on monodromy data.

Proof. The only subtlety that has to be taken into account as compared to derivation of Proposition .20
concerns the quantity e’ and is as follows. The coefficient ¥ coincides with the ratio 7; /7., and e with 5 Si/ /Se.
The last ratio is expressed in terms of traces of products of monodromy matrices Mo 11,00 associated with ¥ (2)
by overlining parameters in (3.50). These new monodromy matrices can be expressed in terms of My ;1 oo using
the first line of (3.72). One has

My=M,, M;=MMM;', M;=MMMM;'M;', My =M.
This implies simple transformation formulas for most of the trace functions:
(PoPeP1 Poo Por Pra) = (P1 Pt Pos Poos P11, Poi) (3.78a)
The only exception is
Po1 = TrMoMy =Tt MyM;MoM; "' = pop1 + PtPoo = Po1 = Por P (3.78b)
The last equality follows from the fact that any M € SL, (C) satisfies skein relation M + M~! = TrM -1. Rela-

tion (3.77) is then obtained from (3.50) by identification ( O

3.9 Connection problem for Painlevé VI tau function. Proof of Theorem/A|

The tau functions 7, () and 7, (#) can differ only by a constant (i.e. independent of ) factor of relative nor-
malization
(gao Two (t)

Y (M) := ,
(g(uo TBO (t)

(3.79)

which is our main quantity of interest in this section. It can also be written for generic non-normalized Pain-
levé VI tau function 7 (¢) as
=2
v 2 e (- DT ) 6 3.80)
lim,_o %0 (r) G

where 6 and %, are the constants from the equations (1.18). The constant Y (M) is completely determined
by Painlevé VI equation and appropriate initial conditions — that is, it depends only on the conjugacy class of
monodromy. The latter property is by no means manifest in the representation

dﬂlnY 250—6()0, (3.81)
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and becomes yet more implicit if we rewrite the right side using previous results:

dyInY =5d 42 —od 4, in " +2d 4,0, -6y)
T

I'e e
ToCS , CC T T8, cl (3.82)
e e
+0 dﬂln—"ob o4 49 dﬂln—Ob 19 1 9,d —”’ 19 4 +00d 4 In—2202
1 =l —i 0 l
FeCo0aCoop TeCoaCyy TiC1aCyp ritlaCop

It is even less obvious that the last expression is a closed 1-form! Our task is now to rewrite (3.82) in terms of
more convenient local coordinates on .#, such as 6o, 1,1,00, 0 and 1.
The right side of (3.82) is expressed in terms of parameters

= - e e —e —e i i
GO,I,I,OOyU)Ur re,i» re,ir Cooq)Clqycooqyclqrc()qrclq)c()qr Clq)

which appear in the monodromy and connection matrices. Of course, not all of them are independent. Con-
nection matrices of the original 4-point problem can be related to 3-point ones in two different ways:

CL=CxCs',  Cf,=C1:C5l,  Cl,=CiiC5',  Ch=CoCyt,
Co=e"1Clu,  Ciog-=e "™ Cp, Cio=e "G, Co=e"C, (3.83)
Coo=CuCs', C;_=C, Cs,, C_=Ci_1 Cs, Cy=CoCs .

Here the first line reproduces (3.8c), (3.11c), the third lists analogous relations arising in the study of ¢ — 1 tau
function asymptotics and the middle one relates the two sets of connection matrices. It follows that
Coo= =e ™cice,  C Co=e 1Y Cs. (3.84)

e I
e ClCe, =e im0l ¢

_ SS?
—=-1 . .. = —-1 S . . .
where Cgs = CsCg . Since by definition CsM; M:Cg = = ¢¥"S | the transformation C¢s diagonalizes the prod-

uct MiM; = Cgg eszCSS where M;, M; are defined in E E This in turn fixes Cgg up to right
multiplication by diagonal matrix. In fact one can write

1
- S CSS DSS’

where DS§ =diag{d,, dp}, Se = diag{l, s.} and

C7=(C11 Clz)_( (E GL )
S Co1 Ca2 627110 _ﬁ 6—27”0 _ﬁ ’

4asin® 270 = (peo — 20827 (01 +0)) (poez”ia - pt) - (po—2cos2n (6, —0)) (pooez”i” - pl) e (3.85)

4fsin? 270 = (ptez’”” - po) (ple‘z”i” - poo) —(po—2c0827 (0; +0)) (Poo — 2c0s27 (0 +0)) e

The fact that Cgg depends only on the conjugacy class of monodromy will be important below. On the other
hand, explicit form of d, ;, does not play any role in subsequent computation.

Recall that the ratios r;/r, and 7; /7, from the first line of coincide with x and ¥ defined by and
(3.76). They are thus preserved by conjugation. We are now going to check that the ratios from the second
line share this important property. In order to derive invariant expressions suitable for subsequent computa-
tion of Y, it is crucial to rewrite 3-point connection matrices in a different form. As we will see in a moment,
their nontrivial dependence on monodromy parameters is trigonometric. The key is the following elementary
observation.

Let us denote by 21 the set of 2 x 2 matrices with non-zero elements. Let p : 90t — C* be defined by

M1 My

(M) ;= ———.
P M2 M,

Two matrices M, M’ € 9 will be called p-equivalent if p (M) = p (M').
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Lemma 3.25. Two matrices M, M' € 9 are p-equivalent iff there exists a pair of diagonal matrices Dy g such
that M' = Dy M Dg.

This basic fact can be used to compute four ratios from the second line of (3.82). Below we explain the details
TeCoobCo0a
eCouaC

The p-invariant of the connection matrix CZ, given by (3.57) is equal to

of the procedure for one of these, namely,

(Ce ) _ 8in7t (0o + 601 — 0) sin7t (O — 01 — 0)
Ple0) = SiN7T (Boo + 01 +0)SIiNT (Ooo —01 +0)

It is therefore not surprising that we can parameterize CZ, as

Cgo = Dgo,cho Dgo,RRe'

with

go:( Sin7T (foo + 61 —0)  sinzT (0o — 61 +0) R = diag{l,r.},

Sin7 (@so +01+0) sinm(O—601-0) )’

(3.86)

€T (—2000) T (B0 — 01 +0) €2, T 2000) T (=000 — 61— 0)
rel (1000 +601+0) I'(1460s+6;-0) }
IO T (1+60+601—-0) T'(=20)T(1—60s+61+0)
Al B — 61 +0) ’ AT (=0 — 61 — 0) }

Dz = diag{

Dir= diag{—

Analogous expressions for Eﬁo is obtained by the exchange 6y < 01, 0 — 0, re — T, C5oq — Ef,oq. We can now
rewrite the first of relations (3.84) in the form

(ce.pe Res;lcsg)_l(

00~ oo,R

x 0 Tl diagonal
0 ™ matrix

. “1 —ino e . . .
where diag{x,y} =D¢_, 1emim0c Do,z We are interested in the ratio

Y onig L (=01 +00+0)T(1+6, +000—0)T (00 0o —T) T (1+ 6 — 0o+ T) TeCo )y Con

— £ ~_oob ood, (3.87)
X [ (=01 =00 = 0)T (1401 =0 + 0)T (=09 + 0o + 0) T (1 4+ 00 + 0o — T) TeCooaCl),
which is readily computed as
— -1 —e _ —e
Yy _ (CgODgOvRReSelcsg)u (COO)IZ _ (CgODgO)RReS‘flCSE)zz (COO)IZ (3.88)
x ' '

(0 (7] [CEPLaR o)),

All quantities in the last expression are manifestly invariant: CZ,, EZO, D¢, paregiven by li , Cgsby 1l ,and
R.S,! by || Moreover, up to irrelevant scalar multiple the matrix C5, D¢ RReSgl is given by trigonometric
expression

C% D¢ R.S,! ~ ( (3.89)

€c0827m0s —cos2m (01 —0) 082101 —cos27m (O + 0)
o0~ o0,R .

cos27 (B + 0) —cos2ml; cos2m (01 +0) —cos2mb

After some algebra involving Euler reflection formula I' (2) T (1 - z) = -, relations (3.87)—(3.89) yield the
following result:

Lemma 3.26. One has
TeCo pyCoa T(1+61 00— 0)T(1+61 =00 +0)T (1460 +00—0) (=09 + 00— 0)
— X
TeCooaCoyy T1+01+000+0)T(1+01+006—0)T (1+00— 0o —0)T (-0 — 0o — 0)
—omify, €12 Sinm (01 — 0o — 0) — Coo SN (01 — O + O)

(3.90a)
xXe

C128INT (0] + Ooo — 0) — C22SINTT (01 + O + T)

where matrix elements cy2, Cz; are given by {3.85).
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Explicit invariant expressions for the other three ratios from the second line of (3.82) can be derived in a
completely analogous fashion. The result is

FiCoyCly  T(=01+00+0)T (~01 — 00— 0) T (1461 +0,+5)T (61 -0, +7)

b la _ & - (3.90b)
reCOaCfb TA+60;+0—0)T(1+6, —900+0)1"(1 -6 +9t+a)l“(—61 —9,;+U)
™91 (cos 2701 — 08271 (Boo + 0)) (C12€ 7717 — C2€™7)
X ~ n )
12779 (cos27 (01 — 0) — c08 2710 ) — C22€™17 (c08 27 (01 + 0) — COS 270 )
TiCiycl, TOy—0,—0)T(=00—0,+0) T (1+01+0,+5)T(1-0,+0,+0) s (3.900)

riEiac{b _F(l+00+6t+0)1“(1—90+0;—0)1‘(91—0;+5)F(—61—05+5)

e~ 210t (cos 276, — cos 27 (B — 7)) (c12e ™7 — cpp @™ HiM)

X

c12e ™9 (cos2m (0 + 0) — cos210p) — C22€™7+ N (cos 27 (0, — o) — cos276y)’

TeCiyChy T =00+0,+0)T(1=00+0,— )T (140 +00— )T (1+00 — oo~ 7) (3.90d)
T = " .
ritiacy,  TQ+00+0i+0)T (1+6+0;~0)T (<00 +0eo ~T)T (-0~ 0o ~ )

y (_62,”-60) Cr28in7 (Bg — 0; — 0) — cope'sinm (B — 0; + 7)
C12sinm (B +0; +0) —coxelsinm (B +0; — 0)
We now have at our disposal all ingredients of the 1-form expressed in terms of local coordinates on the
space .4 of monodromy data.

It is still very far from obvious that the right side of is indeed a closed 1-form. To check that this is
the case and to find the antiderivative Y (M), we will proceed in several steps. First let us eliminate the gamma
function factors appearing in and in the ratios x = r;/re, K = 7;/T, given by (3.69), by introducing
the notation
G(1+€ea+€'60;—€€'01)G(1+€0+€0)—ec'0x) G(1 +2¢0)
G(l+eo+€0;+e€'0y) G(1+e0 +€'01 +e€'000) ey G +2¢0)’

YWM=YM) []

€€ =+

(3.91)

where G (z) denotes Barnes G-function.

Lemma 3.27. We have

sin7 (0p — 0o — ) sinn (61 — 60, +0) iﬁ)_ g1 (sinn(90+9[—a)sinn(91+HOO—U) in)

dylnY=cd 41
e 7 Mn( sinm (Bg—0;—0)sinm (01 — O +0)

sinz (B + 0o +0) sinz (61 +6,+0)

$in7t (61 + 0o — 0) sin7 (0g — 0o — T) C128iN7 (0] — Ooo — ) — Coo8INTT (] — Oo + ) _zmgm)
Sin7T (01 — 0o + 0) sin 7 (0 — O + ) C128INT (O + oo — 0) — C25iN7 (B + O + 0)

sinn (0, +6,-0) ™91 (cos 2716, — c0827 (Ooo — 0)) (1277 — cpp€™7) )

+800dﬂln(

+01d y1n| = d . .
sinz (61 + 0 +0) c12e7" (cos 27 (01 — 0) — €08 2700 — 227 (cOs 271 (01 + 0) — 08276

sinz (6, +0;, -0 c0s270; — cos27 (Og — 7)) (croe ™7 — cpp ™o FiN) g=2mil:
+9,dﬂln( (6,+60,-0) ( t 60— 0)) (c12 22 )

sinz (61 +0¢+0) c12e7™9(cos 27 (0; + 0) — cos 21y ) — ca2€™7+ i (cos 27 (6 — o) — cos 27m6p)

sin7 (B + 0, — 0)sin7t (6g — Ooo + T) crasinm (B — O, — 0) — C20€sinm (B — 6, + 0) 27ifo

+0od g ln( ) . (3.92)

sinz (69— 0, — o) sinm (6p — Ooo — 0) C128in7 (B + 0 + 0) — cppeiMsinm (B + 0, — 0)

Proof. The crucial point here is that the logarithmic derivative of the Barnes G-function can be expressed in
terms of the digamma function. It is convenient to write the corresponding formula as

In27 -1 2
dlnG(l+z)=%dz—d(%

+zdInT' (1+2). (3.93)

The contributions of the first two terms on the right sum up to zero in the logarithmic derivative of the Barnes
function factor from (3.91). The contributions of the third term in combination with gamma factors in (3.90)
simplify to trigonometric expressions multiplied by rational combinations of 0 11,00, 0, 0. The latter rational
part rather nontrivially simplifies and cancels out the term 2d,, (1 — o) in (3.82). d

Let us briefly recall the notations used in (3.92):
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* Trace functions p;; and po; are expressed in terms of o and 7 by (3.48a) and (3.48b); we can take for o
any of the two solutions of py; = 2cos27r0 satisfying |Ro| < %

* The quantity e'” is expressed in terms of o, 17, & and pg; by li
* The coefficients c;2, cp» are expressed in terms of ¢, 77 and @ by (3.85).

The dependence of d_4 In Y on monodromy parameters is therefore trigonometric. In particular, one can verify
that the right side of is indeed closed by direct (albeit very lengthy) calculation.

Somewhat cumbersome form of the derivatives and complicated relations between parameters may leave
an impression that integrating d 4 InY explicitly is a hopeless task. However, a conjectural answer for Y (M)
has been already produced in [ILT13]. Hence all we have to do is to compute its logarithmic derivatives and
check that they coincide with those given by (3.92).

We start by preparing a convenient notation. Let us introduce an antisymmetrized combination of Barnes
functions (it is related to classical dilogarithm but has much nicer analytic properties)

G(z)=—. (3.94)

Two main properties of G (z) that will be important for us are its differentiation formula and recursion relation.
They can be written as

dInG(z) =In2ndz— zdlnsinnz, (3.95)
Gz+1) T
— =—— . (3.96)
G(z) sinmz

Recall the definition of parameters v;_4, A1..4, Vs, ¢ from Theorem A of the Introduction. The equation (1.21)
defines ¢ only up to integer shifts. As we shall see in a moment, this ambiguity turns out to be harmless. Note
that ¢ = ¢?7¢ gives one of the two nontrivial roots of the equation

4 . 4 .
1-¢e™ k) = 1-¢e k. 3.97)
1—[ ( 270V ) l—[ ( 2miA )
k=1 k=1
Lemma 3.28. We have .
G(c+vy)
(3.98)
1:[ G+’

Proof. Let us first check that the right side of (3.98) is well-defined. Indeed, in view of the recurrence relation
(3.96), the shift ¢ — ¢ + 1 is equivalent to multiplying the corresponding expression by

4
1_[ sinm (¢ + /lk) (3.99)

smn(c+vk)

where the equality is nothing but a rewrite of the equation (3.97).
Computing the differential with the help of (3.95), we get

4 4
H gig:;ki > ((C'f’/lk-)d‘ﬂ Insinm(c+Ag) — (¢ +vi)d gy lnsinn(g+vk)) =
= k k=1

4
Z (Akddﬂlnsinn(c +Ar) —vid 4 Insinm(c + vk)),

where the last equality easily follows from (3.99). Taking into account the definition (1.20) of parameters v, Ay,
the last expression can be rewritten as

li[G(c;+vk) _ sinﬂ(c+lg)sinﬂ(c+/13)_ sinm (¢ +vy)sinm (¢ +va)
o1 G+ Ay A sin (¢ +v3)sinm (¢ +vy) A sin (¢ + Ap) sinmw (¢ + A3)
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sinn (¢ + A1) sinm (¢ + A3) sinm (¢ + A1) sinm (¢ + A3)

+Hood./ﬂln N - 1d.y . -
sinz (¢ +v2) sinm (¢ + vs) sin (¢ +v2)sin7 (¢ + v4)

10,d 10 T EHADSINT G+ A) o SINT(CH ADSINT (G4 Aa)
sin7 (¢ +v1)sinm (¢ +v4) sinzm (¢ +v1)sinm (¢ + v3)

To show that this coincides with 1-form in the right side of equation (3.92), it suffices to check six trigonometric
identities, namely:
sinm (¢ + Ap)sinm (¢ +Ag) _ sinst (6o — 6o +0)sinz (61 — 0, +0)
Sin7T (G +v3)sinm(¢+va)  sing (B + 6o +7)sinm (01 + 60, +7)
sin (¢c+vy)sinm(¢c+vy) sinm(@g+0;—0)sinm (O +01 —0)
sinm (¢ + Ap) sinm (¢ + A3) - sinm (g —0;—0)sinm (B, — 01 — 0)
sin7 (¢ +A1)sinm (g +A3) _ sinzt(@eo + 61— 0)sinm (6 — 0o — 0)
SIN7T (¢ +v2)sinm(C+v3)  sinm (0o — 6 — o) sinm (60— 6o +0)
Ci28in7m (01 — O —0) —Co28inm (01 — O + O) 27
C128IN7T (01 + O — 0) — Coo8in7 (01 + O + 0)
sin7 (¢ +A1)sinm(c+A,) sinm (6 +6,-0)
Sin7(c+vo)sinm(c+vy) sinm (61+6,+0)

in

’

in

)

)

(c0827 (B0 — 0) — 0827101 ) (12677 — pp€™17) 27101

X - N ]
12779 (cos 27 (01 — 0) — c08 270 ) — C22€™7 (c0s 27 (01 + 0) — cOS 2710 )

sinz (¢ +Ay)sinm (¢ +A3) sinz (6, +6;-0)
sinz (¢ +v1) sinm (¢ + v4) _sinn(91+9, +0)

—mio _ Coo enwﬂn) 6727”6‘

X

(cos27 By — 0) — cos276;) (c12e
c12e ™9 (cos2m (0 + 0) — cos2m0p) — Ca2€™7+ i (cos 27 (0, — o) — cos 276y’
sinm (¢ + A1) sinm (¢ + A2) smn(90+0t—a)smn(00— OO+0)
sinm (¢ +v1)sinm(c+vs)  sinm (@ —0;—0)sinm (6 — oo —U)

C128in7 (0; — 0g + 0) — cppeisinm (0; — O — 0) 2nify
e

cr2sinz (B; + 0y +0) —coneisinm (0; + 0 — o)

This can be done by direct algebraic manipulation using (3.48), (3.50), (3.77), (3.85) and (1.21).

The right side of thus coincides with Y (M) up to a constant independent on monodromy data. To
show that this constant is equal to 1, it suffices to compute it for any Painlevé VI solution with monodromy
satisfying previous assumptions, see e.g. [KK} [LT] for explicit elliptic and algebraic examples. A number of such
checks has already been reported in [ILT13} ILST]. O

The formulae (3.91) and (3.98) constitute the statement of Theorem [A]which summarizes our solution of
the constant problem for the Painlevé VI tau function.

4 Systems with irregular singularities

4.1 Extended Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno differential

In this subsection we sketch the modifications that should be brought to the Fuchsian setup in the general
case of systems with 7 + 1 irregular singularities at ay, ..., a,, o = 00 on P. In this case, the system (1.1) can be
rewritten as

dd n rv+1 1/ k1 Too—1 B
—=AR®, A=) Y ———- Y ZAc k1. .1
dz s z-ant S

It may be assumed without any loss in generality that Tr A(z) = 0, i.e. that A, _+1, Aco,—k-1 € SN (C). As it
has already been indicated in the Introduction, we shall also assume that all highest order matrix coefficients
Ay = A, _;, are diagonalizable

Ay r, =GOy, G, Oy, =diag{fy,,...00 N},
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and that their eigenvalues are distinct and non-resonant:

Ova#0yp if rn=1, a#p,
Ov,a # Gv,ﬁ mod Z if r,=0, a#p.

If the Poincare index r, of the pole a, is greater or equal to 1, then the pole is called an irregular singular point
of the system (4.1). In the neighborhood of such a point the asymptotic behavior of solution ® (z) exhibits the
Stokes Phenomenon which is described as follows.

Let a, be an irregular singular point of index r,. For j =1,...,2r, +1, let

b4
Qjv= {z:0< |z—ay| <e€, 6;.1) <arg(z—ay) <6§.2), 93.2) —0;1) =— +5}, (4.2)

Iy

be the Stokes sectors around a, (see, e.g., [FIKN, Chapter 1] or [Was| for more details). According to the general
theory of linear systems, in each sector Q;,, there exists a unique canonical solution @;V) (z) of 1i which
satisfies the asymptotic condition

o () =®p) (2)  asz—ay, 2€Qjy, j=l..,2r+] (4.3)

where CIJgim (z) is the formal solution at the point a, which has already been mentioned in the Introduction.
For reader’s convenience, we reproduce here the relevant formulae:

oY (2)=GY (e, GV (=G, (2), 4.4)
where
W (z) = 1+3%, gvi (2= an)’, v=1..,n,
1+352, goo,kz‘k, V=00,

and O, (z) are diagonal matrix-valued functions,

_ (€]
o Zki_rv ,:k (z—an) +0y0In(z—a), v=1,...,n
Z) =
" . Mzk—é) Inz V=00
k=1 k 00,0 ’ — 0.

Among the identities that determine 0, (z), ®* (z) and G (z) in terms of A(z) and G, there is a particularly
important family of relations that will be repeatedly used in what follows. Namely, the structure of the formal
solution (4.4) implies that

o), v=1,...,n,

4.5
0(z7?), v =o0. @5

A(2)-GM (20, (2) GY 2 ' = {

Here and below the prime denotes the derivative with respect to z. The matrix A (z) can thus be reconstructed
. . . -1
by taking the sum of principal parts of Laurent series G (2) @/, (z) G (z) at z = a, (plus a constant part for
the point at co).
Stokes and connection matrices relate the canonical solutions @;.V) (2) in different Stokes sectors and at
different singular points:

o), =0lsY, j=1..2r, @7=0%C, v=1..n

Let us assume as before that the irregular singular points are co and the first m < n points among the singular
points a,, ..., a,. Denote by .%, the collection of Stokes matrices at an irregular point a,, i.e.

Fy={s?,... s 1. 4.6)
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The space .4 of monodromy data of the system (4.1) consists of formal monodromy exponents 0,,, con-
nection matrices C, and Stokes matrices S;V). The latter constitute the main difference as compared to the
Fuchsian case. More explicitly,

M= {ME (®v,0, v=1,...,n,00;, C,,v=1,...,n, H,v= 1,...,m,oo)}. 4.7)
Following the notations used in the Introduction, we denote by I the set of times
a,...,an, Oy, k=-ry...,-1, v=1,...,mo0, [=1,...,N. (4.8)

Observe that in contrast to the Fuchsian case this set contains much more parameters than just the positions
of singular points. Let us retain the notation

m

=(t,..., 1), L=n+N( rv+roo),

v=1

for the points 7 € 9~ and consider monodromy preserving deformations of the system (4.1) with respect to
these times. We denote by A(z) = A(z; ; M) the isomonodromic family of the systems (4.1) having the same
set M € .4 of monodromy data. The isomonodromy implies that the corresponding solution @ (z) = ®(z,7)
satisfies an overdetermined system
0.9 =A(z,1)®(z1),
S 4.9)
dg®=U(z,7)®(z,7)
The coefficients of the matrix-valued differential form U = Y.3._, Uk (2, 7) d ;. are rational in z. Their explicit
form may be algorithmically deduced from the expression for A(z). The compatibility of the system im-
plies the monodromy preserving deformation equation (1.7):

dgyA=0.U+[U,Al. (4.10)

The construction of an irregular analog of the 1-form w defined in the Fuchsian case by the equation
is carried out in several steps. Let us first recall once again the standard definition of the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno
differential [JMU} equation (5.1)],

oMU=— Y. 1es;—g, Tr(®Y (2710, 0" (2) d7 0, (2). (4.11)

v=1,...,n,00
This 1-form is closed on solutions of the isomonodromy equation (4.10):

dg wmu = 0.

Our goal is to find an extension of it which would be closed on the whole space «f = 9 x .4 and which would
coincide with (4.11) when restricted to 9. To this end, it is convenient to rewrite wyyy in a slightly different
way, cf MU, Remark 5.2].

Lemma 4.1. Thel-form wpy can be alternatively written as

opu= Y res=g, (4@ drGY )GV () ) 4.12)

v=1,...,n,00
Proof. Formal series G (z) appears in the asymptotic behavior of an actual solution @ (z) in some Stokes
sector as indicated in 1; . The isomonodromy property then implies that dg-G" (z) G (2) ~! canbe replaced

by the combination

dr GV GV 24y d b —ddy 0,0 = U~ GV ds0, GV (4.13)
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in the whole punctured neighborhood of a,. The last equality follows from the second equation of the Lax
representation and the diagonal form of ©,, (z). Since a, ..., a,, 00 are the only possible poles of the ratio-

nal matrix function A(z) U (z), we necessarily have ) res,—,, Tr(A(z) U (2)) = 0. Using this sum rule, the
v=1,...,n,00
equation (4.13) and the relation

A=0'o =66V M,V (4.14)
the right side of (4.12) can be rewritten as

- resZ:uvTr(AG(V)dg—G)VG(V)_I):wIMU— Y res;—q, Tr(0,ds0,).

v=1,...,n,00 v=1,...,n,00

All residues in the second sum obviously vanish (®!, and dg-0, are Laurent polynomials with only principal
part), which proves the statement of the lemma. O

The expression 1l is much better adapted for extension to I~ x .# than the original formula |i
Indeed, we have the following result:

Theorem 4.2. Letw e A! (30: x M ) be a 1-form defined by
w= Y resa, (42 d6M (2 6V @) ), (4.15)
v=1,..,n,00

where d = dg + d 4. Its exterior differential Q) := dw is a closed 2-form on 4 independent of isomonodromic
timeste T listed in (4.9).

Proof. Notice that the residues in (4.15) are completely determined by the singular parts of the correspond-
ing Laurent expansions of A(z). Using their identification , we may replace A(z) by G(")(%G("r1 in the
computation of each residue. This yields another representation of the form w:

w= Y res=q, (0,26 () dGY (2). (4.16)

v=1,...,n,00

Let us now pick an arbitrary isomonodromic time #; and a parameter s which can be either a local coordi-
nate on the space .4 of monodromy data or another time variable. We are going to show that Q (a,k,as) =0.
First, from (4.16) it follows that

Q(04,05) = 35,0 (35) — 9 (0y,) =
= Y reseq, Tr(0,0,GY 79,6 - 0,0, 60,6V + 0, [V 9,6, 6V 9, 6] ).

v=1,..,n,00
Thanks to cyclic properties of the trace, we can make in the last line the following replacements:

30,6V "9, GV 9, GV,0, GV,
@i/ G(V)_lasG(V)’G(V)_latk GV | — 0y GW [@;,G(V)_IGSG(V)] G(V)_l,

so that the expression under trace becomes
-1 -1 -1
0,0, G 19,6 -0, 69, (60,6 ).

. . . . -1 . .
Using once again the coincidence of singular parts of A(z) and G(")G’VG("’ , let us rewrite the expression for
the curvature coefficient Q (9;,,05) as

Q05,00)= Y rese=q, Tr(0,,0, GV 0,6 -0, GV GV 0,4). 4.17)

v=l,..,n,00
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The next step is to use isomonodromy and the equation 8, ® = U, ® in a way similar to the proof of

Lemmal[4.1] Since (cf equation (4.13))
3,6Y 6" =u, -6"a,0,6V7,

and the sum of residues of rational function Uy, (z)0;A(2) at z = ay, ..., a,,00 is clearly equal to zero, the ex-
pression (4.17) can be reduced to

Q(0,,0:)= Y res,_q, Tr (atke’v GV '6,6M + 64, 0, GWIOSA) : (4.18)

v=1,...,n,00

Substitute the matrix A in the second term of this identity by its expression (4.14). This transforms the expres-
sion under trace in (4.18) into a sum of six terms:

3,6, Mo, + G"0,0, JeLZ We il el G"0,0, M6 M. MG T 4 w10)
+G"8,0,6" '0,6"e, 6" +GV4,0,0,0,G" " -6"0,0,0,6" 8,6V M

The fourth and sixth term cancel each other thanks to cyclic property of the trace and the diagonal form of ®,,
implying that [0, ©,,0/,] =0.
The last step consists essentially in integration by parts. Namely, we are going to use that

res;=q, f'g = —r1es;=q, f§' (4.20)

for arbitrary pair of formal Laurent series f (z), g (z) around z = a,. Applying this formula to, say, the first term
in (4.19) yields two terms which cancel out with the second and third. The only contribution to the curvature
thus comes from the fifth term:

Q(04,05)= ). res;—q,Tr(0,,0,0,0)).

v=1,..,n,00

It however vanishes by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma[4.1} We have thus shown that Q is a 2-form
on .# only. Since in addition Q is a total differential, it cannot depend on isomonodromic times, as otherwise
dQ would be non-zero. d

Remark 4.3. The Fuchsian 1-form w defined by (2.7) is a specialization of the general formula (4.15). This
becomes completely manifest in the representation (4.16), since in the Fuchsian case @}, (z) reduces to a simple
pole contribution ©,9/ (z - a,).

Remark 4.4. A related extension of the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno form has been proposed by M. Bertola in the work
[Ber] generalizing previous results of B. Malgrange [Mal|. It has been defined for solution ¥ (z) of a general
Riemann-Hilbert problem with contour I' and jump matrix J (z) as a contour integral

wmp @) = ﬁj;Tr(‘Pil‘P'j]]—l+‘P;1‘I”+]_10])dz. (4.21)

The fact that in the isomonodromic setting this Malgrange-Bertola form could localize (i.e. the integral can
be evaluated in terms of ¥ and its derivatives with respect to times and monodromy parameters) and become
our form w was first realized in the paper [IP] by two of the authors in the context of Painlevé III (Dg). Shortly
after M. Bertola pointed out how the localization should be carried out in general, see [IP, Remark 3]. The
result coincides with w introduced above up to addition of a monodromy- and contour-dependent term. An
intriguing feature of the contour integral set-up is that it may allow for the computation of the differential
dwyp in terms of monodromy data [Berl] bypassing asymptotic analysis. It has thus a strong potential of
simplifying the study of connection problems for isomonodromic tau functions, which we hope to explore in
a future work. Also, we plan to relate the constructions of this section to the general Hamiltonian formalism
of isomonodromic deformations developed by I. Krichever in [Kri]. It can be expected that the technique of
[Kri] could provide another “asymptotics free” derivation of the monodromy representation of the form Q,
alternative to the contour integral method of [Ber1].
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4.2 Painlevé Il case

The first nontrivial case of a non-Fuchsian system is a 2 x 2 linear system with one irregular singular point of
Poincaré rank 3. We shall place the singular point at infinity, so that the matrix A(z) in becomes a 2nd
order polynomial in z,

0,0=A2)®, AR =A32%+A rz+A_1. (4.22)

With the help of trivial affine and gauge transformations the system can be reduced to the following normal
form:

—4iz% —it—2iuw 4izu—2x
0,0= . . . . 4.2
z ( —4izw -2y 4lzz+zt+21uw) (4.23)

Here t, u, w, x, y are complex parameters playing the role of coordinates on the space < of systems (4.22).
The formal solution of this system at z = co is given by

(4,3,
(I)(OO) (Z) = (Df[)l‘m(z) — (1 + gmz—m) e (3 z +ltZ+Kan)0'3, (424)

form

T8

1

where o3 = diag{l,—-1} and ¥ = wx — uy. The non-formal behavior of solutions of (4.23) is described by seven
canonical solutions uniquely specified by the following asymptotic conditions, cf (4.3),

D (2) = Dform (2) as z—oo, z€Qj, j=1,...,7, (4.25)
where the Stokes sectors are given by

o .
sz{z:n(]3 )<argz< %}

The canonical solutions satisfy the formal monodromy condition
D7 (2) = @ () e 271X, (4.26)
There are six Stokes matrices Sy, ..., Sg defined by the equations
Sj=0;' (9P (2), j=1,...,6.

These matrices have the familiar triangular structure (see [FIKN, chapter 2, section 1.6])
_ 1 0 _ 1 sy
521+1—( a1 1 ) Szz—( 0 1 )

518283845586 = e~ 2"xs, 4.27)

and satisfy cyclic relation

which follows from (4.26). A single matrix equation (4.27) implies three scalar equations

27K

1+5182=(1+s4s5)e , 1+SZS3:(1+S5SG)€_27”K,

o (4.28)
S1+ 83+ 515283 = —s5e K,
The space .# of the monodromy data of system (4.23) is parametrized by seven parameters «, si,..., S subject
to three constraints (4.28). Hence
dim.# =4=dim«/ - 1. (4.29)

The exponential factor in the right side of the formula shows that the parameter ¢ is the only remain-
ing time variable (cf with 4-point Fuchsian case considered in the previous sections). The fact that isomon-
odromic families in the case under consideration are one-parameter also follows from (4.29). The second linear
differential equation in the Lax pair is given by

[ iz iu
atq)—U(z)CD:(_iw iZ)(D. (4.30)
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and the corresponding isomonodromy equation yields the following system of nonlinear ODEs satisfied
by the scalar functions u = u(t), w=w (#), x=x(¢) and y = y (1),

X=u; y=uws, Wu;— Uw; = conNst =«
) 9 (4.31)
Xr=tu+2u”w, yr=tw+2wu.
In what follows we will only consider the reduction
u=w, x=0, (4.32)
under which the system (4.31) reduces to a special case of the second Painlevé equationﬂ
upe =2 + tu, (4.33)

and the linear equations and form the Flaschka-Newell Lax pair for this equation [FNT].
At the level of Stokes parameters, the reduction is equivalent to imposing the following constraints
(see again [FIKN]),

S4=—81, S5=-—8, S=—83.
The space of monodromy data then becomes two-dimensional, and is given by an affine cubic in C? (see also
Subsection[1.4] of the Introduction):

Mo ={s=(51,52,83) € Cis1—So+ 534818283 = 0}. (4.34)

Solutions u(t) = u(t; s)of the second Painlevé equation (4.33) are parametrized by the points s € .#py; via the
inverse monodromy map, .#py; — <f. The latter is realized as follows.
For j=1,...,6,let I'; denote the rays

2j-1
Fj:{zedizargz:%}.

oriented towards infinity, and let Q;.O] be the sectors between the rays I';_; and I';. Note that Q;.O) cQ;j. Define
a piecewise analytic function ¥ (z) by the relations

V¥ (2) =D;(2) for z€ Q;O).

The function ¥ (z) satisfies the following Riemann-Hilbert problem posed on the contour I" = U?:l r'j:
* Y (z)isanalytic for ze C\T;

* V., (2)=Y_(2)J(2) forzeT, where J(z€T;)=S;

* ¥(2)=(1+0(3)) (¥ rimingos oo

The contour of the Riemann-Hilbert problem and the associated piecewise constant jump matrices are de-
picted in Figure Recall that Stokes parameters s) » 3 are subject to the condition s; — s + 53 + 515253 = 0. We
shall refer to this Riemann-Hilbert problem as the PII-RH problem.

The PII-RH problem is meromorphically solvable. This means (see [BIK] and [FIKN]|, appendix A) that for
every given s € /py there exists a discrete set £ = {tk}‘]’le of points in the complex ¢-plane such that for
all ¢ ¢ % the solution ¥(z) = ¥(z; #) exists and is meromorphic in ¢ with % being the set of its poles. The
corresponding solution u (z; s) of the second Painlevé equation is given by the formula,

u=2(g1), (4.35)

5In the general case, the system ll reduces to the Painlevé XXXIV equation for the product uw and to a pair of Painlevé II equations
for functions u;/u and w;/w, with parameters % —x and % + K, respectively; see, e.g. [FIKN|, Chapter 4, Section 2.5]
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[ )

Figure 5: Contour and jump matrices of the PII-RH problem

where g is the first matrix coefficient in the asymptotic expansion

oo 4i 3, :
1+ gkz_m e_(§2 +ltz+1<lnz)a3

Y(z) = , Z— oo. (4.36)

Let us now proceed to the calculation of the forms wyyy and w corresponding to the linear system
4ig
under reduction (4.32). Since there is only one singular point, we can globally define G (z) = ¥ (z) e( 3 +m)03

and the sum in (4.15) contains only one term,

w=Tes;—o Tr (A(2)dG(2) G (2)7}). (4.37)

We shall also restrict our consideration to the part of .4py; where Stokes parameters s; and s, can be taken as

coordinates. This means that 3G 5C oG
dG=—dt+—ds;+—=—ds>.
ot 1T 95 4 T 55, 4

Observe that
1€8,-00 Tr (A32°dGG ) = —Tr(A_3 (dgs —dgo- g1 —dg1- g2 +dg1 - 81)),

re8;-00 Tr (A22dGG™ 1) = = Tr (A2 (dg2 - dg1 - g1)),
18,200 Tr (AL1dGG ™) = —Tr(A_1dg1).
Substitution of series into the equation (4.23) yields the following formulae for the coefficients g1, g2, g3:

u iH N
=—01——03=Qa10]+Q303,
81 50175703 101 303
w-H? 2uH+v
§2=—"7% 1- p 02 =11+ f202,
uH? + ud + vH +2ut i(H®+2tH-3u”H - uv)
=— o1+ 03 =7Y101 +Y303,
83 16 1 18 3=71011t7Y303
where
2
_v 2 4 _
H—I—tu —u, v=2uy, (4.38)
and

(01 (0 i (1 0
G171 o) 927 i o) T o 1)

These equations lead to the following formula for the form w,

w=8fxda; —8if1das —8iazdf —8a1df, +8idys+

8i(a?+a3)das +8iuasda) —8iuadas +8udfy + (2it+4iu*)das +4u,da; .
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It can be rewritten in a completely localized form, i.e. directly in terms of u = u (¢; s) and its derivatives in the
form of a linear combination of the differentials dt, ds;, ds,. The result is

2
w=(uf-u'-tu?)dt+ 3 (usus, — 41l tug, — un, +2tuugs —2ut’ug) ds

(4.39)
2 a3 _ 342
+3 (2urus, —4u’ tus, — ultys, + 28U U5, —2Ut" U, ) d S,
Simultaneously, we see that
oy = (42 - u* - tu?) dt = Hdt, (4.40)
and hence the PII tau function is given by
olnt(t;s
olnr(ts) _ w—u*-tu*=H. (4.41)

ot

Remark 4.5. Equation (4.33) admits a Hamiltonian reformulation. In fact, the quantity H from (4.38) is exactly
the corresponding non-autonomous Hamiltonian, with the canonical coordinate and momentum given by u
and v = 2u,. It is straightforward to verify that the Hamiltonian satisfies the following relation:

4H-2tH; - 2vu; +uv;=0.

Using this equation, we can rewrite w as a natural extension of the classical action (i.e. up to addition of a total
differential),

2Ht—uv
w=vdu—Hdt+d(—). (4.42)
Let us define
t=t, 2 =t
F::lnT’ ——(Ht—uut)) ,
t=nn 3 t=n

where the objects on the right and left side are evaluated on solutions of (£.33). The formula then implies
that
t=t

Ost=2ut65ju| j=12. (4.43)

’

This relation can, in principle, provide us with an alternative approach to evaluation of the asymptotics of the
tau function. We shall discuss this issue in more detail in a sequel to this paper. It also should be mentioned
that, in the special case of the Ablowitz-Segur one-parameter family of solutions of {@.33), the relation
has been already observed in [Bol, Proposition 6].

4.3 Tau function asymptotics

We will analyze the open set in the space of solutions of the second Painlevé equation (4.33) characterized by
the genericity assumptions on monodromy data. The asymptotics of u(¢) as t — +oo is given by the
formulae from [Kap] (see also [IN], [DZ2], and [FIKN]),

2i 3 3u 1 2i 3 3 1
u(t) = agyed T (07 T4 agee T 07 (T a0 (PR, o, (4.44)
: In(1-s1583) ot =
= i ) 0,0%,0 = 5 s
, _yERReFE  mrwe el 49
Ay = ) Ay = )
sil(w) ss'(—p)
and
t 2iv2 .3 3v 1 2iv2 3 3v_1
au(t):i\/;mfle P e aab e a0, - oo, (4.46)
_ln(iosz) f e iv
P L= s
_v_3 imv_in v_3 imv_ in (4.47)
+_\/ﬁ224ez 1 o V22 iez T
VT Q4 sps)T(-v) VT Q4 sl (v)
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From the previous section we already know that the 2-form dw must be time-independent. This fact can
be also established by a direct differentiation of the equation (4.39). Indeed, after straightforward though a bit
tedious computation which involves using Painlevé II equation (4.33), we obtain

dw = (vs, us, — Vs, ug, ) dsy Adsy. (4.48)
From the equation it also follows that
d

o, (Usl Usy = Usy u51) =0,

dt

which implies the time independence of dw. Also, we can observe that
dw= lim dw=4iday,Ndag,= lim dw=4ivV2db{, ndby,. (4.49)
——00 ) » — 400 ’ y

These relations indicate that the form wy for the second Painlevé equation can be identified with the form
—4ia&0da(10, so that the 1-form

O:=w-wy=w+4iag,dag, (4.50)
is closed (with w given by (4.39)). We can therefore extend the definition of the tau function as

T(t;8):= exp[d). (4.51)

In order to proceed with evaluation of the asymptotics of the tau function (4.51), we will need more terms
in the asymptotics of u (#). Denote

. 3 1
p=e3Cn¥,  (=(n1.
We have the following formal asymptotic expansion at t = —oo :

u(t) — Z aél.‘c,lpe‘(zk+l)(61+l.

1=k=0,e=+
A few first terms are
7

u(t) = (ag,op+aa,op_l)(+(a&1p+aa,lp_l +af1p3+a1_,1p_3)( +...
where 5
P+ (o 2 - +
. a5, (710207 + 36 7 5) . (a5o)
Ay = ) an=- .
48 4
Similarly, denoting
2iv2,3 _3v _1
g=e3 t 2, { =t 1,
we have a formal asymptotic expansion at ¢ = +oo:
_ (2k+1) £61+1 2¢k +61-2
u(t)= Z b;k+1,ﬁl+1q€ f + Z bgk,ésl—zq ¢ 6 .
[=k=0,e=+ 1=k=0,e=+
Let us record its several first terms:
i&? _ _ _ _
ou(t) = W +(bi g +b1,q &+ (boa+ b5r,4¢72 +Dby4q 2t (b1, +b;1q L+ b§,7‘73 +b37q )&+
+(bo,10 + b;,qu + 192_,1051_2 + bjf,loq4 + b;mq_4) 4.
where
3v N V2, \2
b0,4__Z) 2_’4__7(bi1) ’
3
. bt
. . ivV2(_51 , 3 _17 . ( 1,1)
b1,7=b1,1T(+EV _EVJFE ) by, =~ 5
iv2 (51 , 1 . 17 5 11 A4l . )2 L V2,4
bO,lO = _2 (E’V + 5) , bZ,lO = (+§V - EV-}- E (bl,l) , b;r'w = —4 (bl,l) .

44



Justification of this asymptotics can be done using the Riemann-Hilbert approach, cf [DZ3]. Plugging it into
(4.39), we get for sufficiently small |Ru| and [Rv| the following behaviors:

4i 3u?

w:d( l”( t)Z—Lln( n-— )+2i(a(;oda30—ag0daa0)+0(1), r— —oo, (4.52a)
£ 2iv2 6vZ+1 2

wzd(ﬁ+ l;/_vt%— V8+ lnt—%)+2i\/§(bfldbil—bildbf1)+o(l), {—+co.  (4.52b)

This in turn yields the asymptotics of 7 (¢) defined by (4.51),

2

43 3
lnT(t):—ﬂ(—t)%—%ln(—t)—,uz—u+cl+o(1), t — —00, (4.53a)
B 2iV2 6vZ +1
InT (1) =+ l\g_vt%_ "8 1nt+4if(aaodao‘,0+\/§b;1dbil)+
v —v?2
+ +c+o(1), t — +o0, (4.53b)

up to numerical constants ci, ¢ independent of s; and s».

Remark 4.6. As follows from (4.48) and also from (4.42), the form Q = dw coincides with the symplectic form
for the second Painlevé equatlon - From (4. 49 one can obtain an expression of this form in terms of either
the asymptotic data at £ = —oo or at ¢ = +oo. For instance, in the former case we have

Q=4didayyndag,. (4.54)

The last equation can in turn be transformed into an expression of the symplectic form Q in terms of mon-
odromy data s € .#py;. Indeed, from (4.45) we see that the amplitudes aa—ro can be written in the form

ago = _f+s(lu)’ Ay = fsim- (4.55)

where f; () are functions of a single argument which can of course be written explicitly using li From
these explicit formulae we will only need one relation

=—. (4.56)

$1383 2
Let us also notice that (see again (4.45)),
s183=1—e 2Tk, (4.57)
Now, differentiating (4.55), we get
5] 0
daj,= —f—;+£—u ds; + L °F dss,
! 1 S1 681 S1 0s: $3
~ flo !
daa(): —f—2+f——lJ dss + f——d81
’ 33 S3 683 S3 os S1
Substituting these two equations into (4.54) and using (4.56), we arrive at the equation
“fl 10 fi 10
Q:4i(——“+M-——“+ff+ 'u)dsll\dss (4.58)
28133 S183 $3 081 $183 81 683

Noticing that
1 au 1 6;1 1
5305, §10s3 2mi(1—s153)
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the equation (4.58) is transformed into

iy + (f—f+)’

Q=4i|- -
285183  2misys3(1—s183)

dsy Adss. (4.59)

Finally, differentiating (4.56) with respect to g, taking into account that (s;s3)" = 27i (1 — 51 53) in view of (4.57),
we conclude that ,
2N (f-f+) _ 1

285183 2misys3(1—s183)  Am(l—s153)

which means that we end up with the following expression of the symplectic form Q in terms of monodromy

parameters:

idsynds

do=Q=-"2""3 (4.60)

a7 1—35183
This expression coincides with the one obtained for the curvature dwyp in [Berl] where Painlevé IT was also
used to exemplify the general Malgrange-Bertola form (4.21). It should be mentioned that the first derivation of
this formula was done by H. Flaschka and A. Newell in [EN2]. Also note that in our asymptotics-based deriva-
tion of (4.60) we mimic the methodology used in [BFT] for the evaluation of the KdV symplectic form in terms
of the relevant scattering data — the PDE analog of the monodromy data.

4.4 Connection coefficient. Towards the proof of Theorem B|

The asymptotic equations (4.53a) and (4.53b) can be rewritten in the form (1.26):

4ip 3 3/,12
€-e 3 V(-7 [1+o(1)], as t — —oo,
3

B2iva 5 3?1
Cret 3 VT T8 [+ 0(D)], as t — +oo.

(4.61)

The connection problem we want to solve for the Painlevé II tau function concerns the evaluation of the ratio
Y(s):= % in terms of monodromy data s € .#py;.

From, (4.53b) we have

2

InY (s) = —V? + g oy +,u+4if (a5 0dagy+Vab dbr,). (4.62)

Hence, our task is to evaluate the integral in the right hand side of (4.62). To this end, it is convenient to intro-
duce new monodromy parameters p and 7} by the equations

A+s15) L =€,  s3l=e, (4.63)
This transforms the integral in question into
4if agodag,+v2b},db;, = —pr(lnag,o); du —fv(lnbil)’v dv - iﬂf (vdp +2ud). (4.64)
The first two integrals on the right can be rewritten as
_ 6ln2+in
fﬂ(lnao,o);dﬂ: —T,uz—fudlnl"(—u), (4.65a)
7In2+i
fv(lnbil):/dv=#vz—fvdlnl"(v). (4.65b)

In order to simplify the third integral, we first notice that due to cyclic relation s; — sp + s3 + 515253 = 0 satisfied
by the Stokes parameters we may write

1 1 _ e—27‘[i1] 1 1 _ eZniv
=——In|——|, =——In|l———|, 4.66
H= o “(1_em(v—n)) P “(1_em(v—n)) (4.66)
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where 7 = 7 — §. These formulae allow one to express the third integral in (4.64) in terms of dilogarithms. We
have (cf. similar calculations in [ILT14])

fz,udf] +vdp-vp = qudn —-pdv = # [Lig (e—zmn) +Lip (ez’”v) —2Lip (ei”(v_r’))] , (4.67)

where Li, (z) denotes the dilogarithm function

z -
LiZ(Z):_f ]n(l—X)dx‘
0 X

The formulae (4.65a), (4.65b), and (4.67) enable us to complete the evaluation of Y (s) in terms of Barnes
G-functions. Indeed, it suffices to use the classical formula (3.93) for the integrals (4.65a), (4.65b), and another
classical formula

G(l+2) . sinmz w?
——— —2mizln -n°z(1-2)+—,
G(1l-2) 6

Li, (ezmz) =-27iln

to rewrite the integral (4.67). Skipping some straightforward though tedious calculations, we arrive at the fol-
lowing representation:

v2 v mi - ¢
Y(s)=Yo- 2317 =T @) Hz o't (% +2p%+2nv—8yun) Ga V)AG (Tnl)_v ’ (4.68)
G?(1-p) G (F7)
The remaining task is to determine the numerical (i.e. independent of monodromy data) constant Y.
Remark 4.7. In order to bring the final answer to the compact form (4.68), one has to use the relations
ez (4u-n-v) _ S 3 , ez 2p+n+v) _ sm—5— ) (4.69)
sinzn sinzv

which can be verified with the help of (4.66). This allows to get rid of all sine functions in the final formula.

Remark 4.8. Strictly speaking, we have derived under assumption that |Ru| and |Rv| are sufficiently
small. However, in the final result we can lift this restriction by noticing that both sides of are analytic
functions of monodromy/Riemann-Hilbert data. (For the ratio Y (s) this is a corollary of the general Birkhoft-
Grothendieck-Malgrange theory).

4.5 Numerical constant. End of the proof of TheoremB|

It would suffice to calculate the numerical constant Y for a particular solution corresponding to admissible
monodromy. In contrast to Painlevé VI equation, which has families of explicit algebraic and elliptic solutions,
the Painlevé II equation has only trivial rational solution u = 0. Being associated to non-generic Stokes
data, it is not suitable for our purposes.

Another possibility is to consider the transcendental Hastings-McLeod solution ugy (£). It has the following
asymptotics (non-generic as well) on the real axis:

- 3
\/7t+0((—t)_i e‘%\@(‘”z), [ — —oo,

upm () =94 1 2,3 (4.70)
t71e" 3 7 _;t%
———— + 0|t 1e7 3 , t — +o00.

Denote by Hy (t) the corresponding Hamiltonian. Plugging the asymptotics of uy (f) into the definition
(4.38), one finds that

2 3

t——i+0((—t)_i e‘%‘fz(‘m), t — —00,

Hywm (1) = 4 8t

[\

4
O(t‘le‘ﬁf ) t — +oo0.
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The rapid decay of Hyy as t — +oo allows to normalize the tau function associated to the Hastings-McLeod
solution by setting

+oo
Tam (1) = exp{—f HHM(s)ds}. (4.71)
t
Its asymptotics is then given by
Yam (-0 delz, ¢
THM(t)={ M (=D v e, oo 4.72)
1, t — +oo0.

The coefficient Y\ represents the finite part of the integral in as t — —oo. It turns out to be a close
relative of the quantity Y that we are after. The former constant has been evaluated in [DIK] and the result
reads

Yy = 2218, (4.73)

where { (s) denotes the Riemann zeta function. Alternatively, Y can be expressed in terms of the Glaisher-
Kinkelin constant A = e12~¢'D or in terms of the special value G (%) = 2317~ 1¢5¢ D of the Barnes function
introduced above.

The Hastings-McLeod solution is associated, via the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, to the following
point s € .#py; in the space of Stokes data:

81=—i, 3220, 83=i.

Although these parameters do not satisfy genericity conditions (1.25), the apparent difficulty can be overcome
using the Z3-symmetry of the PII-RH problem. More precisely, the solutions of verify the periodicity
relation . '

u(t; s1,82,83) = e% u (te%;Sg,, —51, —sz),

in which we explicitly indicate the dependence of solutions on monodromy. Introducing a “rotated” Hastings-
McLeod solution . o
Tl Tl
tpMm (1) := e 3 upm (teT;—i,O, l) ,

one may check that 7 (#) satisfies Painlevé II equation (4.33) and corresponds to the Stokes data
S1 20, S2 = —i, §3 = —1.

These new parameters do satisfy the conditions (1.25). In the above notations, wehaveo =1land y=n=v =0,
which implies that ag , = by ; = 0. One may also rewrite ag ,, b}, in 1| li as

3mi imp v i inv
L 2l e T T(1-p) s L 277 e T e ET(1+v)(1+515)
0 = N ) by, = N )

so that for @iy (1) = u(t;0,—i,—1) we get

The asymptotics of uyy (£) may be continued inside the sectors —Z < argt <0, %” <argt <, see [FIKN]. We

record for later use more terms in the relevant asymptotics of Hypy (£) as |¢| — oo:

. .3
21 a-ledvaetl 4vaeiny? 7
E- —+ e+ 0l F),  argre [ a],
Higmi (1) = V(e ime)* " (4.74)

+0(1 ), Jtl—oo, argre [-%,0].
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Let Hym (£) denote the Hamiltonian corresponding to the rotated solution i (¢). The tau function asso-
ciated to this solution may be defined as

t
Fam(?) = exp { f Hum (5) ds}. (4.75)

Its asymptotics contains the so far unknown coefficient Yy:

~ 1, t — —o0o,
TaMm () = 1 B
Yot 8elz, t— +o0.

The main idea of our computation of Y is to relate the integrals (4.71) and (4.75). To this end let us substitute
e% s =y into {4.75) and take into account that Hu (1) = e% Hum (te%). This yields

2mi

te 3

TuaMm () = exp f %HHM(J/)dJ/ ,

—ooe

where the integral is taken along the line eFR.
From ( it follows that

. £ Int £ Int
InYgm = lim |Intgym(-)+ —+—]= lim f HHM(s)ds+—+—
f—+00 12 8 t—+00 12 8

Since the above integral converges, we may write for a > 0

3 Int
InYpym = hm( f Hum(s)ds — f HHM(s)ds+—2+ 8)

-a
= lim (—f HHM(s)ds—f
r—+o00 —a —t

Here the branch cut for the logarithm is chosen to be the negative imaginary axis so that -7 < argz <32, For
InYy, one similarly obtains

3

2
s 1 a’ Ina
ds+—+—).

+
8s

Hywm (8) - TR

2mi

, B £ Int , te 3 £ Int
InYg= IErPM(InTHM(t)—E+?) = [EIPOO f_ooe% Hum (s)ds—ﬁ+? =
2z 27
i fﬂegH ()d+fteSH (9ds— L 4 10t
= lim s)ds s)ds——+— | =
t—+00 —te% HM ae% HM 12 8
2mi 2mi
ae 3 te3 21 a® Ina
= lim H; s)ds+ .| H S——+—|ds——+—
A f_te% HM (S) fue% HM () 78S 28

We would like to deform the contours in the two integrals so as to connect InYy with InYyy. The relevant
deformations are represented in Fig. [6|below.
The crucial observation is that the integrals along the contours shown in Fig. [6]are equal to zero. The
reason for their vanishing is the absense of poles in the Hastings-Mcleod solution inside the sectors arg? €
-Z,0ju[Z L, 7], see [HXZ]. It follows that

2mi

ae 3 t -t 2
InYg= lim f HHM(s)ds+f HHM(s)ds+f i HHM(s)ds+f

s
t—+00 a o B ; HHM(S)_Z_FQ ds
2mi
+f_a HHM(S)—f+i ds+f[e3 HHM(s)—S_2+i ds_a_3+ln_a
ac’ 4 8s - 4 8s 128
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_in
3

te

Figure 6: Contour deformation for the first (left) and second (right) integral

Using the asymptotics (4.74) and appropriate version of the Jordan's lemma, one may show that the limits of
the integrals over two arcs of the big circle are equal to zero. Therefore we get

-a —t
lnY(): lim {f Hywm (s)ds+f
t _

t—+00 a

2 a® lna in

S 1 i
Hym () ——+ —|ds+ —+—+—r=InYpu+—.
v ()= -+ g 12 8 24} HM™ 54

In combination with (4.73), this gives us the unknown constant in the connection coefficient (4.68):
Yo =27 e D+ (4.76)

This evaluation reproduces the experimentally observed numerical value Y = 0.865+0.114i and, together with
(4.68), completes the proof of Theorem B}

4.6 Quasi-periodicity of the connection constant

As in the case of previously studied Painlevé equations, the asymptotic expressions of the Painlevé II
tau function 7(#) can be upgraded to full Fourier-type series. Similarly to the Painlevé III (Dg) equation con-
sidered in [ILT14], by examining higher terms of the asymptotic expansions one may obtain two conjectural
representations for the tau function 7 (#).

The first representation is given by

T(=x-) e"P-Bv_+n,1), (4.77a)

nez

where the two parameters (v_, p_) are related to Stokes data by

In(1-s;8 ; e2mi (k=) s
oy mdoss) _ s (4.77b)
2mi 2n 21 (1 —s183)
and the function 28 (a, t) admits the following asymptotic expansion as t — —oco:
ina? : X Bi(a 4 3
Bla,n=6CeFFurayr e |14y @) 8 4.770)
k=1 rk 3
Its first few coefficients are given by
ia(34a®+1) a?(1156a* +2318a* +271)
B(@)=—-———F, By (@) = - )
18 648
The second conjectural representation is
3 .
() =)y (el Y P (vi+n,), (4.78a)

nez
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with (v4, p+) expressed in terms of monodromy as

In (53 e 14y
vy=v= (—,2), e+ = = 1°2 (4.78b)
2mi V21 V2n
The asymptotic expansion of the Fourier coefficients 2 (a, t) as t — +oo has the form
a? ina? a® X Dil(a 2V 2
D@,)=12"72e ¢ GA+a)r ze'* |1+ k(@) , r= \/_t%, (4.78¢c)
k=1 rk 3
and its first coefficients are given by
ia(34a®+31) 289 , 413 , 11509 , 1
D (@) =—-—————, Dy(@)=———a’——a" " ——a°"— —

72 2592 648 10368 24’

The coefficient y (s) := y+/x—, s € py of relative normalization of the Fourier series (4.77a) and (4.78a) is
related to the connection coefficient Y (s) considered above by

in(v%fv%) G(+vy)

Y — .231/2,—71/3,/4 - .
=1 ¢ G2(1+v.)

In combination with Theorem|B} this relation implies that

A

m(L*X”Z +v2,+2v,17) G (T])

=Y,-@m)'-" % ——
X(s) 0 ( 77:) e G(’V+)G2 (%)

(4.79)

with the same numerical constant Y given by (4.76). On the other hand, analogously to Painlevé VI [ILT13] and
Painlevé III [[LT14] equations, the Fourier series (4.77a) and (4.78a) would imply the following quasi-periodic
properties of the constant y as a function of monodromy data (v_,v.):

v_+1,ven)=e Py (v_,vim),
{ x( 1) x (V- vasn) 4.80)

x(vo,ve+Lm+1) = elP+ x(vo,vesm).

Equations (4.77)-(4.78) are conjectures. However, the explicit formula is rigorous. It can be checked
directly that it indeed satisfies the quasi-periodic relations (4.80). This can be considered as a confirmation
of conjectures (4.77)-(4.78). In a future work, we hope to produce their complete proof by generalizing the
recent approach of [GL] and constructing proper Fredholm determinant representations for the Painlevé II tau
function on the canonical rays.
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