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Abstract

A one-parameter family of trans-series asymptotics as 7 — +oo and 7 — +ioco for solutions of the
’ 2 ’
degenerate Painlevé 111 equation (DP3E), v/ (1) = {L()” @ +1(—8e(u(r))*+2ab)+ b2 where

u(T) u(r)’
e€{+£1}, aeC, and beR\{0}, are parametrised in terms of the monodromy data of an associated first-
order 2 X 2 matrix linear ODE via the isomonodromy deformation approach: trans-series asymptotics
for the associated Hamiltonian and principal auxiliary functions and the solution of one of the o-forms

of the DP3E are also obtained. The actions of various Lie-point symmetries for the DP3E are derived.
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1 Introduction

In this section, which is partitioned into five inter-dependent subsections, the reader is given a concise
overview of the information subsumed in the text: (i) in Subsection [[I] the degenerate Painlevé III
equation (DP3E) is introduced, and the qualitative behaviours of the asymptotic results the reader can
expect to excise from this work are delineated; (ii) in Subsection [[.2] the DP3E’s associated Hamiltonian
and principal auxiliary functions, as well as one of its o-forms, are introduced; (iii) in Subsection[L3] pre-
and post-gauge-transformed Lax pairs giving rise to isomonodromy deformations are reviewed; (iv) in
Subsection[I.4] canonical asymptotics of the post-gauge-transformed Lax-pair solution matrix is presented
in conjunction with the corresponding monodromy data; and (v) in Subsection [[5 the monodromy
manifold and the direct and inverse problems of monodromy theory are introduced, and a synopsis of the
organisation of this work is given.

1.1 The Degenerate Painlevé II1 Equation (DP3E)
This paper continues the studies initiated in [56] 57, 58| 59L [60] [6T] of the DP3E,

o' (1)= (u;((i:))) - u/E_T) —i—% (—8e(u(r))*+2ab)+ %, ee{+1}, (1.1)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to 7, C>a is the parameter of formal monodromy,
and R\ {0} 20 is a parameter (see, also, [33], Chapter 7, Section 33); in fact, making the formal change
of variables 7 — t'/2, u(1) = 73t ~1/2X\(t), a — Ficofo, and b— +i273, where ¢ € C and ifjp € R \ {0}, and
setting € = +1, one shows that the DP3E (1) transforms into, in the classification scheme of [66], the
degenerate third Painlevé equation of type D7,

~ ~\ 2 ~ ~
d®X 1 (dA 1dx o NG 1
(P ) p- W_K<E> —gaﬁ-no(—?t—z—k?—i . (1.2)

It is known that, in the complex plane of the independent variable, Painlevé equations admit, in open
sectors near the point at infinity containing one special ray, pole-free solutions that are characterised by
divergent asymptotic expansions: such solutions, called tronquée solutions by Boutroux, usually contain
free parameters manifesting in exponentially small terms for large values of the independent variable.
There also exist pole-free solutions that are void of parameters in larger open sectors near the point at
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infinity containing three special rays: such solutions are called tritronquée solutions (see, for example,
[21], Chapter 3). In contrast to the asymptotic results of [57, 58], this work entails an analysis of one-
parameter families of trans-series ([21I], Chapter 5) asymptotic (as 7 — oo and 7 — +ico) solutions
related to the underlying quasi-linear Stokes phenomenon associated with the DP3E ([II)): such solutions
are also referred to as instanton-type solutions in the physics literature [30] (see, also, [45],[49] 50} 51, and
Chapter 11 of [29]); in particular, tronquée solutions that are free of poles not only on the real and the
imaginary axes of 7, but also in open sectors about the point at infinity, are considered[] The existence
of one-parameter tronquée solutions for a scaled version of the DP3E (L)) was proved in [62] via direct
asymptotic analysis. A review of recent manifestations of the DP3E (1) and (Pyr) p, (L2) in variegated
mathematical and physical settings such as, for example, non-linear optics, number theory, asymptotics,
non-linear waves, random matrix theory, and differential geometry, is presented in Appendix [El

An effectual approach for studying the asymptotic behaviour of solutions (in particular, the con-
nection formulae for their asymptotics) of the Painlevé equations PI, PII, ...  PVI is the Isomonodromic
Deformation Method (IDM) [29] [4T], 42| [43], [44]: specific features of the IDM as applied, in particular, to
the DP3E (1)) can be located in Sections 1 and 2 of [57]. It is imperative, within the IDM framework, to
mention the seminal role played by the recent monograph [29], as it summarizes and reflects not only the
key technical and theoretical developments and advances of the IDM since the appearance of [42], but
also of an equivalent, technically distinct approach based on the Deift-Zhou non-linear steepest descent
analysis of the associated RHP [20]. The methodological paradigm adopted in this paper is the IDM. Even
though the DP3E (1)) resembles one of the canonical variants of the Painlevé equations PI, PIL, ... PVI,
the associated asymptotic analysis of its solutions via the IDM subsumes additional technical complica-
tions due to the necessity of having to extract the explicit functional dependencies of the contributing
error terms rather than merely estimating them, which requires a considerably more detailed study of
the error functions. By studying the isomonodromic deformations of a first-order 3 x 3 matrix linear
ODE (see, also, Section 8 of [22]) with two irregular singular points, asymptotics as 7 — oo and 7—0 of
solutions to the DP3E (1)) for the case a =0, as well as the corresponding connection formulae, were
obtained in [53] via the IDM. As observed in [54], though, there is an alternative first-order 2 x 2 matrix
linear ODE whose isomonodromy deformations are described, for arbitrary a € C, by the DP3E (IL1)): it
is this latter 2 x 2 ODE system that is adopted in this work.

In order to eschew a flood of superfluous notation and to motivate, in as succinct a manner as possible,
the qualitative behaviour of the solution of the DP3E (1)) that the reader will encounter in this work,
consider, for example, asymptotics as 7 — +oo with eb>0 of u(7). As is well known [2] 5l 2T}, 29} [63], 67,
[68] [69] [70, [78], BI], the Painlevé equations admit a one-parameter family of trans-series solutions of the
form “(power series) + (exponentially small terms)”. As noted in Remark [Tl below, u(7) admits the

‘complete’ asymptotic trans-series representation u(r) = __cox(TV/3 400 (7)), k € {£1}, where ¢ ==

1e(eb)?/3e1270/3  and v k(1) := 7730k o (7) +pk (7), with C[T 73] D up . (1) = Y00 o vn k(20 (773"
and g, (1) = Y0y D20 Ok (30) (771/3)7 (e_y(‘/ﬁ*‘m(ab)l/aﬁ/a)m, and where the monodromy-data-
dependent expansion coefficients v, x(x) and v, ;k(x) can be determined recursively provided that
certain leading coefficients are known a priori. The purpose of this work, though, is not to address the
complete asymptotic trans-series representation stated above, but, rather, to determine the coefficient of
the leading-order exponentially small correction term to the asymptotics of solutions of the DP3E (I1J),
which is, to the best of the author’s knowledge as at the time of the presents, the decidedly non-trivial
task within the IDM paradigm, in which case, the asymptotic trans-series representation for u(7) reads:

= Uy, (K 33 : 1/3.2/3
u(r) = con <71/3+ ZO 7(T17§§m)+1 Ao HEVBFiR) )P (1+0(71/3))> , ke{£1}. (1.3)
m—

While the expansion coefficients {u,,(k)}5°_,, k € {£1}, can be determined (not always uniquely!) by
substituting the trans-series representation (I3)) into the DP3E (I]) and solving a system of recurrence
relations for the u,,(k)’s, the monodromy-data-dependent expansion coefficients, Ay, k € {£1}, can not,
and must, therefore, be determined independently; in fact, the principal technical accomplishment of this
work is the determination, via the IDM, of the explicit dependence of the coefficients Ay, k€ {£1}, on the
Stokes multiplier sJ (see, in particular, Section ] equations (88) and ([EI12)). Even though the motiva-
tional discussion above for the introduction of the monodromy-data-dependent expansion coefficients Ay,
ke {+1}, relies on the asymptotics of u(7) as 7 — 400 for eb> 0, it must be emphasized that, in this work,
the coefficients Ay, k€{+£1}, and their analogues, corresponding to trans-series asymptotics of u(7), the
associated Hamiltonian and principal auxiliary functions, and one of the o-forms of the DP3E (L)) as
T — +o0el™ for eb = [ebel™2, 1,5 € {0,+1}, and T — +00el™1/2 for eb = |eb|e!™2, &, € {1} and
£2€{0,+1}, are obtained (see, in particular, Section 2 Theorems 2.1 and [Z2] respectively).

IThe terms trans-series [3} and tronquée are used interchangeably in this work.
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Remark 1.1.1. In the seminal work [62], the authors consider, in particular, the existence and uniqueness
of tronquée solutions of the PIIT equation with parameters (1, 5,0, —1), denoted by Pﬂil) in equation (1.5)
of [62]: v'(x) = % - #—i— L((w(@)*+8)— ﬁ, where C 3 § is arbitrary; Pﬁil) can be derived
from the DP3E (LI)) via the mapping 8. : (7,u(7), a,b) = (ax, yv(z), ge_i@m“)”/?, b), e=+1, m=0,1,
where o :=273/2p=1/26i(2He)m/Aei@m tm)T/2 anq = —273/2epl/2e =12 e)T/Ag—i@m tm)T /2yt — () 1 In
Theorem 2 of [62], the authors prove that, in any open sector of angle less than 37 /2, there exist one-

parameter solutions of P{Y with asymptotic expansion v(z) ~ v{™ (z) = 21/3 S pant (x72/3) for

S 52— 00, my =0,1,2, where the sectors S,"", k=0,1,2,3, are defined in equation (1.10) of [62],
ay"™ = exp(127rm1/3) and the (z-independent) coefﬁments a(ml), n € N, solve the recursion relations
(1.12) of [62]; moreover, the authors prove that, for any branch of /3, there exists a unique solution

of Pﬂil) in C \ X with asymptotic expansion v{"*’ (), where X is an arbitrary branch cut connecting the
singular points 0 and oo (they also address the existence of the exponentially small correction term(s)
of the tronquée solution of P%II)) This crucial result of [62], in conjunction with the invertibility of
the mapping 8., implies the existence and the uniqueness of the asymptotic (as 7 — +oo with €b > 0)

trans-series representation (L3)). [ |

1.2 Hamiltonian Structure, Auxiliary Functions, and the o-Form

Herewith follows a brief synopsis of select results from [57] that are relevant for the present work; for
complete details, see, in particular, Sections 1, 2, and 6 of [57], and [59].

An important formal property of the DP3E (ILT)) is its associated Hamiltonian structure; in fact, as
shown in Proposition 1.3 of [57], upon setting

He, (B(),4(7); 7):= (B(7)(1) >~ = 2e1p(7)d(7) (ia+1/2)7~ +4€é(7)+ibﬁ(7)+%(ia+1/2)2771, (1.4)

where the functions p(7) and ¢(7) are the generalised impulse and co-ordinate, respectively, ¢; € {41},
and €? =¢?=1, Hamilton’s equations, that is,

)= DBy gy Db i) s

are equivalent to either one of the degenerate PIII equations

p'(1))? P
A”(T)—(pA((T))) P L i)+ eliaer + (1 -1)/2) - o (1.6)
DN (0o oW Y
(1)= 70 —+—(=82(4(7))” ~b(2ae1 —i(1+ 1)))+(j(7)’ (1.7)

it was also noted during the proof of the above-mentioned result that the Hamiltonian system ([H) can
be rewritten as

7(q (1) —1b) n ie;(a—i/2) T(p' (1)+4e)  ier(a—i/2) '

(1) = . - and 1(T)=— - - 1.8
PO= TG T am D=""36mr T o (-

As shown in Section 2 of [57], the Hamiltonian function, H(7), is defined as follows:
H(T):=He, (B(7),4(T); )], __ (1.9)

where p(7) is calculated from the first (left-most) relation of equations (L) with ¢(7)=wu(7); moreover,
as shown in Section 2 of [57], the definition (I9) implies the following explicit expression for H(7) in
terms of u(7):

—(a—i b i a—1/2)%4 — (4 (7))2 +b2) +deu(r
It was shown in Section 1 of [57] that the function o(7) defined by

o(7):=THe, ((7),4(7); T)+p(7)4(7)+ % (la+1/2)*~e1(ia+1/2)+~
= (p(r)a(7) —e1(ia+(1—e1)/2))*+7(4eq(r) +ibp(7)) (1.11)
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satisfies the second-order non-linear ODE (related to the DP3E (1))

(ro” (1) =0’ (1)) =220 (1) — 710" (7)) (0’ (7))? = 32iebr (((1—€1) /2 —iaer )0’ (T)+2icbT) . (1.12)
Equation (LI2)) is referred to as the o-form of the DP3E (ILI)). Motivated by the definition (L9) for the
Hamiltonian function, setting e; =—1, letting the generalised co-ordinate §(7)=wu(7), and using the first

(left-most) relation of equations (L) to calculate the generalised impulse, it suffices, for the purposes of
the present work, to define the function (cf. definition (L)) o(7) and the second-order non-linear ODE
it satisfies as follows:

o T(u'(1)—ib) 1, 1

U(T).—TH(T)+T(7_)+§(IG+1/2)2+Z, (1.13)
and

(ro” (1) =0’ (1))> =220 (1) — 710" (7)) (¢/ (7))* = 32icbT ((1 +ia)o’ (1) +2icbT). (1.14)

Via the Bécklund transformations given in Subsection 6.1 of [57], let

ib "(1) =i —2ia_)u(r
u—(7) —W(T(u (7)—ib)+(1—2ia_)u(7)), (1.15)

ieb

u+(7')::—W(T(u/(T)—Hb)—F(1—|—2ia+)u(7')) , (1.16)

where u(7) denotes any solution of the DP3E (1)), and a4 :=a=i; in fact, as shown in Subsection 6.1 of
[57], u—(7) (resp., us (7)) solves the DP3E (L)) for a=a_ (resp., a=a4 ). From the results of [59], define
the two principal auxiliary functions

f,(T)::—gu(T)u,(T), (1.17)

f(7)=u(T)u (1), (1.18)
where f_(7) solves the second-order non-linear ODE
72(f" (1) +4ieb)” — (4f (1) +2ia+1)* ((f (7))?+8iebf (7)) =0, (1.19)
and f(7) solves the second-order non-linear ODE [
(b7)? (F(7) = 2(£b)?) + (84 (1) +ieb(2ia—1))* (£ (1)) —4(eb)> f1 (7)) =0. (1.20)

It follows from the definitions (LIH)-(TI8)) that the functions fi(7) possess the alternative representa-
tions

7(u'(1)—1b)

2f-(r) = =ila—i/2)+ =5 (1.21)

4i . . 7(u'(7)+ib)

Ef+(7>_l(a+l/2)+T(T)7 (122)
incidentally, equations (LZI) and (L22) imply the corollary

4i . [ 2a b

For the monodromy data considered in [56], preliminary asymptotics as 7 — +oo with b > 0 for
fOT 714 (€) d€ have been presented in [59).

1.3 Lax Pairs and Isomonodromic Deformations

In this subsection, the reader is reminded about some basic facts regarding the isomonodromy deformation
theory for the DP3E (L)).

Remark 1.3.1. Pre-gauge-transformed Lax-pair-associated functions are denoted with ‘hats’, whilst
post-gauge-transformed Lax-pair-associated functions are not; in some cases, these functions are equal,
and in others, they are not (see the discussion below). [ |

2This is a consequence of the ODE for the function f(7) presented on p. 1168 of [57] upon making the notational change
f(7)—= f=(7) and setting e; =—1.

3See equation (2) in [59].
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The study of the DP3E (1)) is based on the following pre-gauge-transformed Lax pair (see Proposition
2.1 of [57], with notational amendments):

0 (1, 7) = U2, 7Y (11, 7), 0r 0 (11, 7) =V (11, 7) ¥ (1, 7), (1.24)
where
ﬁ(u,T) = — 2i7'u03—|—27'< f) v 2,;1?:1;(7)> —l (ia—l—l—kw)ag
—D(7) 0 K 2y —A(7)B(7)
1 0 &(T)
+ u2 <iTB(T) 0o )’ (1.25)
2@ ia A(T)D(r
P, 7) = —iu203+u< ! W>+<2——M>@
—D(1) 0 T —A(7)B(7)
11 0 a(7)
_ﬁZ<iTB(T) 0 ) (1.26)
with o3 =diag(1,—1),
a(r);:_Q(B(T))*l(ia —A(r)B(7) +T(A(T)D(T)+B(T)é(7))) : (1.27)

and where the differentiable, scalar-valued functions A(7), B(7), C(r), and D(7) satisfy the system of
isomonodromy deformations

AI(T) =4C'(T) Y% —A(T)B(T), BI(T) = —4ﬁ(7) Y% —A(T)B(T),

(7D(7))' =—2iaD(7)+27B(7), (1.28)
(V=A0)B(r)) =2(A(1)D(1)~B(r)C(7)).

(Note: the isomonodromy deformations (L28) are, for arbitrary values of p € C, the Frobenius compati-
bility condition for the system (L24]).)

Remark 1.3.2. In fact, —i&(7)B(7)=¢eb, e==+1, so that the definition (2T is the first integral of the
system ([28) (see Lemma 2.1 of [57], with notational amendments). |

Remark 1.3.3. With conspicuous changes in notation (cf. system (4) in [57]), whilst transforming from
the original Lax pair

_ . 1 ia 1/ 0 C(n) 1i(V—A(r)B(r) A(r)
aA(I)()\,T)—T<—IO'3—X§U3—X<[)(T) 0 >+F§< B(T) _ _A(T)B(T)>>(I)()\,T),
. la 0 C(r)\ 1i[V—-A(r)B(r) A(r)
0P\, 7)= (—1/\034—;03— (D(T) 0 >_X§< B - _A(T)B(T)>><I>(/\,T),
to the Fuchs-Garnier pair (L24]), the Fabry-type transformation (cf. Proposition 2.1 in [57])

~

1 10 ———40__
A=p? and P\, T):=v1 ((O 8) —l—; (0 \/7141(7)13(7) U (p, )
was used; if, instead, one applies the slightly more general transformation

1 0 1/— A(r)P* -~ A(r) R
(A, 7)==+ (o 0)+; x/—f;g;)é(f) x/—Al<T>é<T> W (p, )

for some constant or T-dependent P*, then, in lieu of, say, the u-part of the Fuchs-Garnier pair (L24)),
that is, 0,9 (u, 7) =U(w, 7)¥ (1, 7), one arrives at

apb\/l\](ua T) = (2—1/1'4_204_21”71—’_22/1‘72) \/I}(ua T)7
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where
E_1=—2ir(_;‘ﬁp* _01), Eoz—zT(D(()T) 8)—%(@{; §1>
Alz(ia+%+%7%> (2_]P,1 2) EQZiT(B?T) 8)+d(7)(_£‘*)2 _1P*>,

with @&(7) defined by equation ([27). Setting P* = 0, one arrives at the Fuchs-Garnier pair stated in

Proposition 2.1 of [57], system (1.4) of [58], and system ([24]) of the present work. |

A relation between the Fuchs-Garnier pair (L24]) and the DP3E (1)) is given by (see, in particular,
Proposition 1.2 of [57], with notational amendments)

Proposition 1.3.1 ([57,58]). Let 4=1u(7) and ¢=@(1) solve the system
(@'(r)? a/(r) 1 b? 2 b

A1 _ _ o 2 T 2 - 5 T)— — _— .
(=TT e ) s, F= s (129)
where e==+1, and a,beC are independent of T; then,
A(r) = U i) Br) = — W) o),
Ny eT A’ (1) e 7(4 (1) +1b)

- eTB' (1) ge1?(7) 7(t/ (1) —1b)
D = == la—1/2)———~2 72
()= To T =2 (0 - )
solve the system ([L28). Conversely, let A(T)£0, B(1)#0, C(7), and D(7) solve the system (L28), and

define
a(r)i=erV—A(r)B(r), @(r):= _% n(=A(r)/B(r),  bi=i(r) (¢ (1) =207 (1.31)

then, b is independent of T, and u(7) and ¢(1) solve the system (L29).
Proposition 1.3.2. Let (cf. equation (21)))

2f_(7)::—i(a—i/2)+g (%) : (1.32)
and (cf. equation (L22)) p y .
@i+ I (HEER). (133)
Then, for ee{£1},
- er?A(T)D(r) T u(T
2f(7')—*7_§l)()—§%<ln<(7)—i¢(7)> , (1.34)
and
1, er?B(r)C(r) T a(r
Sh=-Z0C0 2 (M) i ) (1.35)
furthermore, p ) )
E—Zif+(7)—2f(7')+i7'<;3’(7')—2f(7')—1-17'(?&—1-%) . (1.36)

Proof. Without loss of generality, consider, say, the proof for the function f,(r): the proof for the
function fi(7) is analogous. One commences by establishing the following relation:

a'(r)—ib_2( 27
T

a(r -

A(r)D(r) . )
————— +(ia+1/2) | . (1.37)
V-A(r)B(7)
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From definition ([27)), the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28]), Remark[[3372 and the definition
of the function 4(7) given by the first (left-most) member of equations (IL31), it follows via differentiation
that

W' (r)—ib  27(A(r)D(r)=B(r)C(r))+V —A(r)B(r) i(eb)

27(A(7)D(7)— B(

\‘
N—
o)
S
N—
_|_
|
S
\‘
N—
m)
—~
\]
~—
o)
—~~
\]
~—
3>
S
N—

_ g( 27 A(r)D(7)
T\V—=A(7)B(r)

conversely, from the system of isomonodromy deformations (L.28]), the system (L.29)), and the definitions

(C30) and (T3], it follows that

4A(T)D(7) 457A(T)ﬁ(7) et (—EB’(T)ei“Z’(T)) :Tei%a(f) d (Mew(f))
4

\/ﬁ a(r)a(r) a(r) dr\ r
T < i@/(ﬂﬁ(:)_f‘(?ﬁ" T)>_ T (_ﬂ(T) <21_a+ ib >_a(g)+a/(7))

+(ia+1/2)> ;

T T a(r) T T

whence

2 ( 27A(r)D(7) ' (1)—1b
—| ————=+(a+1/2 —
T( —A(7)B(7) e /)> a(7)

which establishes equation (L37)). Via definition (IL32) and equation (L37), one shows that

f_(T):L)D(T) (1.38)

V-An)B(r)

hence, via the definition for @(7) given by the first (left-most) member of equations (L3]), one arrives at
the first (left-most) relation of equation (I34]); moreover, it follows from the ODE for the function ¢(7)
given in the system ([29) and definition (L32) that

=g (G ) —grtent=g (gm(" ) i),

which implies the second (right-most) relation of equation ([L34]). Equations (L34 and (L35) imply the
Corollary (I36), which is consistent with, and can also be derived from, the definition ([27) and the

first integral of system (L28) (cf. Remark [[L3.2]). O
Herewith follows the post-gauge-transformed Fuchs-Garnier pair.

Proposition 1.3.3. Let \/I\’(/J,,T) be a fundamental solution of the system (L24). Set

A=A, Br)=B(r)r,  C(r)=C(r)r ™, D(r)=D(r)r,

) ~ i (1.39)
a(r):=a(r)T'%  U(u,7):=7273U(u, 7).
Then: (1) U(u,7) is a fundamental solution of
0 (1, 7) =U(p, )W (1, 7), -0 (11, 7) =V, )W (1, 7), (1.40)

where

Up, 1) = — 2iTu03+2T<_£(T) —A(6)B(T)) - (ia+—+L(T))>U3
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it ")

~ , 0 __2A(1) A(T)D(1) 11 0 ()
Vip, ) = —iplos+ ( \/W)—i ———(.

(M T) H- o3t —D(T) ) —A(T)B(T)03 027

with

a(r)i==2(B(r)) " (ieV=AMB() +7(A(1)D(r)+B(r)C())) 1 (1.43)

and (i) if the coefficient functions A(t), B(r), C(7), and D(t) satisfy the system of isomonodromy
deformations (L28)) and the functions A(T), B(1), C(1), and D(7) are defined by equations (L39), then
the Frobenius compatibility condition of the system ([L4Q), for arbitrary values of pu € C, is that the
differentiable, scalar-valued functions A(t), B(t), C(7), and D(1) satisfy the corresponding system of
isomonodromy deformations

Al(r)= —i?aA(T) +4C(1)V —=A(T)B(1), B'(1)= i?GB(T) —4D(7)V—A(T)B(7),
(rC(7)) =iaC(1)—27A(T), (rD(1)) =—iaD(7)+27B(7), (1.44)
(V=AMBM) ) =2(A(r)D(7)~B(r)C (7).
Proof. If W(y, 7) is a fundamental solution of the system ([24)), then it follows from the isomonodromy

deformations (28)) and the definitions (I39) that ¥ (u, 7) solves the system ([L40), and that the functions
A(r), B(1), C(1), and D(7) satisfy the corresponding isomonodromy deformations (I44]). One verifies the

Frobenius compatibility condition for the system (L40) by showing that, V ue€C, 8Tﬁ(u, T)—@HT?(M, T)+

WU, 7), Vg, 7)] = ($9), where, for X,9 € M»(C), [X,9]:=X9—DX is the matrix commutator. O
Remark 1.3.4. Definitions (L27), (L39), and ([L43]), and Remark [[32 imply that —ia(7)B(1) = &b,
e==£1. |

Proposition 1.3.4. Let u(7) and o(7) solve the system

WP ) N P _a
u(T) T +7’( 8e(u(r))"+2 b)—i_u(r)7 T u(r)’

Ar)i= U0 o), Br)m =T et
T ia el (1) T(u (1) +1
Cri= o (404240 ) = =5 (e + ), (1.46)
€T 'y _i_a . __Eefi“’(T) i _T(u’(T)—ib)
D(r):= 4u(T) (B (7) T B )) B 2T ( ( /2) 2u(T) )

solve the system ([(LA)). Conversely, let A(T)#0, B(1)#0, C(1), and D(T) solve the system (LA, and
define

u(r):=erV—A(T)B(71), @(T)::—%ln(—A(T)/B(T)), b::u(T)((p/(T)—anl); (1.47)

then, b is independent of T, and u(7) and ¢(7) solve the system (L43).

Proof. Via the definition of 4(7) given by the first (left-most) member of equations (L3I and the
definitions (L39]), one arrives at the definition for u(7) given by the first (left-most) member of equations
(CA10); in particular, it follows that u(7) = 4(7), and, from the first equation of system ([29)), u(7)
solves the DP3E (L)) (see the first equation of the system ([L45])). Let o(7) be defined as in equations
(D), that is, p(7) = —iln(v—A(7)B(7)/B(7)); then, via differentiation, the definition (L43), and the

corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations (L44]), it follows that

¢ =~ g (YAOP0) 55 )
<2(A(T) (r)— B(T)C( ) 1 (i_@B(T)_w(T) —A(T)B(T)))

T
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2i
vV —A(r)B(7)
a 2i ieb ia
7 V—A(T)B(7) <

that is, ¢(7) solves the ODE given by the second (right-most) member of the system ([43]); moreover, it
also follows from the definitions (L31]), (L39), and (L47) that

- _ 24_ (A(T)D(7)+B(1)C(1))

o(T)=¢(1)—alnT. (1.48)

The definitions ([46) for the functions A(7), B(7), C(7), and D(7) are a consequence of the definitions
(C30) and ([L39), the fact that u(7) = 4(7), and equation (L4]]). A series of lengthy, but otherwise
straightforward, differentiation arguments completes the proof. O

Remark 1.3.5. It also follows from the ODE satisfied by ¢(7) given in the system ([229) and equation
([T48) that ¢(7) solves the corresponding ODE given in the system (L45). [ |

Proposition 1.3.5. Let

2f_(T):=—i(a—i/2)+g<M> , (1.49)
and

§f+(7)::i(a+i/2)+g (M) . (1.50)

Then, for ee{£l},

_2ET2A(T)D(T):Ii N K Zilo(P) +alnT
27-() =200 28 (M) itetr)+amn) ) (151)
and
4i _ 2em?B(r)C(r) T d u(t)) . .
Eer(T)——T—iEOn(T)+1(gp(7’)+aln7’)) ; (1.52)
furthermore, .
§f+(7')—2f(T)+i7'%(<p(7’)+alnr)—2f(7')—1-17'(27_—&—1-%) : (1.53)

Proof. Via definition ([43), the system ([45), the corresponding system of isomonodromy defor-
mations (L44), Remark [[34] and the definitions ([L46) and ([47), one establishes the veracity of the

relation
u'(r)—ib _ 2 ( 27A(7)D(7) .
= ( —10)B() +( +1/2)> , (1.54)

and then proceeds, mutatis mutandis, as in the proof of Proposition [[3:2l The Corollary (L53]) follows
from, and is consistent with, the definition (IZ43)) and the first integral of system ([LZ4]) (cf. Remark [34]).
O

u(T) T

Remark 1.3.6. One deduces from the definitions ([[L39), equation (4]]), and Propositions and
L35 that fi(7)=fs(7). [ |

Remark 1.3.7. A lengthy algebraic exercise reveals that, in terms of the coefficient functions A(r),
B(7), C(1), and D(7) satisfying the corresponding isomonodromy deformations ((LZ4]), the Hamiltonian
function (cf. equation (CI0))) reads:

1 (1 L 2A@DE) N s WD) o ADD@)
H(T)—2T< +5+ _A(T)B(T)) +47vV—A(T)B(1) B0 +27C(1)D(1)+ —AB0T

Remark 1.3.8. Hereafter, all explicit 7 dependencies are suppressed, except where imperative. |
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1.4 Canonical Solutions and the Monodromy Data

A succinet discussion of the monodromy data associated with the system ([L40) is presented in this
subsection (see, in particular, [57, [58]).

For peC, the system (L40Q) has two irregular singular points, one being the point at infinity (u=o00)
and the other being the origin (1 =0). For doo, do >0 and m € Z, define the (sectorial) neighbourhoods
Q2 and QY| respectively, of these singular points:

E (m—1)< arg(u)-i—% arg(7) <

0 = {MEC; >3 §<m+1>},

1 1
0, = {MEC; 1] < 8o, m(m—1) <arg(u)— 5 arg(r) — 5 arg(ab><w<m+1>}.

Proposition 1.4.1 ([57,E8]). There exist solutions Y2 (u) =Y (1, 7) and X0, (1) =X% (u,7), meZ, of
the system (LAQ) that are uniquely defined by the following asymptotic expansions:

Vi) = (RO e ) exp (< 4 a-i/2) ) o)
X0 (n) = (I+21u+- . ) exp(—i\/st;flag) ,
00 S0

where I=diag(1,1), Inp:=In|u|+iargu,

) A(r) , @
v= <—1D(()7')/2 \/W) , v < 0 é?) ’
(2) _—i ™V — T T T T T A(T)D(T)
Q= (rv AIBE) +70(r)D(r)+ o).
v =5 (V=ADB) +C(n)D(r) ) |
i b 1/4 o3 R 11) 12)
o) o 2=

27 A(T)D(T)

of . 1
NCEip _l(la+§+¢—A<r>B<r>) 2ir%2V—A(r)B(r) _D(r)V'reb
! 2v/7eb Veb B(r) '

(14 1 4 2rAGD()
209 _ i3+ FER)

2V Teb '

and o1 =(9}).

Remark 1.4.1. The canonical solutions X? (11), m € Z, are defined uniquely provided that the branch of
(B(7))Y/? is fixed: hereafter, the branch of (B(7))"/? is not fixed; therefore, the set of canonical solutions
{XY (1) }mez is defined up to a sign. This ambiguity doesn’t affect the definition of the Stokes multipliers
(see equations (LBA]) below); rather, it results in a sign discrepancy in the definition of the connection
matrix, G (see equation (58] below). [ |

The canonical solutions, Y5O () and X2 (11), m €Z, enable one to define the Stokes matrices, S3° and

SV | respectively:
Yoo () =Y (1) S, X1 (1) =X5, (1) S (1.55)

The Stokes matrices are independent of 1 and 7, and have the following structures:

o [ 1 0 o _ (1 85 0_1ng 0 . 1 0
S2m_ (ngn 1) ) S2m+1_ (O 1 ) ) S2m_ (O 1 ) S2m+1_ ng+1 1)

The parameters s3° and s9, are called the Stokes multipliers: it can be shown that

oo __
S ia=e

m+4

—27n(a—i/2)o3 5105627r(a7i/2)03, SSH_2 _ S?n (156)

Equations (L56) imply that the number of independent Stokes multipliers does not exceed six; for exam-
ple, 9, sY, 69, 59, 55°, and s$°. Furthermore, due to the special structure of the system (LZ0), that is,
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the coefficient matrices of odd (resp., even) powers of y in U(y, 7) are diagonal (resp., off-diagonal) and
vice-versa for V(u, 7), one can deduce the following relations for the Stokes matrices:

S;o:+2 :0,36—7r(a—i/2)<73 Szfeﬂ'(a—i/Z)ag o3, 57011

41 20'159”0'1. (157)

Equations (L57)) reduce the number of independent Stokes multipliers by two, that is, all Stokes multipliers
can be expressed in terms of s, s§°, s5°, and a. There is one more relation between the Stokes multipliers
that follows from the so-called cyclic relation (see equation (L59) below). Define the monodromy matrix
at the point at infinity, M°°, and the monodromy matrix at the origin, M?, via the following relations:

Y§° (pe™2™) = Y5 (n) M, X0 (pe™2m™) == X5 () M.
Since Y& (1) and XJ (1) are solutions of the system (L40), they differ by a right-hand (matrix) factor G:
Y (1) =X3(0)G, (158)

where G is called the connection matriz. As matrices relating fundamental solutions of the system (40,

the monodromy, connection, and Stokes matrices are independent of 1 and 7; moreover, since tr(U(u, 7)) =

tr(V(p, 7)) =0, it follows that det(M>°) = det(M?) =det(G)=1. From the definition of the monodromy
and connection matrices, one deduces the following cyclic relation:

GM>=M"G. (1.59)
The monodromy matrices can be expressed in terms of the Stokes matrices:

M = S3° 850 S50 550e2mlai/2)7s, M°=S505Y.

The Stokes multipliers, s§, s5°, and s5°, the elements of the connection matrix, (G);; =:gij, i,j € {1, 2},

and the parameter of formal monodromy, a, are called the monodromy data.

1.5 The Monodromy Manifold, the Direct and Inverse Problems of Mon-
odromy Theory, and Organisation of the Paper

In this subsection, the monodromy manifold is introduced, the direct and inverse problems of monodromy
theory are discussed (see, for example, [0, 29, 42 52], and Section 2 of [55]), and the contents of this
work are delineated.

Consider C® with co-ordinates (a, 88,sgo,sfo,gll,glg,ggl,ggg). The—algebraic—variety defined by
det(G)=1 and the semi-cyclic relation

G 18001G =55 57 gzem(a"1/2)os (1.60)

are called the manifold of the monodromy data, M. Since only three of the four equations in the semi-cyclic
relation (C60) are independent, it follows that dimc (M) =4; more specifically, the system of algebraic
equations defining M reads

-2 :0,— 0 P
sg 87 =—l—e T—isge” ", 921922 — 911912+ 50911922 =i~ "¢, (1.61)
2 2 0 . oo — 2 2,0 : .
911921 — 50911921 =155°€" ", gao—gia+S0g12g22 =is7°€"™ ", g11922—g12921 = 1.

Remark 1.5.1. To achieve a one-to-one correspondence between the coefficients of the system ([40)
and the points on M, one has to factorize M by the involution G — —G (cf. Remark [LZAT]), that is,
GePSL(2,C). [ |

As shown in Section 2 of [57], equations (LE1]) defining M are equivalent to one of the following three
systems: (D) g11g20#0 =

—Ta

0o (g21+1€™g11) §° — i(ga2+igiae™"%)e

o 3 O ie” ™+ g11912— 921922 (1.62)
0 g22 ’ ! gi11 ’ 0 g11922 '
ii) g11 and go2 =0, in which case the parameters are sy and g1, an
ii) g 0 and g 0, i hich th t 8 dg d
je—Ta ie—37ra
gi2=— P go1=—1e"%g11, 880:—igfl(l—l—e?”—f—isge”)e”, s7P=— 7 : (1.63)
11

Ta

4In these equations, €™ is considered to be a parameter.

5This case does not exclude the possibility that g2 =0 or go; =0. There is a misprint in Section 2, p. 1172 of [57]: in

_i(g22+igioe” T M)e " T?

g11

item (1), below equations (33), the formula for the Stokes multiplier s¢° must be changed to s$° =
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and (iii) g11 =0 and g22#0, in which case the parameters are s) and gao, and

—Ta —Ta

ie ie
g12=1e"%ga0,  go1= ot 5802——92 , si’o:—ig%z(1+e2m+isgem)e_m. (1.64)
22 22

Asymptotics as 7 — +0 and 7 — +i0 (resp., as 7 — +0o and T — +ioo) of the general (resp., general
regular) solution of the DP3E (1)), and its associated Hamiltonian function, H(7), parametrised in
terms of the proper open subset of M corresponding to case (i) were presented in [57]4 and asymptotics
as T — oo and 7— +ico of general regular and singular solutions of the DP3E (L]), and its associated
Hamiltonian and auxiliary functions, H(7) and f_ (T)ﬂ respectively, parametrised in terms of the proper
open subset of M corresponding to case (i) were obtained in [58]; furthermore, three-real-parameter
families of solutions of the DP3E (II]) that possess infinite sequences of poles and zeros asymptotically
located along the imaginary and real axes were identified, and the asymptotic distribution of these poles
and zeros were also derived. The purpose of the present work, therefore, is to close the aforementioned
gaps, and to continue to cover M by deriving asymptotics (as 7 — +o0o and 7 — +ico) of u(7), and the
related functions fi(7), H(7), and o(7), that are parametrised in terms of the complementary proper
open subsets of M corresponding to cases (ii) and (iii) 8 For notational consistency with the main body
of the text, cases (ii) and (iii) for M will, henceforth, be referred to via the integer index k€ {%1}; more
specifically, case (ii), that is, g11 #0, goo =0, and g12921 = —1, will be designated by k= +1, and case
(iii), that is, g11 =0, ga2 #0, and g12¢921 =—1, will be designated by k=—1.

Without loss of generality, and with a slight, temporary amendment of the notation, reconsider, for
given a € C, be R\ {0}, and € € {£1}, the first-order linear matrix ODE that constitutes the u-part of
the post-gauge-transformed Fuchs-Garnier pair given in the system (CZ0) [

O (p, ) =U(, 75 ¥) ¥ (11, 7), (1.65)

where p1,7€C, C°>>¥:=(A(7), B(1),C(1), D(1), vV —A(T)B(7)) is a vector-valued function constructed
from the matrix elements of the coefficient matrices in the decomposition of (cf. equation (L)) My (C) >
WU(u, 7;¥) into partial fractions, U(u, 7;¥) is a rational function with respect to the spectral parameter
w with poles that are independent of 7, and tr(U(u, 7;¥)) =0. The direct problem of monodromy theory
(DMP) can be stated as follows: using the tuple of coefficients (7, A(7), B(t), C(7), D(7),V —A(1)B(7)),
find the monodromy data 9 := (a, 59, s5°, $5°, 911, 912, g21, g22) € M (recall that the monodromy data
are not independent and are related via the algebraic equations (LGI]), which define the complex man-
ifold M € C® called the manifold of the monodromy data), or, in other words, it is a correspondence
(1, A(7), B(1), C(7), D(7),V/ = A(T) B(7)) — system (LB3) — 9 eM. The inverse problem of monodromy
theory (IMP) can be stated as follows: using the data set {7, 9}, find y € C5 such that the system ([.65)
constructed with the help of the co-ordinate (or coefficient) functions of ¥ has the monodromy data
M € M, or, in other words, it is the inverse map {7, M} — (7, A(7), B(7),C(7), D(7),V —A(r)B(7)) [
Thus, if one fixes the collection of the monodromy data 9t € M and denotes by T C C the set of all 7
for which the IMP is solvable, then the functions A(7), B(t),C(7), D(t),V/—A(1)B(7): T—C are deter-
mined, and thus, via Proposition [L3.4] the 2-tuple (u(7), (7)) solves the system (LZA) [ The complete
set of the monodromy data corresponding to the system (L65) (equivalently, the system (L40)) depends,
in general, on both 7 and ¥, and will be denoted by 9 (7;¥). As a consequence of the requirement that the
monodromy data be independent of 7 and ¥, that is, 0(7; ¥) = const., it is necessary that ¥y =y(7) satisfy
the system of isomonodromy deformations (non-linear ODEs) ([L44]), which can be presented in the form

£3() = (= 2 A(D)HC(1)V—A(7) B(7), © B(r)—4D(7)V = A(r) B(7), 2O (r)=2A(7), ~ 1L D(r)+
2B(7),2(A(1)D(7)—B(7)C(7))) . Clearly, M(7;¥) € M. Denote by Mj the collection of monodromy data
for which the IMP is explicitly solvable: for other 9(7;¥) € M, it is possible to solve the IMP asymp-
totically (as 7 — +o00, say); this leads to, for example, asymptotic formulae for solutions of the DP3E

(CI). Let D € M \ M3 be a domain. The IMP is said to be asymptotically solvable (as T — +oo, say)

6 Asymptotics as 7 — +0 and 7 — =+i0 for the corresponding T-function, but without the ‘constant term’, were also
conjectured in [57].

"Denoted as f(7) in [58].

8 Asymptotics as 7 — £0 and 7 — £i0 for u(7), H(7), f+(7), and o(7) corresponding to cases (ii) and (iii) will be
presented elsewhere.

90ne merely makes the purely notational change ﬁ(u, T) —)ﬁ(u, 7;¥) in equation ([4I]). Analogous statements can be
made regarding the u-part of the pre-gauge-transformed Fuchs-Garnier pair presented in the system ([24]).

10Tf there exists a solution of the IMP, then it is unique [0} 29] 42} [52] [55].

11 As long as the monodromy data is given, the function ¢(7) is fixed modulo 27l, [ €Z, or, alternatively, the constant of
integration in the system (ILZ4H]) is defined via the monodromy data modulo 27l. The function ¢(7) belongs to the class of
functions defined by the equivalence relation p=p+27l, [€Z.
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if, for any 9t € D representing the monodromy data, there exists an asymptotically locally uniform M
vector-valued function y* =y* (1;9):= (A(1; M), B(T; M), C(7; M), D(7; M),V —A(1; M) B(1; M) ) € C°
constructed from the matrix elements of the Mz (C)-coefficients of the system (LGH) that is analytic
in (T,+00) x D and invertible with respect to 9, and the monodromy data 9*(7; 1) correspond-
ing to y*(7;9M) can be represented as M*(7; M) = M+ &(; M), where G(7; M) is a locally uni-
formly decreasing vector-valued function, that is, ||9*(7;9%) —9M|| = ||&(r;M)|| < C|7|~% as 7 —
+ool where C > 0 and 6, > 0 are the same for all D*(7;9) [52, BE|LY In fact, according to the
THEOREM in [52], if the IMP is solvable for the domain D, then, for any 9, € D representing the
monodromy data for the system ([LG3]), there exists a unique vector-valued function y = y(7;9Mp) :=
(A(T;90), B(T;9M0), C(7:Mo), D(1; M), V—A(T; M) B(7;9Mg)) € C° formed by the matrix elements
of the My (C)-coefficients of the system (L65) that is analytic in (T,4+o00) x D such that the mon-
odromy data 9(7;9MMy) corresponding to y(7;9My) coincides with My for all 7 € (T, +00), namely,
|90 (75 90) —Mo|| = o(7~%+) uniformly as 7— +00, 8, >0.

Remark 1.5.2. The explication above of the DMP and IMP for the p-part of the system ([C40) was

formulated within the framework of the C-valued functions A(7), B(7), C(7), D(7), and v —A(7)B(T)
(solving the system of isomonodromy deformations (44])) which appear as matrix elements of the My (C)-

coefficients of (cf. equation (TAT)) U(x, 7) in its partial fraction decomposition with respect to the spectral
parameter u. Equivalently, via the definition (I43]), Remark [[L3.4] and Proposition[[.3:4] one may eschew
the C-valued functions A(7), B(r), C(7), D(7), and v—A(7)B(7) altogether and re-express U(u,7) €
M3(C) solely in terms of the 3-tuple of C-valued functions (u(7),¢(7),u (7)), where, in particular, the
2-tuple (u(7), (7)) solves the system (L43]), that is,

- , 0 2ieel#(7)
W(p, 7)= — 2iTpos+27 e 19(D) (i(a— i) — 7'(u'(‘r)fib)) 0
2 u(r)

27 2u(T)
I _ lebr Lip(T)
17 (r) 1b)03+i . 07. we 7 (1.66)
wo 2u(r) p2 \ —iu(r)e (") 0

and regurgitate verbatim the above discussion of the DMP and IMP in terms of the C-valued functions
u(7), (1), and v/ (7); but, since the former, and not the latter, approach has been adopted in the present
work, this matter will not be addressed further. |

The contents of this paper, the main body of which is devoted to the asymptotic analysis (as 7— 400
for eb>0) of u(7) and the related, auxiliary functions f1 (7), H(7), and o(7), are now described. In Section
2l the main asymptotic results as 7 — +oo and 7 — +ico for u(7), f1(7), H(7), and o(7) parametrised
in terms of the monodromy data corresponding to the cases designated by the index k € {£1} (see the
discussion above) are stated. In Section [3 the asymptotic (as 7 — 400 for b > 0) solution of the DMP
for the p-part of the system ([L40), under certain tempered restrictions on its coefficient functions (in
some class(es) of functions) that are consistent with the monodromy data corresponding to k € {£1},
is presented; in particular, with the coefficient functions satisfying the asymptotic conditions BI7), the
asymptotic representation for the connection matrix, G, corresponding to k € {+1} stated in Theorem
[B3Tlis obtained, and, in conjunction with the parametrisations (CG3) and (L64), the complete asymptotic
representation for the monodromy data is derived. The latter analysis is predicated on focusing the
principal emphasis on the study of the global asymptotic properties of the fundamental solution of the
system (L40) via the possibility of ‘matching’ different local asymptotic expansions of U(u, 7) at singular
and turning points, namely, matching WKB-asymptotics of the fundamental solution of the system ([.40)
with its parametrix represented in terms of parabolic-cylinder functions in open neighbourhoods of double-
turning points. In Section [4] the asymptotic results derived in Section [ are inverted in order to solve the

12A function f(7,\) is said to be asymptotically locally uniform (as T — +oo, say) if, for any point A in the domain
of definition of f(7,)), there exist functions hi(7,A) and ha(7, A) such that, for any €. > 0, there exist numbers T" and
05 =0x(A, &) >0 such that, for any (T, +00)> 7 and for all A€Bj; (A):={X; [A=A|<0«} (the open ball of radius 0« centred

at \), the inequality h1 (7, A\)(1—&x) <|f(7, N)| <ha(r, A)(14€,) is satisfied; furthermore, if k1 (7, X), ha(1, A) =0 (as T — +o0,
say) in the latter inequality, then f(7, A) is said to be a locally uniformly decreasing function [52].

13|]-|| is any norm in C8.

M There are also asymptotics obtained via the IDM for which the vector-valued function(s) y* = y*(7;9) have poles
for certain M € D with oo (the point at infinity) being an accumulation point of the poles (see, for example, [58]). In
such cases, (T, +00) must be replaced by US°_(T2m, Tom+1), with Ty, 7 0o, where the poles lie in the intervals (lacunae)
(Tom+1, Tom+2), and where the ratio of the lengths of the intervals containing the poles to the lengths of the intervals
[ Tomt2—Tom+1l

[T2m41—T2m]
U (T2m, T2m+1) XD should be regarded as the domain of definition for ¥*(7;91), and the IDM enables one to prove the
existence of an analytic solution for 7€ C whose asymptotic behaviour on U°_,(T2m, Tam+1) is determined by ¥*(7;901)
and with poles in the intervals (T2m+1, Tom+2) [52]. For complexified 7 with |7| — 400, (T, +00) must be replaced by a
Swiss-cheese-like, multiply-connected strip domain (see, for example, [53]).

devoid of poles must tend to zero, that is, —0 as Nom— oo (see [52] for technical details). In such cases,
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IMP for the p-part of the system ([LZ0), that is, explicit asymptotics for the coefficient functions of the u-
part of the system ([L40Q) are parametrised in terms of the monodromy data corresponding to k€ {+1}; in
particular, via the inversion of the asymptotic representation for the connection matrix corresponding to
ke{+1}, explicit asymptotic expressions for the coefficient functions parametrised in terms of points on
M are obtained. Under the permanency of the isomonodromy condition on the corresponding connection
matrices, namely, the monodromy data are constant and satisfy certain conditions, one deduces that
the asymptotics obtained via inversion represent an asymptotic solution of the IMP and satisfy all the
restrictions imposed in Section [B} however, since it is not immediately apparent that an asymptotic
solution of the IMP represents an asymptotic expansion of the functions in the systems ([L44]) and (T43),
because the asymptotic solution of the corresponding monodromy problem was obtained via the IDM,
one can use the justification scheme presented in [52] (see, also, [10, 29| [43]) to prove solvability of the
corresponding monodromy problem, from which it follows, therefore, that there exist—exact—solutions
of the system of isomonodromy deformations ([L44]) whose asymptotics coincide with those obtained in
this section. In order to extend the results derived in Sections Bl and H for asymptotics of u(7), f1(7),
H(7), and o(7) on the positive semi-axis (7 — +o00) for eb>0 to asymptotics on the negative semi-axis
(T — —00) and on the imaginary axis (7 — +ico) for both positive and negative values of €b, one applies
the (group) action of the Lie-point symmetries changing 7 — —7, 7 — 7, a = —a, and 7 — +ir derived
in Appendix [D] on the proper open subsets of M corresponding to k € {£1}. Finally, in Appendix [E]
asymptotics as 7 — oo and 7 — £ioo with £(eb) >0 for the multi-valued function ¢(7) are presented.

2 Summary of Results

In this work, the detailed analysis of asymptotics as 7 — 400 for b > 0 of u(7) and the associated
functions f1 (1), H(7), o(7), and @(7) is presented. In order to arrive at the corresponding asymptotics
of w(r), fx(r), H(r), o(r), and ¢(7) for positive, negative, and pure-imaginary values of 7 for both
positive and negative values of b, one applies the actions of the Lie-point symmetries changing 7— —7,
T—7, a——a, and T — +iT on M (see Appendices [D.IHD.4] respectively). The ‘composed’ symmetries of

these actions on M are presented in Appendix [D.5lin terms of two auxiliary mappings, both of which are
isomorphisms on M, denoted by F*} Llea.m(ey)> Which is relevant for real 7, and ?Ef £y .m(29)> Which is relevant

for pure-imaginary 7; more precisely, from Appendix D5

F . eyt M= M, (a, 50,55, 55°, 911, 912, 921, g22) = ((—1)%2a, 50 (€1, €2, m(e2) |£),
50° (1,62, m(e2)[0), s7° (€1, €2, m(€2)[€), g11(€1, €2, m(£2)]£),
g12(e1, €2, m(£2)[€), g21(e1, €2, m(£2)|€), g2 (€1, €2, m(e2)|€)) , (2.1)

where e1,e2€{0,£1}, m(eg)= { igz({’;ze:&l}’ ¢€{0,1}, and the explicit expressions for s)(e1, £2, m(£2)|¢),

530 (1,62, m(e2)]0), s3°(e1, €2, m(e2)|€), and g;j(e1, €2, m(e2)|€), i, 7 €{1,2}, are given in equations (D.83)—

and (D100) (D.I20), and

fﬂ{f}sz meny: M= (a, 80, 567,55, 911, 912, g21, g22) — ((—1)1+é2a, 80(81,&2,m(22)0),
85 (81, 82, m(82)]0), 7° (€1, 2, (E)[0), 11 (81, €2, 1 (E2)]0),

§12(5175277%(52)@)7@21(517527m(52)|£),§2z(517527m(52)|£)) : (2.2)

where &, € {£1}, &€ {0, £1}, m(éy) = { Oiffesl{ilo}’ (€{0,1}, and the expressions for 8(&1, s, 7 (€2)|4),

85°(€1, 89, m(E2)[0), 55°(81, €9, m(E2)|0), and §;j (21, é2,m(E2)|0), i, j € {1, 2}, are given in equations (D98) -
and (D.121))- .

Remark 2.1. It is worth noting that s9(e1,eq, m(e2)[€) = s =89(£1, &2, 10(2)|0); furthermore, it follows

Due to the involution G — —G (cf. Remarks [[Z1] and [[5.1)), it suffices to take [=1'=+1 in equations (O33)-(D129).
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that card{(e1, 2, m(e2)[f)} =30 and card{(¢1, &, m(&2)|f)} =16, that is, for £,/ {0,1},

(0,0, 0|ﬂ)
(—1,0,0[4),
(1 0,0]0), A
(0,—1,-1]¢), (1,1,0[6),
( 1 1|£)a (17_170|A)a
(071’_1|€)’ (_1a170|A)a
(O 1, 1|€), A
(e1,e2,m(e2)|€) =< (-1, —1/0), and (€1,€2,m(€ 2)|€A) (=1, 170')’ [ ]
(1, _1 “1)0), (1,0,-1[¢),
(—1,-1,1]0), (—1,0,-1[),
(1 —1,1]0), (1,0,1/0),
(—1,1,-1¢), —1,0,1/0).
( 1), ( 1£)
(—1,1,1]¢),
( 1,16),

Via the above-defined notation(s) and Remark [ZT] asymptotics as 7 — +00 (resp., 7 — +ioco) for +(gb) >0
of u(t), fi(r), H(r), and o(7) are presented in Theorem [ZT] (resp., Theorem 22]) below, whilst asymp-
totics as 7 — +oo (resp., T — Fioco) for £(eb) > 0 of H(7) are presented in Appendix [E] Theorem [E.]
(resp., Theorem [E.2]).

Remark 2.2. The roots and fractional powers of positive quantities are assumed positive, whilst the
branches of the roots of complex quantities can be taken arbitrarily, unless stated otherwise; moreover,
it is assumed that, for negative real z, the following branches are always taken: z'/3 := —|z|*/3 and
22/3.= (21/3)2, |

Remark 2.3. If one is only interested in the asymptotics as 7 — +oo for eb >0 of the functions u(r),
f (1), H(7), and o(7), then, in Theorem 2T below, one sets (€1, 2, m(e2)|¢)=(0,0,0/0) and uses the fact
that (see Appendix [D.5 the identity map ([D.83)) s9(0,0,0/0)=s), s5°(0,0,0/0)=s5, 55°(0,0,0/0)=s5°,
and gij(07070|0):gij7 2736{172} u

Theorem 2.1. Let u(7) be a solution of the DP3E (ILI)) and @(7) be the general solution of the ODE
@' (1)=2ar" +b(u(r))~t for eb>0 corresponding to the monodromy data (a,sd, s&, 55°, g1, 912, 921, g22)-

Let er,e2€{0, %1}, mea) ={ 4o 2500y, (€0, 1}, and sb=|eble™== [T For k=+1, let

gu1(e1, €2, m(e2)[0)g12(€1, €2, m(€2)|0)g21 (€1, €2, m(£2)|[() #0  and  gaz(€1, €2, m(e2)£) =0,
and, for k=—1, let

g11(e1,82,m(e2)|0)=0 and gi2(e1,e2,m(e2)[€)g21(e1, €2, m(e2)|€)g22(e1, £2,m(22)[€) #0
Then, for 38(51,52,m(52)|€)7éie(_1)1+52”JT_7|

(—1)6115(5196 1#62)1/2 mk/4(80(517527 (82)|£)_ie(_1)1+52ﬂ-a)

ur) = ugun)-

TortooeiTeL T 23/231/4(2 4\ /3)ik(- )1 F2a
x e~ WOHRIO) (110 (r71)) ke {1}, (2.3)
where
uS,k(T):co,kT (14—7’2/32 517_1/3 ), (2.4)
with

b 2/3
Co.k ::%e*‘zﬂkw, (2.5)

16See Remark [Z4] below.
7For 38 (e1,€2, m(€2)|£):ic(*1)l+€2 7@ the exponentially small correction terms in the asymptotics (23), (2I4), (ZI6),

220), and [224) are absent.
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qe—i27k/3

a
uO(k):W:@’ uy (k) =uz(k) =u3 (k) =us (k) =ur (k) =ug (k) =0, (2.6)
a(a2—|—1) aQ(a2+1)efi2ﬂ'k/3 a(a2+1)ei2ﬂ-k/3
u4( ) 34(&_()) ) uﬁ( ) 35(&_())4/3 ) uS( ) 35(8b)5/3 ) ( 7)
where _
v =272 (eb) /6l R /3 (2.8)
and, for meZy:={0} UN,
1 CO,k 2
a3 (K) = 5= (55)(W02(0m13) (6) = 200 (k10200 12) (6) 472 0m2) (k) — 0 () 1) ()
1 2(m+4)
+ an m2 (m+1)— p(k)>_§ Z (up(k)+mp(k))u2(m+4)fp(k)
p=0
1/cok om+7\>
_5(7) ( 3 ) uz(m+3) (k) (2.9)
Ua(m+5)+1(k) =0, (2.10)
where
wo(k)=—uo(k),  wi(k)=0,  twnio(k)=—tpia(k Zmp Nun_p(k), neZy, (2.11)
with
J
n;i(k):=—=2(+3)uj2(k)+>_(p+1)(i—p+up(k)u;_p(k), JEZy, (2.12)
p=0
and
I(r) = 37\/5(—1)62 (eb)M/372/3 B(r) = g(—1)52 (eb) /3723, (2.13)

Let the auziliary function f_(7) (corresponding to u(t) above) defined by equation ([[ZA9) solve the
ODE ([L19)), and let the auziliary function f4(7) (corresponding to u(r) above) defined by equation (LH0)

solve the ODE (L20). Then, for 88(51752,m(82)|f)7éie(—1)l+€2”“;

2 r) = () S (eI ORI e s (o1, 2, m(ea) ) —iel D)
e TORT /7 2231 /A(\ 34 1) h(2++/3) k(- D e2a
x 71/3e=(B(r)+iko(7)) (1+O(r*1/3)) . ke{+1}, (2.14)

where

i(_1)\e2 /3.i27k/
fialr) = —i((—1)ra—j2) LD /<2+T2w§: . ), (2.15)

and
41(_1)52 . (_1)51(Ebefiw@)1/6€i7rk/4eiﬂ-k/3( (k+1)/2 _ (\/__|_1) )
— ) = for(n)+ =
cb T —s+ooeiTEl ﬁ2k/231/4(2+\/§)1k( 1) a
x (s§(e1,22,m(e2)[0) —ie N 712 (BRI
><(1+0(T—1/3)), ke {1}, (2.16)
where

B (1) =i((—1)%2a41/2) (1) (eb) /3ei2nh/372/3 (1—1—7_2/3 Z (f)):f;’;;;(@)) 7 (2.17)

m=0
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with ) . 1Yra(l i1
to(k)Z%lz)ﬂ, qk)=0, (k)= 318;'4( D2 =0, (218)
k k
‘o 2 R B (=D,
2060140 = Y (402 s (0) (k) 5 (= 2y 0, (0
p=0
+ i4ai(um+4(k)—uo(k)um+2(k))— (_; ” (m+4)um+2(k), meZ.,.. (219)

Let the Hamiltonian function H(T) (corresponding to u(t) above) be defined by equation (LI0). Then,
for s§(ex,e2,m(e2)|) #ieD e,

(_1)51 (abefiﬂ-sz)1/66i7'rk/4€i71-k/3(58(617 €2, m(52)|€) _ie(,1)1+52ﬂ-a)

H(r) o> -ooei™eL Ho o (7)= VT 26/238/4(\/34 1)k (24+/3) k(=D Fe2a
« 772/3645(7)“1«19(7))(H@(fl/s)) . ke{x1}, (2.20)
where
H 1, (1) = 3(eb)?/ B 2TR/B1/5 4 9 (eb) V3123 (g —i(—1)% /2)7_1/3—1—%((@—1(—1)52 /2)?
— 137  ap(r AP Y (— 4a—=i(=1)%/2)um 2 (k) +ag0m (k)
m=0
2 (6p<k>—4<a—i<—1>€2/2>up<k>)mmp<k>> (C VD (2.21)
p=0
with
m—+2
O (k) =) (8tty ()t 2 (k) + (414 (k) =t (k) )t 2 (K))
p=0
- i pzl tml(k)tp1—m1(k)um—p1(k)a meZy, (2.22)
p1=0m1=0
and 5 (12a2_|_1)ei7rk/3 B B )
f)o(k):—Wa b1(k)=0, bm+2(k) = ajom (k). (2.23)

Let the auziliary function o(7) (corresponding to u(t) above) defined by equation ([[LI3) solve the
ODE ([Id). Then, for sO(cy1,c0,m(es)|l) #iel~D" " ?7a
( ) 0 ( ) (_1)51(Ebe_i”z)1/Gei”k/4ei”k/3(88(51,52,m(52)|€)—ie(_1)1+€2”“)
o(r = o4 (T)— :
rorsmoetr 08 R I EBA(E 1) (14 kE) L2+ BRI
><Tl/3e*<5(”+““9(7”(1+O(Fl/3)), ke{=1}, (2.24)

where

. . 1
8 5 (7) = 3(eb)?/Pe2R/3TA/3 _j(—1)=22(eb) /3 2R/ 3 (1 +i(—1)2a) 7 3+§ (1+i(-1)*2a)?

+1/3)+ajr?/? i <—4(a—i(—1)62/2)um+z(k)+aiam<k)+§j<6p<k)

m=0 p=0
- 4(a_i(_1)82/2)up(k))mmp(k)+i(_1)82rM+2(k)) (=)= 9™, (2.25)

Remark 2.4. To be unequivocally clear, the first two sentences of the formulation of Theorem 2.1]
do not imply that 2 =0 (similar comments apply, mutatis mutandis, to Theorems 2.2 [E]l and [E.2).
The first sentence of Theorem 2] states that u(7) is a solution of the DP3E (L) and ¢(7) is the
general solution of the ODE ¢'(7)=2a7 ! +b(u(r))~! for eb>0 corresponding to the monodromy data
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(a,s9,55°, 8%, g11, 912, 21, g22). Taking into account Remarks 2] and 23] these monodromy co-ordinates
are ascribed a clearer notational sense, namely, sJ:=sJ(0,0,0|0), s&°:=s5°(0, 0, 0]0), s3°:=55°(0,0,0(0),
and g;;:=¢:;(0,0,0|0), 4, j € {1,2}. This means that one first solves the DP3E (I.I)) for u(7) as 7— 400
(e1=0) for eb>0 (e2=0) corresponding to the monodromy data satisfying the restrictions (take, say, the
case k= +1) g11 (O, 0, O|0)912(O, 0, O|0)921(0, O, 0|O) =gd11912921 750 and 922(0, O, 0|O) =322 :0, that iS,

£(eb)%e™ T (24 v3) " (s§—ie ™) (s0ry4inir -
wr) | 5 woalr)+ /2372317 - e~ (Pl ))(1+O(T 1/3))7 (2.26)

and then use this (e1, 2, m(g2)|¢)=(0,0,0]0) asymptotics ([2.20) as a “base”, “seed”, or “germ” solution
to which Lie-point symmetries can be applied (akin to Darboux transformations in the theory of solitons);
for example, if one wants the solution u(7) of the DP3E (II]) as 7 — —oo for eb< 0, which corresponds to
any one of the parameter values (g1, g2, m(e2)[¢)=(—1,1,£1|¢), =0, 1, provided that the corresponding
monodromy data satisfy the restrictions

g22(—1,1,:|:1|€)20 and gll(—l,1,:|:1|€)912(—1,1,i1|€)921(—1,1,i1|€)¢07 620,1,

where explicit expresswns for s§(—1,1,£1|€), sgo(—1,1, £1]¢), s3°(—1,1, £1|¢), and g;;(—1,1,&1]€),i,j €
{1,2}, in terms of sJ, s5°, s$°, and g;;, are given in Appendix [D.5 equations (D.94), (D96), (D.I1D),
and (D.I19)), one makes the changes 7 — 7e!™ (g7 =—1) and eb— |eb|e!™ (e2=+1) in equation ([Z.26]), and,
taking into account Remark 2:2] arrives at the asymptotics of u(1) as 7— —oo for eb<0. |

Remark 2.5. For ia € Z, a separate analysis based on Béacklund transformations is required in order

to generate the analogue of the sequence of C-valued expansion coefficients {u,,(k)}, m € Z4, k =
+1, and the corresponding function ug)k(T); this comment applies, mutatis mutandis, to the C-valued
expansion coefficients {ii,,(k)} and the corresponding function g , (7) given in Theorem 2.2 below (see,
also, Theorems [EJl and [E2)). In fact, as discussed in Section 1 of [57], for fixed values of ia=n€Z, e, and
b, there is only one algebraic solution (rational function of 71/3) of the DP3E (L) which is a multi-valued

function with three branches (see, also, [65]): this solution can be derived via the |n|-fold iteration of the
Bécklund transformations given in Subsection 6.1 of [57] to the simplest solution of the DP3E (1) (for

a=0), namely, u(7) = 2e(eb)*/371/3. The case ia €Z will be considered elsewhere. In this context, it must
be mentioned that an expansive analysis, based on the RHP approach, of algebraic solutions of the PIII
equation of D7 type has recently appeared in [I3]; in particular, the authors present a study of algebraic
solutions of the DP3E () for the parameter values e=—1, b=i, and a=—in, n€Z. |

Remark 2.6. Define the simply-connected strip domain

={7€C; Re(6*(r))>dj ., [Im(6*(7))| <d3 . } . (2.27)
where 6% (7 )233/2( 1)°2(eb)'/372/3  and d5 ,,d3 , >0 are some (7-independent) constants. The asymp-
totics of u(7), f+(7), H(7), and o(7) stated in Theorem [Z] are actually valid in D . |

Theorem 2.2. Let u(7) be a solution of the DP3E (1)) and @(7) be the general solution of the ODE
@' (1) =2ar +b(u(1)) "t for eb>0 corresponding to the monodromy data (a,s9, s&, s5°, g11, 912, 921, g22)-

Let &1 € {1}, &,€{0, £1}, 1i(é2) = { 0221 e{0,1), and eb=|eble™2. For k=+1, let

G181, 82,11(E2)[0) 12 (81, 2, 100(E2) ) g1 (1, 2, (&) |0) 0 and  Gaa(é1, 62, 1(22)[0) =0,
and, for k=—1, let

G11(81,82,M(E)[0)=0 and  g1a(é1, 2, 100(82)|0) g1 (1, é2, (E2)|0)d22(é1, 62, 1(€2)[0) £0
Then, for §9(¢1, &2, m(&2)|0) £ie(~D ™7 [§

iefiwél/Q (abe 171'52)1/2 17rk/4( (51 62, (é2)|é)_ie(,1)52,m)
u(r) = g(7)- )%
T+ ooei™é1/2 \/_23/231/4(24_\/—)1 (—1)%2a

% e—(B(T*)-HImg(T*))(1+O(T—1/3)> . ke{+1), (2.28)

where

i (1) =e 711 2 7 <1+ *2/32 1/3 ) (2.29)

18For 89(é1, €2, mM(82)]€) =ie(~ 1" 7¢ the exponentially small correction terms in the asymptotics (Z28), (Z38), 40),

244), and ([243) are absent.
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with co ;. defined by equation (25,

Tw ::Tefi”él/z, (2.30)
. aefiQTrk/S a . R R . . .
UO(k) _W:_@7 ul(k):ug(k):ug(k):LL5(k):LL7(k):LL9(]€):0, (231)
. CL(CL2—|—1) A a2(a2_|_1)e—i27rk/3 A a(a2+1)ei2wk/3
=———" k)= k)=————— 2.32
U4() 34(Eb) ) uﬁ( ) 35(51))4/3 ) u8( ) 35(51))5/3 ) ( 3)

where ay, is defined by equation 28), and, for meZ,

a2<m+5><k>=2%(%’“)2(ﬁaz(mm<k>—2ao<k>rfaz<m+2><k>+ﬁ2<m+z><k>—ao<k>ﬁ2<m+1><k>
12(m+4)
+ an mz (m+1)— p(k)>_§ Z (ﬁp(k)+rbp(k))ﬂ2(m+4)—z7(k)
p=0
2
—%(COT”“) (2557 s ) (2.33)
la(m+5)+1(k) =0, (2.34)
where
wo(k)=—tig(k),  w1(k)=0,  topp2(k)=—tnra(k) =Y 10,(k)in_p(k), neZy, (2.35)
p=0
with
05 (k)= =2(43)l12(k)+>_(p+1)(G—p+1)ip(k)i;p(k), Je€Zy, (2.36)
p=0
and
d(r):= 37\/5(—1)52 (eb)'/37%/3 B(r):= g(—l)éz (eb)/372/3, (2.37)

Let the auziliary function f_(7) (corresponding to u(t) above) defined by equation ([LA9) solve the
ODE ([13)), and let the auziliary function f(T) (corresponding to u(T) above) defined by equation (LH0)

solve the ODE (IL20). Then, for §9(é1,&q, m(é2)]f) #iel ~1)2ma
2f_(7) = f* (T)—k(abeﬂm2)l/6 eimk/4 1ﬂk/?’(So(& €2,M (52)|é)—ie(*1)é”a)
_ T—sdooel™E1/2 0,k \/E2k/231/4(\/_+1) (2+\/§)ik(_l)g2a
x 713 (B(r)+ikd(r.) (1+O(T*1/3))  kefel), (2.38)

where

N &2 1/3 i2rk/3
for) = i((~1) a2 LD 2/3< 2+*2/3Z 1/3 ) (239)

and

N L) A i C A i VRO )
eb TN sceimer/2 Ok T 2K/231/4(2 4 /3)ik(-1)2a

X (3821, 2, m(Ea)| ) —iel V7)ol S (Blr ki)

1+O(T*1/3)), ke{+1)}, (2.40)

where

fo w (M) =1((—1)"F22a+1/2) +i(—1)2 (eb)/3ei27k/372/ <1+ 23 Z Jf)m”(k))> . (2.41)
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with . ' .
o) =—CHCVRR) gm0, =20 gm0 a)
k k
o 2a (o EPSIAY (= . -
206040 = Y (402 s (0) (k)i ()~ 5 (= 20y 0 )y (1)
p=0
+i4ai (14 (k) =t (k)i 2 (k) — (_; - (m~+4)lio(k), mMEZy. (2.43)

Let the Hamiltonian function H(T) (corresponding to u(7) above) be defined by equation (LI0). Then,
for 83(é1,€2,m (&2)]0) #ie—1) P2ma
’H( ) 7:[* ( ) e—ifré1/2(Ebe—iﬂ'ég)1/6ei7rk/4ei7rk/3(§ (81 9,1 (62)|€)_1e( 1)¢ 2ﬂ-a)
T = T)—
s tooeinér/z Ok T 26/233/4(\/3+1) k(24 +/3)ik(-D)2a
x 7y Mo (AT (140712 ), ke 1), (2.44)

where

IGE e_ml/Q( 3(cb)2/3e—i2mk/3 L1/ L (_1)220 ()1 /3el2mh/3 (1) e 2) 7 1/

+ (=D a=1/2)?=1/3)7 "+ (1) =aj( 1/35§: 1)1+é24—i/2)
=0

| =

Xt 2(k)+ (=1)afom (k) + 3 (*323<k>—4<<—1>1+é2a—i/2>ap<k>)fom—p<k>> (n”3>m> ,
(2.45)

with

B i pzl By (K)Tpy —my (B)m—p, (K), mEZy, (2.46)

p1=0m1=0

and
. —1)1Hé2 (1924241 itk/3 R R N R
e e L (S R R ISR X

Let the auziliary function o(t) (corresponding to u(r) above) defined by equation (LI3) solve the
ODE ([[LId). Then, for 83(é1,éz,1m(E9)|f) #iel~D?ma,
(Eb671ﬂ52)1/6 irk/4 17rk/3(50(51752, (52)|l§)_ie(,1)ézﬂ-a)
ﬁ?k/233/4(\/_+1) (1+k\/_) (2+\/§)ik(—1)€2a
xrilfem GEIHRED (110(r719)) ke {1}, (2.48)

o(7) = Gok(m)—
T—+o0eiTE1/2

where

637,6(7):3(5b)2/3e_i2”k/37f/3—i(—1)522(5b)1/3 i27rk/3(1+i(_1)1+é2 )73/3

+%((1+1(_1)1+82 ) +1/3) ( 82 2 *2/3 Z 1+€2 1/2)11m+2(k)
+ (1)20ddm )+ (B 0k) = 4((=1)" 2 a—i/2)iy (k) ) @y ()
p=0

+ i%m+2(k)) (r /3™, (2.49)
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Remark 2.7. Define the simply-connected strip domain
={7eC; Re(@(re ™ /2)) > &3, [lm(@F (re~™4/2)) | <3 .} (2.50)

where 0F(7) =3%/2(—1)%(eb)'/37%/3, and df ,, d2 . >0 are some (7-independent) constants. The asymp-
totics of u(r), f+(7), H(r), and o(7) stated in Theorem 22 are actually valid in DA. |

3 Asymptotic Solution of the Direct Problem of Monodromy
Theory

In this section, the monodromy data introduced in Subsection [[4] is calculated as 7 — 400 for eb > 0
(corresponding to (g1, g2, m(e2)|¢) = (0,0,0|0); cf. Section B): this constitutes the first step towards the
proof of the results stated in Theorems 2.1} 2.2 [E1] and [E2

The aforementioned calculation consists of three components: (i) the matrix WKB analysis for the
p-part of the system (L40), that is,

0 (1) =U(p, 7) W (1), (3.1)
where W(u)=U(u,7) (see Subsection B)); (ii) the approximation of ¥(x) in the neighbourhoods of the

turning points (see Subsection B2); and (iii) the matching of these asymptotics (see Subsection B3)).
Before commencing the asymptotic analysis, the notation used throughout this work is introduced:

1) I=diag(1,1) is the 2 x 2 identity matrix, o3 = (9%), oo = (9 71), and o3 =({ %) are the Pauli
10 i 0 0 1

matrices, o4 := (01 +ios), Ry :={x €R; +2>0}, and C4:={2€C; +Im(z)>0};

(2) for (s1,62) ER xR, the function (z—;)2: C\ (—00,¢1]—C, 2+ exp(isz In(z—1)), with the branch cut
taken along (—o0, ¢1] and the principal branch of the logarithm chosen (that is, arg(z—s) € (—7, 7]);

(3) for w,€C and T €M,(C), Wi = W Tw; %,

(4) for M2(C)>33(2), (3(2))s; or J;;(2), 1,5 €{1,2}, denotes the (i j)-element of J(z);
(5) w(t), 5. o(1) means there exists C; >0 and €; >0 such that [w(t)|<Cy|t|~;
(6)

6) for Ma(C)39)(2), D(2). 7, O(#) (vesp., of#)) means Dy;(=) ., Olwy) (resp., ofx)), i.j € {1,2};

. . . - 1/2
(7) for Ma(C)>B(z2), [|B()||:= (Zl j=1 Bij (1)B; ()) denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, where %
denotes complex conjugation of *; and

(8) for some 0, >0, Os,(z0) denotes the (open) d,-neighbourhood of the point zy, that is, for zo € C,
Os., (20) :={2€C; |2—20| <.}, and, for zg the point at infinity, Os, (00):={2€C; |z| >}

3.1 Matrix WKB Analysis

This subsection is devoted to the WKB analysis of equation BI]) as 7— +oo for eb> 0.

In order to transform equation (B) into a form amenable to WKB analysis, one uses the result of
Proposition 4.1.1 in [57] (see, also, Proposition 3.2.1 in [58]), which is summarised here for the reader’s
convenience.

Proposition 3.1.1 ([57,58]). In the system ([AQ), let
AR =a(r)r, Br=br)r 2, C(r)=c(r)r 3, D(r)=d(r)r P,

_ (3.2)
f=prtl®, ()= (),
where @(ﬁ):{lvf(ﬁ, 7). Then, the p-part of the system (LAQ) transforms as follows:
Op W (1) =7/ A(Ti, ) B (1), (3.3)
where
_ .N 0 _ 4iv—a(T)b(r) 1ir(7)(5b)1/3 1 ( 0 i(Eb)>
A, 7):=—2 + b(7) L A S Ay b(r) ), 3.4
(8, 7) = =2ijios <—2d(7) 0 i 2 2T\ 0 (3.4)
with . 18
ir(r)(cb) ™ :i(a—i/2)7_2/3+72G(T)d(ﬂ (3.5)

2 —a(m)b(r)
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As in Subsection 3.2 of [58], define the functions ho(7), 7#o(7), and g(7) via the relations

\/_a(T)b(r)+C(T)d(7)+"(7)d(7)7_2/3 L a—i/2)2e=4/8 = 3 (cb)2/3 o (r)7—2/ (3.6)
2v=a(mp(r) 4 1 ’ ’ '

(1) =—2+70(7), (3.7)
2/3
“a(n)b(r) = (<b) (1+a0(7)). (3.8)

As follows from the first integral (C43) (cf. Remark [[3A]), the functions a(7), b(7), ¢(7), and d(7) are
related via the formula

a(T)d(T)+b(1)e(T) +iaV —a(T)b(T)T™ 3 = —icb/2, ee{x1}. (3.9)

It is worth noting that equations ([B.6)—([39) are self-consistent; in fact, a calculation reveals that they
are equivalent to

eb)2/3 i(eb)l/3  i(eb)/3¢
a(tT)d(T)= ( b; (l—i—ﬁo(T))(— ( b2) + (0) 1 o(r) _ 1 (a—i/2)T _2/3) (3.10)

eb)*/? i(eb)!/? 7o(T i
b(T)c(T):(b) (1—1—110(7))(—%—1—1(51))1/3( o) M)—§(a+1/2)7—2/3>, (3.11)

[N

2 T+ag(r) 4
ho(r)r2/P = (ab;m ((ﬁov))f j— giigﬂfom B (fo(g 7))’ ) NG )2/21(@0/(?);/3 (3.12)
moreover, via equations (B8), @I0), and @II), one shows that
—c(7)d(r) = (%—i(sbﬂB(%—%fp) +%(a+i/2)7_2/3>
X (i(d;)l/g - i(gb)l/:fom +%(a—1/2)7_2/3> : (3.13)

In this work, in lieu of the functions ho(7), 7o(7), and dg(7), it is more convenient to work with the
functions ho(7), 7o(7), and vo(7), respectively, which are defined as follows: for k=+1,

ho(r) = (3(82)2/3 (1_e_i27rlc/3)_|_]AALO(T)>T2/37 (3.14)
94 (r) im ei27R/3 (—2+i~0(7)7’1/3) 7 (3.15)
1+1g(7) ;= 127k/3 (1+U0(T)7'_1/3) : (3.16)

The WKB analysis of equation (3) is predicated on the assumption that the functions ho(7), 7o(7), and
vo(T) satisfy the—asymptotic—conditions

lho(r)] = O, i = O, |w(n)] = 0. (3.17)

T—+00 T—r+00 T—+00

Remark 3.1.1. Some solutions u(7) of the DP3E (1)) may, and in fact do, have poles and zeros located
on the positive real line. In order to be able to study such solutions, one must consider a slightly more

general, complex domain ©,,; however, since, a priori, one does not know the solutions u(7) which possess

such poles and zeros, nor their exact locations, it is necessary to introduce a formal definition for ©,,.
Denote by P, and Z,, respectively, the countable sets of poles and zeros of the function u(7). As a
consequence of the Painlevé property, these sets may have accumulation points at the origin and at the
point at infinity. Define neighbourhoods of P, and Z,, respectively, as follows{™ for some ¢, >0, let

Pules):={r€C; 0% (1) — 6% (13)| < Ol | =%, 7 €Pult,
Zu(ex):={T€C; |0* (1) = 0% (73)| <Culr3| ™, T3€2u},

where 6*(7) is given in Remark 2.6} and C, >0 is some (7-independent) constant. Now, define the Swiss-
cheese-like, multiply-connected domain @, :=Y \ (Py(e.) U Zy(€x)), where the simply-connected strip

9There is a misprint in Subsection 3.1 of [58]: in the definitions (3.2) and (3.3), the inequality > must be changed to <.
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domain @7 is defined by equation (227). Theoretically speaking, therefore, it is to be understood that

the asymptotic analysis is undertaken in the sense that ©, 57 and Re(7) = 400 (with ¢b> 0); however,
due to the—asymptotic—conditions [BI7T), which reflect the sought-after class(es) of functions analysed
herein, it turns out that Py (e.) =Zy(ex) =0 (see [58], Section 4), in which case €, is vacuous and may

be set equal to zero, and D, = D). Henceforth, in the asymptotics of all expressions, formulae, etc.,
depending on u(7), the ‘notation’ 7— +o0c means DY 57 and Re(1) — +o0. [ |

Remark 3.1.2. The function ho(7) defined by equation (ZI4) plays a prominent role in the asymptotic
estimates of this work; for further reference, therefore, a compact expression for it, which simplifies several
of the ensuing estimates, is presented here: via equation ([312) and the definition ([BI4]), one shows that

ho(r)=a2r—2/3 (ffoiT) B 1+i)z(_7_i)/7.2—)1/3> . k=41, (3.18)

where ay, is defined by equation (2.8)), and the function s (7) has the following equivalent representations:

(1)) _ (e0)3r(n)\" (1 r(r) 27301 2y (ED)
(7i“ ) "(2ak+‘_7iif__) +_<ag+_@bﬂﬂ%l+ﬁ00ﬁ))<_2&b)/%1+UO00%+7E?>
eb <(81’§ (7)+470 (T)vo (1) — (7o (7)) 77 2/3 = (7o (7)) 2vo (7) 71 >

B @ 1+vo(r)T1/3
1/3 1/3
(s L (5 )
20&k 20&k
1 [/2eb 2/3 . r(T)
+ 2 (G (220 0= ) 519)
It follows from the conditions (B.I7) that |53 (7)|, = O(7~%/3). [

From Proposition [L31] the definitions (L39), equations [B3.2]), equation (B8], and the definition
(314, one deduces that, in terms of the function vy(7), the solution of the DP3E (L)) is given by

u(t)=copm B (1+7730(1)), k=1, (3.20)

where c¢g , is defined by equation ([2.1). As per the argument at the end of Subsection [[I] regarding the
particular form of the asymptotics for u(7) as 7— +oo with eb>0 (cf. equation (IL3) and Remark [LTT]),
it follows that, in conjunction with the representation ([B:20)), the function vo(7) can be presented in the
form

- Um k — T)+1 T —
vo(r)i=vok(r) = > ﬁ+Ake (B(r)+ikd( ))(1—0—(9(7' 1/3)), k=+1, (3.21)

where the sequence of C-valued expansion coefficients {u,,(k)}>°_, are determined in Proposition
below, ¥(7) and §(7) are defined in equations (2.13)), and, in the course of the ensuing analysis, it will
be established that Ay depends on the Stokes multiplier s (see Section ] equations ([88) and (@I12)).
From equation (8:220) and the expansion ([B2]]), it follows that the associated solution of the DP3E (LT
has asymptotics

- um(k) — — 7)+i T —
u(r) = C07”1/3 <1+Z W+AM 1/3 o= (B(m)+ikd( ))(1+(9(7. 1/3))) , k=41, (3.22)
m=0

Proposition 3.1.2. For u(r) the corresponding solution of the DP3E (1), let the function vo(T) :=
vo.x(T), k==1, have the asymptotic expansion stated in equation [B21I)); then, the expansion coefficients

un(k), meZy, are given in equations (2.0)-2I12).

Proof. See Appendix [Al O
It follows from equations (IL54), 32), B3), and B7) that
u'(1)—1b 2 ( 2a(7)d(T) 23/ ) N1/3 .
= +7 ia+1/2) | =i(eb)3 7 V3 (—2+7(r ; 3.23
ot = (s a2 ) =i o) 629

thus, via the definition (BIH), it follows that

s —i27k/3,2/3 /o0 ( -\ _:
o1z e T u'(7)—ib B
Fo(r)=271/3— i ( ) Pl (3.24)
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Proposition 3.1.3. For u(r) the corresponding solution of the DP3E (IIl) having the differentiable
asymptotics (B22), with w,,(k), m € Z,, k= +1, given in Proposition B1.2, let the function ro(T) be
given by equation B24); then, 7o(T) has the following asymptotic expansion:

~ ~ — tm k —(B(T)+ikI (T —
fo(r):=ror(r) = > ﬁ+2(1+k\/§)Ake (B()+ikd( ))(1—0—(9(7' 1/3)), k=+1, (3.25)

n—
where the expansion coefficients vy, (k), m€Zy, are given in equations (ZI8) and 2.19).

Proof. Substituting the differentiable asymptotics [B.22]) for u(7) into equation ([B:24]) and using the
expressions for the coeflicients cg , tm, (k), and r,,(k), k==x1, meZ,, given in the proof of Proposition
(cf. Appendix[Al), one arrives at, after a lengthy, but otherwise straightforward, algebraic calculation,
the asymptotics for 7o(7): =70 (7) stated in the proposition. O

Remark 3.1.3. Hereafter, explicit k& dependencies for the subscripts of the functions vg(7) and 7o (7) (cf.
equations B21)) and ([B2H]), respectively) will be suppressed, except where absolutely necessary and/or
where confusion may arise. |

In certain domains of the complex fi-plane (see the discussion below), the leading term of asymptotics
(as T — +oo for eb>0) of a fundamental solution of equation (B3) is given by the following matrix WKB
formula (see, for example, Chapter 5 of [28]) 1

T(jz) exp <—03172/3 /#1(6) d§—/# diag((T(€)) ™ 0:T(6)) d€> = Uy (70), (3.26)

where
1(i) =/ det(A(p)), (3.27)
and the matrix T'(f1), which diagonalizes A(f), that is, (T(1)) " A(2)T (1) = —il(f1)os, is given by
T(R) i (AG) ~il(F)o3) o5 (3.28)

-~ VRIE) (AL () ()
Proposition 3.1.4 ([58]). Let T'() be given in equation B28), with A() and (i) defined by equations
BA) and BZ0), respectively. Then, det(T (1)) =1 and tr((T (1))~ 05T (1)) =0; moreover,
1 (Alz(ﬁ)aﬁflm (1) — Az1 (1) O Ar2 (11) ) >

2 21 (1) (1A (7) +1(7) >

Corollary 3.1.1. Let Wy (i) be defined by equation B28), with L(fi) defined by equation 320) and
T (1) given in equation [B28)); then, det(Vyks())=1.

The domains in the complex ji-plane where equation (326) gives the—leading—asymptotic ap-
proximation of solutions to equation (3] are defined in terms of the Stokes graph (see, for example,
[28, 63, [80]). The vertices of the Stokes graph are the singular points of equation ([B3)), that is, 7=0 and
fi =00, and the turning points, which are the roots of the equation /2(j1) = 0. The edges of the Stokes

ding (T(7) ™ 9T (7)) = (3.29)

graph are the Stokes curves, defined as Im( ngp 1(§) d€) =0, where firp denotes a turning point. Canon-

ical domains are those domains in the complex fi-plane containing one, and only one, Stokes curve and
bounded by two adjacent Stokes curves. (Note that the restriction of any branch of I(ji) to a canonical
domain is a single-valued function.) In each canonical domain, for any choice of the branch of I(fx), there
exists a fundamental solution of equation (B3:3) which has asymptotics whose leading term is given by
equation (3:20]). From the definition of I(z) given by equation ([327), one arrives at

=) = (7 —a)? (7+200)+ Pholr) 47 @-i/2) 7 0) k=21, (330
where «y, is defined by equation ([Z8)). It follows from equation (B330) that there are six turning points.
For k=+1, the conditions (BIT) imply that one pair of turning points coalesce at oy, with asymptotics
O(7—1/3), another pair has asymptotics —ay+O(7~'/?), and the two remaining turning points have the
asymptotic behaviour 4iv/2ay, +O(7=2/3). For simplicity of notation, denote by Ji1(k) any one of the
turning points coalescing at aj, and denote by fia(k) the turning point approaching ikv20y,. Let Gs(k),
k = +1, be the part of the Stokes graph that consists of the vertices 0,00, 11 (k) and fa(k), and the
union of the—oriented—edges arc(ikoo, fiz(k)), arc(uiz(k),0) and arc(pz(k), —o0), and arc(ikoo, i1 (k)),
arc(fi1(k),0), arc(0, 11 (k)) and arc(fi;(k), +00); the complete Stokes graph is given by Gs(k) U e™ G, (k)
(see Figure [ (resp., Figure[2) for the case k=41 (resp., k=—1)).

20Hereafter, for simplicity of notation, explicit 7 dependencies will be suppressed, except where absolutely necessary.
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Figure 2: The Stokes graph for k=—1.
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Proposition 3.1.5. Let I2(1), k=+1, be given in equation [B30); then,

/” WE)dE =  Th()—T(fion) +O(Ex () +O(Enlion)), (331)

fio.k oo

where, for >0, i, fio x €C\ (O —1/345 (£ag) U O, —2/as2s (iv20a3) U{0,00}) and the path of integration
lies in the corresponding canonical domain,

Ti(©) = (§+20F6 1) (€ +20]) 24772 (a—i/2) In(€+(62+201)/?)
N —2/3 <(a—i/2)+%£3fzo(7-))ln(<31/2(§2+2ai)1/2_§+2ak) <§—ak)> 7 (3.32)

2v/3 i 312(e2+4207)1 2 +E+2ay, ) \ E4ay
and

. +2/3 2 . N

((a—i/2)+ = ho(r))? ekt ant? 3 ho(F)+es n (73 ho(7))? ceut
192/3(£Fax)? EFan ’ k7
) 2/3 » 9

/3¢ (¢).— ((a—1/2)—27%ho(7)) . X R
’ #() do i (EF1v/201,) 172 +O<(§¥1\/§ak)1/f(C4,k+65,kT2/3ho(T)+06,k(T2/3h0(7))2))’ £eUy,
P (€7 72 ho(T)fak (671 + (7% ho (7)) *fan(€71), {00,
Fa k() +7% 2 ho (7)fs, (€) + (722 o (7)) o,k (), £—0,
(3.33)

where Uy :=0__1/34s, (o), U2:=0__as426, (£iv20u), the parameter 0y, satisfies (see Corollary BI12)
0<d<dp<1/9, d&,lc = 2_1/4e¢i3”/404,:3/2/27, fie(2), 7=1,2,...,6, are analytic functions of z in a
neighbourhood of z=0 given in equations B39 -BAd), and ¢y i, m=1,2,...,6, are O(1).

Proof. Let 3(t), k=21, be given in equation (B30), with oy defined by equation (ZJ). Recalling
from the conditions BI7) that |ho(7)| = _O(r72/3), set

T*)i#oo
B oo (7)) =41 (72— 0})? (7% +203). (3.34)

Define L A
Apr ()= Ue() =1 oo (1) 2ho(7)+ 1% (a—i/2)7~ %/
k,T = . — — l
lia (1) (2 =) (*+203)

1/2

(3.35)

hence, presenting Iy (1) as Iy (11) =k 0o (1) (1+Ak - (1)) /#, a straightforward calculation, via the conditions

BI7), shows that, for k=+1,
() = ko) (14 Ak (1) /24 O(—(Ak +(1))?/8))

T—+00
~2y (= ho(r) + 1% (a—i/2)7=*/%
— 21—/ T2) (220212 0
e oo 2 ) 20 sy o 5ad) 172

+0 <_ ﬁ2(50(7)+ﬁ2(a—i/2)r2/3)2> |

A= a2+ 2277

(3.36)

Integration of the two terms in the second line of equation ([B36) gives rise to the leading term of
asymptotics in equation (331]), and integration of the error term in the third line of equation (336 leads
to an explicit expression for the error function, €4(-), whose asymptotics at the turning and the singular
points read: (i) for £€0_—1/31s, (£ay), 0<I < <1/9,

i =2.2/35 ()2 d .

+ > dmyr(n)(EFar) (3:37)

MEZy

where

i i (7) =80 ot 8 730 (1) 4, (72 3ho(7))?, me{-1}UZ,,
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and ¢, ., 7€{b, 4,4}, are O(1), and thus, retaining only the first two terms of the expansion ([3.37), one ar-
rives at the representation for £ (¢) stated in the first line of equation (33); (ii) for £ €O _2/a+25, (Fiv2ar),
2-V4((a—i/2)—72/3ho(1) /202)° ~
g = LD TR | ey Ba i Y dslrerivan)”, (338)

T—+00 27&2/2€i13w/4(§$i\/§ak)1/2 ey

where ~ . A
dm,k(T)::Einyk+Esn7kT2/3h0(7’)—|—E§n7k(7’2/3h0(7'))2, meZy,

and ¢, ., r€1{b, 8,1}, are O(1), and thus, keeping only the first two terms of the expansion ([B.38), one

arrives at the representation for €;(§) stated in the second line of equation [B33)); (iii) as £ — oo, one

arrives at the representation for € (&) stated in the third line of equation (333]), where

a—i/2)?
f1,k(z):%z2+(a—i/2)226 Z E;}kzm”, (3.39)
meZy
fz,k(z)z(“_gi/ 2)z4+(a—i/2)28 %Z: ¢ 22, (3.40)
fa,k(2)= 210 Z Cm 22 (3.41)
meZy

and ¢ Ve T=1,2,3, m€Zy, are O(1); and (iv) as =0, one arrives at the representation for €x(¢) stated
in the fourth line of equation ([B:33]), where

z ( 1/2) —1i 2 9 d
fan(z)= NI i/2)%2 m%z:+ (3.42)
(a-1/2) 5
fs,1(2) = 20vaal 5254 (a—i/2)2 m§+dmkz (3.43)
5 m
o1 (2) = 24\/5% mgzid (3.44)
and LZO’Tk, r=4,5,6, m€Z,, are O(1). O

Corollary 3.1.2. Set fiox=ar+7" 1/3A k=41, where A O(T%%), 0< 6 <81, < 1/9; then,

7'4»+oo

/H W = Ye(@)+TE+OE(E)+O0 A +0(r 1A

1o,k

—1
+O(TT (cl,k+cz,ﬁ/%om+c3,k(72/3h0(7))2)) : (3.45)
where Ty, (1) and Ex (1) are defined by equations B32) and B33), respectively,

Tku = T 3V3a2 F2V3r 232~ 7723 (a—1/2) ln((\/§ :I:l)akei”(ml)/?)
2/3
2\/_

with the upper (resp., lower) signs taken according to the branch of the square-root function limgzﬁ+oo(§2+
202)Y2=+00 (resp., limez_, 4 oo (§2+202)Y2=—00), and ¢ i, m=1,2,3, are O(1).

(( —i/2)+ag 2723 ho(r )) <1n/~\—%1n7’—ln(3ozk)), (3.46)

Proof. Substituting fig x, as given in the corollary, for the argument of the functions 75 () and & (&)
(cf. equation (332) and the first line of equation [B33), respectively) and expanding with respect to the

“small parameter” 7~1/3A, one arrives at the following estimates:
“Ti(ion) = TEHOGE R0 R)+0 (77 R((ai/2)+ai 2 ho(r)) (3.47)

where T,g is defined by equation (3.44),

—2/3
Ouiin)) , =, O o (ai/2 ey ho(n)?)

T—+00
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_1 R R
+0 (TT (Cl,k+0271€T2/3h0(7')+C371€(T2/3h0(7'))2)) , (3.48)

and ¢, 1k, m=1,2,3, are O(1). From equations (312), I4), (313), and BI4]), one shows that
—23h0(7) ap(a—i/2)  aj(8vg(7)+47o(T)vo (1) = (7o (7)) —vo(r)(Fo(1))>T /%)

7= 1+vo(r)r1/3 * 4(1+vo(r)T=1/3) ’ (3:49)
whence, via the conditions (BI7),
£2/3 o2
(0—1/2)+a—zh0(7) e Zk (81)3(7)4'4”0(7')7:0(7)—(7:0(7'))2)+(a—i/2)vo(7')7'71/3
+ O((203 (1) +vo (7)o (7))vo ()7~ 1/3) + O (w3 (7)7=2/3). (3.50)

Note from the conditions (BIT) and the expansion [B.50) that
2/3 . .
(a—i/2)+T—2h0(T) = O ?3) and ¢y pteantPho(T)+es i (¥ 3ho(1))? = O(1):

g T—400 T—+00

from the expansions [B.47) and ([B.48) and the latter two estimates, it follows that
~Ti(ok) = T+ 0(r A% +O(r 1 A) +0(r /3 h), (3.51)

O(Er(fior)) = O 'AH)+0(r*A72), (3.52)

T—

whence, introducing the inequality 0 < § < d; < 1/9 in order to guarantee that the error estimates in

the expansions ([B51) and (352) are o(1) after multiplication by the “large parameter” 72/3 (cf. equation
3Z0)), retaining only leading-order contributions, one arrives at

T—+

—1 R R
(o) +OEGn)) 5 TE+O( T (cantennrPha(r) +ean (PRl

+O(r A%+ O(r1A),
which, via equation (331]), implies the result stated in the corollary. O

Corollary 3.1.3. Let the conditions stated in Corollary be wvalid; then, for the branch of 1;(€),
k==£1, that is positive for large and small positive £,

i N
—172/3/~ (©de = -~ (T332 +(a—i/2) Inf) +i3(V3 — 1)ajr?* +i2v3 A2+ CWE
1o,k FE—oo

60&k

((a—i/2)+ay; 23 ho(7)) <% In7—InA+In (m»

i
23
T3 2/33 2/33 2
+ 0O K (C11k+C27kT hO(T)+C37k(T ho(T)) )

L O 3R+ O(rVBR)+O(r— 2353, (3.53)

where
Wik =i(a—1i/2) In((V3+1)ay/2), (3.54)
and

1 i
—172/3/ (&) de = Zi2v2a37%3—13v3ai ¥/ —12vV3 A2+ ——((a—i/2)
Tio. T—+00 I 2\/5(

m—0
A 1 ~ '
n 04,:27'2/3h0(T)) (g In7—In A+1n(30<ke”k)> +Cox”

+—1/3 . .
+ (9< = (c4,k+c57k72/3h0(7)+c6,,€(72/3h0(7))2))

+O(rY3R3) 4 O(r/3R)+ O (723 (ho(7))2T%), (3.55)

where

YRR = —i(a—i/2) In((V3+1)/V2), (3.56)

and ¢y, m=1,2,...,6, are O(1).
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Proof. Consequence of Corollary B.T.2] equation ([B:45]), upon choosing consistently the corresponding
branches in equations (332) and ([B.46]) and taking the limits 1 — oo and 1 — 0: the error estimate
O(&x(§)) in equation ([BAH) is given in equation ([B33); in particular, from the last two lines of equation

)

o(r*Fex() = O %) and  O(FPenm) = O (ho(7)*i%).
fL— 0o —0
which implies the results stated in the corollary. O

Proposition 3.1.6. Let T(j1) be given in equation B.28), with A(f) defined by equation BA) and 13(j1),
k==1, given in equation ([B30); then,

[ ding(T©) 0T @) de | = (Tosl)+OEreli)+OErelahlos, (35T

where, for >0, fi, fio.x € C\ (Or—1/34s (Fag) U O —2/asas (£iv2a3) U{0,00}) and the path of integration
lies in the corresponding canonical domain,

Zr (1) =0k (T) (F 7.6 (1) = F 7.1 (Ti0,k)) (3.58)
" 2 (2 ro(r)r 3201 +uo(r) T ) — (a—i/2) T3
_ag —2+470(7)T +2(14vo(7)7~ —(a—i/2)T~
Pi(T)i= 8(—=2+70(7)T=1/3) (1 +vo(7)T—1/3) ’ (3.59)
2 2 312(E24203) 2 —E+2a5 | (- 2 £(&+207)"?
Fri(§):= ol 3\/5% ((31/2(§2+2a%)1/2+§+2ak) (€+ak)> 32 £-a2 (3.60)
and
c‘ To(T /3 C;kAl,k T cgkfo ) 1/3
pk(7)< LeFol )(EZFQI:;2’ Pl )+ * EZ(FO)% ), §€U,1€,
. ¢ )
Er (€)= pk(T)h’k(T)((fiFl_\/i; 7 el n (511\/50%)) ) £ely, (3.61)
k(T)E™ 4(cng0 1/3+(9((C77k770(7')7_1/3—|—C§7k7'_2/3)§_2)), &— o0,
(T Fo(T)T 1/352( x+0(9), §—0,

where Uk :=O__1/s1s, (£ag), U2 :=O__as126, (£iv204,), the parameter &, satisfies (cf. Corollary BIL2)
0<0<6,<1/9, the functions 1 (7)) and f3,(7) are given in equation BI0), and c?n e m=1,2,...9,
are O(1).

Proof. From equations (B4]), (315, and (334)-(B36]), one shows that
(€A () +1(E) | = Poosl€)+Prs(O)Dkr (€)+ O (AL (6))

1/3
+0(m(@82,(0 (26+ 0= (24 ) ). G6)
where
cb)1/3
Pra(€) =2 O+ 20, (©) 26+ 0 (2407 ). (3.63)
cb)1/3
PLAE) =20 ) +11n(6) (264 T (-2 0()) (3.61)

and, via equations (B.4)), (3:10), (3.13), and B.16),

eb)?/3 Go(1))2+ (=24+70(T
A12(£)0¢ A21 (€) — A21(£) 0 A12(§) = — X 22 (2(1+ 0;(&20((7? s ))>

4(eb)/3(a—i/2)T2/3
E(1+ao(r))

(3.65)
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Substituting equations [3.62) and ([B.65) into equation ([329) and expanding (21 (&) (1A11(€)+1k(€))) ™!
into a series of powers of Ay -(£), one arrives at (cf. equation (3:20))

/H diag((T'(€))'0:T(¢)) dg = (%zc(T)/H e

I T—+00 0,k gspoo,k(g)

EPLE) AR ()
+ o<%k(r) /ﬁ e d§>>03, (3.66)

where
oy (2004 (<2470(r)) | 2(eb) A a—i/2)r2
(1) = (eb) ( T+ i) ) ) : (3.67)
Via equations (334) and (B63)), a calculation reveals that
) (5 (5(452+(ab>1/3<—2+fo<f>>>—4<s2—az><s2+2ai>1/2)) (3.68)
EPoo,e(€) (62— 0f)(E2+207)2(&2 43 (1))(€2 +3; (7)) ’ '

where p(7) is defined by equation (3EJ), and

1 . 2 . 2 2
3§(T)::4 (eb) /3 <—2+T0(7')) _3ei7'rk/3:F\l <<—2+27"0(7')) _3eiﬂ'k/3> +8(—=2+7(7))

(=2+70(7)) 2
(3.69)
One shows from equations (315) and (B.I6), the conditions (B.I7), and the definition (3.69) that
o _ (eb)/3emimh/3 1£v3) . s, (3VBEBY 1302
S 2 b\ =7 )@ g ) (e )
+ 0((fo(T)T‘1/3)3)), (3.70)

whence, via equation ([B.68]), the first term on the right-hand side of equation ([B.66]) can be presented as
follows:

(o) [ g € T L)+ O (), (3.71)

where

m 2(£21.9,2)1/2
(Lo ) 512)

za@=nt [ (@reme ey e

Mo,k

B 3 B m 404252(524—2042)1/2 20&25 >
._ 1/3 k k _ k
Za k(1) :=pi(1)Fo(1)T /ﬁm ((§2+2a§)(§2—ai)3 GEE d¢, (3.73)
L ~ _1y3 9 m a%§2(§2+2ai)1/2 B 453 454(62"_2(1%)1/2
Ty o (70) =i (7) (Fo (1) /%) /ﬁ ( e T T pan ey ) 46 70
A partial fraction decomposition shows that
€ ot 1 e o 1 ot 1 207 1 (3.75)

(E24202)(2-a2)2 " 36 E—ar 12 (E—ap)? 36 E+ar 12 (E+ap)? 9 52—1—26@;

substituting equation 73] into equation ([B.72)) and integrating, one arrives at equations (B.58)—(3.60).
Equations (B773) and (B4) contribute to the error function, & ,(-), in equation [B51); therefore,
only its asymptotics at the turning and the singular points are requisite. Evaluating the integrals in

equations (B.73) and [B.74]), one shows that

Pk(T)fo(T)Tfl/g (f:)l,k(ﬁ) —f:)l,k(ﬁo,k)), HEOQ _—1/31s, (£ayg),
~ pk(T)fO(T)T_l/B (b2 k(ﬁ)_b2 k(/jO k)), ﬁE O —2/3425), (:I:i\/iak),
1, = s AT L AT LT T 3.76
#() T+oo Pk(T)To(T)T_1/3(Q3,k(u)—f33,k(uo,k)), i — 00, (8:76)
pi (7)o (7) 73 (D (1) —hak(fiok)),  A—0,
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where

b1k (€)= (€Far) 45 (EFar) T e m(EFaR)+ Y 4y, (EFan)™,

mely
62,k(§)?=(§$i\/§ak)l/2 Z (5?1\/_041@ + Z d §3F1\/_ak) s
meEZLy meZy
hap(€):=¢" Z C,ﬁqugﬁm, G ES Z cfvfk{m,
meZy meZy

b b b b b b f,00 4,0
and €]y, € gy €3 gy Aoy ks Copo Ay gy €0y and ¢y are O(1), and

Pi(T) (7o (T) 7= /2)2 (05,1 (1) = bs p (o) )5 FLE O, 1o, (Faup),
~ o pk(T) (7:0 (7')7'71/3)2 ([Eﬁ,k(ﬁ)_lzﬁ,k(ﬁo,k>)) ﬁE O.,.—2/3+25,C (:l:i\/iozk),
Lop(n) = Pi(T)(Fo (T)7 /2 (b7 () = b (fiok)), =0, (3.77)
P (7)(Fo (7)77/3)2 (bs k(1) = bs .k (Fiok)),  A—0,
where
B5,1(€) = 4 (€F r) P48 4, (EF ) 481 (EFaw) T+ mEFar)+ Y dr, (EFan)™,
mely
Gﬁ,k(f)iz(ﬁiﬂ%)lﬂ Z (5?1\/_041@ + Z d §3F1\/_ak) )
mEZy meEZy
bra(€):=¢ Y ENETm hew(©):i=¢> Y e,
meEZy meEZLy

~b b b b b Af k]
and € ., € 1y €3 4y €1 gy Ay g Cop s gy G %, and ¢ c k are O(1).

One now estimates the second term on the right- hand side of equation ([B.66). From equations (B.34)—
B34, it follows, after simplification, that

/ﬁ EPLEE) AL 4o /ﬁ € (EUER+(eh) (=24 70(r))+8(E2—aD) (€ +20)) 1)
fox  (EPooi(§))? Tor (€(A€24(eb)1/3(=2470 (7)) +4(€2 —a2) (£242a2)1/2)*

 (Eho(r)+E4a—i/2)72?)
e — o} (E@+ 207772

dé. (3.78)

Evaluating the integral in equation [B.78)), a lengthy calculation shows that its asymptotics at the turning
and the singular points are given by

B Bo.k (1) —bo k(fio k), €O —1/ars, (o),
PR AR () -~ Bio.x(7) — 610 k(fok), [EO _—2/a12s, (£iv201),
(1) /ﬁo,k (&3P0 k(£))? d T+o00 611,k(ﬁ) [)11 k(o) H— 00, (3.79)
b1,k (1) =b12,k (oK), =0,

where

EF ) "2 pi(7) (@ ok (1) +E5 170 (7) 731 k(7)) (EF ) 72,

Bo.k (&) =& Lpr(7)fLr(T
b @Fiﬁak)—”%éé,km<r>m(7) In(EFiv2ay),

)
(T)fs k(T)(

bi2.k(8) :=pr(r)T /3¢ (5§2,k7'2/350(7')+55§3,k7'2/350(7)+52(5§4,k+5§5,k7'2/350(7))
+ 0(7:0(7')7'71/3(5%61167'2/3}}0(7')+§é§71kT2/3iL0(T)+§2 (6§87k+6§97kT2/3iL0(T))))) ,

and 65711,6, m=1,2,...,19, are O(1), and

- 3(5)ho(T)72/3
fj,k(T)z((a—1/2)+%>7—2/3, j=1,2,3, (3.80)
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where §(1)=35(2) =41 and §(3)=—1. Thus, assembling the error estimates (370, B77), and B79), and
retaining only leading-order terms, one arrives at the error function defined by equation (B.GT]). O

Corollary 3.1.4. Set Jigr=ap+7/3A, k==+1, where /NXijO(T‘s’C), 0< <3 <1/9; then,

[ (@) 0er©) a6 = (el s+ () +O(E ()

—
0,k +

+ O((ea7 ™+ can(Fo(r) +400(7))

,1/3 ~
x <c1*” JLCQ*”O(T)»)UB, (3.81)
A2

where pi(7), F (&) and Er,(§) are defined by equations B59), B60), and BEI), respectively,

13 (\/3F1 2 1 =\ . (5+3V/3) 2
ﬁ T + ( )
F = ——InT+InA |+ + In(3au.), 3.82
T’k(T) OékA< \/g >$3\/§ai 3 nr 6\/§ai 3\/304% n(3a) ( )

with the upper (resp., lower) signs taken according to the branch of the square-root function lim52_)+oo(§2—|—
202)Y/2=+o0 (resp., limez oo (£24+202)Y/2=—00), and ¢, m=1,2,3,4, are O(1).

Proof. Substituting i r, as given in the corollary, for the argument of the functions F r ;(€) and
Er.i (&) (cf. equation (B.60]) and the first line of equation (B.61]), respectively) and expanding with respect

to the small parameter 7~ /3A, one arrives at the following estimates:

~Frklfior) = Fiy(0+0F"A), (3.83)

where f B_yk(T) is defined by equation ([B.82)), and

OErafion)) = _ O<%>+O(%)+O<M(Tlﬂ> (3.84)
From the conditions BI7) and the definitions (859) and (B80) (for j=1), one shows that
pe(r) = (1) +O((Fo (1) =2u0(7) 1)+ O(((Fo (1) = 200(7)) (7o (7) +4v0(7)) +403 (7)) 7~*/%), (3.85)
where
—1/3
b2 (1) = o (—ad (o () +4vo(r))+ (a—i/2)7 %) | (3.86)
and
: _ el ~1/3 2 - - 2) ).
f1.6(7) o7 (E(a—1/2)+0(v0(7)7 )—|—(9(8v0 (1) +4vo(7)70 (7)) — (To (7)) )) : (3.87)

thus, from the conditions ([B.I7) and the asymptotics [B.84)-([B.81), it follows that, for ¢, , m=1,2,...,6,
that are O(1),

Cl,k771/3+c2,k7:0(7’)

OEriliior)) = o<< > (03,,671/3+c47k(f0(7)+4v0(r))))

T—400 KQ
7'71/
+0( T (castalnr ™+ eanta(r)r)+ () )
= O 2BA)+0(r A, (3.88)

T—+00

From the conditions ([BI7T), equation ([358), and the asymptotics (B:83)) and B85, it follows that

o) = pe(P)(F k(@) +FE (7)) +O((Fo(7) +4ve(r)) T~ /3 K)+O(r 7 A). (3.89)

T—+00

Therefore, via the asymptotic estimates (388) and (FXJ), and the fact that A = _O(7%%), 0< 8 < dy <

T—+o00

1/9, the result stated in the corollary (cf. equation (B:RI])) is a consequence of Proposition B0 (cf.
equation (857)), upon retaining only leading-order contributions. O
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Corollary 3.1.5. Let the conditions stated in Corollary BT be valid; then, for the branch of (),
k==£1, that is positive for large and small positive £,

/fi diag ((T(€)) 9T (€)) d¢ = <pk(T)FE,ﬁ<;€o(T)+O<<c1,m1/37:;2,;6?0(7))

Ho,k fi— 0o

x (cg,kfw+c4,k(fo(r)+4v0(7))))
- O(ﬁ_27_1/3(c57k7_1/3+c6,k(fo(7)+4v0(7)))))03, (3.90)

where pi(7) is defined by equation (359,

boo(py,o_ (VB=DTP 2 <_1 n HN) 5V3 L2 5 VA
FEo(r):= NPT S InT+inA +6\/§ai+3\/§a§1 (3(2—V3)ay), (3.91)
and
m —-1/3 7
[ amar@)toer©)as = (mriimvo( (LT——Eanln)
Ho,k A—0
X (C9k7'71/3+510,k(7:0(7-)+4v0(7'))))
+ (9(,727-1/3(cll,m—l/?’+c12,k(fo(7)+4u0(7)))))03, (3.92)
where

FEr) =

WU 2 (k) - SR e a, o)

= +
V3apA 3\/504% 6\/504% 3\/§ai
and ¢, m=1,2,...,12, are O(1).

Proof. Choosing consistently the corresponding branches in equations 60) and 82), and via
the third and fourth lines of equation (B.61]), respectively, one shows, via the conditions [B.IT) and the

asymptotics ([B83), that (cf. equation (B3T))
2 2

2 (92— ~ .
Frx(f) Tg_)}oooo 3ai+—3\/§ai1 (2-V3)+0(i?), (3.94)
-~ 2 2 ek 2
Frn(i) T *3v3a2 In(e"™™) +O(1"), (3.95)
O(&ri(f)) et O(fi~ 470 () (Fo (1) +4vo (7)) **)+ O (i 47 (r)771) | (3.96)
O(Er1.(11)) T O(1i*7o (1) (Fo (1) +4vo (7)) 7=2/3) + O (W7o (1)771) - (3.97)

Via the conditions (3I1), equation ([B.82)), and the asymptotics (3.88) and [B.94)-(B91), it follows that
(cf. equation (3.8T]))

PO k(D +FE (M) = pu(mFEF (D) + O (Fo(r) +vo(r)r 9+ O r2/%),  (3.98)
(D) (F k(@) +F2 () = pk(DF ER(0)+ 0@ (Fo(r) +4vo ()T~ )+ O@PT2%), (3.99)

where f 5?(7) and F 5%(7’) are defined by equations (391 and (B33), respectively. The results stated
in the corollary are now a consequence of the conditions ([B.IT), equation ([B.8Il), and the asymptotic
expansions (390)-(399), upon retaining only leading-order terms. O

Proposition 3.1.7. Let T(j1) be given in equation B.28), with A(f) defined by equation (BA) and I3 (1),
k==+1, given in equation (B30), with the branches defined as in Corollary BI3L then,

_ 1 adle 1 0 PP (4 (7))
T() , =, b)) <I+ i <2<ai/2>72/3<sb>1/3<2+fo<f>> C o
PN H 120273 (140 (1))
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B8 L))

CIER CV R (I e
o(m(e) w))) o
where ¢1(T), c2(7), ¢3(7), and cs(7T), respectively, are defined by equations ([BI05)-BI0F).

Proof. The proof is presented for the asymptotics (BI00). Let the conditions stated in the proposition
be valid. Then, via equations (B.10), (BI5), and (3I6), and the conditions (B.IT), one shows that

and

k(i) = 2ﬁ+%(a—i/2)7'_2/3+(9(ﬁ_35\1(7')), (3.102)
V=a(r)b(r)
A i(@oslos = 471+ (_i;;(T ‘4—13%M>+108,0<T>1
(cb) ) .
+%(—b(27) b(T))+O</7_3)\1(T)< lo’k 62k>), (3.103)
1 _ 1 _ia?,o(T) S—43
VB A () 0) Tﬁg@( s o ”)’ (8104
where
08, (7)== (‘Eb;/s (—2+470(7))+(=1)7 (2m+1)(a—i/2)77%/3, m,j€{0,1},

. ~ 1
A1(T) ::—3a%+h0(7)—1 (a—i/2)2 43,

Ao (1) =31 A1 (1) +eak (03 (7)) + 5,67 2/308 o (7),

and ¢k, m=1,2,...,5, are O(1); thus, via the conditions (BIT), equation (328, and the expansions

BI02)-(BI04), one arrives at the asymptotics (BI100), where
c1(r)=05,(7)/8. (3.105)
Proceeding analogously, one arrives at the asymptotics (3.101]), where

(~2+#0())?

C2(T)5:—W, (3.106)
—3at+ho(r) 3(—=2+70(1))2  2(1+iio(T
oo(r)im —2itpolr) ST A, (3107
3aj—ho(r) | B(=2+70(r)? _ 28,(7)
ea(r):= k4ago 32(51))01/3 (sb)2/3511+ﬁ0(7))’ (3-108)
with Dgyl(r) defined above. O

Proposition 3.1.8. Let T(j1) be given in equation B.28), with A(t) defined by equation BA) and 13 (j1),
k=41, given in equation B30). Set fig.x =ar+7" 3\, where A= O(9%), 0<§ <6, <1/9; then,

—Lad(e 1/2 w (25b)1/2(2w+\/§)w
T(los) = _(b(r)) "z wt;/g (2¢0)"*w N e e | sk
B e A C A E =

Tll,k(w;T) Tm,k(w;T) l Cl,k  C2k —1/37%3\2
* <T21,k(w;7') Ta2,x(oo; T) 7\+O 3k Clk (r A) ’ (3.109)
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where
A . @ (awio(r) TMPgi(r)
T11,k(w;7) = Tog p(w; 7) := 4( 5 3o : (3.110)
b 1/2 = 142 —1/3 4%
Ty, (;7) = <E—) wauo(r)— ko) {1+ Vam)r () ) (3.111)
2 4(w+V/3) 6(cw-+v3)ay
@ (b)V/3 (7o (1) 4200 (7)) +2(a—i/2)i™H/37=1/3
To, (w3 7) = 1/2 3/2(op)1/6o—ink/3 —1/3
(26())/ 2 / (Eb) / e 1T / (1+U0(7’)T / )
o) V385 (r
0416770(7')—1-2(1+2\/g 3()1 ai)
. ; (3.112)
4w+V3)w

with §5 (1) = 72/3f1 k(7), where §1 x(7) is given in equation EZQ) (for j=1), (7&2) V2o wh, w=+1,
and ¢y, m=1,2.3, are O(1).

Proof. Set T (i) = (T (1)), j=1,2- From the formula for T'(jz) given in equation ([3.28), with A(j) defined
by equation B4) and (), k==+1, given in equation ([B.30), one shows that

_ - i(Av1 () —ilg(2)) ~ iA2(1)
T () =Toa(pt) = , Tio(i1) = — 7
0= ) A A (- T T A A
Ton (i iAo (1)
o1 (/)

B \/2ilk(ﬁ)(.»411(/~i)—ilk(m)'
From equations (B4), @I0), (I5), and @I6), the conditions (FIT), and equation @FZ0) for fix(r)

(with associated asymptotics ([3.8T)), one shows, upon taking fig ; as stated in the proposition, that

7'71/37\

1 _ (WTfl/BJNX)’l (1 (5w +7v/3)
V2ily, (o 1) (A1 (7o,4) =il (o 1)) ™70 4(2v/3(ew+v/3))1/2 6(w+v/3)a

_ <04k7:0(7')+2(1+2\/?_>w)(3ak)1@2(7-)7—1/3> 1

8w(w+\/§) X

- O((rl/3K)2)> : (3.114)

\/§(7+ \/gw)
6(w+/3)ou,

T (WO(T)Hw(ﬁ%)‘l@zv)flﬁ) 1)

A (fio.k) Hi(fio k) = 4w(w+\/§)7—1/37x(1— TR+ O((r7V3A)?)

4ww(w+/3) A (3.115)

—Ai(ior) = (b(r))~! (_2(517)04,;37*1/37”3(ab)a,;4(fl/3ﬁ)2+<9((T*1/37\)3)
- 2(ab)2/3e—12”’“/3u0(T)T—l/3> , (3.116)

iAo (fio k) = b(T)(2a,;37-1/3x—3a,;4(7-1/37x)2+(9((T-1/37x)3)

T—+00

. oimh/3.~1/3 ((Eb)l/3(fo(7—)+2vo(7'))+2(a—i/2)ei7rk/37-—1/3)) 1)

(eb)2/3(1+wo(T)T—1/3)
where g;(7) and w are defined in the proposition. Substituting the expansions BII4)—@II7) into

equations (BII3) (with = fio,x), one arrives at the asymptotics for T'(fig ) stated in the proposition.
O

3.2 Parametrix Near the Double-Turning Points

The matrix WKB formula (cf. equation ([3.28])) doesn’t provide an approximation for solutions of equation
(3)) in shrinking (as 7 — +oo with eb> 0) neighbourhoods of the turning points, where a more refined



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 36

approximation must be constructed. There are two simple turning points approaching +iv/2ay,, k= =+1:
the approximate solution of equation (3.3)) in the neighbourhoods of these turning points is representable
in terms of Airy functions (see, for example, [29, 42], Riemann-Hilbert Problem 4 in [II], [13],
and Subsections 3.5 and 3.6 in [71]). There are, additionally, two pairs of double-turning points, one pair
coalescing at —ay, and another pair coalescing at ag: in neighbourhoods of +ay, the approximate solution
of equation ([B.3]) is expressed in terms of parabolic-cylinder functions (see, for example, [28] 29, 411 [42] [80]).
In order to obtain asymptotics for u(7) and the associated, auxiliary functions fi(7), H(7), o(7), and
&(7), it is sufficient to study a subset of the complete set of the monodromy data, which can be calculated
via the approximation of the general solution of equation (B:3) in a neighbourhood of the double-turning
point ay, because the remaining monodromy data can be calculated via equations (LGI]), which define the

monodromy manifold Z] For the asymptotic conditions (3I7) on the functions ho(7), 7o(7), and vo(7),
this parametrix (approximation) is given in Lemma 32T below.

Lemma 3.2.1. Set
 pr(T)ak(7)
2;1,;.3(7')

where uk(7), pp(T), and qr(7) are defined by equations BIm), BID), and BIR), respectivelyd and
let i={fio,x =ap+7" /3N, where A= __O(°), 0<6 <3, <1/9. Concomitant with equations ([3.6)-(3.9),

the definitions BI4)-B.I6), and the conditions BIM), impose the following restrictions:

v(k)+1:= k=+1, (3.118)

0 < Rewk)+1) < 1, Im(v(k)+1) < O(1),
T—+00 T—r+00 T— 400
1 (3.119)
0 < & < k==1.

rtoo Moo 6(3+Re(v(k)+1))’

Then, there exists a fundamental solution of equation (B3, \If(ﬁ):\ik(ﬁ, 7), k==1, with asymptotics

~ 1 0 ~ -
m = —303 373 . 2
U@, ) e (b(r))~>2 Go,xB}; ((4;{(573)16 — 1)y, 1) (I+3A,k(T)A+jB,k(T)A )
~ k)+1[2 ~
% (I_|_(’)(Qk(T)MT—(%—2(3-|-Re(1/(}’~c)-‘:—1))5k)))q)M)k(A)7 (3'120)
(7))
where
AVBZRARlS ot
Taalr)i= k() ivE oy ot (3.121)
i iv3Z, Akl )
(B2 20T ]l et
+ ot 1 0
JB”‘(T) ::KO,k(Kl,k_FéZk:) _4i\/§%k)91k K (3122)
Xk (T

with Go.k, 2k, Ak, B, éa_,k’ éik’ xk(T), and é;k defined by equations B131), (132), B131), BI33),

BI62), 3167, BI6Y), and BITH), TespectivelyB MQ(C)Bék(T) . 5.001), and prp(A) is a funda-

mental solution of N
0P 1 (A)
oA

Drk(A) has the explicit representation

= (/Lk(T)K03+pk(T)U+ +qk(7)o_)<I>M7k(/~X) : (3.123)

D Pova(Cum) PR D) AR)
OB~ oy R A o) B 8 P 3124

where Dy (7, A):= pkl(T) (%—Uk(r)j\), and Dy (-) is the parabolic-cylinder function [32].

21 More precisely, equations ([[63) (resp., equations ([[64)) for k=-+1 (resp., k=—1).

228ee, also, the corresponding definitions (B132), (G137)-E142), (G144), (155 EI57), BI62), (I61), 3163), and
BIT3E).

23See, also, the corresponding definition ([BI127).
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Proof. The derivation of the parametrix [BI20) for a fundamental solution of equation (B3] consists

of applying the sequence of invertible linear transformations §;, j=1,2,...,11; for k=41,
(i) F1: SLo(C)>V(n )»—>\I/k(A)'—\I/(ak+T_l/3A)
(i) F2: SL2(C)>Tr(A)sBp(A):=(b(r )) 735, (A),
(i) §a: SLo(C)3x(A) = E(A): =Gy i Pr(A),
(iv) Fa: SLa(C)2®% (A)— &y (A): gl,gqﬂ (A),
(V) F5: SLo(C)3dk(A) b p(A):=7"573, (A),
(vi) F6: SLa(C)3Pgx(A)— Dg (A):=I+iwe xo_ )Pox(A),
(vii) §r: SL2(C)> g s (A) s B (A):= (Il kAo ) o 1 (A),
(viil) s SLa(C)2 P, (A) = @f , (A):= (-1 5 Ao ) @5, (A),
(i) §o: SLo(C)30f (A) =, (A):=0G, @} ,(R),
(x) Fi0: SLa(C)3® , (A) s f(A) = (I— Lo Ao )] (),

(xi) F11: SLa(C)2®%(A) = ®prp(A):= x5 L (M) D% (A) €My(C),

where the Ma(C)-valued, 7-dependent functions Go, Gik, I+iworo—, Ga, and )Zk(/NX), and the 7-
dependent parameters {o g, £1, and f2 are described in steps (iii), (iv), (vi), (ix), (xi), (vii), (viii),
and (x), respectively, below, and My(C)3® /4 (A) is given in equation (ZI2).

(i) The gist of this step is to simplify the system ([B.3)) in a proper neighbourhood of the (coalescing)

double-turning point ag, k € {£1}. Let U(fi) solve equation (B3); then, using equations 7)), @),
BI0), BIH), and BId), the conditions (BIT), and applying the transformation §1, one shows that, for
k_

0V (A)

9h roicc (b(T))_%ad(U?’)(750,1@(T)+751,k(T)/N\+752,k(T)INXQ-FO(]E;C(T)/N@))@k(x), (3.125)
where
5 — —ia7o(7) s s —2i(eb)2/3ei27k/34 (1)
k im To(T ) i(a—i/2)e'*™ "/ 21— . ~
0, (i(eb) ( (12)222(11@3)(;27(71/42) ) i 7o (7)
(Cls —Ao> (3.126)
(=447 (r)T—1/3) 4iv/2(eb)1/2 (A B
PLi(r ( 4iv/3( sb L LCanme) = e ) (8.127)
oy (MBS R TTS Lai(eh)Seinhr s
2k( —12i(gb)~2/3e=imk/3 1 —1/3 _%(_24_;0(7)771/3)771/3
(?22 _lizb> (3.128)
and 2 1/3 2/3 2/3
-~ _ (i " (=247o(T)T )T —32i T~
Ek('r)— ( —41&;5T_2/3 _ialzz(_2+7:0(7')T_1/3)T_2/3 . (3129)

Observe that tr(Py (1)) =tr(P1 (1)) =tr(Pax(7)) =tr(Eg (7)) =0.
(ii) This intermediate step removes the scalar-valued function b(7) from equation (B.I2H). Let ¥y (A)
solve equation ([B.I28)); then, applying the transformation §a, one shows that, for k=+1,

O0D)  (Bur) +Pralr) At Pas (D2 +O(E(1)R?) ) (). (3.130)

ax T—400

(iii) The essence of this step is to transform the coefficient matrix P; () (cf. definition I27)) into
diagonal form. Let ®;(A) be a solution of equation (BI30); then, applying the transformation 3, where

6\ (Anim  A-am .
= ¢ ¢ =+1 3.131
gO,k 2)\’{([{5) 11 11 ) ) ( )
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with A; and C; given in equation (3127), and

1 1 1/2
\j(k):=i4V/3 2, =i4V/3 (1—67:0(7)71/3+E(fo(7)rl/3)2> ,

one shows that

LA (Pék(f)+Pfk<T)K+P§k(T)K2+0(gg;fakmgokKS))(pgg(x),
gR  roroe 0 , , 7 7
where
Pox(T) ::g&;ﬁo,k(T)gO,k =Apo3+Bro +Cro_,
Pri(7) 5:g&i751,k(7)go,k =i4V/32Z03,
Pok(7) ::goj;i,]sZk(T)go,k ng,k03+%ﬁ,k0++€ﬁ,ka_,

with

Ay = (65b)11/22k (_1%2(3)%1/2 Fo () (—4+70 (T)7~1/3) — 2i(eb) /3 127k /3y (1)

) (eb)1/3eI™R/3 (7o (1) + 200 (7)) +2(a—1/2)e2m*/37=1/3
_ 1(sb)1/3( 0 1+v(;(r)7*1/3 ))

1 i, (eb)/? _ _ _1/3 . 1\2/3 . —i27k/3
%k:(Gsb)l/QZk (— o Fo(T)(=4+7o(T)T7Y/3 —4v/32;,) —2i(eb)?/ %e o (r)
—|—i(ab)1/3 (eb)'/3eI™R/3 (70 (1) 4200 (1)) +2(a—1/2)e27*/37=1/3
1+wvg(r)r—1/3
1
x (1+E(—4+F0(7—)7’1/3)(—4—1-7:0(7')7-1/3—4\/§Zk))> :
1 ioy, (eb) /2 _ _ , o
Q:k_(Gab)l/zzk( k2(\/% 7o (1) (=447 (7)™ +4V/3 25) 4 2i(eb) * Pe T2 Sy (1)

. 1 eb) /3 ™R3 (7 (1) + 200 (T 2(a—1/2)el2mk/3-1/3
— i(eb) /3<( ) (Fo( )'1*‘+U((JJET;)T:/(3 /2) )

. (”%<—4+f°o<T>T‘1/3><—4+fo<T>T‘” 3*‘”33’“))) ’

b i(gb)l/Se—iwk/3T—l/3 B . 1/syy B 13
Q[O,k_ 2(65b)1/22k (48+( 2+T‘0(T)T )( 4+T0(T)T )) ’

g i(eb)!/Bemmh/3p 1/ - ~1/3 1~ ~1/3
Bk =~ gapyiez, AT B —4V/32) (=44 3o (m)T1?),

i i(sb)l/Befirrk/STfl/B ~ _1/3 - _1/3
k= e g, (Ao B +4V/32y)(—4+ S (m)T1/3).

Observe that tr(Pg (7)) =tr(Pp, (1)) =tr (P, (1)) :tr(g&;ﬁk (1)Go.x)=0.

38

(3.132)

(3.133)

(3.134)
(3.135)
(3.136)

(3.137)

(3.138)

(3.139)
(3.140)
(3.141)

(3.142)

(iv) The idea behind the transformation for equation ([BI33) that is subsumed in this step is to
put the coefficient matrix Pg, (1) (cf. definition (3.I34)) into Jordan canonical form, namely, to find a

unimodular, 7-dependent function G; j such that
gljliPOA,k(T)gl,k =iwg o3 +730,, k=41,

where (cf. equations BI8), (319), and EI37)—-BI39))

4(a—i/2)vo(7)7_1/3
L+vo(r)T—1/3

wg,k :=det(Pg (7)) = () +

1((a=i/2)+ai 2 ho(7))

1+wg(r)r—1/3
4(a—i/2)vo(r)T1/3
1+vo(r)r=1/3 7

- o (BRI = o) ()t

(3.143)

(3.144)
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the following lower-triangular solution for G; j is chosen:
lO’ — . —
Grp=B2" 7t (1+(1w0,k—21k)r 1/%,) . k=1, (3.145)

Let @?ﬂ(?&) solve equation (BI33); then, applying the transformation §4, one shows that

0D (A ~ ~ o ~a\ 2 o~
akfi ) T (P&k(T)+PXk(T)A+P2v)k(T)A2+O(g17;g07;Ek(T)go7kg1)kA3))(I)k(A), (3.146)
where
Po (1) =Gy pPER(T)G1 i =iwo ko +7' Py, (3.147)
Py p(7) =Gy PLL(T)G1 e =14VBZro3 —18V3 (iwo ke —An) 27~ o0, (3.148)
Py i(1) =Gk Pok(T)G1.
ng o+ (iwo,,@jk)%g,k %g%ws
=1 2 j £k : 1 o : . (3.149)
(1wg,k—Qlk)(Qlk‘Boyk—‘Bleoyk)—i-(‘BkCOYk—Ck‘Boyk)‘Bk 1w0,k—91k)‘Boyk

—(ng,;ﬁ(T)

‘Bk‘rl/3

Note that, at this stage, the matrix 731V7 (7) is not diagonal; instead, it now contains an additional, lower
off-diagonal contribution.

(v) This step entails a straightforward 7-dependent scaling. Let ®(A) solve equation (ZIZ6); then,
applying the transformation §5, one shows that, for k==+1,

89 1.(A) N N I N
s = (P&e(r)+PhL(r) A+ A (7)A2
+ O(7H9G, 165 1 ()06 4727 K% ) b (), (3.150)
where
Pi() 5:7'7%0373&1@(7')7'%63 =lwo,k03+ 04, (3.151)
PAL(1) =757 PY, (1) 757 =14v/3 2,05 —i8V/3 (iwo,k — k) Zko_, (3.152)
752A7k(7') ZT_%U?"PY (T)T%U?’
(iwo,k —2Ap ) B DL
Qlﬁ > 0,k 20,k
= » ot T ; B . | (3153)
2(iwo, ke —Ap) (A B, —BrAg )+ (Brg  —CpBg ) By Q[ﬁ (iwo,r —Ak)Bg 1,
B —(Ao o+ ——5, )

(vi) The purpose of this step is to transform the coefficient matrix 750‘ +(7) (cf. equation (BI5I)) into

off-diagonal form. Let i)ok(f\) solve equation ([BI50); then, applying the transformation §g, one shows
that, for k==£1,

OPok(A)  _ 0 1 i4/32), 0 < (Bie Qs \ e
9K o ((—WS,k 0>+(i8\/§Zk2lk _14\/§zk)A+ (mgjk —fpf;ﬁk)A
+ O(E(1)A%) )@ (R), (3.154)
where
Bo.x :ng,k —%ﬁ,zﬂlk%;l, (3.155)
Qf =B5 B, (3.156)
R = —Bh AW, 22,28 4B, (3.157)
and
E; (1) := (I+iwo ko) 777Gy LGy Bk (1) G0,k G1,k757 (I—iwo ko) . (3.158)

(vii) This step, in conjunction with steps (viii) and (x) below, is precipitated by the fact that, in
order to derive a—canonical—model problem solvable in terms of parabolic-cylinder functions (see step



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 40

(xi) below), one must eliminate the coefficient matrix of the A2 term from equation (I54); in particular,

this step focuses on the excision of the (12)-element. Let ®q 1 (A) solve equation (BI54); then, applying
the transformation §7, with 7-dependent parameter ¢y 1, one shows, via the conditions (317), that, for
k=1,

o0y (A) 0 —lopt1Y | (i4V3Z,+wi lok 0 i
ToR roieo \\=w?, 0 8V3Z,2,  —idVBZp—w? Lok
N <—18\/§Zk21k£0,k+mak Wg,ké(z),k‘HS\/ngéovk_'—Qak)7\2
R 4 i8v/3 2,k lo,k— B 1
+ O(EZ(éo,k;T)Kg))q’%,k(K)v (3.159)

where

—mg,kgoqk —18\/§Zk21k€§ k+2‘l§31k€07k> 7 (3.160)

E) (bo;7):=Ef(7)+ . 0
i) =)+ (7 oyt
with Ef (7) defined by equation (BI58). One now chooses g so that the (12)-element of the coefficient
matrix of the A? term in equation (B.I59) is equal to zero, that is, w%)kfg)k—i—i&/gzkfo)k—i-ﬂak =0; the
roots are given by

. —18\/§Zki\/ (18v/321)2 — 42 .5,

ﬁo,k_

57 . k=1 (3.161)
Noting from the conditions ([BI7), the asymptotics (B2I) and (B2H), equations BI3]) and EI4),
and the definitions (3132), BI144), and BI50) that 2, = 1+0(r~%/3), wak L 5.0(r7%3), and

0.k + 100 O(1), it follows that, for the class of functions consistent with the conditions (Z.17), the ‘+-root’
in equation (BIGT) is chosen:

—i8V3Zx+\/(18V3Z4)2 403 05,

2
2w01k

o =L = (3.162)

Via the formula for the 7-dependent parameter ¢y j ::ésr & given in equation (B.I62), one rewrites equation
BIE9) as follows: for k==+1,

09, (A) 0 1), (14VBZ 00 0 X
OA  Totoo \ \—wiy 0 i8v/32;.2U, —i4v3Z—wi 1 Lo
—i8v/3ZkAnly ), +F5 1 0 2 7 Ry ¢ N P Sy
’ ( 0,k iS\/ngQle{k—mS,k Ao (oA ) | Por(d):

(3.163)

(viii) This step focuses on the excision of the (2 1)-element from the coefficient matrix of the A2 term
in equation (BIG3). Let <I>‘(’J) i () solve equation (BIG3)); then, under the action of the transformation §s,
with 7-dependent parameter ¢; ;, one shows that, for k==+£1,

09} () 0 —0§,+1 : 2 4 +
T T—):-',-oo ((—wak—él,k b ) + ((14\/§Zk +w07k€01k+€17k(—€07k—|—1))03
+ 18\/§Zk9lka,)/~\+((Sﬁak—2(14\/§Zk+w§1k€6ik)€17k—éik(—éaik+1))a,
- (iSﬁkakfak—‘ﬁak)ag)KQ—f—O(E,:(fafk,fl)k;T)K3))¢gﬁk(x), (3.164)
where .
EA (05 1 ks T) =B (€51 ) +201 1 (=5 +i8VB 212kl o (3.165)

One now chooses 1 j, so that the (2 1)-element of the coefficient matrix of the A2 term in equation (3.164)
vanishes, that is, (—qk+1)£§7,€+2(14\/§zk +w§)k€5ik)€17k —NR{ » =0; the roots are given by

L (432 +w§1k€afk)j:\/(i4\/§Zk i Wk R (=6 +1)
0= , k==l (3.166)
Lk —lg 1
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Noting from the conditions (BI7), the asymptotics B2ZI) and B2Z0), equations BI37)-BI42), and

the definition [BI57) that mgﬁkT;mO(T—W 3), and, recalling (from step (vii) above) the asymptotics
Z S 1403, Wy 5 O(r73), and Qf 5 O(1), it follows from the definition BI62) for

(f, that, for the class of functions consistent with the conditions (IT), the ‘+-root’ in equation (ZIG6)

is taken:
— (432, +w3,k€§,k)+><k (1)

—lg 1

b=l = , (3.167)

where

X (7) = (VB2 w2 £, )+ (0, +1): (3.168)

Via the formula for the 7-dependent parameter ¢; j :zﬂf . defined by equations (BI67) and (BI68]), one
rewrites equation (BI64) as follows: for k=+1,

0%}, (M) 0 1 . _
T = (<—W37k—éik 0 ) + (Xk(T)Ug +18\/§Zleko_>A

+ (‘Bak—i&/gzk%lkéafk)7\2034—0(1}52(6&,éfk;T)JNX?’))(I)&,C(/N\). (3.169)
(ix) This step is necessitated by the fact that the coefficient matrix of the A term in equation

remains to be re-diagonalised. Let ®f , (A) solve equation ; then, under the action of the
g 0,k
transformation §g, where

1 0
QM = <i4\/§zkg[k 1) 5 k=:|:1, (3170)
Xk (T)
with Zj, Ak, and x(7) defined by equations (3.132)), (3137), and (BI68), respectively, one shows that
8q)g,k(A) _ %(‘%ﬁk"‘” —lg 5, +1
oA roroo \\ - (MBZMN2(gf 4 1), —wf,  — VB (gt 11)

~ 1 0\~
+ Xk (T)AU3+(m3,k_18\/§kak£({k) <_i8\/§?k)91k _1> A2
Xk(T

+ O(Gy tEA (U 0 T)gzkfx?’))q)g,k(x). (3.171)
(x) This penultimate step focuses on the annihilation of the nilpotent coefficient sub-matrix of the A2

term in equation (BIT7I]). Let <I>g k(JNX) solve equation ([BITI); then, under the action of the transformation
10, with 7-dependent parameter ¢s i, one shows that, for k==+1,

0w (R) (( . #VBZ (gt 1) _f—é;kﬂ )
O oo \\—(RRB) (A D)=~ lap—wd . — 0B (=00, 1)
X (T) + Lok (L5 +1) 0 i
— BBy (L 1) = O (7)o (€8 +1))
i8v/3Z,2
+ ((—em—faw)—%,mm—%(mak—isﬁzkwm) o
- (mak—isﬁzkmkz;k)ag)K2+(9(E;;(z;k,qk,m;T)K3)>q>;(7x), (3.172)
where
B (€ 1 05 oo 2k 7) = G p B (€5 1 €6 15 7) G — 20 1 (5, —18VB 2Rkl )0 (3.173)

One now chooses {5 i, so that the (2 1)-element of the nilpotent coefficient matrix of the A2 terms in equa-
tion [BI72) is equal to zero, that is, (=g, +1)63 ;42X (T)l2,k-H8VBZeAkx, | (7) (B} 1 —i8VBZR AL ,,) =0;
the roots are given by

L () E ) —8VBZRG (1) (4, + D) (PG —I8VEZ AL,
U= o ., k=+1. (3.174)
o,k
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Arguing as in steps (vii) and (viii) above, for the class of functions consistent with the conditions (317,
the ‘“4-root’ in equation (BI74) is taken:

, =Xk (T)+ e (7)
loji=tf, = X (3.175)
where
)= \/ X2 (1) —8VBZ 2 (7) (€, + 1) (B, —18VBZALL ), (3.176)

with x4 (7) defined by equation ([B.I68). Via the formula for the 7-dependent parameter fs 5, := /(4 , defined
by equations BI7H) and BI76), one simplifies equation BI72) to read

00;(A) + W\ aor (). b
—= = (T D) +0(@u(r, 1) )8i (R), k=1, (3.177)
where _ _
Te(m, A):i=pg (1) Aos+pr(7) oy +qi(T)o—, (3.178)
with
Pr(7)i=—LF 4Lk (r) +1, (3.179)
0 (7)== (4VBZeox, 1 (7)) (A + 1) — 0 b5~ Wi (3.180)
and
~ 1432, . i8/3Z. A, ~
i, A) o= Y22 TE gt 4 Dos— T _ 2V OERTE gt~ +1) Ao
k(7 A) (1) ( 0,k Joz—Ly(T)o e (T) 2,k( 0,k JAc
+ (P, —i8VBZ, 2l )A203+E*(€5rk,€fk,£2+k; T)A?, (3.181)

where the yet-to-be-determined scalar function Lk(T) is chosen in the proof of Lemma ETIPY
(xi) The rationale for this—final-—step is to transform equation [BIT7) into a ‘model’ matrix linear

ODE describing the coalescence of turning points. Let @y j, (7\), k=1, be a fundamental solution of equa-
tion (3123); then, changing variables according to A=A(z)= ai(T)b* 2, where af () := (14v/3/ i (1))/?
and b* := 273/2371/4c=i7/4 and defining ¢ (2) := Parx(A(2)), one shows that ¢ayp(z) solves the
canonical matrix ODE

0:631(2) = 500+ Pu(r)os +Qu(r)o- )onrale), k==L, (3.182)

where Py (7):=a} (7)b*pr(7) and Qk(Té: a} (7)b*qx (), with fundamental solution expressed in terms of
the parabolic-cylinder function, D, (+)

D_y(r)-1(12) Dy (2) )
_ ( . ) , 3.183
Ok (2) (%(%_E)Dv(k)l(lz) #&)(%_E)Du(k)(z) ( )

where —(v(k)+1):= P(7)Qx (7). Inverting the dependent- and independent-variable linear transforma-
tions given above, one arrives at the formula for the parameter v(k)+1 defined by equation (BII8]) and

the representation for ¢ Mk(]\) given in equation (F124) X

247t will be shown that Ly, () . = . O(r72/3), ke {£1}: this fact will be used throughout the remainder of the proof.

— +oco

25Gee, for example, [29, 4T [42].

26From the results subsumed in the proof of Lemma EIl it will be deduced a posteriori that (cf. definition
(BIT0)) pur () possesses the asymptotics pug (1) 7_H:+Doi4\/§—|-2:mlMZMSEZJr Crmy s ms (B) (Fo (T))™1 (vo (7))™2 (r—1/3)ma 4

mi+mo+msg>2

Coo (k)T 1/3e’(*3("')+ik‘9(7))(1+(’)(7’71/3)) k= %1, where ¢m,,mq,ms (k) €C, and 9(7) and B(r) are defined in equations
13); via this fact, and the definitions GII)), m, BIM), and BI10), a lengthy, circuitous calculation reveals that
the asymptotic expansion of v(k)+1, k=21, can be presented in the form

i —ai (8y 0o ()70 (1) — (70 ()2 — 0o () (Fo (7)) 27— 1/3 a—i/uvo(r)r—1/3
—(w(k)+1) = 8f< i (803 (1) +4vo (7)70 (7) — (o )1) UO(OT()T)EIO/g ) ) +4(a—1/2)vo(7) >
2 T 0 - m - —(B(T)+i T -
3?;( >+ E L/3Ym 4 oo (k)r—1/3e =B+ (14 0(r=1/3)),

where pg(7) is defined by equation m From the asymptotics (321I) and (B325]), and Propositions and in
conjunction with the formulae for the monodromy-data-dependent expansion coefficients A, k==+1, derived in the proof of
LemmalLT] (see, in particular, equations {88) and @I1Z)), the sum of the coefficients of each term (r—1/3)7 N3j>2,
and 7 1/3¢=(B(1)+ikI(7)) on the right-hand side of the latter asymptotic expansion for v(k)+1 are equal to zero (e.g.,
as (k)= —W((a—i/m2 —1/6)), resulting, finally, in the asymptotics v(k)+1__= O(r=2/3¢=8(7) k=+1.

T—+400
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Finally, in order to establish the asymptotic representation (3120), one has to estimate the unimod-

ular function xy (7\) defined in the transformation §11. Under the action of the transformation 11, one
rewrites equation (BIT77) as follows:

oxk(d) _
e S L AR (R, @)] k=, (3.184)

where T (7, A) is defined by equations I78)-(BI80), and Jx(r, A) is defined by equation (FIRI). The
normalised solution of equation (BI84), that is, the one for which x5 (0)=I, is given by

~ A ~ ~
D=1+ [ Bra®BLOU R OROP OV (RN dE, k=1 (3185)

In order to prove the required estimate for xy (7\), one uses the method of successive approximations,
namely,

~ A ~
W @) =1+ / Par k(B8 (OTe(r 0K (OParn (@@, (R) e, k=£1, meN,

with X(O) (A)=1, to construct a Neumann series solution for {x(A) (Lx(A) :=1limp_ o0 )Zl(cm) (A)); in this
instance, however, it suffices to estimate the matrix norm of the associated resolvent kernel. Via the above
iteration argument, a calculation shows that, for k=41,

~ K ~ ~
() =11 < exp(/o ||(I)M,k(A)||||(I)Ml,k(§)||||:k(7—a5)”||(I)M,k(§)||||(I)M1,k(A)|||d§|>_17 (3.186)

where |d¢| denotes integration with respect to arc length. Noting that (see Remark B2.3) det(® s 1(2)) =
—e MW R+D/2(21 (7)) 2p; (1), it follows from the estimate ([BIR6) that, for k=+1,

~ T P 2
||>zk<A>—1||Tﬁwexp<|2£’gj)f('el'lmf‘(i’“ o IR ||:k<fs>|||d5|>—1 (3.15)

One now proceeds to estimate the respective norms in equation

One commences with the estimation of the norm ||3x(7, )|, k= :l:l appearing in equation ([B.I81).
Via equations (E123), (153), (1), (BI0), GI5), GI5N), (GI59), (100, @153, G165, G150,
BI69), BI7), BI), BI03), and BI8I), one shows that, for k==+1, in terms of the composition of

the linear transformations §;, j=1,2,...,11,
jk(T, 7\)3: (511 oF100T9o8g0F70T603850F4083082 O%l)(\i}(,ﬂ,T)—i}k(ﬁ, 7'))
i4v/3 2,2, N i8v/3 2, Ay ~
=TTt o — (7)o — ——= ek (—0t +1) Ao
Xk(T) ( 0,k ) 3 k( ) + Xk(T) 2,k( 0,k )

+ (R —i8VBZR2lE ) A 205+ (—24;,6(23;;& —i8VBZ, 2l )

1 1 0 _ 15 —1,—11 15 1 0
+ 0ok <<in7k 1> 797G 190,k Ex (T)G0,kG1kTE 7 (‘iWO,k 1)

A 0 (2B —18V3BZp Al ) ~
4 0:k 0,k 0,k 0,k 0,k g lxi‘l7 3.188
<—2€1+,k(‘136,k—18\/33k21k€$k) 9%8,;@% 2k ( )

whence, via the definitions (BI31]), BI45), BI53)-BI5D), BI62), and BI70), and a matrix-multipli-

cation argument, one arrives at, for k=+1,

~ 432 . i8v/32,2 ~
:k(T,A):ﬁ(_e;k+1)ag—u(¢)ﬁ—7l " (:) O (g 1) Ao
L (T) M5 (1) NS +Mio (1) \ 73
+ @ meduo e (VEOTVG RDED))P )

where

K i4v/32;, 432,
—22[3),6) <1— )—e({k (%kQQk—imﬁwak(qk)?) . (3.190)

A B
. (T)::gg”“m'“( y () ()

k



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 44

A, B
Niy(1):= Ok<2m0 k+21kw0 M&)Q— %:’k> ) (3.191)
. b . .
4322, kB i4v/32, i4v/3 2
NG (1) = — Y22k [t g, [ 2220k oot ) [ 2— —rt [ omet —
21(7) Xk (T) (M k( By 0.k Xk (T) 0.k ok Xk(T)
X Ml 1 (054)?) ) =202+ Wl (60,0 L), (3.192)

(7)== Q)\T(Cm <(Ek(7))11 (gll%k‘f'ﬁmmk (ifjk —1> +012 <%k +2Ay (14;/(57—2)’;@ —1>>>

+ (Bi(m))2 <%k +2A (i4\/§Zk —1>> —(Bx(7))21812 (ﬁll%k + 9122k (Mﬁzk —1))

Xk (7) Xk (7)

12(7):= ”\T(Cm (Q(Ek(T))11ﬁ12+(]Ek(T))12—(Ek(T))zl(ﬁ12)2) ; (3.194)

M3, (7):= 2)3{5% <—2(Ek(7))11 (%m—?lk (%—1)) <§111%k+@1291k <I4X\k/_%—l>>

. 2 . 2
—(Ew»u(%wmk(lmz’“—l)) (B 1%k+gl2mk<l4“§zk—1>> ,

Xk (T) xk(T)
(3.195)
with R )
e AR g e AR (3.196)
Cl Cl

In order to realise the T — +0o asymptotics for Ji(7,A), k = +1, via equation I8J) (cf. definitions
BI90)-(3194)), and subsequently estimate the norm ||3x (7, §)||, the 7 — +oo asymptotics of the func-

tions Zx, Go.k, Ak, Br, €k, Qlo . %g)k, Qfg)k, w%)k, Xk(7), and p(7), and the 7-dependent parameters
Kar o K;F o and €2 . are required: for the reader’s convenience, they are presented in Appendix [Bl Substi-

tuting the asymptotics (3.21)), 3.25), and (BI)—(BI9) into the definitions (BI90)(3I94]), recalling the
definitions (BI55) and BI57), and using equation (BI89), one arrives at the estimate

IOl _=_ O ef), k==1. (3.197)

There remains the matter of estimating the norm of the unimodular function xx(£), k==+1. In order
to do so, one has to derive a uniform approximation for yx(£) on R UiR. Towards this goal, one uses the
following integral representation for the parabolic-cylinder function (see, for example, [27]); for k==+1,

T e e 1 v(k)—1
D=t [ e e

where I'(+) is the gamma function. As the integral representation ([B.198) will be applied simultaneously
to the entries of the Ma(C)-valued function (cf. equation BI124)) ®arx(§) in order to arrive at a uniform
approximation for xx(£) on the Stokes rays arg(() = 0,+7/2,+m, ..., 0 < |{] < 400, it implies the
restrictions (BI19) on v(k)+1; in fact, for the purposes of this proof, it suffices to have a uniform
approximation for {1 (¢) on, say, the Stokes rays 8:={¢€C; 0<|¢| < +oo, arg(£) =0, —7/2, —7, —37/2}.
Using the following functional relations and values for the gamma function (see, for example, [32]),

Re(v(k))<0, l|arg(z)|<m/4, (3.198)

I(z41)=2T(2), F(Z)F(l_z):sinz:rz)’ VrT(22) =271 ()T (2 +1/2),
“+oo x—1 T
r'(1/2)=+/m, / l—tl-t py dt:l—l‘“((x)—l;‘-(yy))’ Re(z),Re(y) >0

the linear relations relating any three of the four parabolic-cylinder functions (cf. equation (BIS3)
D—u(k)—l(:tiz) and Du(k) (:l:Z),

‘/277Du(k) (z) =T(v(k)+1) (eiﬂ-y(k)/2D71j(k)71(iz)+e7iﬂy(k)/2D7V(k)7l(_iz)) ,
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\/ﬂefiw(u(k)Jrl)/Z )
()

Imei (v (k)+1)/2
E(E)

Du(k) (2) = eiiﬂ-y(k)Dv(k) (_2)+

Dy (2) =e™ WDy (=2) + D_yy-1(=iz),

and the fact that (see the asymptotics [@I4)) below) v(k)+1 — 0 as 7 — +o00, one arrives at, via the
restrictions (BI19) on v(k)+1, equation BI24), and the integral representation ([B.I98)), estimates for

the moduli |(®ar,x(€))is], k==%1, 4, j=1,2, on the Stokes rays S: for the convenience of the reader, they
are stated in Appendix [Cl To eschew technical redundancies, consider, say, the case k=+1, and, without
loss of generality, arg(/NX) = +7/2f7 the case k= —1 is analogous. Using the asymptotic expansions for
the parabolic-cylinder functions (see Remark [3223), one shows that: (a) for arg(A) = T/24+0(r7Y3),

T— 400

~ 1A |— Re(v(1)+1) ~ |'A|— Re(v(1)+1)
(@xa@)ul = _0(ldl ) l@ua®)el = O(mlA ).

(@ ( ) | o |A|Re(u 1+1) (@ ( Daal o |A|Re(u 1)+1) (3.199)
M1 21 pr————— | M1 22 p3——— |,
too lp1(7)] 7 too I (7)]
where
p~0:77+e73771m(’/(1)+1)/2, ﬁ3:23/231/4/77+,
- 23/277+ — 7w Im(v(1)+1) . o
== |cos(5 (1(1)+1))[sin(F (v(1) +1))|T(Re(v(1) +1)),
= 8-3'/4 wIm(v(1)+1)/2 T -
p2= e cos(5 (v(1)+1))|[sin(F (v(1)+1))|T (= Re(v(1))),
Vg
with 7y = (23/231/4) = Re (4137 (- ()+1)/4; and (b) for arg(A), . — /240 (r=2/3),
Re(v(1)+1)
A X |- Re(r(1)+1) [A]
[(@ar1 (A Nul = (’)(po|A| )7 [(®ar,1 (A Dzl +°°O<p17|A| )7
_ N (3.200)
(@ ()) | of s |A|—Re(V(1)+1) (@ ()) | ol 5 |A|Re(1/(1)+1)
M) )21 pr————==— | > Mm,1(A))22 p3———— |,
rotos p1(7)[A] rortoo p1(7)]
where
po=n_ eI/ 5 g=/23=1/dpy by gy @I 2]y (1) 11, = 232844

with n_ = (23/231/4)’RC(”(l)H)e*”Im(”(1)+1)/4. Hence, via the elementary inequalities |Re(v(1)+1)| <
[v(1)+1] and [Tm(v(1)+1)| < |v(1)+1], it follows from the estimates (B.199) and (CH)-(CJ) that, for
arg(A) = 7r/2—|—(9(7"2/3),

T— 400

Culv(D)+1]2€17

12 ©IF = O@) ( P (3.201)

o (02 = of merewmen( o Eu , 3.202

e ®IP = (| | e o\ T (3202

where ¢, 1= 2max,,—0.1.23{(m(1))2}, and € := 2max,,—o123{p% }, and, from the estimates (3.200)

and (CI)-(C4), it follows that, for arg(A) = _ — 7T/2+O(7’72/3)7

Clv(D)+1121€12

> 2 — ot )+of TR 3.203

121 @IF = O) ( NI (3.203)

> 2 _ A2 Re(v(1)+1) Cmr ol — Cr , 3.204

s R)P = (| | P O\ Apmtancmy (3.204)

27The pair of values arg(K) =+7/2 on the Stokes rays are chosen for illustrative purposes only, in order to present the
general scheme of the calculations: for any of the remaining (;) —1 =75 pairs of values of arg(A) on the Stokes rays, one
arrives at the same estimate (see equation E205)) for || (A)—1I||, k=1, but with different O(1) constants.
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where ¢, :=2max,,—0.1.2.3{(8m(1))2}, and ¢ar :=max,,—g 1.2.3{p2,}. Assembling the asymptotics (FZ0I) -

(3204) and invoking the restriction BI19) on dy (for k=+1), one deduces from the asymptotics (BI8T)
and BI97) that, for arg(A) = _ +7/24+0(772/3),

T— 400

|| (A)— I|| < (9<c;(r)|u(k)+1|2|pk(7')|27-(%2(3+R°(”(k)+1))6’c)) . k=41, (3.205)
——+0o0
where, for arg(A) S E SO 772/3), ¢f (1) = E%EM(23/231/4e”Im(”(1)+1)/2)_2, and, for arg(/NX) e —

Z4+O(r7%3), (7)== ¢t e (23/231/4em Im(v(1)+1)/2) =2 (see Remark BZZ). Via an analogous series of
calculations, one arrives at a similar estimate (cf. asymptotics (3:2204)) for the case k=—1.
Formlng the composition of the inverses of the linear transformations §;, j=1,2,...,11, that is,

{Iv’k(/jaT)?: (31 032 033 OS4 035 036 037 038 039 o310 OS11) M,k
1o 1og 1 0\(1 ¢ A ~ L
=(b(7)) " 27°GoxG1,kT® (—iwo,k 1) (O 0*1’“ ) (ﬁk >g2,k( ;r >

x Xe(M)@ark(A), k=1, (3.206)

one arrives at the asymptotic representation for \le(ﬁ, 7) given in equation (BI20). O

Remark 3.2.1. Heretofore, it was assumed that (cf. Corollaries BIT2HZTH) 0 < < 0 <1/9, k= =+1;
however, the set of restrictions (BI19) implies the following, more stringent restriction on dy

0 < 6 < 1/24, k==l (3.207)

T—+00 T—+00

Since (0,1/24) C (0,1/9), the latter restriction (B2207) on d5 implies, and is consistent with, the earlier
one; henceforth, the restriction (8:2207) on & will be enforced. [ |

Remark 3.2.2. Using the fact that (see the asymptotics [@I4)) below) v(k)+1—0 as 7 — +o0, k==+1,
one shows, via the expansion for the gamma function [32]

oo
=Y 0rd, Jzl<1,
j=0
n

where 05 = 1 and 0y, = ﬁ di—o(=1)78j4105,_;, m € Zy, with s; = —¢(1) the Euler-Mascheroni

constant] and s,, = ¢(m), N > m > 2, where ((2) is the Riemann Zeta function, and well-known
inequalities for complex-valued trigonometric functions, that the auxiliary parameters introduced in
step (xi) of the proof of Lemma B.2.1] have (for the case k = +1) the following asymptotics: (1) for

arg(A) Z4+0(r 2/3),

-r~>+oo 2

(0o(1)* = (2+|sect])*(1+0O(|v(1)+1)),

T+
(@) = g(1+2 sec” 0)*(1+0(|v(1)+1)),
(22(1))° = 192Q2vm+[sect])*(1+O(lv(1)+1]),
(03(1))* o= 96m(1+2 sec? 0)*(14+0(|v(1)+1))),
Py = 1HO((M+1),  pl = 2msec®(0)(1+O0(|v(1)+1))),

A= 16V 1PAO(n)+1]), B = SVBI+O(p(1)+1)),

where 6 —arg( (1)+1), whence ng L =.00)and ¢y 5 _O(1) = ¢f(7), 5. 0O(1) (as claimed); and
(2) for arg(A) S ——|—(9( ’2/3),

(01 =_se@OU+O(v(D)+1), (1) = Z0+0(u(1)+1]),
(@0 = _19252O)1+0(p()+1),  (@s(1)* = _96x(1+0(w(1)+1])),

T—+00

28Note: 18 __< _6(3+Re(v(k)+1)) < _24.

T—+400 T—+400

29 _4h(1)=0.577215664901532860606512 . . ..
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1
2

= 140 1)+1 =
P = o), A =

= O(v)+1P), = 8V3(1+O0(v(1)+1])),

T—+00

1+0(jv(1)+1)),

whence E'}w Lo 0M)and ey = O(1) = ¢f(7) 5 _O(1) (as claimed). The analysis for the case k=—1
is analogous. |

Remark 3.2.3. In Lemma B.2.1] and hereafter, the function @,/ 5(+) plays a crucial rdle; therefore, its
asymptotics are presented here: for me{—1,0,1,2} and k=+1,

Park(2) - I+Z Bip(r)zd | el3me@Z =0 In(@ux () *D)os (1),
arg(2)="T 4+ T L arg(uy (1) ]

e—im((R)+1)/2 0
Ra(k):= 0 _ w2 |

Pi(T)

where

7177(1/ k)+1)/2 0
( IR ) e _<2uk<r>>1“>v
L (v(k)+1) Pr(T)
ol (v relm(v(k)+1)
( i37(v(k)+1)/2 21“?71/(1@)) )
IM(QHIC 1/2 e~ im(v(k)+1)/2 (2Hk(7'))1/2 )
Pk(T)F(V(k)+1) Pr(T)

i3 (v(k)+1)/2 2mel™ (V)41
Rz<k>:=( v i m |
- Pi(T)

and 1/3j7k(7'), j€N, are off-diagonal (resp., diagonal) Mz (C)-valued functions for j odd (resp., j even); for
example,

. B 1 0 p(7) . (k) +1) 1+ (v(k)+1) 0
ba= g (atm "57) =0 (O )
p - 0 (1= (v(k)+1)) (2= (v(k)+1))pk(7)
Yau(r)= IMGE ((1+(V(k)+1>>(2+(V(k)+1))Qk(T) 0 ' ) '
These asymptotics can be derived from the asymptotics of the parabolic-cylinder functions [27]. |

3.3 Asymptotic Matching

In this subsection, the connection matrix is calculated asymptotically (as T— +oo with eb>0) in terms
of the matrix elements of the function A(fr, 7) (cf. equation ([B4)) that are defined in terms of the set

of functions ho(7), 7o(7), vo(7), and b(r) concomitant with the conditions BIZ)EY Thus, the direct
monodromy problem for equation ([B:3)) is solved asymptotically.

Lemma 3.3.1. Let \le(ﬁ, T), k= =+1, be the fundamental solution of equation [B3)) with asymptotics
given in Lemma BZT), and let Y (i, 7) be the canonical solution of equation BI)FY Define

()= (U (i, 7)) e BeYE (e VO, ), k=1 (3.208)

Assume that the parameters v(k)+1 and 0y satisfy the restrictions BI119) and B201), respectively, and,
additionally, the following conditions are valid

() By exp(—17'2/33\/§(5b)1/3ei2”k/3) o((y(k)ﬂ)%) : (3.209)

T—r+00

30Equivalently, the set of functions (cf. equations @14)), (13), and @18), respectively) ho(7), #o(7), and o (7).
31See Proposition [LZ11

1
32Gince T T273Y5O (77 1/O, 7) (cf. equations (32)) is also a fundamental solution of equation (B3), it follows, therefore,
that £0°(7) is independent of .

33The conditions ([BI17) and (B207) are consistent with the conditions (E209) and (B2I0).
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b(T)Ti“/3exp(172/33(5b)1/3ei2”’“/3) = 0Q), (3.210)

T—r+00

where py,(T) and By, are defined in Lemma BZIPY Then,

(1) = i(Rmm(k))—leg‘;(r)ag((8b)1/4(\/§+1)1/2>0302e_A3k(T)03 (1@80(7) 0 )

Tr+oo 921/4/B /b (r) 0 Ag(r)
x (I+ET (1) I+ OB (7)) (3.211)

where Ma(C)3 Ry (k), Mmoo €{—1,0,1,2}, are defined in Remark B.23,

9(r)= — %“1m+ir2/33(\/§—1)a§+i(a_i/z) (V34 1)ar/2), (3.212)
Ajp(T):= — (%)pk(ﬂ—k(y(@—l—l)ln(2,uk(7-))l/2—|—%(u(k)+1) InT
+ (v(k)+1) In(6(V3+1)2ay), (3.213)
with pi (1) defined by equation BBEI), and i (T) defined in Lemma B21],
foo .14 2 HAGE ()i

AS (T)._1+(Eb)1/4(\/’“§+1)1/2, (3.214)

e o (Eb)1/4(\/§+1)1/2 00 2 14\/§Z 00
By (r):=1- 9171 ((AGk (T))21—%—Z<WT)]€—1>(AG1€ (T))u) ; (3.215)

with 2, A, and xi(7) defined in Lemma B21] and

YR 1 (AG(T)1n (AG(7T))12
ACE D= G A <<AG§°<T>>21 (AG%)QQ) = (3.216)

with
(AGS2 (7)1 = (VB+1)(AGo )22+ (2/2b) /2 (AGo 1) 12,
(AG52 (7)) 12=—(V3+1)(AGo 1) 12+ (260) /2 (AGo 1 ) 22,
(AG(7))21 =~ (V3+1)(AGo 1) 21 — (2/€b) 2 (AGo k)11,
(AGS2(1))22=(V3+1)(AGo k)11 — (2b) /2 (AGo 1. )21,
where (AGo.k )i j=1,2 are defined by equations (B.A)—(B.7),

= ad(o .
o (ry e [0 M (VB2 () P (BHD k) +1)
T)i= | —— — g
ok Vb(7) Xk (T) V2py (1) By, !
B 1
+ Pi(7) By o_> gt ——————
V2(eb)/2(V/3+1) (1) 2v/3(V3+1)
MVBZRUly,  (eb)V2(VBHD) ((14\/§zk91k)2€+ —f —13)
y Xk (7) V2B, xe(r) 7 T0k T TLE 20k
V2Bl 4VB 2,2l
(eb)1/2(\/3+1) T k()
y V3+1  —(2e0)Y/2\ (Tik(157) Tiak(1;7) (3.217)
(2/eb)'/? V/3+1 To1k(L;7) Took(li7)) )7 '

with 05, 01, and €5, defined in Lemma BZ] (Tyj5(1;7))i j=1,2 defined in Proposition BLS, and B (1)
defined by equation (3.220), and

o) oy i) s

O(EF (7)) rtoo ((9(7—;&(%)—%) O (7~ 4+30)

34The conditions (209) and E2I0) will be validated a posteriori; see the proof of Lemma Bl where (cf. definition
BIIR)) v(k)+1 Tﬁij(T*ZBe*B(ﬂ), k=+1, with ¥(7) and B(7) defined in equations (ZI3)). Hereafter, whilst reading
the text, the reader should be cognizant of the latter asymptotics for v(k)+1, as all asymptotic expansions, estimates,

orderings, etc., rely on this fact.
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Proof. Denote by Wyykr (11, 7), k==£1, the solution of equation (B3] that has leading-order asymp-
totics given by equations ([B.28)-(.28) in the canonical domain containing the Stokes curve approaching,
for k= +1 (rvesp., k= —1), the positive real p-axis from above (resp., below) as @ — +o00. Let £°(7),
k==£1, be defined by equation [B208); rewrite £;°(7) in the following form:

£ (r)= ((‘T’k(ﬁ, 7)) " W i (7 7’)) ((\TJWKB,k(ﬁ, 7)) Ty (10, 7’)) . (3.219)

Taking note of the fact that Wy (7Z, 7), Wyin . (7, 7), and 7~ 1293 Yg° (7~ /61, 7) are all solutions of equation
B3), it follows that they differ on the right by non-degenerate, i-independent, Ms(C)-valued factors:
via this observation, one evaluates, asymptotically, each of the factors appearing in equation (32I9) by
considering separate limits, namely, g — «y and 1 — +00, respectively; more specifically, for k=+1,

(Ejk(ﬁv T))_liwma,k(/j, 7') =

T—400
((b(ﬂ)‘%"s Go.x B T Fu (1) (7 K)xk(x)¢M7k(K)) T r@enen (3.220)
fimfion, A~ O(r%%), 0<0<0u<g, arg(R)="52=+F 4 arg(ux(r)), moo€{~1,0,1,2}
where (cf. Lemma B.2.T])
Fi(7)= ( 14le 0) : (3.221)
(- 1
Sk(r N)=T+1, (1) A+, (1) A2, (3.222)

and
w@) = 1+0(¢k(7 (k) +112|px (7 )|-2T—6Tp<k>), (3.223)

T—+00

)
with v(k)+1, pr(7), Bok, Gosr ks Br, Zis Jan(7), Ip(7), pe(7), and xx(7) defined in Lemma B2
Wy (2, 7) := —o3iT?/3 f“,k I (€) dé— f~ diag((T'(£))~ 16gT(§)) d¢, eTp(k)::%—2(3+Re(u(k)+1))(5k (>0),

and My(C) 3¢ (7 7), =..0(1), and
~ SO B TP ~ . - o=l ol oo 1/6~
(‘I/WKB,k(HaT)) T 7Y (T AR )Tﬁiioo nglalglﬁoo ((T(u)ewk( )) TTEBYR(r 1/6,u,7’>).
arg (1)=0

(3.224)
One commences by considering the asymptotics subsumed in the definition (3:224]). From the asymp-

totics for Yo (7~ /61, 7) stated in Proposition [LZ1] equations (15, B10), BI8), BI19), B53), B54),
E39), (00), 3910), (3.100), (3144), and (BI4), one arrives at, via the conditions ([3.I7) and the asymp-
totics (B.E0) and (B35),

nglai%n*}oo ((T(ﬁ)ewk(f"”) _1T71_1203Y80 (7'71/6/7, 7')) 7-~>:+oo exp (Bk(T)Ug), k:ﬂ:l, (3225)
arg(n)=0

where

Bu(r) 1= In7—ir/23(V5 - 1o ~i2vB 2 ~i(a—i/2) (V3 Do /2)+ %
k

+ (;%((a—iﬂ)—i-a?#/%o(ﬂ)+§f/k—(a)) (_1 nre 1nA—|—1n< ))

31 —-1/3
(e e ()
QT

O RY)40(r 1/3A)+(’)(

—1/3

(cs,k-l—camz/gibo( )+ er (722 ho(7) 2)) (3.226)

and ¢, m=1,2,...,7, are O(1).
One now derives the asymptotics defined by equation (B220). From the asymptotics (3I09) for
w = +1, equation BI24) for Py (A) (in conjunction with its large-A asymptotics stated in Remark

B.Z3), the definitions 2ZI) and 3222) (concomitant with the fact that det(Z4(r;A)) =1), and the
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asymptotics (3:223), one shows, via the relation (W (1o, k,7))i,j=1,2 =0 and the definition ([3:220), that,
for k=+1,

(k7)) Wssen (7 7) = Oy (M) (MES (1 MFL ()8, %“3g(;;(b(7))%osT(ﬁo,k)
2 (R () 05752, 0) (T 2 020 () () ()
Lo (mdslma o Q
+ SN0 +0( TOULNI) mm))
x (1+0(Jw(k)+1P e (r)| 2~ P2 (1), ("))
% (14RO (NI (M) Qe (1) + AP0 (DIA (7 )QM(T))
X (I+KT—1/3POO,k(T)+%EM(THO(( “13R)2E )) (3.227)
where My (C) 3R (k), moo €{—1,0, 1,2}, are defined in Remark B23]
P§ = e (r)R? — (v (B) +1) In K () +1) In(2pi () /2, (3.228)
cp)1/4 172\ 7® 1o .
D.oo,k(T):]Fkl(T)(((;)/4\/%3;%) io9+B,® AG;O(T)(b(T))203>, (3.229)
with AG°(7) defined by equation (B:210),
1y 1 0 Pr(T)
U1 k(7):= 20 (7) <_qk(7—) kO ; (3.230)
1y WE) 1) (1 (v(k)+1) 0
ann) = N 1+(V(k)+1)> , (3.231)
D1 ()i —L ( 0 (1= (v(k)+1))(2— (v(k)+1))px(7)
SRR (i ()2 \(L+(v(R) +1)) 2+ (v (k) +1) ) an(T) 0 ’
(3.232)
) 0 _(8b)1/2
Pook(7)i=(b(r)) 722 | T BVR ) (3.233)
3v2ay 0
- o 1 )y} ad(os) VB+1 —(2eD)V2 (T11k(1;7) Tion(1;7)
Bes)= gm0 (ol G )(Tsin) TasEn) e
i) )= 1 T — % ad(o3) \/§+1 _(25b)1/2
Baosr)im s ) 1 (Y0, O e, (3.235)
Mj(C) > Cx (T 7), 5.0(), (Tijr(1;7))ij=1,2 defined in Proposition B.1.8 and M, (C)>¢? is O(1).

Recalling the definitions (3220) and (224, and substituting the expansions , , and
[B227) into equation ([3.219)), one shows, via the conditions (BI7), the definition (BII8]), the restrictions
(3I139), the asymptotics (B, (BI4), and (BIS), and (cf. step (xi) in the proof of Lemma [B.2.T)

arg(ui (7)) . = 5 (14+0(r=%3)), and the restriction ([3.207), that
. 1/4 /2% :
£2(r) = i(Rmm(k))‘leﬁ(T)"S () /1(V3+1) P LISPLE
T—+00 21/41 /%k, /b(T)
~ ~ A
X diag(IB%go(T),ASO (T))Ejzo (r), k==1, (3.236)

where 39(7), Ajr(7), Ag(7), and B (7) are defined by equations B2I2)-(B2I5), respectively, and

A 0 (D) A(VB+1)PDE (1)
—1/37 21/485° (7)b(7)e2Pr(T)
ESe(r) = (140G R0y)) (I+< A5 (e ))

(eb)/4(V3+1)1/245° (1) 0

k 12 7€Tp(k) ~ -
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1. 1 - 1 -
< (3o 5o (20 0))

x (ng yk(7)+7\2.‘l§3yk(r)) <I+K71/3Pio7k(7)+%ﬂzoo k(7)

)

+ O((VRRPEL 4(0)). (3.237)
where
C(r):=(AGF (M), (3.238)
DE° (7):=(AGY (T))22—§—Z (ii\fjk _1> <(5b)1/4(2\1//§+1)1/2 +(AG?(T))12> , (3.239)
G ()= Madlen g L (gL (1D s(), m=1,2,3, (3.240)
¥, (r)ime MO HODD T (DT (1) k(7). (3211
B, (r)=e @ adleng 1 (T (9 (1), (3.242)
B, 4 (7)i=e AR (), (3.243)
]ngj’km:: B adeDF (), (3.244)
EY, (1) me P adE (7). (3.245)

Via the conditions ([BIT), the restrictions BI19) and (B207), the definitions (B59), (B36), BIII),
B.120), @G122), BT, B.180), B.214) B.216), B.221), B.229) (B.23%), and (B.238) [@B.243), and the
asymptotics (m)a M)7 M)a (E:I)a m7Ma (E@7M7 and (m)a upon imposing the
conditions (3:209) and (B:2I0)), and defining

oo, V3+1 _(25[7)1/2 f .
Ji = ((2/Eb)1/2 N:ISEUE T k= (Tijk(157))i =12,

. O _(Eb)1/4(\/§+1)1/2
Df_ =B, 2" S/ 2 :
’ @) /3 (V31172 0

one shows that, for k==+1,

0 (e0)/*(VB+1)/PDE (1)
o — N T T ol/afeo Ab(T)e2Bk ()
Ele(r) = (1+(9(T 1/3A303)) (1+( RS 2L/4B5° (7)b(7)e?Pk ))

(eb) /4 (V3+1)1/245° (1) 0

x (I+%¢Ii"‘( = m”‘( ”O(x b >>>
« (Ho('”( ””2 i eBk<f>adwm;,{k<T>ék<7>aoo,k<7>))
(

pe(T)[?

< (T3 (DB 4 ()4 2B (D4R (7P ()4, ()

+ 3 (B (1) + R (7R L (B (04T L (1) + O (7B (7))
+ B (P ()07 LB 4() )

0 (=) YAH(VBED YD (1)
- A 21/415° (1)b(1)e2PK(7)
7too (I+O(T 1/3A303)) (I+( 2V/4CE (r)b(r)e*Pr( 0 ((; ()e ))

(ab)1/4(\/§+1)1/2Am (7)

1 ~_ 1 ~_ _
. (1+X¢1};“<T>+E%,i*‘mw(K Jihr >))

d.d(o’g)
< 143 (OF () re— -0 T
© T 0o T = 00
. KR 2vB(3+) \ Vi) bk
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. ~ ad(o3)
1432, A0 2 —erp(k) [ o=Br(r)
L i k2L 07k03+0 lv(k)+1] 72 e
Xk (T) |k (7)] Vb(7)

x D &)@, )7))

0 _ (=) (VEED)VPDE (1)
~1/3%3 21/4Bg° (7)b(7)e2Pk (™)
‘r—>+oo (I+O / Mo )) (I+ ( 21/4(:(?0(7')17(7')‘325’@(") ’ ))

(073 (VE+1) /A (7) 0

N 4V3Z 20,08, ~14V3Z AT,
I+3% ( 2 () oy A
( e ey i e AT
~ ad(os
+ 1 1 _1 ﬁ( +14\/§kakéak¢—l,u() N 1 e Br(7) (03)
T —_— T)O:
x () BB \ Vi)

o1 o L hoLE(r L
T L B+ (1O

S_1g e_Bk(T) ad(7s) " P o~
x byt (7T) TRTe 4y * (1T L (TEL . (7)

vb(7)
lv(k)+12r—err®) [ e=Bi(m) ) TR~ i1
+ O |pk(7_)|2 \/m Dooykck(T)(Doo,k)

A px(T)[?

5 (o3)
1 |w(k)+12r—ere(R) e A7) ~ _
+ o T i) D, Eu(r)(Bh )

o 1 14\/§Zk9lk€5fk¢_l7u( )
A2 xu(m) BRI

> 'd(o’g)
1 [p(k)+1)2rere® oA \" - B
+of Ll Bt (r) DF, & (r)(DF, )"

V3220105,

= I4+¥ (DEL (n+ Uit (T)os+O(r™ 530k g0

T—too ’ : Xk (T)

N ((’)(792/3) (9(7—02/3)>+((’)(7-0§+6k) o 0%+6k)>

0 O(r=% (v(k)+1)F")
O(r=% (v(k)+1)=") 0
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+ 7 2mer () O(r= 1= M (k) +1)5)
O(r=3~ fTP<k> v(k)+1)%") O(r—2—ctr (k)

n O —3—dp—erp(k )(U(k)—f—l)) O(T7275kfeTp(k)(V(k)_’_l)%)
0(7_2 or—erp (k )(V(k)—i-l)%) O(r—1=0k—ere(K) (1 (k) +1))

L[ o B (k) +1) OB (k) +1)F)
O(T_3 26 — ETP(k)( (k)_i_l)s;zk) O(r=2~ 265 — 6Tp(k})(l/(k)+1))

O(r= 572k (u(k)+1) ")
O(T—f—%k( (k)+1)"2") 0

V322l

= I+ k(T)Eio kT ¢1,k’ﬂ(7')03+

TrFoo ' ’ Xk (T)

O(r—3+0) (9(773(1*’% o)
+<<9<r%<%>%> o)) 7

(B )

E2.(r) = (I+ES,(r) (1+OEX (7)), (3.246)

k T—+00

where EY, (7) and O(E°(7)) are defined by equations (3.2I7) and (B.2I8), respectively. Thus, via the
asymptotics [3230) and (3244), one arrives at the results stated in the lemma. O

Lemma 3.3.2. Let \Ilk(ﬁ, T), k= =+1, be the fundamental solution of equation (B:%with asymptotics
given in Lemma B2T] and let X{_, (j1,7) be the canonical solution of equation (B.1)) Deﬁne%

€0(r)i= (Tu(, 7)) T XYL (VO T), k=i, (3.247)

Assume that the parameters v(k)+1 and 0y satisfy the restrictions B119) and B207), respectively, and,
additionally, the conditions B209) and B2I0) are valid. Then,

0 T _ —1 A%(T)O’g, i21/4 - eAAk(T)Ug AO(T) . 0
B (= o3 Al G Ry
x (I+E (7))S;(1+0 (E(7))) , (3.248)
where M2 (C) 3Ry, (k), moe{—1,0,1,2}, are defined in Remark B23]
0(r):=1r*33v3ai +i(a—1/2) In(27/2(V/3+1)), (3.249)
Nji(r):= — <%§>pk(7)+(u(lﬂ)+l) ln(2uk(7))1/2+%(y(k)+l) Int
— (v(k)+1) In(e*™ /3a4), (3.250)

with pr(T) defined by equation B1I), and By and p,(T) defined in Lemma [B21],

(0) 1 (V3-1)A(AGY (1)1

AS(r):=1+ 517 : (3.251)
R B 21/4 A (4VBZ
15%8(7)._1+(6b)1/4(\/§_1)1/2 ((AGQ(T))gz %k< e 1) (AGQ(T))m), (3.252)

with 2y, A, and xx(7) defined in Lemma B2 and

L (admn (6w
A= G (Ao (Adkioe) (3253

35See Proposition 411

36Since (cf. equations (B2)) 1203 X9, (r7V/6f, 1), k=+1, is also a fundamental solution of equation (3)), it follows,
therefore, that £2(7) is independent of fi.
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with
(AGR(T))11 = (V3—1)(AGo k)22~ (2/€b) /2 (AGo 1) 12,
(AGR(T)12= — (V3=1)(AGo k)12~ (22) /2 (AGo k)22,
(AGR(T))21= — (VB3=1)(AGo k)21 +(2/eb) 2 (AGo k)11,
(AGY(T))22 = (V3—1)(AGo x)11+(2eb)/*(AGo 1 )21,
where (AGo.k )i j=1,2 are defined by equations (B.A)—~(B.7),
St = <(1—k1)38/2 _(Hf)Sg/z) , (3.254)

ES, 4 (7) — o—Br(r) ad(o3) <i4\/§Zlek£aF)k ((\/3—1)]91@(7)%1@ n V2(r(k)+1) 0_>03

g
Xk (T) 22u(7) T (VB 1)pu(7) B
_MVBZRALS (V3=1)Byld
+ : X '4\/52\% 3
2 _D\__ 2 14V32,,2 \2 + _ + + 12VOZk Tkt i
VS \ -l (R P 6a— = 60) e
« \/g—l (28())1/2 Tll)k(—l;T) T1271€(—1;7‘) (3 255)
—(2/eb)/? V3—1 J\Tarke(=1;7) Taow(-1;7)))° '

with Kar)k, K{k, and sz defined in Lemma B2, (Tijk(—1;7))i=1,2 defined in Proposition BIS, and

Bk(T) defined by equation B261), and
o o O(r=3513%)  O(7=5(57)=0)

Proof. Denote by Wykr . (1, 7), k==£1, the solution of equation ([B.3]) that has leading-order asymp-
totics given by equations (m,(m in the canonical domain containing the Stokes curve approaching,
for k =+1 (resp., k = —1), the real p-axis from above (resp., below) as 1 — 0. Let £9(7), k= £1, be
defined by equation B247); rewrite £)(7) in the following form:

22(7):((\T/k(ﬁ,r))’lilm,k(ﬁ,r))((\TJWKB,k(ﬁ,r))’lfﬁ”aX?( 1/67;, )) . (3.257)

where S} is defined by equation B254). Noting that U (72, 7), Ye.. (7, 7), and 7~ 273X (= 1/6 1, 7) are
all solutions of equation ([B3)), it follows that they differ on the right by non-degenerate, ji-independent,
My (C)-valued factors: via this observation, one evaluates, asymptotically, each of the factors appearing in
equation ([B257) by considering separate limits, namely, 1 — « and — 0, respectively; more precisely,
for k==+1,

(qjk(ﬁ’ T))ilclijWKB,k(ﬁ, 7') =

T—+00

() 276048} Fu(IZs (m: D) 2ars®)) T (3.258)

A=fio, %, A~ O(T‘sk),0<6<6k<i, arg(./y\):m;f)-k%—%arg(uk(r)),moe{—1,0,1,2}

T—+o00

where (cf. Lemma B3.T) Fy(7) and Ex(7; A) are given in equations (3221) and ([F222), respectively,

Wy (1, 7) := —o3iT?/3 ﬁﬁm &) dé— f” diag((T'(€))0:T(€)) d€, and X1 (A) has the asymptotics (3223),
and
I ~ =1 Loy 0/ —1/6~ o : ~ )\ L 3% 0
(Vwis (1, 7)) 727X (1 /5%, 7) e Q[1)19120_}0 ((T(u)ewk( ) =o3X9 (7107, )) (3.259)
arg ()=

One commences by considering the asymptotics subsumed in the definition (8:259). From the asymp-

totics for X9(7~1/6, 7) stated in Proposition [LZ1] equations (B15), (10), BI8), EI9), B55), B506),
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B59), B3392), 393), BI01), and [BI44), one arrives at, via the conditions [BIT) and the asymptotics
(B.50), (B.33), and (B.14),

1 i N i 1/4 .
Q‘flai%n—»O ((T(ﬁ)ewk(ﬁ,ﬂ)f Tfﬁosx(l)( 1/6% )) = < (d;)(T) ) exp (ﬂk(T)Ug), k=+1, (3.260)
arg(@)=n '
where
Be(T) :—172/33\/§ai+12\/§]~\2+i(a—i/2)ln((\/g—l—l)/\/ﬁ)—%
i . 9 2/3% 2p(7) e
+ <2—\/§((a—1/2)+ak 72/3h0(7))+3\/k_a )(——1DT+1HA+1H i /3a;€)
(V3+1)pk(7) Gt Panio()\ (-1, -
B (@B )
+-1/3

+O(r R34 0(r 1/3A)+(’)( (Ew+66M2/3h0(7)+E77,€(T2/3150(T))2)), (3.261)
and ¢y, m=1,2,...,7, are O(1).

One now derives the asymptotics defined by equation (B.258). From the asymptotics (BI0J) for
@ = —1, equation [FI24) for ®ps(A) (in conjunction with its large-A symptotics stated in Remark
B23), the definitions B221)) and B222) (concomitant with the fact that det(Zx(7;A)) =1), and the

asymptotics (3.223), one shows, via the relation (W (o k,7))i,j=1,2 =0 and the definition ([B.258), that,
for k==+1,

(T 7)  Trem (i 7) = 3t (R () (75 M)F ()8, 27 G5 L (b(r)) 27 T (fio x)

T—+00
1

— (R (k) e P3390 4(7) <” ~ 4T Q0(7)

T—+00

T iaai(ﬂ@&;wmo,kwwo(%Q;ww;iv)amk(ﬂ))

A2
x (10 (k) +121pi(r)| 2= Qg | (1) (r mm))
x (1A L ()31 (1) Q0,0(7) + A0 ()T 4 (1) o s(r

X (1+KT1/3P0,k(7)+XIEO,k(T)+O(( “13R)2Eg (7 ) (3.262)

where My(C) 3 R, (k), mo€{—1,0,1,2}, are defined in Remark BZ3 Pj, vy (1), 1 (), and 5 ()
are defined by equations (3228, (8:230), (3231), and B.232), respectively,

14\ /b(1) 78 i .

D.o,k(T):]Fkl(T)(((Eb)l /42( \/g_bl()l)/z m) +B,? AGQ(T)(b(T))z%), (3.263)
with AGY(7) defined by equation ([B:253)),
) 0 _ (2
Po,i(7):=(b(r)) "4 | “ue 365% : (3.264)
3v2ap
D .f 1 “tad(os) [ V3=1  (2eD)V? (Tuip(=1;7) Tizp(=1;7)

Eo,k(T).—m(b(ﬂ) d( ><_(2/Eb)1/2 \/§_1><T21,:(—1;7) ng,:(—l;r)>’ (3.265)

- , _ 1/2\ -
Eo k(1) := m(b(r))2 ad(cs) <_(\2//§€b)11/2 (3%7)_1 ) &9, (3.266)

Mj(C) > Cx (T 7), 5.0(), (Tijr(=1;7))ij=1,2 defined in Proposition B.1.8 and M, (C) 3¢ is O(1).
Recalling the definitions (3258) and (3.259), and substituting the expansions (3:260), (3:261]), and
[B262) into equation ([B.257), one shows, via the conditions [B.IT), the definition (B.II8), the restrictions
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(31139, the asymptotics (BI), (BI6), and (BIF), and (cf. step (xi) in the proof of Lemma [32.1)
arg(ui (7)) . = 2 (140(r~%?)), and the restriction ([Z207), that

o1/4 o3 y
0 = —1,33(7)os i2 Ajr(T)o3 33 AO %0 < * _
€)=, R (o ) e g (A), BBy (SR, k=1
(3.267)
where 39(7), Ajr(7), AJ(7), and BY(7) are defined by equations (F249)([F252), respectively, and
_UB-1)ECH(r)
ES,(r) = (1+O(r /343 I ! 21/4A3(r)ePk ()
Sk( )Tﬂjroo ( * (T 03)) * i21/4®8(7)€é"(7—) 0
(V3=1)1/2B3(7)
1y 1 a4y ( T a1y ))( (|V(k)+1|2T_STP(k)
X I+: ’ + = ’ +O —— ’ I+O
(1 20Tk 0+ 2 +0( 20340 o
% Q&) (1+A:h <T>+K2:“B,k<7>) (TR /9R ()
+ %Egﬁk(T)-i-O(( “UBR)ES L ( (3.268)
where
CH(7) :=—i(eb) "*(AGR(T))12, (3.269)
3 A (i4V3Z; i21/4
Do i b1/4A 0 kK 1 . b1/4A 0 9
0(7):=1(e0) THUAGK(T))ar = o e (\/5_1)1/2+1(5) (AGL(T) |, (3.270)
U () =0 (D)0, L (D k(7), m=1,2,3, (3.271)
201(7) = Q0 (1B ()05, (3.272)
(1) =0, L (DI (1)Q. k(1) (3.273)
()= ()1 (1) Qe (7), (3.274)
Ph 1, (7) = (i(2b)/4) 2402 (p(7)) 3 (o)A adtonpy (1), (3.275)
Eg)k(T):Z(l(E )1/4) ad( Gg)(b(T))%a.d(Us —Br (1) ad(os)EO k(T) (3.276)
Eg)k(T)ZZ(l(Eb)l/él) ad( 03)(b(T))%ad(og ﬂk(T)dd(US)EO,k(T)- (3'277)

Y
The calculations for the asymptotics (as 7— +oo with eb>0) of the error function IE?Q (7) (cf. definition

A
(B268)) are similar to those for the error function Efoo (1) presented in the proof of Lemma[B3.3.1} therefore,

via the conditions ([IT), the restrictions (BI19) “and B2017), the definitions B359), (E34), BI1J),
B.121), B.122), B.I7), B.I80), (.221), (3.230)-(3.232), (.251) B.253), (3.263) (3.266), and (3.269)-

ma and the asymptotics Ma (Im}a (Im}a (m)a mi(m% mim-) and (m upon
imposing the conditions (3209) and B2I0) and proceeding as in the proof of Lemma B3] one shows
that, for k=+1,

ES (1) =  (I4+ES 4 (r) (I+ OEL(r)), (3.278)

Sk T—+00

where Eg/7k(T) and O(E(7)) are defined by equations [B.255) and (B:250), respectively. Thus, via the
asymptotics (B267) and (B2ZTH), one arrives at the results stated in the lemma. O

Theorem 3.3.1. Assume that the conditions BI7), BI19), B207), B209), and B2I0) are valid;

then, the connection matriz has the following asymptotics:

G = Gk)S(k)I+O(EF (7)), k==L, (3.279)

4o
where

G(k):=(S5)~*G*(k), (3.280)
G(k) = (G* (k)" (I+E (7)) " G* (k) (I+E (7)), (3.281)
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with B (1), Sy, and EY, (1) defined by equations B217), B:254), and B.253), respectively, and

Cu(RBF (1) ,—AGh(r)—A3k(r)  Gr2(RAF(T) (AZy(r)—Adk(r)

(k)= . 2@ &)
CR)= | ean®bE ()~ a5 A5u(r)  EoaIAT () Af(r)4A7(r) | (3.282)
BY () BY ()

where

. V27 i (7)B1 Vb(T) e (R)+1)

O ) = VB P (P (i) P D) (625
N i(eh)1/4
Gra(h)i— y;% exp(32(r)—32(7)) (3.28)
R i T e—27ri(1/(k)+l)
Gan ()=~ exp(-R)+30(). (3.28)

V27 (b)Y 4(24/3) 12 (2p (7)) /22T (R)+1)

Gaa(k):=— pk(T)%kmF(y(k)—l—l)

exp(3R(7)+3r(7)) | (3.286)

with39(1), Aje(r), AP (1), B (1), 39(1), Ajk(T), AS(7), and BY(7) defined by equations B212), B213),
B214), BZ219), 3249), 3250), B251), and B252), respectively, and

OB (7)) = O(EF(n)+O((Gh)S(k) EL(MGHR)S(H)) (3.287)

T+o0
with the asymptotics O(E® (1)) and O(EY (7)) defined by equations (B2I8) and ([B258), respectively.
Proof. Mimicking the calculations subsumed in the proof of Theorem 3.4.1 of [58|, one shows that
Gr=(L(7)) 'L (r), k==l (3.288)
From equations (B211)-3218), (3:248)(3:250), and ([B.288)), one arrives at

G = (1+O(EN)) (81) 7 (1+ES (1) '™ diag ((A5(r) ™", BY(r) )

T—+00

R N e N CORA s A
(i) R0 R )0 (SR

X igpe™23r(T)73 Jiag (BgO (1), Ago(r)) (I+E (7)) I+ O(EX (1)) : (3.289)

taking (meo, mo) = (0,2), that is, Aarg(A):=m(mo—mu)/2=m, and using the definitions of Ry (k) and
R2(k) given in Remark B:22.3] one arrives at, via equation ([B:289) and the reflection formula I'(z)T'(1—2) =
7/ sin(7z), the result stated in the theorem. O

4 The Inverse Monodromy Problem: Asymptotic Solution

In Subsection B3] the corresponding connection matrices, G, k€ {£1}, were calculated asymptotically
(as T — 400 with b >0) under the assumption of the validity of the conditions BI7), BI19), (207),
(3209), and (B2I0). Using these conditions, one can derive the 7-dependent class(es) of functions Gy,
belongs to: this, most general, approach will not be adopted here; rather, the isomonodromy condition
will be evoked on Gy, that is, gi;:=(Gr)ij, 4, j €{1,2}, are O(1) constants, and then the formula for G,
will be inverted in order to derive the coefficient functions of equation ([B.3]), after which, it will be verified
that they satisfy all of the imposed conditions for this isomonodromy case. The latter procedure gives
rise to explicit asymptotic formulae for the coefficient functions of equation ([B3)), leading to asymptotics
of the solution of the system of isomonodromy deformations (m)]ﬂ and, in turn, defines asymptotics of
the solution u(7) of the DP3E (II]) and the related, auxiliary functions H(7), f1(7), O'(T)é and ¢(7).

37Via the definitions (C39)), also the asymptotics of the solution of the—original—system of isomonodromy deformations
(T23).
38See the definitions (CIQ), (CZ9), (L50), and (CI3), respectively.
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Lemma 4.1. Let g;j := (Gg)ij, 1,7 € {1,2}, k = %1, denote the matriz elements of the corresponding
connection matrices. Assume that all the conditions stated in Theorem B.31] are valid. For k=+1, let
911912921 # 0 and g22 =0, and, for k= —1, let g12g21922 # 0 and g11 =0. Then, for 0 <6 < § < 1/24,
k=1, the functions vo(7), 7o(T) PN and b(r) have the following asymptotics:

i um (k) ieiﬂk“e*”k/g(?a)k(sg—iefm)ef(ﬁ(f)ﬁw(f))

vo(7) =001 (T) el 2 (FA/3ym + V27 31/4(b)1/6
x (1+0(r1%)), (4.1)
PRSP R
=0
" ef(g(f)ﬁw(f))(14_0(;1/3)) , (4.2)

vb(r) = b(k)(sb)1/4exp(i(a—i/2)ln(ozk/\/—)——1nT+ (\/_+1k)(5b)1/3 2/3—|—(’)( )>, (4.3)

T—+00

where Y(1) and (1) are defined in equations (Z13),

Po:=(24+3)1, (4.4)
_ Jgune™, k=+1,
b(k)_{—(gzze”)l, k=—1 (45)

and the expansion coefficients u,, (k) (resp., tym(k)), m € Zy, are given in equations ZH)—2I2) (resp.,

ZI8) and @19) @

Proof. The scheme of the proof is, mutatis mutandis, similar for both cases (k= =1); therefore, without
loss of generality, the proof for the case k=41 is presented: the case k=—1 is proved analogously.

It follows from the asymptotics (B21)), (325, and (BH), the conditions (.209) and @2I0), and
the definitions B2IZ) and @24T) that py(7), = O(F/3e=#M)) and Vb(r) . = O(r~ e E0) /%)
where 9(7) and 3(7) are defined in equations ([ZI3]). From the definitions (3113, (3168), (m BI109),
and ([B.I80), and the asymptotics (B:ZII) B29), (BY), (B.14), and (BI4)-(BI9), it follows, via a lineari-

sation and inversion argument [T in conjunction with the latter asymptotics for p1(7), that for k=+1,

a—i/2)r=1/3 1(7)=1)(v
Q)T o) = \1/5 (2( V/gzzf _4s¢§(ppl<( T))Tpl</3<1>+1)
ipy (r)7—1/?
" 503 >—1>)’ 0
u0(1)7_1/3+(9(7_2/3) = 8\1/5 <4(a—\i//§20)[;—1/3 +48\/§(\/§+;1)((f)1£i)1/_31)(V(l)Jr1)
7_—1 /3
<f+1—p(7:(f) 11)) (4.7)
where
)+ _ a) s
pi(r)  2u(7)’ '
with
qi(7) o C;(l)T_2/3+O(T_1), (4.9)
2u(r) = i8V3(1+0(r7*)), (4.10)

39See the asymptotics (321 and ([B325), respectively.
40Trans-series asymptotics (as 7 — 400 with eb>0) for b(7) are given in the proof of Theorem [E1]

41That is, retaining only those terms that are 0(771/3).
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where c; (1) is some to-be-determined coefficient. Recalling from Propositions[B.T.2]and B.T.3} respectively,
that up(1)=a/6a3 and vo(1) = (a-i/2)/3a3, it follows via the asymptotic relations (6] and (&7, equation
([A8), the asymptotics (L) and (LI0), and the asymptotics for p1(7) stated above that

(a—i/2)r1/3 —2/3y  _ T3 (2(a—i/2) —2/3
307 +O(7 )H_m 3\ vaa? +i6c; (1) | +O(r7%/?), (4.11)
ar~1/3 173 4a
o(r 23 = ——(——=-i6(V3+1)c (1)) +0(r%/3 4.12
00 = (Ja ARG +o () (412
whence
ci(1)=0. (4.13)

Thus, from equation ([L8]), the asymptotics (@3] and ([@I0), the relation (@I3]), and the asymptotics (see
above) p1(7) = _O(t*/3e=8(), one deduces that, for k=+1[

T—+o00

v(1)+1 = O(r3e M), (4.14)

T—r+00

From the corresponding (k=+1) asymptotics (B2I) and [B28]), the definitions (B59), B213), and
(B250), the expansion e* =) % 2 r:, and the leading-order asymptotics ([@I0) and (@I4), one shows
that, for k=+1, '

A5 (1) _ —2/3 P —1/3\m —1/3,—B(7)
e = b > G (AL O (77 e A, (4.15)

+AZ(T) —2/3 ;t —1/3\m —1/3 ,—B8(7)
e LS ZCm(l)(T )" +O (17 Pe TP, (4.16)
for O(1) coefficients ¢£(1) and (£ (1). From the corresponding (k=+1) asymptotics (321, 25), (B,
(B19). (BI0), and (BIS), the definition BI79), and pi (7). = O(r'/3e=#(M), it follows that, for k=+1,

1 e—lﬂ'/4 )
YRR YE) —2/3 —1/3 m —1/3_—B(7)
(2p11(7) 172 7100 23/231/1 (”T Za )"0 e )>, (4.17)

m=0

for O(1) coefficients af, (1). From the corresponding (k= +1) asymptotics (321), (:25), (BI), (B.H)-

(B39), (BI4), and (EE) and the definitions BI79), B2I4)-B216), and B251)-([B.253), one shows
that (cf. Lemmata B30l and B3.2)), for k==+1, to leading order,

N O(r2/%) @(Tfl/s(efmf))#) \

WO S \o(rmero=) oy ) o
. O(r2/3) @(Tfl/s(efw))%) \

Nk( )T_)—JFOO (’)(7-*1/3(e*ﬁ(7))#) (9(7-*2/3) ) (4.19)

whence, via the asymptotics (@14]), (@I8]), and (@19), and the above asymptotics for p;(7), it follows via
the relation det(I4+J)=1+tr(J)+det(J), JeMz(C), that, for k=+1, to all orders,

I+EY Zcb (r73ym L o(r78e =AM, (4.20)
C+E A ()7 = T+ G2 +0(rm e ), (4.21)
m=1

42FEven though this realisation is not exploited in this work, it turns out that v(k)+1 has the asymptotic trans-series

expansion
J (o T)+ikd (T
v(R)F1 = D DT aulm)(r ) (en PRI ey,
JEZy meN

for certain coefficients §; . (m): Z4 x {£1} x N—=C, where, in particular, 8o, (1) =51 1 (1) =
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for My (C)-valued, O(1) coefficients ¢?, (1) and ¢Z,(1). It now follows from the corresponding (k = +1)
conditions (3.209) and B210), that is, p1(7)B1, = 0(623(1)(7—)) and \/WTijO(egg(T)_zg(T)), respec-
tively, where 39(7) and 39(7) are defined by equations [B2ZI2) and (3249, respectively, the expansion
e* =3 27 the reflection formula I'(2)['(1—z) = 7/sin 7z, the definitions (F283) [B280), and the

m=0

asymptoticsm and ([@I7T), that, for k=41,
sy (Gu@) Ge)) _ (o) o)
S0~ (Gt ean) e (80 owthin) .

and, from equation ([B282)), the definitions (214, B2TH), (251), and [B252)), and the asymptotics
E13), E.I6), and @.22),

() T +oo (Oglg O(V(%)L—l)) (4.23)
whence, via the definitions ([3.254), (3.280), and ([B.287]), and the asymptotics (£20) and E21]),
=~ O(1 o(1
¢ 5w (08 0(y(§))+1)> ’ (4.24)
= o) o0
S 5. (08 (9%13) : (4.25)

From the asymptotics (3:22I8)) and 3250]), the definition [B:287), the asymptotics (£24) and (£25), and

the relations max{z1,z2} = (21 + 22+ |21 — 22|)/2, min{z1, 22} = (21 + 22 — |21 — 22|)/2, 71,22 € R, and
maxg—41{30r—1/3, =0 —(1+k)/6,—0— (1—k)/6} =—0y, it follows that, for k=+1,

Ef (1) = O(r ™). (4.26)

T—+00

Finally, from the asymptotics (3.279) and ([£.24)-@.20), one arrives at (G1); j=12., = O(1) (for k=+1),
which is, in fact, the isomonodromy condition for the corresponding connection matrix.

From the definition ([254]), the asymptotics (3279), the definitions [B280) and B28l), equation
(B:282)), the definitions (3.283)—-(B.280), the asymptotics (20), ([E21]), and [@20), and the isomonodromy

condition for the corresponding connection matrix Gy, it follows that, for £ = +1, upon setting g;; :=
(Gl)ija iaje {17 2}5

11 g2 _ 1 sg) (Gi(1) Gia(1) (1+nu(7) 12(7) —01
(gm gz2> T—+00 (0 10> <G§1(1) G§2(1)>< 772? (1) 1_7,7_7722(T)> 1+o(r~° ) (4.27)
where -
(1) = D (1) (r )"+ O(r e i je{1,2), (4.28)

m=1
for O(1) coefficients (H,,(1));;. It follows from the asymptotics (£27) that

gag2r = (G5 (D141 (7)) + Gy (1)1 (7)) (Gia(1) 456G, (1)
+ (Go(1)+50G3o(1)m22(7) + (G, (1) + 0G5, (1)) ma (7)) (1+O(7 7)) . (4.29)

From the corresponding (k = +1) conditions (3209) and B.2I0), that is, p1(7)B1 T%+m0(623?(7)) and
V(7). = _O(e¥M=38 () respectively, where 30(r) and 3(7) are defined by equations @2IZ) and

T—+400
m

[B249), respectively, equation ([B.282), the definitions ([B.283)-(B286), the expansion e* = > ° 2.,

the asymptotics ([@I4)—(@TIM), and the definitions B214)), (210, (B251), and ([252), one shows that,
for k=+1,

G;l(l)nll(T)anl(T)G I(Bgo)( 8)0( ) e~ D3 (T)+A5(7) .,-_,:_,_OO O(T_l/B), (4-30)
0

GZQ(l)nzl(T)anl(T)%ﬁo() A (M) +A5:(7) T_):_;,_OO O(T_le_B(T)), (4-31)
0

( t2<1>+88G;2<1>>n22<T>=n22<7><7(@”f§3f30 (D eainir-aincr 1 G DAT ()
o(7) By(7)
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% eAZl(‘r)JrAél(‘r)) TH:JFOOO(Til/g)(0(1)4_0(7—72/3637#3(7-))) TH:JFOOO(Tfl/:”)’
(4.32)
@11(1)1@80(7) —AGi(T)—Aj @21(1)1@“@)
* 1)+ OG* 1 — . e 31(7) 51(7')_|_ OAio
(GT1(1)+50G51 (1))mi2(7) 7712(7')< A7) S0 BO ()
CeSO0) - oo o) = o). 1)

whence (cf. asymptotics ([@29]))
G291 = (G;l(l)+O(T*1/3)+O(Tfle*ﬁ(‘r))) (H_O(Tﬂsl))

x (Gr(1)+0( %)+ 0 (2 e=0())

BIGHI+0C™) = Gulin) ]

= —e M4 0(r ) (140(r7)) = —(1+0(v(1)+1))

T—+00

X(1+O(T_61)) = _(1+O(T_2/36_'6(T)))(1—}—(9(7'_61)) -

T—+00

T—r+00

—g12921 = 1—|—(’)(7'751); (4.34)

analogously,

g2 = (G (1)(A+ma(r)+Gaa(L)ne (7)) (1+O(r))

T—+00

= (Gzl(1)+O(T_1/3)+O(T_le_ﬂ(7))) (1+0(r~°))

T—+00

~—

* —01 _ ~ BM(T
e MO 2 Ga)ge =

ivb(7) —32(M)+3%(r) s —2mi(r(1)+1 -2/3 -2/3 —481
e P (5b)1/4e 1(m)+51(m) g=2mi(v(1)+ )(1+O(T / ) (1+0(r / ) (1+0(7~))

e i(;/bl;(ﬁe";3“”*3‘1’(7)(1+c9(u(1)+1))(1+c9(T51))

_ W) 5o+ ~2/3,-B(r) 5
oo ()4 (1+0(G"* e M) (1+0(r7™) =

_ WD) s0mas 5
921 T (55)1/4e ! D (A+0(r). (4.35)

e~ A5 (T)+A51(7) (1+(9(T751))

It follows, upon inversion, from the asymptotics [@34]) and ([@33) that, for k=+1,

: 301 =30(r - s o= 30 =30(r -
Vb(r) e igoy (eb) /i1 (1) =3 )(1—1—(’)(7 oY) = —ig7;! (eb) 1/ 4ed1 (M) =3 )(1—1—(’)(7 o)), (4.36)
whence, via equations (L63) and the definitions [B212)) and (B3:249]), one arrives at the corresponding

(k=+1) asymptotics for Vb(7) stated in equation (@3] of the lemmaJ
Recall the following formula (cf. equations (L61))), which is one of the defining relations for the
manifold of the monodromy data, M:

921922 — g11912+ 80911920 =1 ™% (4.37)
Let (M) pim(v()+1) A B
2 B 6—231 T ei7r v(1)+1 ASe B Cons
— V() Be 2 S (OBET) 28800 (1 (7)) (1 (7)) (4.38)
(24/3)1/2(2u1 (7)) V/2D(—v(1)) AY(T)AY(7)

substituting equation ([B.282)), the definitions (B283)—([B.280]), and the asymptotics (27 into equation
@31), an algebraic exercise reveals that, in terms of the newly-defined variable z, it can be recast in the
form

Y12 2+ (yotys+ty)z +(1+ys+ye)z+yra +ys+tyotyiotyn—ie ™ +O0(r7) = 0, (4.39)

T—r+00

43Note that the asymptotics ([@30)) is consistent with the corresponding (k=+1) condition ([B2I0).
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where
ipmirm) (o)’
o —1 —im(v T T T 31(1)—A5 (7
Y= <129211 s1n(ﬂ'(u(1)—|—1))e (v(1)+1) Ai)O(T)A(O)(T) > ( A%(T) ) 62(A5 (r)—A51(7))
0 0 0
X (L4m11 (7)) (14 n22(7))* nan (1) (140(7 1)) , (4.40)
. . 2
o . AG°(m)BG° (1)
y2:=12sin(m(v(1)+1))e 13”(”(1)“)( A (I+m11(7)) (L 4m22(7)) | (4.41)
AG(m)BY(7)
. 3 .
. _ . —in(v AOO T ]BOO T () — -
Y3 :=125g5,> sin(m(v(1)+1))e (r(1)+1) AOO((T))> AOO((T))&(AM( )—A31(7))
0 0
X (L4711 (7)) (1+1122(7)) m2a (7), (4.42)
: : —1loT(V T
ya:=i2sin(m(v(1)+1))e 57 (1)“)( 1+7711 N (1 +n22(7))n12(7)n21 (1), (4.43)
(1)B
> AJ(T)BF (1) (A1 (1) —Ad (7)) T2 T) 5
ys = — s0ga 7e ! ! 1+0 ! 4.44
5 0 21A°°( ) (T) 1+7722(7')( ( )) ( )
M2 (7)n21(7)
= , 4.45
o= s () 1+ ) )
. 2
AJ(7) (AL (F)—AG m2(7) -
— _ g2 20 e~ 2(A51(1)=A51() 1+0(r7%)), 4.46
i gﬂ(Agom) T +mE o) (440
i AF(m)B (1)
. 0, —i2w(v(1)+1) 20 0
Ys:= sge —5 a0 Lmi(r) (A +mn22(7)), (4.47)
AZ(T) B3 (7)
B (1)) a(asin-as
Yo =95 | = e 2AnM=A8 M) (1 (7))m2 () (1+0(7 %)), (4.48)
BY(7)
RGN
yio= — g3 (—) (BT )85 (1 Ly (1) s (7) (14O ), (4.49)
Ag(T)
] 3 —inm(v A ]B
Y11= —1258 sin(m(v(1)+1))e ( (1)“)%7712@)7721(7)- (4.50)
0
Via the asymptotics (IM) (IZIZI) and ([A28])), the definitions B214)), B213), B251), and [B252), and
the expansion e* =) 2. it follows from the definitions (Z40)-(Z50) that
noo= O(r=?/3e728(7), v2 = O(r72/3e=AM), (4.51)
ys = O(r e P), o O(r=4/3e=F), us = O(r1/3), (4.52)
yo = O,y = OF), ys = ss(1+0(G), (4.53)
W, 5,007 5 OCTE) a5 O eTT). (45

One notes that the asymptotic equation ([£39) is a quartic equation for the indeterminate x, which can
be solved explicitly: via a study of the four solutions of the quartic equation (see, for example, [4]]), in
conjunction with the asymptotics (£EI)—(E@54), it can be shown that the sought-after solution, that is,

the one for which = __O(1), can be extracted as one of the two solutions of the quadratic equation

(1+U1);v +(y8+v2 _”“—I—O(T_‘sl))x—i—vg i 0, (4.55)
where
V1 =Y5+Y6 o teo O(T_l/B)a V3 =Yg +Y10t Y11 oo 0(7_1/3)= (4.56)

U3 =Yo +Y3+ya s O(r2/3e=F). (4.57)
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The roots of the quadratic equation (55 are

—(ys+vs—ie ™14+ O(17%)) :I:\/(yg—l—v;—ie—m—|—(9(7'—51))2—4(1+v’f)v§ 58

of the two solutions given by equation (L18]), the one that is consistent with the corresponding (k=+1)
condition (3.200) reads

—(yg—l—v;—ie’”—FO(T";l)) - \/(yg+v§‘—ie*”—|—(9(7'*51))2—4(14—1}{)1); 150
e 2(1+07) ' (4.59)

via the definition (A38), and the asymptotics (@51, [@50), and [@ET), it follows from equation (L50)

and an application of the Binomial Theorem that, for s§£ie™™%,

VIR (£)B 10 BOCTOD A WBE() sy, L
2V @m0 AmA) )
= —(sg—ief’m)—i—O(T*‘;l). (4.60)

T—+00

From the asymptotics (3:21)), (3:28)), (@14)), (£I6), and (£2])), the definitions (m) B219), @251, a

(m) the reflection formula I'(z)T'(1—z) =7/ sin 7z, the expansion e*=3"°_ 2" and the asymptotlcs

m=0 ml’

= 140w(1)+1) = _140(1~%/3e ()),oneshowsthat, for k=1,

F(fu(l)) oo T—+o0

ir(v(1)+1) AOO(T)BOO(T) 0o
0 o = —-2/3 —1/3\m —1/3_—B(r)
T—v(1) AYMAY(r) roree 1T > om0 e ), (4.61)
m=0
e~ 2851(7) Hi 147—2/3 Z 045,1(1)(7'71/3) —|—O( ﬁ(r)) (4.62)
m=0
(T+m11(7)) (L 4m22(7)) B 1+771/3 Z o —1/3ym 4_(9(T—1/3e_/3(7))7 (4.63)

for O(1) coefficients v, (1), o (1), and a?, (1). Via the asymptotics (@I7) and [@G1)-(E63), upon defining

13 _ am _1/3 —8(r
<1+ Z 7,1/3 m1+1 +0(r 3P )(H' Z 1/32m2+2 o(r M3l ))>

ml—O mo= 0
" Z Lo i) ) (14 i Mw( ~1/3g-A()
= 1/3 m'ngQ T ; (r1/3)mat2 T
ma= ma=
oo Z m+1 O(r _1/36_'6(7))’ (4.64)

it follows from the corresponding (k=+1) definition (8:249) and the asymptotics [@60) and [@64]) that,

for s)#£ie™ ™,

T—+00 \/%
e~ PO (140(77)), (4.65)

93/231/46im/4(2 4 \/3) P, (50 —ie~ ™)
—1/3 —B(r al8g
<1 Z 1/3 m+1 ( / e ( ))>

where P, is defined by equation @)™ Via the asymptotics (BI5) and the definition BI79), a multi-
plication argument shows that

%g ~ iro.1 (T)T_1/3 1
_ 170, - —1/3\2 ) #
pnBr | = = BB () - T (140 ((oa ()T )) ) B
44From the leading term of asymptotics for B given in equation (B3), that is, B1 e — 6(;/1_;})3 +0(r~1), and the

asymptotics ([@GH), it follows that p1 (1) Tﬂ+°<)@17-1/3e*(5(7')+i19(‘l'))(1_;,_(9(7*51)), where D1 :=6(v/3+1)3"/4e1™/ 401 Py (s)—
ie~™)//m, whence p1(7)B1 Tﬂij(e*B(ﬂ), which is consistent with the corresponding (k=+1) condition ([3209).
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. 9 - ~1/3 3 %u 2
o <1+’"°’1(71>27 +o((f0,1(7)71/3>3)) <—£’1> B

(8/3)3 1
= ~1/3 5 /gt \°
10wty (142D o7 1 (r)r19)?) o) s, (4.66)
12 B
from the corresponding (k=41) asymptotics (3.21)), ([B3.23]), (B12), and (BI4), the various terms
appearing in the asymptotics (LG8 can be presented as follows
1% (\/_+1 —-1/3 00 bb 1) )
m —2/3,=B(7)
8\/_ ‘r—>+oo 6y +mZ:O 1/3 m+3 ( ¢ )’ (4.67)
i ()T . Cme et = bR(D) —2/3 —B(r)
96\/_ (1+O((T071(T)T ) ))%0)1 Tﬂ_Jroo Z()W'f‘(,)(T e ), (468)

2
iwd Fo1(T)r—1/3 _ _ e Fo.1(T)r—1/3
0’13 <1+ 0.(7) +O((Fo,1(1)7 1/3)3)) %Oil %14—(’)(0«'371 (14—70’1(1)2

AN o 4
+ 0((%,1(7)7”3)3))5(%';) %1) = %JFO(T?/%W), (4.69)

m=0

for O(1) coefficients b? (1), b4 (1), and b? (1), whence (cf. asymptotics ([@60))

_ A (VBT 18 & —2/3,—B(r)
p()Br = Bi(l+La(7))+ 7+mz::0 71/3 m+3 O(r2/3e=F), (4.70)
for O(1) coefficients b (1); for example,
i(v3+1
bl (1)= 1(\/_74_)(6it0(1)+4(a—i/2)u0(1)—a§(8u(2)(1)+4u0(1)t0(1)—tg(l))) : (4.71)
48v/3a,
One shows from the corresponding (k=+1) asymptotics [321)), (328, and (BX9) that
i 1
B = U%1ﬂ+l(\/§+ml(4A1+(\/§+l)B1)e*(5( DY) (1+0(r73)), (4.72)
where
Bi:=2(1+V3)A,, (4.73)
and \/_ ,
+1 S8 &
[%B1]] =1 + Z m+3, (4.74)
m:O

for O(1) coefficients b,,(1); for example,

bo(l)_i(\@%”(am() 2\[( (1) + 2B+ Dto(1uo(1) +813(1)

60&1
by (1)=0. (4.76)

+ (a_i/2)(12u0(1)+(2\/§—1)t0(1))>) , (4.75)

From the expansions (T70) and [{72), and the definition @74, it follows that

o0

nnB = *12 1/3 £1(r) (181 ]+ 0"
m= 0

—i8v/3(14+0(1)).

45Note, in particular, that %ﬁ 1/‘Bl

T~>+ao
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+ M%)al(amw(\/% 1)By)e” PO (110(77179)), (477)

for O(1) coefficients d},(1):=b],(1)+bm(1), m€Z,; for example,

a501) = S5 (e (1) +4(a=3/2)u0(1) o (1) +4un (1 )(1) - (1)
+W§+1)2(a1t2(1) 2\f( O;(3(1)+2(\/§+1)to(1)u0(1)+8ug(1))
+ (afs_oif2)(12“0(1”(2‘6_1)‘0(1))))' (4.78)

Thus, via the asymptotics [@65) and [TT), one arrives at

(i (d*ﬂm(r) (u%1ﬂ+0(e*5<7>)) +W§+1)0‘1(4A1+(\/§+ 1)B;)e~(BM+i9(r)

— (r1/3)m+3
— — —B(T — T)+i9 (T —0
x (1+0(r 1/3 )(1—!—2 1/3 m+1 +O(7 e ))> Tﬂ:Jroo_Qle (B(r)+id( ))(1+O(T M),
(4.79)
where 3/291/4 i /4 0_:
23/231/4¢im/ (2—1—\/5)?,1(80—16_”)' (4.80)

Q= T

One now chooses L1 (7) so that the —divergent—power series on the left-hand side of equation ([ETJ) is

identically equal to zero:
én(1)
1/3)m> =0; (4.81)

oo d*
( -1 Z o +]L1 )mslﬂ> <1+T
via the definition [E74), one solves equation X)) for L () to arrive at

mO

A : -2/3 Z m+2 1) (482)

7-1/3 m’

where the coefficients [, (1), m' € Z4, are determined according to the recursion relation

. - - 6aqdi(1)
lh(1)=1,(1)=0, (1)=————, 4.83
o()=h(1) 2 (1) = 20 (4.83)
60& m m—+2
a1 =—— | d i (D)+Y d5(1 D+ L(1)d, , meZy, 4.84
=75 | )+ ) > bWnsa-s() e
with
- : V3+1) V3+1)e1) - V3+1)ei(1
do(1)=0, dy(1)=— D gy EEVR gy ) DA )
601 6o 6o
. +1)é U
Ay a(1)=bpy1(1)— M—’”” +) byl ), meZ,. (4.86)
p=0
From the condition (@8I, equation (£82), and the asymptotics [{T9), it follows that
i(v3+1 ) .
M%(&M+(\/§+1)B1)e_('8(7)+“9(7)) = _Qle_(B(T)J”ﬂ(T))(1+O(T_61)), (4.87)
T—1+00
whence, via the definitions ([£4), (£73), and (£]0), one arrives at
A= i/ te™ /0 (24-v/3) (s —le ™) . (4.88)

V27 31/4(cb)1/6
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Alternatively, one may proceed as follows. Substituting the asymptotics (Z70) and (£72) into equa-
tion ([@B3), one shows, via the definition @T4) and the definition d* (1) := bl (1)+b,,(1), m € Z,,
that

(\/—+1 L 61
Bt 60 B Z 71/3 HL11 ()B | 147713 Z_: (r1/3)m
+O(r e T>)+0<f e*ﬁ“’) S~ Qe OO (140(r7), (4.89)

where Q5 is defined by equation (E80),
do(1)=b{(1),  dmi1(1)=b],( +Z dy(1 ), mEL;. (4.90)

From the condition (X)), equation (A2, the asymptotics [RJ), the definition d?,(1):=b],(1)+b.(1),
meEZy, and equations ([L90), it follows that

B, — (\/—+1 —1 Z (1) Q e~ BM+id(r (1—|—(9( 751))_ (4.91)

T—+400 6 1/3 m

It follows from the corresponding (k= +1) asymptotics (3.2I)), (3:25), and (BX) that the function B,
can also be presented in the form

B, = (\/_+1)< (4vo.1 (7) + (\/§+1)FO’1(T))_M>+Z : by, (1)

T—+400 2\/§a171/3 A 7—1/3)m+3

+0O(r723e7PM), (4.92)

for O(1) coefficients b%, (1) (see, for example, equations I10) and @ILI)); hence, from the asymptotics

(@391) and (£392), one deduces that
(V34+1)(V3a—i/2)

4vg 1 (7)+ (V3+1)70 1 () T 30173 —I—Z 71/3
0
(B(r)+i0(r))
2101e” 1+0(r ")), (4.93)
(V3+1)ay
where R
(1) 2Om D= (W) g (4.94)

(\/§+1)O[1

Combining the corresponding (k = +1) equations B20) and B24), it follows that, in terms of the
corresponding (k=+1) solution of the DP3E (I.1l),

e2m/3y () i 0—i27/3.2/3 /00y 4
02 () HF 1) = e(ab)w(ﬁ - (\/§+(15)b)1/3 ( EA)T) b) +2(V3-1)r/3% (4.95)

finally, from the asymptotics ([£93) and equation ([£.9]), one arrives at the—asymptotic—Riccati differ-
ential equation

W(7) = a(r)+B(r)u(r) +Er)(u(r)?, (4.96)
where
o N i8v/2ca77%/3
a(r):=ib, o(1):= —(\/§+1)(5b)1/27
S 8iafr 8 2i(VBa—i/2) | 2iaf O~ (1) 4a Qe (PR s
b(T)-— (\/§+1)2 + 3T (\/§_|_1) 7; (71/3)m+5 (\/§+1)27_2/3 (1+O( ))

(4.97)
Incidentally, changing the dependent variable according to w(7) = %E(T)-‘r% (( )) +¢(m)u(t) M it follows
that the Riccati differential equation (£96) transforms into

w'(t) = E(1)4+(w(r))?, (4.98)

T—r+00

46See Section 4.6 of [40]; see, also, Chapter 5 of [74].



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 67

where

(7)== () 1 B 58 ()45 2 ;Z'((T)Hg(i((;)) . (4.99)

Substituting the corresponding (k = +1) differentiable asymptotics (3:22)) into either the Riccati dif-
ferential equation ([A396) or its dependent-variable-transformed variant (£98), and recalling that co 1 =

1e(eb)?/3e127/3 one shows that

8€ei2ﬂ'/3
e

[1]

) ""0(2),17—_2/3 i i uml(l)um—m1(1)(7—_l/3)m

m=0 m=0m;=0

i(v/3+1)ei2n/372/3 (<ib+ gt
({-:b)l/g 3

+ 20071p71/3e—(6(7)+i19(7))(1+@(T—1/3))) _

_ co Z (m+1)um(1)+i2\/§(€b)1/36i2ﬂ'/3]}p7_—1/36—(ﬂ(7)+i19(7'))(1+O(T—1/3))>
T

oo m 1 B
+2(v3-1)7'/? <CQ71T1/3+00)1 Z %—i—]}”e (B(r)+1d(r (1+(9( 1/3))>
m=0

T—+00

((VBHD(VBa—i/2) = (1) 2iQpe” (BT s
- ( 3a37l/3 +mZ:0 (7—1/3)m+3+ (V3+ D) (1+O(T ° )))

<c(m/ +co1 Z 1/3 m+1 +Pe~ BMFIM) (14 0(7 1/3))>, (4.100)

where
]P)::CQJAl. (4101)

Equating the coefficients of terms of order O(71/3e~ A+ " O(+2/3) O(1), O(r=1/3), O(r~2/3), and
O(771), respectively, in equation ([AI00), one arrives at, in the indicated order:

(%+2W(I+l)+2(\f 1)) —7(\2/%%?;’1 : (4.102)
(o7
0i27/3 2 oi2n/
85(51))2/0371 - (\/gJ(;lb))bl/s : 3+2(\/§—1)Co,1=07 (4.103)
16e27/3¢y ug(1)  i(v/3+1)e 127/3 V3+1)(V3a—i/2
sgab)oé;;LO( — 3(51)))1/3 +2(\/§—1)uo(1)=( )?Ea% /), (4.104)
(%H(\@_l))ul(l)zo’ (4.105)
ei27/3 i o—i2m/3
785(51,)2/03’1 (2u2(1)+ug(1))+ (\/g+;gab)l/3 800 Lo (VB 1)us(1)
S e (4.106)
3a? ’ .
el27/3¢ i o—i2m/
%w(muo(nula»ﬁ (\/§+31()ab)12/3 ) o)
= VDS S/ ) (1,107

2
3af

Using the corresponding (k = +1) coefficients (Z8)), in particular, ug(1) = a/6a? and u;(1) = uy(1) =
u3(1)=0, one analyses equations [@LI02)—(@I01), in the indicated order, in order to arrive at the following
conclusions: (i) solving equation ([@I02) for P, one gets that

Pe— ic(eb)'/2ei™/4P , (5 —ie~ ™) (4.108)
- \/—23/231/4 ’ :

whence, from the definition ([I0T), one arrives, again, at equation (m, (ii) equations (ZI03)—
are identically true; and (iii) solving equations (m and [@I07) for (1) and ¢5(1), respectively, one

concludes that
ia(1+ia)(v/3+1)
18aj

t(1)=

and 11 (1)=0; (4.109)
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moreover, from equations (L70) and (LT70), the definition [@94]), and equations [@I09), it also follows
that

bi(1) = i(\/f%(—ﬂ(tg(1)+2(\/§+1)t0(1)u0(1)+8ug(1))

2
(a—i/2)
+ 60(1

(12u0(1)+(2\/?_)—1)t0(1))> , (4.110)
bi(1)=0. (4.111)

Finally, from the asymptotics B22I) and B25) (for k¥ = +1) and equation (L8, one arrives at the
corresponding asymptotics for vo(7) := vg 1(7) and 7o(7) := 79,1(7) stated in equations [{@I) and (€2,
respectively, of the lemma.

Similarly, proceeding as delineated above, one shows that, for k=—1,

ie—iﬂ/4eiﬂ/3(2+\/§)—ia(58 _ie—ﬂ'a) '
V21 31/4(eb)1/6 ’

thus, from the asymptotics B2I) and 28) (for £k = —1) and equation ([II2), one arrives at the
corresponding asymptotics for v (7):=wvo,_1(7) and 7 (7) :=79,_1(7) stated in equations [@I]) and (A2,
respectively, of the lemma.

From equation ([B:20]), the asymptotics ([@1l), the definition (4]), and recalling that (cf. equation (Z3]))
co = 5e(eb)?3e712™k/3 k=11, one arrives at the corresponding (¢1, 2, m(g2)[¢)=(0,0,0|0) asymptotics
(as T— 400 with eb>0) for the solution u(r) of the DP3E (ILI) stated in Theorem 211

Via the definitions (L49) and (C50) and equations (L53) and B24), one deduces that, for k=41,

i(Eb)l/BeiQﬂ'k/3

A= (4.112)

2f_(1)=—i(a—i/2)+
i(gb)l/Sei%rk/B

23 (247 (r)r ) (4.113)

§f+(7):i(a+i/2)+ 72/3(—2+f0(7)f1/3)+%; (4.114)

thus, from the asymptotics (1)) and (2, the definition [@4]), and equations [@III3)) and [@II4), one
arrives at the corresponding (1,2, m(e2)|¢) = (0,0,0|0) asymptotics (as 7 — 400 with b > 0) for the

principal auxiliary functions fi(7) (corresponding to u(7)) stated in Theorem [Z11
It was shown in equation (4.25) of [58] that, in terms of the function ho(7), the Hamiltonian function
H(7) (corresponding to u(7)) defined by equation (II0Q) is given by

1
’H(T):3(5b)2/371/3+§(a_i/2)2—4771/gh0(7) : (4.115)
via the definition (3Id), and equation EIIH), it follows that, in terms of the function ho(7):=ho (1),
. 1 “
H(r)=3(eb)*/ 2o 4 (a—i/2)—4r Phoa(r), k=13 (4.116)

consequently, from equation ([BI8]), the third relation of equations ([BI9), and equation ([{II6]), upon
recalling that v (7):=vo(7) and 7o (7) : =70 k(7), one shows that the Hamiltonian function is given by

—~1/3

’H,(T):3(6b)2/3e_i2”’f/371/3+2—1T(a—i/2)2+ a’” ()<ai (802 4 (7) + (4vo 1 (7)

- foyk(T))Foyk(T)—771/3v07k(7)(f07k(7))2) —|—4(a—i/2)) k=1, (4.117)

Finally, from the asymptotics (1)) and ([@2]), the definition ([@4]), and equation ([@IIT), one arrives at,
after a lengthy, but otherwise straightforward, calculation, the corresponding (g1, €2, m(e2)[¢)=(0,0,0|0)
asymptotics (as 7— 400 with €b>0) for the Hamiltonian function, H(7), stated in Theorem 211

Via the definition (II3)) and the asymptotics (as 7 — +oo with £b>0) for f_(7) and H(7) stated
above, one arrives at the corresponding (e1,e2,m(g2)[¢) = (0,0,0|0) asymptotics for the function o(7)
stated in Theorem 211

Proposition 4.1. Under the conditions of Lemma Bl the functions a(7), b(7), ¢(7), and d(7), defining,
via equations [B2), the solution of the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations (L), have
the following asymptotic representations: for k==+1,

- (Eb)2/3 —i27k/3 '(Eb)1/2eiﬂ'k/4(j)a)k:(88_ie—ﬂ'a)
—a(r)b(r) = 1+Z 7_1/3 m+2 /7 237231 /47173
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o~ (B(T)+ikv (7)) (Ho(fl/s)) 7 (4.118)

a(r)d(r) = i(ib) _i(gb)2/32—i27rk/3 (a—i/3)7_2/3+@

1/34i<
m=0

; b k(cb 5/631/4 irk/4 P, k(0 __:,—ma
+ 1 € 2 :up k tm—p(k) (T—I/B)m_ (E ) € : ( ) (SO 1e )
A/27r eimk/311/3

o~ (B(D)+ikd()) (H@(fl/s)) 7 (4.119)

boyelr) = - “Zb) PRI iy = X (o )y ()

4 8
71/3 4 i <
m=0

i k)t —p( )(T1/3)m+k(sb)5/631/4ei7rk/4(j)a)k(sg_ieﬂ_a)

(t1 (k) —2uy (k))r?

i(e 2/3€—i27rk/3
() =2t 1208) ~ " a2 (4

i(ab)2/367i27rk/3
4

(k) —2umy2(k)) - (a+1/2)um (k)

— A\/27r eimk/371/3
% e—<6<7>+1w<7>> (1+0(T—1/3)) 7 (4.120)
B (Eb)Q/Beiwk/B a(Eb)l/BeiQﬂk/g Py (Eb)Q/Beiwk/B .
—c(T)d(T el 1 - 3 T —flq(k)T
1 ) (Eb)Q/Beiﬂ'k/S . 0 Eb 2/3 irk/3
I O T L S /314 (r1/34 (eb)™"e™ T
(e +1/0+ 2w ) " (-
{(eb)1/30i2Tk/3 b)1/3¢i2mk/3 b)2/3aink/3
% um+2(k)+l(a)76tm(k)—mie(a—i/Q)mm(k)—(E)ie
8 2 2
- 1 1 1/3vm
> ((up<k>+§rp<k>>mmp<k>+§rp<k>rmp<k>)><f va)
p=0
i(eb) /2R (Po)R (5§ —1eT™) gy sika(r)) ~1/3
B i e (1+O(T )) , (4.121)

where the expansion coefficients wy, (k) (resp., tm(k)), me€Zy, are given in equations (Z3)-@ZI2) (resp.,

I8) and @I9)).
Proof. If, for k==1, g;;, 1, j€{1,2}, are 7 dependent, then, functions whose asymptotics (as 7— 400

with €b>0) are given by equations (L1)-(@3)) satisfy the conditions B17), B119), (3207), (3:209), and

(BZ210); therefore, one can use the justification scheme suggested in [52] (see, also, [43]). From equations

B3), %:ml}, BI0), and BI3), respectively, one shows, via the definitions [BI5]) and BI), that, for
k==+1

(Eb)Q/BefiQﬂ-k/S

—a(7)b(7) = 5 (L+77 g i(1)), (4.122)
a(t)d(T) = i(ETb)(1+T_1/3’U07k(7'))(—2+T_1/3fo)k(7'))
- W(a—i/2)(1—|—7‘_1/3’U07k(7'))7'_2/3, (4.123)
b(r)e(r) = — @ (Zb) (1477 Pog (7)) (=247 370 k(7))
i(gb)2/3e—127rk/3
- f(a+i/2)(1—|—7‘_1/3’U07k(7'))7'_2/3, (4.124)
eb)2/3aimk/3 /o —1/35 (- eb)2/3pimk/3
—e(r)d(r) = - - 4 ( 1111/31)0?:(5))) - 16 (=277 501(r))?

b 1/3 127k /3
_4/3+(5)+ (1(—2+r‘1/37’o,k(7))/4

1 . .
- Z(a—1/2)(a+1/2)7

47Recall that (cf. Lemma ) vo(7):=wvo,x (1) and 7o(7):=7g x(7), k=+£1.
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~_ (a—i/2) )7_—2/3' (4.125)

1+7- 300 k(1)

Via the asymptotics (@) and (£2), and equations [LI22)-(I2H), one arrives at the asymptotics (as
T — 400 with eb>0) for the functions vV —a(7)b(7), a(7)d(T), b(7)c(7), and —c(7)d() stated in equations

(I18)-(EI121), respectively. O

Remark 4.1. Tt is important to note that the asymptotics (IIR)—(@I2I]) are consistent with equation

33); moreover, via the definitions (39), equations ([B.2)), and the asymptotics (@3] and (@II8)-EI2T),

one arrives at the asymptotics (as 7 — 400 with €b > 0) for the solution of the—original—system of
isomonodromy deformations (L28). |

A Appendix: Proof of Proposition [3.1.2]

Proof. As the exponentially small correction term does not contribute to the algebraic determination
of the coeflicients u,,(k), m € Z4, k= £1, hereafter, only the following ‘truncated’ (and differentiable)
asymptotics of u(7) will be considered (with abuse of notation, also denoted as u(7)):

_ —2/3 _
u(r) = coxt! <1+ Z 1/3 ) k=1 (A.1)
Via the asymptotics (A]), one shows that
1 T=1/3 = 1o, (k)
— = 1423y k=41 A2
U(T) Ttoo  Co.k ( T n;) (Tl/S)m , 7 ( )

where w,,(k), m€Z, , are determined iteratively from equations (ZI1]); in particular (this will be required
for the ensuing proof), for k=41,

o (k) = — g ) (A.3)
oy (k)= —w (k), (A4)
w2 (k) = — ua (k) +u (k), (A.5)
w3 (k)= — ug(k)+2uo(k)u (k), (A.6)
104 (k)= — ug(k)+2uo(k)uz (k) +ui (k) —ud(k), (A7)
105 (k) = — us (k) +2u0 (k)uz (k) +2uy (k)uz (k) —3ud (k)uy (k), (A.8)
106(k) = — ug (k) +2uo (k)ug (k) 42uq (k)uz (k) +u3 (k) —3ud (k)ua (k) — 3ug(k)ud (k) +ug(k), (A.9)
o7 (k)= — u7 (k) +2uo(k)us (k) +2uq (k)ua (k) +2us (k)us (k) — 3uz (k)ug (k) — 6uo (k)u (k)us (k)

+ dug (k)ug (k) —ui (k). (A.10)

From equations (ZI1)) and the asymptotics (AJ]) and ([AZ2), one shows that (cf. DP3E (), for k==+1,

b2 b2T_1/3 0
— L—ug (k)23 = (k) (7P (730 S Ak (=3 ) (AL
m=0

u(T) T=+oo o

where \;(k):=—tw;2(k), j€Z,

1
T (_88u2(7)+2ab) = 8503,k7_1/3+(2ab— 16503,1&‘0 (k))(T_l/g)S - 16603,ku1(k)(7_1/3>4

T—+00

e (Y <2um+2<k>+iup<k>um_p<k>> (e, (A2)

m=0 p=0

T T—+00 3

LAG lco,k<T-1/3>5<1—T—2/3i<m+1>um<k><fl/3>m>, (A13)

m=0
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+ (6uo(k)us (k) — A1 (k)+nu (k) (77 13)5 + (4uf (k) — Ao (k) +2u0 (k)Xo (k) +n2 (k)
— uo(k)no (k) (771%)° 4+ (= Ag (k) +2u0 (k) Ay (k) +4uy (k) o (k) +ns (k) —uo (k) (k)

— wy (K)o (k) (771 3) T (77 1/3)8 <_>\m+4(k)+2u0(k)/\m+2(k)+4u1(k)/\m+1(k)
m=0
+ 77m+4(/€)—uo(k)ﬁm+2(k)—u1(k)nm+1(k)—an(k)/\mp(’f)) (7_1/3)’”) ; (A.14)
p=0
where 7, (k) is defined by equation ([212]), and
u”(T) T_>:+OO _300716(7—1/3)5 (1_T—2/3 i Wum(m@—lm)m) ' (A.15)
m=0

Substituting, now, the expansions (ATI)-(AI5) into the DP3E (), and equating coefficients of like

powers of (T_l/ 3)m meN, one arrives at, for k==+1, the following system of recurrence relations for the
expansion coefficients u,,/ (k), m' € Z,:

0(7——1/3) . 0=— 8£c§7k+bzc&i, (A.16)
@((771/3)3) 0= — 16ecf yuo(k)+2ab—b%cy uo(k), (A.17)
0((771/3)4) 0= — 1662 ur (k) —b2cy s (k), (A.18)
o((=1y) 0=t,(2,0), (A.19)
o((fl/B)G) : 0=t,(3, 1), (A.20)
(’)((7——1/3)7) . gCO)kuo(k) :fk(4,2), (A21)
(’)((T”/?’)S) co,iu1 (k) =t (5, 3), (A.22)
o= co,kug(k):%co,k(2u§(k)—)\o(k)+no(k))
+ (6, 4), (A.23)
—1/3410 1) 1
0((T ) ) (§> cot3 (k) = 5 co 1 (6uo(k)us () = M (k) + 11 (k)
+ (7, 5), (A.24)
—1/3y11 5\ 1 2
o((=m) (§> cortta(k) = 5 co.1 (4153 () = Aa (k) + 2uo (k) o (k)
+ a2 (k) —uo(k)no(k)) +tx (8, 6), (A.25)
2
O((T—1/3)12> (g) co)ku5(k)Z%co,k(—)\3(/€)+2uo(k))\l(k)+4ul(k))‘0(k)
+ n3(k) —uo (k)i (k) —wi(k)no(k)) +4:(9,7),  (A.26)
—1/3\ym+13) . +7\? _1
0((T ) ) : (T) 0 kttm16() =50,k (= Am4() +2u0 () A 42()

+ 4ur (k) Ayt (k) +1m+a (k) —uo (k)2 ()
— w1 (B)mr1 ()= ﬂp(k))\m—p(k)>
p=0

+t,(m+10,m+8), meZy, (A.27)

where l
t.(4, 1) :=—8¢ecf 1 <2uj (k:)+z up(k)ulp(k)> —bPcgpi (k). (A.28)
p=0

Noting that (cf. definition (23))) equation (AIG) is identically true, the algorithm, hereafter, is as follows:
(i) one solves equation (AI7) for ug(k) in order to arrive at the first of equations ([2.6); (ii) via the formula
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for ug(k), the definitions of co g, Ai(k), and 1, (k) given heretofore, and equations (A3)-(AI0), one solves
equations (AI8)-(A20), in the indicated order, to arrive at the expressions for the coefficients u;(k),
j=1,2,...,9, given in equations (26) and (Z7); and (iii) using the fact that u;(k) =0 (cf. equations
(EEI)) and the definition of Ai(k), one solves equation (A27) for w,,4+10(k), mE€Z,, and, after a lengthy
induction argument, arrives at equations (2.9) and 2I0). O

B Appendix: Asymptotics as 7 — +oo for Z, Gy, A, By, €,
Qloka %Ok’ Q:E) ) W()ka go ko Xk(T), gika px(7), and gQ gy k==1

For the requisite estlmates in step (xi) of the proof of Lemma BZ1] the 7 — +oo asymptotics for Zj,
Goks Ak, By, Cp, A Ok, %g,k’ Qg,k’ w%)k, Eaik, Xk (7T), Efk, ur(7), and Eik, k = 41, are necessary. From

the conditions ([BI1T), the asymptotics (321)) and [B20), the definitions (3127), BI131), BI132), BI37),
B.144), B.I53), B.I56), B.157), B.162), B.167), B.I68), B.IT5), and (B.ITG), and equations (3.137)-

BI42), a lengthy, but otherwise straightforward, algebraic calculation shows that, in the indicated order:

Fo(r)T—1/3 Fo(r)T—1/3 °
o B (S ().
Qo,kfﬁiooggf’ﬁAgo,k, k=+1, (B.2)
where (e0)'2(VB3-1) _ (0)'?(VB+1)
<6eb>”498,°f< T v’ ) B
and
e (v v R (B4
with
cb)1/2
(68[))1/4(Ag07 )11_(417\)/5 ((\/_ 1)é2\/_+1) ( 71/3 21\/3 <1+ \/_ 1 4\/_ 1))
X (o (r)r AR+ O((Fo (1)) )| (B.5)
/
(65‘1))1/4(Ag07 )12_(54()\)/152((\/54'1)22\/_ 1) ( _1/3 12\/_( 1+ \/—+1 43\/_+1)>
x (Fo(r)r )2+ O((Ro(r) T4 ) (B.6)
(6eb)/*(AGo,1;)21 = (62b)/*(AGy, k)22—%7°0( )T _1/3_2(214)2(7:0(7)7_1/3)2
+0((Fo(r)r1/%)?), (B.7)

_ilai/2r P i ) .

T too o + 3 (Oék(4U0(T)(T0(T)+2UO(T)) (7o(7))?)

+O<(6sb)*1/2<_i(sb)1/3((5b)1/seiwk/3(fo(r)+2v0(7))+2(a_1/2)ei27rk/3771/3)(vO(T)Tq/g)g
i(eb)'/? [ () /Peimh/

12 (‘ 4
e i) -
Wﬁﬂ)(a—i/zwl“)+i<¢§+1>2f1/s
(a—i/Q)(12v0(7)+(2\/§_1)7:0(7.))7_—1/:’,)

60ék

A

(a—i/2)(12v0(7—)_fO(T))T—1/3)

30ék

- (Fo(r))2r ™/ ((e0) /2™ (o () + 200 (7)) +2(a—i/2)e /7 71/%)

B = (\/_+1)< (4vo(1)+ (\/g-‘rl)?:o(T))—

T—+00

: <_%((”0(7))2+2(x/§+1)vo(T)Fo(7)+8v3(f))+

i 2,3 1/3gi2mk /3 s )
+0 (e 2 (LD For) ) (un(r) +70(r)/23)
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i 2/3gimk/3 s )
- MBI e ) (09 2ol + (VB+ 1)) 23 B n() (Fof )+ 200(7)
iy (eb)'/? —1/342 i(eb)'/3(v/3+1)2 —1/3y2 i(eb)'/3(3v/344)
D (et (RO g gy KDL )

( ) 2\(/_ \/_) O(T)TO(T)(T ! ) )((Eb) / € / (7'0(7') 2“0(7)) 2(‘1 1/2)e H T ! )))7
(B.9)

(Fo(r)r /)2

@ “D(a—i/2)77 Y3\ i(v/3=1)2771/3
e (V] (PTG U L T L FR LS

(a—i/2)(12vo(7')—(2\/§+1)f0(7_))7_—1/3>

60ék

(2 (o) =23 Dn(r)io(r) + 803 (1) -

N O((Geb)*m (i(\/§—1)2(a—1/2)(sb)1/3eizﬂk/3 Fo(r) (/)2 (UO(T)_%(T)/%@)

12
i(\/g_l)(sb)Q/Seiwk/S

ro(T /32 3vo(T 7)) (To(T vo (T
+ 1873 (m)( )2 ((Fo (1)) +(V3—=1)(2VB vo (1) =70 (7)) (7o (T) +2v0(7)))
iay (eb)/? ; 3. —1/3\2 i(eb)!/?(v3-1)? —1/342 i(eb)'/*(3v3-4) ()13
) (a4t (MO gy ML ) g
= —i(eb)l/;\(/%—\/g) vo(T)Fo(T)(Tflm)z) ((5b)1/gei”k/3(fo(T)—|—2v0(7'))+2(a—i/2)ei2”k/3771/3))>
(B.10)
g MY R 4 1 1)
2Aj & rotee  VBar | 4v3an —§+§T0(7')7' 340((Fo(r)r™%)%) ), (B.11)
g A(VBHDTYE iR (r)(r V32 [ 2(3V347) _ 1340
B et e + i3an 3 +O((7o(7)T ), (B.12)
: o A(VB=DTTV iR () (32 [ 2(3v3-1T) . —1/3\2
<ok et oo + W 3 +O((7o(T)T ), (B.13)
Ru =~ 0} () +du(r)io(r) ~ (o <T>>2>+4<a—i/z>v0<r>fl/3
+ (4agvo (1) (Fo (1) +2v0(7)) — 4(a—i/2)ve(r) 7 )vo (7)™~
+0((~4adun(r)(Fo(r) + 200 (7)) +4(ai/2uo(r)r ) (v <>—1/3>2), (B.14)
B 1 770(7')7'71/3 7/ B 0k
Kar)k T 8\/§<1+ 5 1/3) 5
W f0(7)771/3 Jr1/3y3 )
avas 1+
Y AN
+O<w0k<1+% )r1/3y3 ) <%0’€> ) (B.15)
Re (=05 +1) (R, (=0 +1))2
. 2 0,6\ %0k _ 0,t\—%0 &
Xk (7) e i4v/32;, +wy plort 2(14\/§Zk+wg,k%r,k) 8(14\/§Zk+w(2>,kfar,k)3
(R 1 (—C0x+1))°
O<(14\/§Zk+w§)keg),€)5 ’ (B.16)
T ROk B (mé,k)Q(—ﬁ({kﬂ) (mé,k):”(—&{ﬁl)z (B.17)
B robeo 2(14VBZp+wd W bd 1) 8(4VBZt+w2 08, )? (V32 +w? 1 0g,)° ) '

) = () BYBER A D (B I8VBZA L)
HEAT T—>_+oo XE\T 2Xi(7,)
(18\/32162[’6(_6&19“‘1)(‘337;@—18\/321@2[;665%))2
Xk (T)
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’ (isﬁzkmk(—ﬁ({ﬁ1)5‘136,;@—18\/33@11@5&))3 | (B.18)
Xi(T)
and
o - 14\/§Zk91k(m3,k—18\/§zkmkéar,k) (=03, + 1) (I8V3Zk2Ak (B, —18V3 21Ul 1))
Bk Tia ) BT
+O<(—ﬁar)k-l-l)Q(is\/ngmks(zpiik_iSﬁkakéak))g) ' (B.19)
Xg\T

C Appendix: Asymptotic Estimates as 7 — 400 for |(®(£))ijl,
k=+1,1,57=1,2, on the Stokes Rays

Asymptotic estimates as 7 — +oo for the moduli [(®ar,x(€))i;|, k==£1, i,j=1,2, on the Stokes rays S
are: (a) for arg() Tﬂij—l—O(T’Q/?’)E

23/2¢ Im(v(k)+1)/29Re(v())/2 cosh® (2 Tm (v (k) +1))T(— Re(v(k)))
[(@ark(©)unl < 1 Re(w(®)
T—+00 F(§ 7) 3 Re(V(k)))

n(—3
7 Im(v(k )+1)2 Re(v(k)+1)/2 s k 1
J VRS [sin (5 (v(k)+ >>|> (1+0(29),
r(ﬁf)sm( (k) +1))
V2R (/2 cogh(Z Tm )(
rotoo T(L—Rellh))y i (— ”Re(
4\/§|§|Re(u(l€)+ )(ewlm(u( )+1)2Rc(l/(k)+1)/2|sin(%(V(k)+1))|F(RC(V(2k)+1))

[(@ar,k(€))12]

[(@a1,5(8))21] Tﬂioo Ipw (7)]

Sin(Z Re((k)+ 1)T(Re(v(k) + 1))
23/2¢m Im(v(k)+1)/29— Re(v(k))/2 cosh3(% Im(v(k)+ 1))F(—7Rc(g(k)) ) )

Vrsin(— 5 Re(u(k))

x (1+0(2%)

4/3 [¢| Re(v(k) +1)2 Re(kD/2 cosh(Z Tm (v (k) +1))T(— 2kl
(@anaal | 5. RS0 Re(v (k)1 (— Re(v(8)))

X (1—1—(’)(7'*2/3)) ;

(b) for arg(¢) . = 7r/2—|—(9(7'_2/3),

2 R sin(F (v(k) +1))] 2
(@)l S T(L 1 BeCOH1) G (2 Re(u (k) + 1)) (14—(9(7' /3))
— go(k)(1+0(r*2/3)) , (C.1)
/m 2Re(w(K))/2 cosh(Z Im(v(k)+1)) L,
[(®ar,k(€))12] S T'(L — EeCED) i (— T Re(u(k))) (1—1—(’)(7’ /3))

=

— o1k (1+o *2/3) (C.2)
43 €| Re(v(k)+1)2Re (W) +D/2p (Rl iy (7 (1(k) + 1)) |

(@ars (O] S [P (IT Re(o(R) 1)) sin( & Re(o(k) +1))

(1+<9 -2/3) ) W (1+0(T-2/3)) , (C.3)

48The asymptotic estimate 0(772/3) appears on the Stokes rays because of the factor (2puy, (7’))1/2 in the arguments of
the various parabolic-cylinder functions in equation (3124) and the fact that (cf. expansions (B), (BI6), and (BIR))
arg(uk (7)) , 500 3 (LHOGT72/3)).
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4V3 €| Re(v(k)+1)2~ B ()/2 cosh( Tm (v (k) +1))0(~ G
(@are(ezl < [pe(7)]sin(— Re(v < >>>r< Re(v(K)))
+1)

< (140(2)) =:a5( & R|‘;k (1+0(2/%): (C.4)

(c) for arg(§), .. —m+O(r73),

Vm2m ReWAD 2 fsin(F (v(k) +1))| a3
S (BB ) in (T Re(v(k)+1)) (HO(T ))’
23/2em IR |cos (7 (v(k) +1)) [sin(§ (v(k) +1))PT (Re(v(k) +1))
9Re( y(k)+1)/2r(%+R6(V(k)+l))sm(% Re(v(k)+1))
1)

|(@ar,k ()11

(@amk())i2] <

T—+00
ﬁewlm(l/(k)+1)2R0(V( ))/2cosh m(v(k) +1)) _2/3
" 1 (4 — Rl ) sin(— ”Re( 1)) ) Lol
(@ ()| < VBIEIRe((k )+ 1)2ReC D2 sin(F (1 (k) +1)) [T(ReL)
ME)al S [k (7)[sin(F Re(v(k)+ 1)L (Re(v(k)+1))

x (1+0(=2/%) |
43 €| Re(v(k)+1) <eﬂm<v<k>+l> cosh(Z Im(v (k) +1))D(— Bkl

[(@a,k(€))22] <

T— 400 |pk(7)] 2Re((k))/2 sin(— % Re(v(k)))T(— Re(v(k)))
2927 I+ cos (g (v(k) + 1)) [[sin(§ (v (k) + 1) PT(F=GHE)
V/m2~ Rew(k)+1)/2 5in(Z Re(v(k)+1))
X (1+(9(772/3)) ;
and (d) for arg(¢) . = —3n/2+0(r~%/3),
23/2e=mIm(v(k)+1)/29Re((k))/2 cosh® (Z Tm(v (k) +1))I(— Re(v(k)))
(@ara@©nl < TR
T—400 I'(5- )sm( % (v(k) ))
Wefwlm(v(k)+1)2 Re(v(k )Jrl /2 SlIl E 1
v 1 Re(w(M)+1D) | ad 1+O _2/3
F(i‘f‘f) Sln( )
= ao(k) (1+0(r74%)) (©.5)

[(@mk())i2] <

T—+00

2%/ T I IHD 2 cos(5 (v(k) +1))[sin(F (v(k) + 1)) PT (Re(v (k) +1))
2Re(v())+1)/2D (L 4 Re( V(k)'H))sm(%R (k)+1))
’ 1)

(v
\/_efﬁlm(l/(k)+1)2RC(l/( )/ COSh( ( ) ) (1+O( 72/3))
T

m(y
P(3 =502 sin(~§ Re(v()))
= a1(k) (1+0(r7%)), (C.6)
4¢§|§|Re<u<k>+1>< o I sin(§ (v (k) + 1)) (P
+1

[(@ark(€))21] < p)

)
)

oo |pr(7)] 27 Re®)+1)/2 sin(F Re(v(k)+1))T'(Re(v(k)+1))
23/2g=mIm(v(k)+1)/2 cosh?’(% Im(u(k)—l—l))l"(—iRe(’;(k))) .
SRR /2 sin (— & Re(w(k))) (1+02)
ARG
= a0 o (o). (@)

LI )

)+
Ttoo Px(7)] 2Re( (/2 sin(—F Re(v(k)))T(— Re(v(k)))

2
2%/2e im0 094D 2 eos (3 (v(k) + 1) Jsin(§ (v(k) + 1)) PT ()
V2 BB sin (3 Re(v(k)+1))

(@arp(€))2] < 4\/§|§|Re(u(k)+1)<eﬂm(v(k>+1>cosh(% (v
, 22| < )
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X (1—0—(9(7’_2/3)) _:ég(k)% (1+0(T—2/3)) . (C.8)

D Appendix: Symmetries and Transformations

It was shown in Proposition [[31] that (cf. system ([[29])), given any solution (1) of the DP3E (L], the
function p(7) is defined as the general solution of the ODE ¢'(7) = 2a7 " +b(a(7))~*. From the latter
ODE, it is clear that, given @(7), the function ¢(7) is defined up to a 7-independent “additive parameter”,
that is, ¢(7) = @(T)+P0, where @ e CM As the principal focus of the symmetry transformations derived
in Section 6 of [57] was on the function @(7) and not the function @(7), it must be noted that the
additive parameter, @, appears non-uniformly (though correctly!) in those symmetries; for example, for
the Transformation 6.2.1 changing 7 — —7, ¢o = —7ej, €} € {£1}, whilst for the Transformation 6.2.3
changing 7 — ir, ¢9 =0. In order to, with abuse of nomenclature, “uniformize” the presentation of the
final asymptotic results of the present work, this appendix considers the concomitant actions (see the
brief discussion below) of the Lie-point symmetries for the DP3E (ILI]) and the systems of isomonodromy
deformations (L28) and (CZ4)) on the fundamental solutions of the systems (L24) and (LA0) and the
manifold of the monodromy data, MPY under the strict caveat that, for every symmetry, the additive
parameter is equal to zero; en route, novel sets of symmetry transformations not identified in [57] are
obtained.

Before proceeding, however, some preamble regarding group actions on sets is necessary (see, for
example, [12]). The terms ‘function’ and ‘transformation’ will be used interchangeably throughout the
following discussion. Let G be a group and X denote a set. An action of G on X is a function from G x X
to X if, for every pair (g,r) € G x X, there is an element gr € X such that (gig2)r=g1(gor) and ex =1 (e
is the identity in G). For fixed g € G, there is a function (transformation) Rg: X gr for r € X, that is,
Act(G)x: G x X=X, (g,1) = Rg(r) :=gr. As Ny, o Ny, =Ry o and R, =idx (the identity mapping on
X), it follows that Ry is a bijection on X, since Ng o Ng-1 =Ry 1 =R =Ry15 =R 1 o Ny, where 8;1
denotes the inverse function of Ng. All bijective functions 8: X — X form a group under composition of
functions (the composition of functions is associative, the identity is the identity function id(x) = for
r€X, and the inverse of XN is the inverse function X~!). Denoting by B(x) the group of all bijections on
X, one defines a transformation group of X as any subgroup of B(zr)[>] Any action of a group G on a
set X defines a homomorphism from G to the transformation group B(r) such that g€ G maps onto the
transformation Ry. Denoting such a homomorphism by 7: G —B(x), it follows that 7(g) =Ng; conversely,
any homomorphism 7: G—B(z) defines an action of G on X if one defines gr:=T(g)(x) A For a group G
acting on a set X, the orbit of reX, denoted by Gy, is defined as Gr:={gr, Vg€ G} (the set of all images
of ¢ under the elements of G).

Remark D.1. In this work (see Appendix [D.5] below for complete details), thAe/gr(itip G of all (Lie-point)
symmetries of interest is written as the disjoint union of two subgroups, G=W UW, where the elements
of the subgroup W are denoted by FL ey, With e1 €40, £1}, e2€{0, 1}, m(e2) = { 1520,7582262{(11}, and
£€{0,1}, and the elements of the subgroup W are denoted by f;"éf,}éwh(éw with é; € {£1}, é2€{0,+1},
m(éa)= { 0 fae{Hlh and ie {0,1}, and the action of the group elements F*''. = on M,

+&1, =0, c

{3} R {e} {3} 0 g{ey oo gr{e} oo g{e}
J M:= (SF a,F S i}'51,52,7)1(52)80 ,SF S agl,gz,m(gz)glla

e1,e2,m(e2) : e1,e9,m(e2) Y eq,e9,m(c9)°0? £1,e9,m(e2) €

{e} {} {¢}
?51,52,7”(52)912’ 3:51,52,7”(52)921’ 3:51,52,Tn(€2)922) ’

Ty — (F& T8 0 g4} oo g{f} 0o (e}
F M= (?51,52,7h(52)a7g:él,ég,m(éz)sovg:él,éz,m(éz)so 5?51,52,771(52)51 53"51,52,7;1(52)911’

E1,62,m(é2) :

T} i T}
i}’51xé2ﬂﬁ(é2)g]~2’ i}’E"1yé2ﬂﬁ(é2)g21’ i}15"1,é2,ﬁ1(5"2)g22) ’

490f course, it also follows from the definitions (L30) and (C31) that ¢(7) is defined mod(27): similar statements apply,
mutatis mutandis, for the pair of functions (u(7), p(7)) that solve the system (L45]), where, in particular, ¢(7) is also defined
mod(27) (cf. definitions (L46) and (L47)).

50The group of symmetries derived in this section preserve, in particular, the invariance of the system (CGI) defining M.

511n this work, the transformation group is a disjoint union of two subgroups of Lie-point symmetries for the DP3E (1))
and the systems of isomonodromy deformations (L28)) and (L44)), and, in particular, the actions (symmetry transformations)
of these subgroups on M is studied.

52For g1, g2 € G and r€X, the properties 1(g1g2)="T1(g1)1(g2) and T(e)=id imply that (g1g2)r=g1(g2xr) and ex=r.
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is given in equations (D.98)-(D105) and (DI21)-(D:I28) below. The orbit of G on M considered in this

work reads:
_ _ {e} N T
GM=Ugea Urem 98=Ue, cy m(e).c Urem 1T, L, 8} U Uey eg men.s Yremt {FE, i) L

Remark D.2. Throughout this appendix, let o denote “old” (or original) variables and let n denote
“new” (or transformed) variables, respectively. |

D.1 The Transformation 7— —7

Let (io(7o), Po(70)) solve the system ([L2J) for 7 =7, € = &, € {£1}, a = a,, and b = bo, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (Ao (7o), Bo(7o), Co(7o), Do(7,)), defined via equations (L30) for a(7) = (7o),
A(T) = @o(T0), T = To, and € = &,, solve the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28) for 7 = 7,
and a = a,. Set y(7,) = —Un(Tn), Po(To) = Pn(Tn), To = Tne ™1, &1 € {£1}, ao = an, €0 = €n, by = by,
(that is, g,b, = €,by), and (AO(TO), BO(TO), C'O(To), ﬁo(To)) = (An(Tn), Bn(Tn)7 _Cn(Tn)a —f)n(Tn)); then,
(Tn (1), Pn(Tn)) solves the system ([[L29) for 7 =7, e =¢e, € {+1}, a=ay, and b=b,, and the 4-tuple of
functions (A, (74), Bn(70), Cou(70), D (70)), defined via equations (I30) for (7 ) an(rn) @(1)= @n(rn),
T=1n, and € =¢,, solve the system (m for r=1,, a=a,, and \/ A (10)B \/ A (7n) Bn(T0)-
Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(7,), Co(7s), and Dy(7,) be the ones appearlng in the defi-
nition (L27) of &(r) for 7 =7, and a = a,, and in the first integral (cf. Remark [32)) for ¢ = ¢, €
{£1} and b= bo, then, under the above symmetry transformations, &,(7,) = én(7,), where &, (7,) :=
—2(B 7)) " (ia, V —A (Tn)Br (1) + T (A D (Tn)+B (, )Cn(Tn))), and —idn(Tn)Bn(Tn) =e,bn,

e {£1}. On the correspondmg fundamental solutlon of the system (24) (cf. equations (L28) and
(C246)), the aforementioned transformations act as follows:

fo=pne ™% le{+1}, and U o (o, To) = e Ty, (tns Tn)- (D.1)

Let (uo(70), 00(To)) solve the system (L43D) for 7 =17,, e = ¢, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7,), Bo(70), Co(To), Do(To)), defined via equations ([L46) for u(7) = uo(7o),
O(T) = o (7o), T="1,, and € =g, solve the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations (.44
for 7=17, and a=a,. Set uy(7) = —un(Th), Po(To) = @n(Tn), To=Tne 71, 1 € {1}, ap = an, o =en,
bo="by, (that is, e,bo=enby ), and (Ao (7o), Bo(To), Co(To), Do(T0)) = (An(Tn)s Bn(Tn), —Cn (1), —Dn(m));
then, (un(7n), Pn(Tn)) solves the system ([L45) for 7 =7,, e =¢, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and the
4-tuple of functions (A, (75), Bn(T), Crn(Tn), Dn (7)), defined via equations (LZ6) for u(7) = un (1),
o(T) = pn(Tn), T="Tn, and € = &,, solve the system ([L44) for 7 =7,, a = ay,, and V—A,(7,)Bo(70) =
V — A, (70) By (7). Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(7o), Co(To), and D,(7,) be the ones appear-
ing in the definition (L43) of a(r) for 7 =7, and a = a,, and in the first integral (cf. Remark [[Z37)
for e=¢, € {:I:l} and b bo; then, under the above transformations, o, (7o) = @y (75,), where a,(7,) :=
—2(Bn(7n)) ' (ian V' =An(70) Bp(Tn) + Tn (A (70) D (Tn) + B () Cn (7)), and —iay(75) B (7n) = enbn,
en € {£1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the system ([L40) (cf. equations (A1) and
(T42)), the aforementioned symmetry transformations act as follows:

fo=pne™/2  1e{+1}, and  Wy(ue, 7o) =€ 5 W, (11, 7). (D.2)

In terms of the canonical solutions of the system (L40), the actions (D.2)) read: for k¥ € Z and
81,16{:|:1},

wlan

Yo,k(ﬂo):e 4 3Yn,k—l+al(ﬂn)e z 73, (D.3)
and L
71‘”550 ; e1=—1,
Xon(to)=9 . _imt, 0( tn) (D.4)
ile Xk (pn)or, er=L

The transformations (D.3) and (D.4) for the canonical solutions of the system ([L40) imply the
following action on M: for k€Z and e1,l€ {£1},

_ mlan wlan

oo o3 QOO g3

=€ 2 TS e % (D.5)
S0 e1=—1

0 _ n, k> 1 5

S9={ » (D.6)
019y k—101, E€1=1,

_ {—152,001Gneﬂ;7l 03; 51:15 (D?)

. . 77\'0/
i01(S) o) 1 Gre™ 2778, g1 =—1.
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The actions (DA)-(D) on M can be expressed in terms of an intermediate auxiliary mapping
F&(e1): C®—CB8, g1 €{%1}, which is an isomorphism on M:

FZ(e1): M=M, (a, s, 3%, 85, 911, 912, 921, 922) — (a, 80 (£1), 830 (€1), 57°(€1),
g11(€1), g12(€1), g21(€1), 922(€1))

where, for e, =—1,

so(=1)=s0, s (~1)=s5%e™, s7°(~1)=s{%™, gu(~1)=—i(g21+s0g11)e™/?,

. . . (D.8)
g12(—1)=—i(gaz+s0g12)e ™2, gar(—1)=—ig11e™?,  gao(—1)=—igioe "7,
and, for 1 =1,
so(1)=s0, sg°(1)=s5"e™™, s°(1)=s7e™,  g11(1)=igare ™/, (D.9)
912(1) =1g22¢™%,  go1(1)=i(g11—59921)e "2, gaa(1)=i(g12—50go2)e™/>.

One uses this transformation in order to arrive at asymptotics for 7<0 by using those for 7> 0

D.2 The Transformation 7—71

Let (Go(70), o(70)) solve the system (L29) for 7=7,, e=¢,€{£1}, a=a,, and b=b,, and let the 4-tuple
of functions (Ao (7o), Bo(7o), Co(70), Do(7,)), defined via equations (L30) for i(7) =10 (7o), $(7) =0 (7o),
T =T,, and € = &,, solve the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28) for 7 = 7, and a = a,.
Set (7o) = —lin(Tn), Po(To) = &n(Tn)s To = Tn, Go = An, €6 = —Ep, bo = —by, (that is, e,b, = e,by),
and (Ao(75), Bo(70), Co(To), Do(70)) = (_A (), ~B, (), —Cy (Tn), —=Dn(ma)); then, (@n(7a),@n (7))
solves the system ([29) for 7 =7,, ¢ =&, € {£1}, a = a,, and b = b,, and the 4-tuple of functions
(An(70), Bu(70), Co(70), D (7)), defined via equations (I30) for a(r )_an(Tn) ¢(r) = ¢n(Tn), T="Tn,
and € =¢,, solve the system (EDEI) for r=1,, a=an, and \/ A (10)B \/ A (Tn) B (7). More-
over, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(7s), Co(7s), and Dy(7,) be the ones appearlng in the deﬁnltlon (C=Z1) of

a(r ) for 7=7, and a=a,, and in the first integral (cf. Remark [[:32)) for e=¢,€{£1} and b=b,; then un-
der the above transformations, dr,(7,) = —du, (7,), Where dy, (75) :=—2(Byn (70)) " (ian V — Ay (70) By (10) +
Tn (A (1) D (70) + B (1) Coa (1)), and =iy (7,) By (7)) = €, €0 € {£1}. On the corresponding fun-
damental solution of the system ([24) (cf. equations (L2H) and (L26)), the aforementioned symmetry
transformations act as follows:

fo=pme ™, me{0,1},  and U, (uo,70)=e7 VBT (11, 7). (D.10)

Let (uo(70), 00(To)) solve the system (L4D) for 7 =17,, ¢ =¢, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7,), Bo(7o), Co(To), Do(Ts)), defined via equations ([L46]) for u(7) = ue(7o),
o(T) = ¢o(T0), T=1,, and £ =g, solve the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations (.44
for 7 =7, and a = a,. Set uo(70) = —un(Th), Yo(To) = ©n(Tn)s To = Tn, Go = Gp, €0 = —Ep, by = —by,
(that is, €o0bo = €nbp), and (Ao(To), Bo(To), Co(T0), Do(70)) = (—An(7n), =Bn(Tn), =Cn(Tn), —Dn(T0));
then, (un(74),¥n (7)) solves the system (L45) for 7 =7, ¢ =&, € {£1}, a =a,, and b=b,, and the
4-tuple of functions (A, (7), Bn(T), Cn(Tn), Dn (7)), defined via equations (46 for u(7) = un (1),
o(T) = @n(Tn), T="Tn, and € =&, solve the system (44 for 7 =7,, a = a,, and V—A,(7,)Bo(70) =
vV — A, (70) By (7). Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(7o), Co(Ts), and D,(7,) be the ones appear-
ing in the definition (L43]) of «(7) for 7=7, and a =a,, and in the first integral (cf. Remark [[3.4) for
€E=¢ € {:I:l} and b = bo, then, under the above transformations, a,(7,) = —au, (7)), where a,(1,,) 1=
—2(Bn (7))~ ian V' =An(70) Bn(Tn) + 7o (An(70) Dn(7n) + Bu(70)Cn(n))), and —ian (1) Ba(mn) = €nbn,
en € {£1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the system ([40) (cf. equations (A1) and
(CZ22)), the aforementioned symmetry transformations act as follows:

o= flne ™™, me{0,1}, and \I’O(MO,TO):G%(m_l)US\I’n(Mn,Tn). (D.11)

53In Section 7, p. 45 of [56], it is stated that the Lie-point symmetry 7— —7 in Subsection 6.2.1 of [57] requires correction.
Keeping in mind the mod(27) arbitrariness inherent in the definition of the function @(7) discussed in the Introduction
to this appendix, the Lie-point symmetry 7 — —7 alluded to in Section 7, p. 45 of [56] is the one for which the “additive
parameter”, denoted by ¢o, is equal to zero: the transformation changing 7 — —7 for which ¢g =0 is presented here, in
Appendix [DJ] and not in Subsection 6.2.1 of [57] wherein the Transformation 6.2.1 changing 7 — —7 was derived under
the condition @o(7o) = $o(To) —me} =: Pn(Tn), €] € {Z1}, that is, the additive parameter is equal to —me] (unfortunately,
the action of the symmetry 7— —7 on the function ¢(7) was not emphasized in [57]).
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In terms of the canonical solutions of the system ([L40), the actions (D.I1)) read: for k€Z, me{0,1},
and [ € {+1}[]

Yg?]g(,uo) —e Z(m— 1)03YOO e om (,Un) —Z(m-1)os eﬂ'm(anfi/Q)Ug’ (D12)
and o
—le=593X0  (1,), m=0
0 n,k\Hn /s ’
o 0)= s ’ D.13
7k:(M ) {11X7017k1(/14n)017 m=1. ( )

The transformations (D.J2)) and (DI3) for the canonical solutions of the system ([Z0) imply the
following action on M: for k€Z, me{0,1}, and l e {£1},

Soo —e s T (m—1)o3 —Trm(an—l/2)0'35<>o 2me7rm(an—i/2)0'3 —7(m 1)0’3 (D14)
S0 m=0

SO _ n,k> ’ D.15

o,k {015‘2),@_101, m=1, ( )

Go=—1Gpe? . (D.16)
The actions (D.I4)-(DI6) on M can be expressed in terms of an intermediate auxiliary mapping
F2(1): C®—C8, le{£1}, which is an isomorphism on M:

() M%M (a/ 80780 781 7911791279217922) (av 38(5)73800)75(1)0([)7
gll(z)a912(Z)a921(z)a922(z)) ,
where - - ~ _ ~ _ ~
sol)=s0, s(l)==s, sP()=-s7°, gul)=ilgi1, gi12(1)=—ilga2,
g1(l)=ilga1,  goo(l)=—ilgao.

One uses this transformation in order to define an analogue of the identity map; see, in particular,

Appendix [D:5] definitions (D.59) and (D.60).

(D.17)

D.3 The Transformation a— —a

Let (tio(70), o(70)) solve the system (L29) for 7 = 7,, € = ¢, € {£1}, a = a,, and b = b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (Ao (7o), Bo(7o), Co(7o), Do(7,)), defined via equations (L30) for a(7) = (7o),
O(T) = Po(T0), T="To, and € =¢,, solve the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28) for 7 =17, and
a=a,. Set Uy (7o) = —Un(Tn), @O(To)*—gﬁn(Tn), To="Tn, Qo =—0n, € =Epe T2 g9 €{£1}, b,=b,, (that
is, £obo = Enbne™2), and (Ao(7,), Bo(7o), Co(70), Do(76)) = (Bn (), An(70), —Dn(7), —C(74)); then,
(@i (Tn), Pn(n)) solves the system ([L2J) for 7=7,, e=e, €{£1}, a=ay, and b=by, and the 4-tuple of
functions (A, (74), Bn(7n), Cou(70), Dn(70)), defined via equations (30) for ﬁ( V=1 (1), P(T )*@n(rn)
T="Ty, and € =¢y, solve the system ([L.28) for 7=7,, a=an, and v Ao(15)Bo(10) = V-4, (7n) Bn,(Tn)-
Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(7s), Co(7s), and D,(7,) be the ones appearing in the definition
(CZ0) of a(r) for T=7, and a=a,, and in the first integral (cf. Remark [[32) for e=¢,€{£1} and b=b,;
then, under the above symmetry transformations bro(To) = =B (70) (An (1)) " Létn (1), Where dy, (7,) :=
—2(B 7)) "t (ia, V —A (Tn)Br (1) + (A D (Tn)+B (, )Cn(Tn))), and —idn(Tn)Bn(Tn) =ec,bn,
€n € {:l:l} On the correspondlng fundamental solutlon of the system ([24) (cf. equations (L28) and
(C24)), the aforementioned transformations act as follows:

Nozﬂneiwm/27 mE{:l:l}, and \/I\]o(ﬂouTo):é(ﬂnaTn)\/ﬁn(ﬂnuTn)a (D18)
where o
—~ Bn - —imm/4 )
Q(un,m):( ET Je - ) + e ™ A (D.19)
\ _An(Tn)Bn(Tn)

Let (uo(To), po(To)) solve the system ([LA5) for 7=7,, e=¢, € {£1}, a=a,, and b=b,, and let the
4-tuple of functions (A,(7,), Bo(To), Co(70), Do(Ts)), defined via equations ([([L46]) for u(7)=uo(7,), ©(7)=

54 As discussed in Remarks [Z1] and [LE] since the canonical solutions X? (1), k € Z, are defined uniquely provided the
branch of (B(7))!/? is fixed, it follows that, since the branch of (B(7))!/2 is not fixed, the canonical solutions XP(n), kez,

are defined up to a sign (plus or minus), thus the appearance of the ‘sign parameter’ [: this comment applies, mutatis
mutandis, throughout the remaining sub-appendices.
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©o(To), T=T0, and e =¢,, solve the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations ([L44]) for 7=,
and a = a,. Set Uo(To) = —Un(Tn)s Po(To) = —0n(Tn), To="Tn, Qo= —0n, €0 =Epe ™2, g9 € {£1}, b, = b,
(that is, €obo = enbpe™72), and (A, (7o), Bo(To), Co(To), Do(T0)) = (Bn(Tn), An(T0), —Din(10), —Chn(T0));
then, (un(7n), ¢n(Tn)) solves the system ([([LA5) for 7 =7,, e =¢, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and the
4-tuple of functions (A, (7), Bn(T), Cn(Tn), Dn(70)), defined via equations (L46]) for u(7) = un (1),
o(T) = pn(Tn), T="Tn, and € = e,, solve the system (A4 for 7 =7,, a = a,, and V—A,(7,)Bo(70) =
V — A, (75)Br(1,,). Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(To), Co(Ts), and D,(7,) be the ones appear-
ing in the definition (L43]) of a(7) for 7=7, and a=a,, and in the first integral (cf. Remark [[L37]) for e =
g, € {£1} and b=1b,; then, under the above transformations, a,(7,) = —Bn(7n)(An(Tn)) "t an (), where
an(Tn) 1= =2(Bp(10)) ™ (ian V= A (75) Bn (7o Hn (An (7)) D (T HBin (70 ) Cn (7)) and —iav (73) B (7n) =
Enbn, €n € {£1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the system (LAQ) (cf. equations (4T
and ([L42)), the aforementioned symmetry transformations act as follows:

,Uo:,uneiwmmv me{xl}, and W(uo, 7o) = Qtn, Tn) W (tn, Tn), (D.20)
where _—
By, () ™™
Q(un,m:z( Bulm)e "7
_An(Tn)Bn(Tn)

In terms of the canonical solutions of the system ([L40), the actions (D.20) read: for k € Z and
m,eo, l € {:l:l},

o3
) + pne ™ A (D.21)

Yg?k(uo):Q(“nvTn)Ysk—m(ﬂn)e%ggasm, (D.22)
and
lQ(‘un’Tn)XO k(:un)v m=—e&q,
Rokltt i (0 D.2
0k (to) = {llQ(un,Tn)Xg’hk_m(Mn)gh m=c. (D.23)

The transformations (D.22)) and (D23 for the canonical solutions of the system ([Z0) imply the
following action on M: for k€Z and m,eq9,l€{+1},

ng’kzolage_ z 73 Zf’kfme 2 030'301, (D24)
0 _
0 Snk’ m=-—¢&og,
Sor=1_"2 B (D.25)
O19n k—m01; M =E2,

1ZSOOO'1G 677 On— 1/2)030'3(500) 103€_ﬂ—(a"_i/2)036%030'30'1, ,1),
G eﬂ'(an—l/2)0'30.3(5’00 )— 3e—w(an—1/2)ageT"030301,

-

— n,1 m,eg :( ’ 1)

G, = ( = (- (D.26)
(m,e2)=(-1

m, &2

Ta
1GRSy0e™ %3030, m,eg 1,1),
. 0 —1 __Tan
—ilo1(8, o) T GnSype” 2 PBoz01, m, e ,—1).

The actions (D.24)-(D:26) on M can be expressed in terms of an intermediate auxiliary mapping

F(m,ez): C¥—C8, m,eq € {1}, which is an isomorphism on M: for [ € {£1},
T (m,e0): M—=M, (a, s, 58, 55°, 911, 912, g1, a2 ) ( a,s9(m, 2), s5° (M, €2), 87° (M, £3),
g11(m, €2), g12(m, €2), ga1(m, £2), gaa(m, €2)) ,
where, for (m,e2)=(1,1),
s9(1,1) =59, s5°(1,1)=—s%™,  s°(1,1)=—s3e™, g11(1,1)=ilgope™/?,
912(1,1) = —il(ga1+5F g22)e ™2, ga1(1,1)=il(g12— 50 g22)e™ /2, (D.27)
922(1, 1) =il(—g11—55°g12+50 (921 + 5 g22) )e /2,
for (m,e2)=(1,-1),
so(1,—1)=s, s(1,—1)=—5%"™, s3°(1,—1)=—s5"",

g11(1, —1)=1g12e™/2,  gia(1, 1) =—I(g11+ 3 g12)e ™2, (D.28)

921(1, —1)=1g22™2,  goa(1, 1) =—1(ga1+ 55 g22)e ™2,
for (m752):(_15 1)7
58(—1,1):58 s0°(—1,1)=—s7%e™,  s7°(—1,1)=—s3%"™,

27ra)e 7ra/27 :_lgllefra/Q7 (D29)

912(
922(

oo
g12—51 gd11€

2 —ma/2
l(g22—57"g21€ W)e ma/ )
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and, for (m,es)=(—1,-1),

sO(—1,—1)=s, s°(—1,—-1)=—s7e™, s7(—1,—1)=—s57e"",

gi1(—1,=1)=il(ga2— 55°g21€>™ " + 5 (g12 — 57 g11€>™*) )e "/ 2,
Ta/2

D.30
g21(—1, —1)=il(g12—$5°g11*™)e "/2, ( )

Ta/2

g12(=1, =1)=—il(g21+s0911)e
g22(—1, —1) = —ilgue

One uses this transformation in order to arrive at asymptotics for eb<0 by using those for £b> 0.

D.4 The Transformation 7— =it

Let (1o(75), Po(To)) solve the system ([29) for 7 = 7,, € = &, € {£1}, a = a,, and b = b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (Ay (7o), Bo(7o), Co(70), Do(7,)), defined via equations (L30) for a(r) = (7o),
A(T) = @o(T0), T = To, and & = &,, solve the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28) for 7 = 7,
and a = a,. Set '&o(To) = ﬁn(Tn)emél/2v €1 € {il} @0(7-0) = @n(Tn)a To = Tneiiﬂél/za Ao = Qp, €o =
en, and b, = bye ™2 & € {£1} (that is, £,b, = e,bpe ™), and (A,(7,), Bo(7o), Co(70), Do(7,)) =
(An(10)e™, By (1,)e™1, Gy (10)€™€1 /2. Dy, (1,,)€1™1/2): then, (@ (), $n(7n)) solves the system (L29)
for T=1,, E—EnE{:tl}, a=ay, and b—bn, and the 4-tuple of functions (A, (7), Bn(7n), Cr(Tn), D (),
defined via equations (I]BIII) for a(r )_ﬁn(rn) S(T)=¢n (Tn) T =Ty, and € =¢,, solve the system

for =17y, a=an, and V—Ao(7,)B,(7o) = = ™1/ — A, (7,) B (7). Moreover, let the functions A,(7,),

B,(1,), Co(7,), and Dy (7,) be the ones appearing in the deﬁmtlon (CZ1) of &(r) for =7, and a=a,, and
in the first integral (cf. Remark [[32) for e=¢, € {£1} and b bo; then, under the above symmetry trans-

formations, &,(7,) = Qn(7s), where du,(7,) := —2(B 7)) " t(ia, V —A (70) By (T0) + T (A (T Dn(Tn)—I—
B, (7)Cr(10))), and =i, (7n)Bn(Tn) = €nbn, £n € {£1}. On the correspondlng fundamental solution of
the system (24 (cf. equations (I20) and (L26)), the aforementioned transformations act as follows:

o= fLne T4, gre{£1}, and \/I\’O(/LO,TO):G_%US\/I}n(Mn,Tn). (D.31)

Let (uo(70), 0o(To)) solve the system (LA43) for 7 =17,, ¢ = ¢, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7,), Bo(70), Co(To), Do(Ts)), defined via equations ([L46]) for u(7) = ue(7o),
o(T) = o(10), T=1,, and £ =g, solve the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations (.44
for =7, and a = a,. Set uo(To) = Uy (10)ei™1/2, &1 € {£1}, 0o(T0) = @n(Tn)s To = Tne ™1/2 a, = a,,
€0 ==En, and b, =bpe ™2 &y € {£1} (that is, e,b, = enbpe™™2), and (A, (7o), Bo(To), Co(Ts), Do(T,)) =
(A (10)el™, By (1,)e ‘”EI,C (T )e lﬂsl/z,Dn(Tn)emsl/z), then, (un(7n), @n(Tn)) solves the system (LZ5)
for r=1,,e=e,€{£1}, a=a,, and b=b,, and the 4-tuple of functions (A, (1), Bn(Tn), Cn(T0); Dn(m)),
defined via equations ([L46) for u(7)=un(7h), ©(T) =@n(Tn), T="Tn, and e =&, solve the system (44
for 7=7,, a=a,, and V—A,(7,) B, (1,) =™/ — A, () By, (7). Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,),
B,(15), Co(7o), and D, (7,) be the ones appearing in the definition (IL43)) of «(7) for 7=7, and a=a,, and
in the first integral (cf. Remark [3) for e=¢, € {£1} and b=b,; then, under the above transformations,
o(To) = (1), where a, (1) := —2(Bp(70)) " (ian V' — A (Tn) Br (7o 70 (A (70) Do (70 By (70) G (1)),
and —iay, (7)) Bn(Tn) =enbn, e, € {Z1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the system ([40)
(cf. equations (L4I) and (L42)), the aforementioned symmetry transformations act as follows:

uozunei”51/4, gre{£1}, and \I’O(MO,TO):€7%03\I’n(un,Tn). (D.32)

In terms of the canonical solutions of the system (L40), the actions (D.32) read: for k € Z and
€1,E2€ {:l:l},

Yo% (o) =0 T Y (e T, (D.33)
and )
_7(73X0 Si=—¢.
X0 ()= © >3 (0)7 f1=¢ (D.34)
—ig1e” = ‘TSXnk al(un)Ul, €1=¢€2.

The transformations (D.33) and (D:34) for the canonical solutions of the system (I40) imply the
following action on M: for k€Z and &;,é2€ {£1},

: (D.35)

S E1=—€
0 _ n, k> 1 29
S0, = {01 g 1 (D.36)

n,k—é; 01,
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iSOOO’1G eazw%, ( 1 ) (
Gpe 1 ‘73 (€1,82)=(
Gne—%”as (81,82)=(-1,1),
—io1(S99) T Gre™ (1,82)=(

Go= (D.37)

a3
)

The actions (D.35)-(D37) on M can be expressed in terms of an intermediate auxiliary mapping
Fo(61,82): C8—C8, &1,2 € {+1}, which is an isomorphism on M:

Fi(E1,82): M—M, (a, 50, 55, 53°, 911, 912, 921, 922) = (a, 80 (61, &2), s3° (61, &2), s7° (61, &2),
g11(€1,€2), 912(E1,€2), g21(€1, €2), g22(€1,€2)) ,

where, for (£1,82)=(1,1),

$9(1,1) =55, s°(1,1)=se ™2 s°(1,1) =552,
g11(1, 1):—1g216 T/t gia(1, 1):—192267”1/4, (D.38)
g21(1,1)=—i(g11—s0ga1)e” ™, goa(1,1)=—i(g12—s0g22)e™ /%,
for (£1,82)=(1,-1),
sO(1,—1)=53, (1, —1)=5Fe ™2 s3°(1,—1) =52
g1 (1, —1)=gne ™, 912(1,—1):912€m/, g1 (1, —1)=gare ™%, (D.39)
g22(1, —1) = gase™/*,
for (£1,82)=(-1,1),
so(=1,1) =50, s(=1,1)=s57e™?,  s°(=1,1)=s7%e "2,
g (—1,1)=g1e™/*, 912( 1,1)=giz2e m/47 go1(—1,1) =gare™/*, (D.40)
ga2(—1,1) =gose ™4,
and, for (£1,82)=(—1,-1),
s0(—1,-1)=s0, s(—1,—1)=s5%e"2 (=1, -1)=5s3% "2,
gu (=1, —1)21(9214-50911)6”“/47 g12(—1, —1)=i(goo+s0g12)e /%, (D.41)
g21(—1,—1)=ig11e™™*,  gaa(—1,—1)=igize ™%,

One uses this transformation in order to arrive at asymptotics for pure-imaginary 7 by using those for
real 7.

D.5 Composed Symmetries and Asymptotics

In order to derive the complete set of requisite transformations, one considers the actions (D.8), (D),

(D17), (D27)-(D30), and (D38)-(D.41) as a group of basis symmetrles the compositions of whose

elements yield the remaining isomorphisms on M.

In order to do so, however, additional notation is necessary. For symmetries related to real 7, in-
troduce the auxiliary parameters 1 € {0, £1}, g3 € {0,£1}, m(e2) = { 15207:2262{(11} and ¢ € {0,1}, and
consider the 4- tuple (e1,€2,m(e2)|¢) concomitant with its associated isomorphism(s) on M denoted by
Fto : C®—C8, where

e1,e2,m(e2) "

¢
§i1}52 m(ez) " M_>M (a 80780 y 81 7911791279217922) ((_1)620/; 88(517527m(52)|€)7

507 (1,62, m(e2)[0), s7° (1, €2, m(e2)[€), gr1(e1, €2, m(£2)]£),
gi2(e1, €2, m(52)|€)7 921(517 €2, m(52)|£)= 922(517 €2, m(52)|£)) ; (D.42)

and, for symmetries related to pure-imaginary 7, introduce the auxiliary parameters é; € {1}, &9 €
{0, £1}, m(&2) = { 0. 22641} 4nd £ €{0,1}, and consider the 4-tuple (€1, &5,1(¢2)|¢) concomitant with

+é1, £2=0,
its associated isomorphism(s) on M denoted by Fo : C®—C®, where

£1,82,Mm(é2) *

fﬁfif}@ () M=M, (a, 50,50, 5, 911, 912, 921, g22) ((—1)1%2 §0(21, 62, m(82)]0),
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85° (81, 82, 11(E2)[0), 55° (€1, €2, (22)[0), gu1 (€1, €2, 10(2)]D),
§12(51,52,m(52)|é)7§21(51,527m(52)|é)7§22(51,527m(52)|é)) .

Let
0
rfé 0}0 M—M, (a 80780 y S1 791179127921=922) (a788788°,8(130791179127921,922)

denote the identity mapPT and, for £=0, set

T (1), (51,sz,m(€2)|€)=(1,0,0|0),

(= )7 (517527m(52)|€):(_17070|0)a
3.:“{0} — 9’3:[_'}(171)7 (517527m(52)|5)=(07171|0)a
suezm(ez)” 3:3:[_'}(1’_1)’ (51,527m(52)|€):(0a 1a1|0)a

3:3\;?}(_171)’ (51,527m(52)|€):(0a17_1|0)a

3’;}(_17_1)7 (Elv&?vm(&_?)w):(ov_17_1|0)a

and, for é:O, set

T, (e m(EID=(1,1,00),
gop )AL (G m(E)[) = (17—1 0[0),
SnnE@ T T (1), (G da ()l = (-1,1,000),

Ty (=1,-1),  (é1,&2,m(é2)[0) =(-1,-1,0/0).

83

(D.43)

(D.44)

(D.45)

(D.46)

D.47
D.48
D.49
D.50
D.51
D.52
D.53

Via the definitions (D.44)—(D.40), define the following compositions (isomorphisms on M): for £=0F9 set
T =T 00 (v mie))=(-1,-1,-1)0),
3’}0_}1 -1° _?{0}1 -1° rfioo}m (e1,82,m(e2)[)=(1, -1, -1/0),
5{01}—1 1° _SF{O—}I 1° 5{01}0 0’ (e1,€2,m(e2) ) =(—1,-1,1/0),
3"}07}11 = ?{0}11°§i0(;07 (e1,e2,m(e2)|0)=(1,-1,1]0),
F = 000 eremie)l)=(-1,1,-1)0),
f?l]:—lzzgé?l]:—l Orff,oo},m (e1,€2,m(e2)[0)= (1,1, -1]0),
3"{01}1 15:?3?1},1 Ogiol},o,Ov (e1,€2, m(e2)[f)=(-1,1,1|0),
giol}f:?éol% 51{00}07 (e1,€2,m(e2)|0)=(1,1, 1|O),

and, for é:O, set

5"}00}_1;:5"5?_}17_1oé’i?l})m (5175277”71(52”@):(1707 110),
FO =8 e o (Grg (&)l =(~1,0,-1]0),
T =380 0 7Y, (é1,62.70(62)|0) = (1,0, 10),
GO =800 0 G m@)lh)=(-1,0,1]0)

(D.47)
(D.48)
(D.49)
(D-50)
(D.51)
(D.52)
(D.53)
(D.54)

D.54

D.55
D.56
D.57

(
(
(
(D.58

)
)
)
)

The cases é,é: 1 are a bit more subtle, because there is no analogue, per se, of the—standard—
identity map (D.44); rather, the role of the identity map for /,£=1 is mimicked by the endomorphism
F2(), 1 e {:I:l} given in Appendix [D:2] (cf. equations (D.I7T)); with conspicuous changes in notation

(which are in line with the notations introduced in this subsection), it reads (for £=1):
g}
911(0,0,0[1), g12(0,0,0[1), g21(0,0,0[1), g22(0,0,0[1)) ,
where, for [ € {+1},
56(0,0,001):=s4(D),  55°(0,0,0[1):=55"()),  57°(0,0,0[1):=s7(0),
9:3(0,0,001):=g;5(D), i,j€{1,2}.

55That is, s3(0,0,0[0)=s), s5°(0,0,0/0)=s5°, s$°(0, 0,0/0)=55°, and g;;(0, 0,0/0)=gs;, 4,5 € {1,2}.
56Recall from Remarks [[41land [[5d that G1 =G2 < (G1)ij=—(G2)ij, 4,5 €{1,2}.

0,0,0 M_>M (a/ 80780 ;81 7911791279217922) (a788(07070|1)7880(07070|1)78?0(07070“)7

(D.59)

(D.60)
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To complete the list of the remaining ¢,/ =1 mappings, define, in analogy with the definitions (0.45)—
(D58)), the following compositions (isomorphisms) on M: for =1,

5'“{—11]:0,0 —?{Ol}ooorfélo}m (e1,€2,m(e2)[€)=(-1,0,0[1), (D.61)
Flgo=T1000F 0, (e1,2,m(e2)|0) = (1,0,0]1), (D.62)
Fi =g e g, (e1,e2,m(e2)[0)= (0,1, —1|1), (D.63)
FiH = o Tl (e1, 2, m(e2)[0)= (0, —1,1|1), (D.64)
g(g,ll},—l 3"31_103"51307 (e1,€2,m(e2)[€)=(0,1, —1[1), (D.65)
Foid =83, 0 50, (e1,22,m(22)[0) = (0,1, 1]1), (D.66)
rJr{—ll]:—l,—l—?{1—}1—105{01}007 (1,62, m(e2)[0) = (=1, -1, —1[1), (D.67)
gt =90 e dlSe (e mlea)l0)=(1,-1,-1]1), (D.68)
g =g 07 Y0 er e m(e)l0)=(-1,-1,1]1), (D.69)
5'“}1—}11—?3,1—}1,10??0]@ (1,82, m(e2)[£)=(1, —1,1|1), (D.70)
g =g 05000 (eneamle))=(-1,1,-1]1), (D.71)
g1 =8 oY, (e1,62,m(e2)|0) = (1,1, —1[1), (D.72)
g =807, (e1.e2,m(e2)|0) = (1, 1,1]1), (D.73)
W =g 0Tl (e1,e2.m(e2)[0)=(1,1,1]1); (D.74)
and, for é:l,

rfi{,ll},o _rffol}o ?6{10}07 (517527m(52)|£):(17170|1)a (D 75)
Fi =521 005 d0, (21, 82,1m(22)[0) = (1,-1,0[1), (D.76)
50 0= 0078, (é1,&2,1(E2)|0) = (~1,1,001), (D.77)
?{11}—1 0- —5{01}—10 O?é,o},Oa (5175277"71(52”@):(_17_170|1)a (D.78)
Fio =T o T (G lE))=(1,0,-1]1), (D.79)
T =78 0T, (21,62,70(2)|0)=(1,0,1]1), (D.80)
ff{l} -1 —rf{O} 10?{1}—1 0 (5175277”71(52”@):(_1 11), (D.81)
9{11}01 g o, (21,82,1(¢2)0)=(—1,0,1|1) (D.82)

Via the elementary symmetries (D.8), (D.9), (D.17), (D27)-(D.30), and (D38)-(DA4I), and the

definitions (D.44)-(D.82)), one arrives at the following explicit list of actions on M of the isomorphisms
(cf. definition (D.42))) F relevant for real 7, and (cf. definition (D.43)) . relevant for

€1,e2,m(ez)? £1,60,m(E2))

pure-imaginary 7: for [,1' € {£1},
0
(1) rfé,o},o =

59(0,0,0[0) =55, s5°(0,0,0[0)=s5°, 55°(0,0,0[0)=55°, g:;(0,0,0[0)=g;;, i,j€{1,2};

(D.83)
0
(2) rf{—l},o,o =
59(—=1,0,0[0)=s5, s5°(—1,0,0[0)=se™, 53°(—1,0,0/0)=53e" ",
911(—1,0,0[0) = —i(g21+55g11)e™/?, 912(—17070|0):—1(922+80912)€ ma/2, (D.84)
921(—1,0,0[0) = —ig11€™/2,  goa(—1,0,0/0) = —igize ™/?;
0
(3) rfio},o =
$9(1,0,000) =58, 53°(1,0,0/0) =sg<e ™™, 57°(1,0,0/0) =53,
11(17070|0):1g2le 7ra/27 912(1707()'0):192267“1/27 (D85)

921(1,0,0]0) =i(g11 —53g21)e" ™2, g22(1,0,0[0) =i(g12— 55 gaz)e™/?;
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(4) 93?7}1,71 =

59(0,—1,-1]0)=s), s5°(0,—1,—1]0)=—s5e™, 55°(0,—1,—1|0) = —s5%",
911(0, =1, =1]|0) =il'(g22 — g2155°€>™ + 55 (g12— g1155°€*™ ) )e /2,
912(0, =1, =1]0) = —il'(g21+50g11)e™ /%, g21(0, —1,—1|0) =il'(g12 — g1157°€*™*)e /2,
922(0, =1, =1]0) = —il’g1, 6™/,

(5) rféo—}l 1=

58(0 -1 1|0):‘987 580( 0,-1 1|0):_S(1>Oeﬂ'a7 S<1>O(07_171|0):_880677a7
911(0, —1,1]0)=1'gy0e™/2, (0,—1,1]0) = —I'(g11 + 5 g12)e /2,
921(0, =1, 1]0) =1'g22e™/%, 220, =1, 1]0) = —1'(g21+ 55 gaz)e ™/?;

59(0,1,-1]0)=s), s5°(0,1,—1]0)=—s7e™, 55°(0,1,—1|0)=—s5%e™,
911(0,1, —=1]0) =1"(g12— g1155°€>™)e ™2 415(0,1, —1]0)=—1'g11e™/2,
g21(0, 1, _1|O):l (g22—g2157"€ zml) _ml/z, 922(0,1,—1]|0)= _1’92167“1/2;

(7) 93?1},1 =

59(0,1,10)=s5, s5°(0,1,1]0)=—s5%™, 55°(0,1,1]0)= —s5%e™,
911(0,1,1|0) =il'g22¢™/%,  12(0,1,1]0) = —il (g1 + 5 gaz)e ™/,
921(0,1,1]0)=il'(g12— 50922)e™%,  g22(0,1,1]0) =il'(—g11 — g1255° + 50 (921 + 557 g22) Je

s9(=1,—1,-10)=s], s°(—1,—1,-1]0)=—s7°, s7°(—1,—1,—1]0)=—s5e*™,
g11(—1, =1, =110) =1"((g12— g1157°€”™*) (1+ () )+So(922—9215?° T))em T,
gi2(—1,—1,-1]0)=—1"(g11 (1+(s0)?) +50g21)e™,
oo, 21a

g21(—1,—1,=1]0) =1"(g22 — g2157°€*™* + 50 (912 — g1157°*™*) )e ™,
g22(—1, =1, =1]0) = —I'(g21 +59g11)e™";

0
9) ffi 7}1 1=
0 _ .0 oo 2ma (e’ o (')
so(1,=1,-1]0)=sg, s5°(1,—1,—-1]|0)= e’ ™ s3°(1, -1, -1|0)=—sg°,
gii(1,-1 —1|0)= ~U'(g12—gr1187°€*" a); g12(1,—1,-1]0)=1"g11,
g21(1, =1, =1]0) = —1'(g22 — g2157°€*™),  goa(1, =1, —1]0) =1'gax;
0
(10) 3"{71},71,1 =
s9(—=1,-1,110) =55, s(=1,-1,1|0)=—s7°, s7°(—1,—1,1|0)=—s5e*™,
g11(=1,—1,110) = —il'(gaz +50g12),  g12(—1, =1, 1]|0) =1l'(go1 +55°gaz +55 (g1 +55°g12)),
g21(—=1,=1,110) = =il'g12, g22(—1,—1,1]0)=il"(g11+55°g12);
0
(11) rff,—}l,l =

QL1058 s -1 10)= T, s2(1L, 1 1j0)= s
g11(1,—=1,1]0) =il"geee™,  g12(1, 11|0) —il'(g21+ 8 g22)e ™,

g21(1, —1,1|0) =il'(g12— 80 g22)e™, 922(17 —1,110)=—1l'(g11+85° g12— 80 (g21+55°g22) e
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(D.86)

(D.87)

(D.88)

—ma/2,
)

(D.89)

(D.90)

(D.91)

(D.92)

—ma.
)

(D.93)



(15)

(18)

(19)
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0
9{71},1,71 =

s9(=1,1,-10)=s], s°(—1,1,-1|0)=—s7, s5°(—1,1,—1]0)=—s5e*™,
911(—17 1,—1|0) = —il'(go2 — g2157°€*™* + 50 (g12 — g1157°€* ™) )e ™,

. . (D.94)
gi2(—1,1,—1]0) =il'(g21 +s0g11)e™,  g21(—1,1,—1|0)=—il'(g12— gr1157°€*™*)e ™,
g22(—1,1,=1]0) =il'g1,e™
0
5'“},1},—1 =
88( 1|0)_807 S0 o (1, 1|0) 00627ra7 5(1)0(1717_”0):_8807
911( —1|0):il/(922—92151 G a)v 912(171,—1|O):—il/9217
921(1,1, =1]0) =1l'(g12 — g1157°€*™* — 50 (g22 — 92155°€*™)),  g22(1,1, —1]0) = —il'(g11 —80g21);
(D.95)
0
9{71},1,1 =
s9(=1,1,110)=s), s°(=1,1,1]0)=—s5°, s5°(—1,1,1|0) = —s5%e*™,
gll(_15171|0):l/9125 gl?(_17151|0):_ (gll"’so 912)5 (D96)
g21(—1,1,110)=1"g22,  g22(—1,1,1]|0) =—1'(g21+ 5 g22);
0
g:il},l =
s9(1,1,110)=s], s°(1,1,1]0)=—s5e*™,  53°(1,1,1]0)=—s°,
911(1,1,110)=—1'(g12— 50g22)e™,  g12(1,1,1]0) = —I'(—g11— g1255° +50(g21+ g2255°) )e ™,
g21(1,1,1|0) =—1'(gaz2 — 50 (g12— 50g22))e™,
g22(1,1,110) =1'((g21 + 92255 ) (1+(59)?) — 50 (911 +55° g12) )e ™™
(D.97)
0
rfil}o =
39(1,1,0/0)=s3, 53°(1,1,0]0)=s5e™ ™2 53°(1,1,0[0)=s5%e™/2,
11(1,1,0[0) = —igare ™4, g12(1,1,0]0) = —igaoe™/4, (D.98)
§21(1,1,0(0) = —i(g11—s0g21)e ™%, §22(1,1,0]0)=—i(g12— sgaz)e™/*;
3:{0}1 0=

$0(1,-1,0[0) =50, 55°(1,—1,0/0)=se "2, (1, —1,0[0) = s7°e™*/?,
g11(1,=1,0[0)=g11e™ ™, g1a(1,—1,0[0) =g1oe™/*, (D.99)
g21(1, —1,0/0) = gore ™4, Goa(1, —1,0]0) = gaoe™/*;

0
5O
S9(=1,1,00)=sf,  55°(=1,1,000) =552, 55°(—1,1,0/0)=s7%e /2,
§11<—1=170|0)=911e”/4, G12(—1,1,0{0) = grge™ ™%, (D.100)
G21(—1,1,0(0)=g21€™/*, G22(—1,1,0[0) = gaze ™%,
{0
~r7'~{71},71,0:>

8( _170|0)288’ §80(_ -1 0|0)_Sooe7ra/27 §<1>0(_17_170|0):ST06771—¢1/2’
g11(—1, _1;0|0):i(921+80911)eﬂ'a/47 G12(—1, —1,0|0)=i(922+88912)e_”“/4, (D.101)
921(=1,-1,00) =igne™*,  goa(~1,-1,0/0) =ig1ze ™/
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(20) F1Y_, =

80(1,0,—1|0) =53, 33°(1,0,—1]0)=—s5%e3/2 §2°(1,0,—1|0) = —sPe™ /2,
g11(1,0,—1[0)= (912—9118(1>O 2maye=mald G15(1,0, —1]0) = —1'gi1e™ /4,
G21(1,0, —1]0) =1"(g22— g2157°€*™)e ™/, Goa(1,0,—1]0) = —1'ga1e™/%;

(21) Y, =

80(=1,0,—1]0)=s), 83°(—1,0,—1]0)=—5%€"/2  §°(—1,0,—1|0)=—s53™/2,
5711(—1,07—1|0)=il/(922—9218T° 2W+So(912—91181 e?m))e3me/4,
912( 1|0):—1l/(921+58911)e /47 921(_ , 7_1|0):11 (912_9115(1” 27ra) —371'11/4,

§22(—1,0, —1|O):_il/91163ﬂ'a/4;

~{0
(22) 3’{0},1 =

‘§8(17071|0)2587 (1 0 1|0) OO 37ra/27 (1 O 1|0) Sooefra/Q
gll(laov 1|0):ll 922637”1/4; 912(1,07 1|0):—ll (921—|—50 922)6 37'“1/47
§21(1,0,1]0) =il' (g12— 50g22)e>™ /4, G22(1,0,1]0) =il'(—g11 — 5 gr2+53(g21 +55°g22) e
0
(23) 54 1}01 =
§8(—1,0,1|0):88, ( 1 0 1|0):_Sooe7ra/2 (1>O( 1 0 1|0):_Sooe37ra/2

g11(—1,0, 1|0):—1912€m/47 G12(—1,0,1|10)=1"(g11+5°g12)e” ma/4
421(—1,0,1|0) = —'gooe™ /%, Goa(—1,0,1]0)=1'(ga1 + 55 go2)e ™/ %;

1
(24) rfé 0}0 =
59(0,0,0[1)=s), s5°(0,0,0[1)=—s5°, 55°(0,0,0/1)=—55°,

911(0,0,0[1)=ilg11, g12(0,0,0[1)=—ilgrs, ¢21(0,0,0|1)=ilga,
922(0,070|1):—il~922§
1
25) F o0 =
s9(=1,0,0[1)=5s), s5°(—1,0,0[1)=—s5e™, s5°(—1,0,0[1)=—s% "™,
911(=1,0,0[1)=1(ga1+55911)e™?,  g12(—1,0,0[1) = —1(g2a+5g12)e ™2,
921(—1,0,0[1) =lg11€™/%,  goa(—1,0,0|1) =—Igioe""/?
1
(26) Fio =
59(1,0,0[1) =55, s3°(1,0,0]1)=—se" ™, 57°(1,0,0[1)=—s7e™,
911(1,0,0[1) = —Iga1e™ ™2, g15(1,0,0[1) =lgase™/?,
921(1,0,0]1) = —1(g11—53g21)e ™2, g22(1,0,0[1) =(g12— 59g22)e™*/%;

27) ¢ =

55(0,—1,—1]1)=s), (0, —1,—1]1)=s5e™, 55°(0,—1,—1|1) =5,
911(0, =1, =1]1) = —Il'(g22 — g2157°€* ™ + 59 (912 — g1157°€*™ ) )e~™/2,

912(0, =1, =1[1) ==1l'(g21+50911)e™/*,  g21(0, =1, =1[1) ==l (g12—g1157°€*™ e ™2,

922(0, =1, —1|1) = —1l'gy1e™/?,

87

(D.102)

(D.103)

—3ma/4.
3

(D.104)

(D.105)

(D.106)

(D.107)

(D.108)

(D.109)



(28)

(30)

(31)
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1
ffé,—}m =
55(0,—=1,1[1) =55, s5°(0,—1,1|1)=s7e™, s7°(0,—1,1|1)=s5e™,
911(0, =1, 1|1) =ill'g12¢™/2,  g12(0, 1, 1|1):1” (g11+5F gr2)e ™2,
921(0, =1, 1|1) =ill'g22€™ /2, g22(0, =1, 1|1) =1ll' (go1 +55° gao)e "%,
1
3"5 1}71 =
59(0,1,—-11)=s), s3°(0,1,—1]1)=s5e™, 55°(0,1,—1|1)=s55%",
911(0,1, =1|1) =ill'(g12—g1155°€*™)e™™/2 | 15(0,1, —1]1) =ill'g,e™%/2,
921(0,1, = 1]1) =ill' (g2 — g2155°€™*)e " ™*/% g05(0,1, —1|1) =ill' go1e™*/?;
1
g =

911(0, 1, 1|1) = —zllg2zeﬂ'a/2,
921(0, 1, 1[1) = I’ (g12— s0g22)e™/?,

—1,—1,—1[1)=s),

59(0,1,1]1)=s], s3°(0,1,1]1)=55e™, 55°(0,1,1]|1)=se™,

912(0,1,1|1) = —1l' (g21 +55° gaz)e ™2,

g22(0,1,1|1)=11"(—

s(—1,—1,—1|1)=s5°, s7°(=1,—1,—1|1)=s5e’™,

g11(=1, =1, —1[1) =ill'((g12— g1157°€*™) (1 +(57)?) + 55 (922 — g2157°€>™*) )e ™,

go1(—1, =1, —1|1) =ill' (gao — go15°€>

gi2(—1, =1, =1{1) =ill'(g11 (1+(59)?) +53g21)e™,

T4 50(g12— g1187°€*™))e ™,

g22(=1, =1, =1[1) =ill'(g21+ 50911 )™

5 =
so(1,—1,—=11)=s), s°(1,—1,—1]1)=se*™, s7(1,—1,—1]|1)=s,
g11(1,—1, —1]1) = —ill’ (912—gus<;° may 912(1,—1,—1|1):—1Zz’gn,
g21(1, =1, =1[1) = —ill' (gaz — g2155°€>™ ), goa(1, =1, —1|1) = —ill’go1;
s =
so(—1,—1,11)=s], s(—1,—1,1]1)=s7°, s5°(—1,—1,1]1)=s5e’*",
g1 (=1, =1, 11) =1 (gaa+sQg12),  g12(—1,—1,1|1)=1l'(g 1+50 ga2+50(911+ 55 g12)),
g21(—1,=1,1[1) =1’ g1, 922(—17—171| )=1l'(g11+55°g12);
5 =
s9(1,—=1,1]1)=s), s°(1,—1,1]1)=se*™,  s3°(1,—1,1]|1) =5,
g11(1, =1, 11) = ~1l'g20e™,  gra(1,—1,1[1) = —Il'(go1 +55°g20)e ™,
g21(1, —1,1[1) = ~1l'(g12— 50 g22)e™,
922 (1, =1, 1|1) = =" (g11 + 5 g12— 59 (ga1 + 550 gaz) Je ™™
3"{711},1,71 =
sO(—=1,1,=11) =55, sF(=1,1,—1|1)=s7, s(—1,1,—1[1)=se*™,
911(—1 1 —1|1)=l~l/(922—g218(f° 2”4—80(912—9118?0 2may)e T,
gi2(=1,1,=1|1) =1 (go1 +50g11)e™,  go1(—1,1,—1[1)=1l'(g12—g1157°*™*)e ™,

ga2(—1,1,=1|1)=1l'gy e™

g11 —880912+88(921 +50°g22))e

88

(D.110)

(D.111)

—ma/2,
b

(D.112)

(D.113)

(D.114)

(D.115)

(D.116)

(D.117)
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1
(36) g:il},fl =
so(1,1,=11) =55, sF(1,1,—1[1)=s7e*  s5°(1,1,—1]1) =55,
g11(1, 1, =1|1)=~1l'(gao — g2155°€*™),  g12(1,1,—1|1)=—~1l'gsn,

g21(1,1, —1]1) = —1l'(g12— g1157°€*™* — 53 (922 — go157°€*™*))
922(1,1, =1|1)=~1l'(g11 — 89g21);

(D.118)

1
(37) 3’{—1},1,1 =
so(=1,1,11)=s], s (—1,1,1]1)=s3°, s7°(—1,1,1]1)=s5e*™,
g1 (—=1,1,11)=ill'g1a, g12(—1,1,1]1)=ill' (911 +55°g12), (D.119)
921(—1,1,111)=ill'gaz,  goa(—1,1,1]1)=ill' (g21+55°ga2);

(38) g:ill},l =

so(1,1,11) =59, s5°(1,1,1[1) =s5e*™,  s3°(1,1,1]1) =577,
911(1,1,1|1) = —ill'(g12— 80g22)e™,  g12(1, 1, 1|1)=ill'(—g11 —55°g12+50 (921 +55°g22))e ™,
921(1, 1, 1[1) = —ill' (922 — 50 (912 — 50 g22) )€™,
922(1, 1, 1[1) = —ill' ((ga1 +55°ga2) (1 +(50)%) — 50 (911 +55°g12) )e ™™
(D.120)
{1
(39) T, =
80(1,1,0[1) =459, §5°(1,1,0]1)=—sPe ™2 §°(1,1,0|1) = —s5%"/2,

911(1,1,0[1)=lgare™ ™%, g13(1,1,0[1)=—lgaoe™/*, (D.121)

Ta/ Ta/4,
)

G21(1,1,0[1) =1(g11 —s9g21)e ™", Gao(1,1,0[1) = —I(g12—s)g20)e

(40) 9"{2170 =

39(1,—-1,0]1) =59, 55°(1,—1,0/1)=—se""/2 55°(1,—1,0[1) = —s5°%e™ /2,
G11(1,=1,0]1) =ilg1 e ™4, G1o(1,—1,0|1) = —ilgi0e™/*, (D.122)
g21(1, —1,0[1) =ilgare ™%, goa(1, —1,0/1) = —ilgaoe™/*;

(41) f;r{—ll},l,o =

$0(=1,1,0(1) =53, &°(=1,1,0[1)=—sFe"/2, §°(—1,1,0|1)=—sXe /2,
g (=1,1,0[1)=ilgne™”*,  G12(=1,1,0[1) =—ilgrze "/, (D.123)
ng(_l, 1’ O|1):izg2leﬂa/47 g22(_17 17 O|1):_il~922€7ﬂ-a/4;

(42) ér{—ll},—l,o =

§8(—1,_170|1)288, §80(—1,—1,O|1):_88087ra/27 §<1>O(_17_17Oll):_8<1>oe—7ra/27
g11(—1,—1,0[1) = —1(g21+0g11)e™™*,  g12(—1,—1,0[1) =1(g22+50g12)e /%, (D.124)
G21(=1,—1,0[1) =—lg11e™/*,  Gap(—1,—1,0[1) =lIgipe” ™%

43) 54, =

80(1,0,—1|1)=53, 53°(1,0,—1|1) =532 53°(1,0, —1[1) = s5e™/2,
911(1,0, —1]1) =ill' (g12 — g1155°€*™)e ™4 §15(1,0, —1]1) =ill’ge™/*, (D.125)
§21(1,0, —1|1) =ill' (g22— g2155°€*™)e "™/, G2a(1,0, —1|1) =ill' goye™*/*;
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~{1
(44) 3"50}71 =
39(1,0,1|1) =59, 55°(1,0, 1|1)_Sooesm/2 5°(1,0, 1|1)—s°°e7”’/2
A11(170, 1|1):—l~l 922e3ﬂ'a/4, 912(1,0, 1|1):_ll (921+92280 )e 37“1/47
G21(1,0,1[1) = I’ (g12 — s0gaz )e3 /4,
§22(1,0, 1[1) =1’ (—g11 — 53 912+ 50 (921 + 55 g22) e

(D.126)

—3ma/4.
)

A1
(45) rf{—l},o 1=

§8(—1707_1|1)288, §80( 1|1)_Sooe7ra/2’ g ( 1|1)_Sooe37ra/2
Qn(—l,O, —1|1):—l~l (g22—92151 +50(912_91151 27ra)>e—37ra/4
912(—1,0, =1|1) = =1l (g21 +59911)e*™ /%, Go1(—1,0, —1[1) =1l (g12— g11577e*™*)e~37/1,

G22(—1,0, —1|1) = —1I' g, €37/ %;

(D.127)
~{1
(46) FU o, =
§8(_17071|1)288, ( 1,0, 1|1)—5°°e7”1/2, ( 1,0, 1|1) 80 371'11/27
Qu(—l,(),1|1):_111’912eﬂa/4, g12(=1,0, 1|1):—1ll (9114557 g12)e™ ™4, (D.128)
921(—1,0,1]1) = —ill'ga2e™/*,  Goa(—1,0,1[1) = —ill' (ga1+55°gaz)e ™ /*.

Finally, applying the isomorphism J!°. m(€2) (resp., 3’; ey m(esy), Whose action on M is given by

equations (D.83)—(D97) and (DI06) (resp., equations —(D108) and (DI21)-(DI128])),

to the corresponding (e1,e2, m(e2)|¢) = (0,0,0/|0) (resp., (£1,é2,Mm(£2)]¢) = (0,0,0/0)) asymptotics (as
T— 400 with eb>0) for u(7), fi(7), H(7), and o(7) derived in Section [ one arrives at the asymptotics
as T — +oo (resp., T — %ioo) for u(r), fi(7), H(7), and o(7) stated in Theorem 2] (resp., Theorem

22) 7

E Appendix: Asymptotics of (1) as 7— +oo and 7— +ioco

In this appendix, asymptotics as 7 — 00 (resp., 7 — £ioco) for £eb >0 of the function @(7) (cf. Proposition
[L3)) are presented in Theorem [E] (resp., Theorem [E.2)). The results of this appendix are seminal for an
upcoming series of works on asymptotics of integrals of solutions to the DP3E (LT]) and related functions.

Remark E.1. Since the function ¢(7) is defined mod(27), the reader should be cognizant of the fact that
the asymptotics for ¢(7) stated in Theorems[Ed]and [EX2]are defined mod(27); this mod(27) arbitrariness,
however, is not important, because the requisite functions are u(7) and exp(ip(7)). |

Remark E.2. If one is only interested in the asymptotics as 7 — 400 for €b> 0 of the function $(7),
then, in Theorem [EJ] one sets (e1,e2, m(e2)|¢) = (0,0,0[0) and uses the fact that (cf. Appendix [D.5]
the identity map ([D.83) sJ(0,0,0[0) = s, s5°(0,0,0/0) = s5°, 55°(0,0,0[0) = s5°, and ¢,;(0,0,0[0) = g;;,
i,je{1,2). u

Theorem E.1. Let u(t) be a solution of the DP3E (Idl) and ¢(1) be the general solution of the ODE
@' (1)=2ar" +b(u(1)) "t for eb>0 corresponding to the monodromy data (a,s9, s&, 55°, g11, 912, 921, g22)-

Let £1,e2€{0, £1}, m(Ez):{ 1520,7:226:{05:1}, ¢€{0,1}, and eb=eble'™2. For k=+1, let

g11(e1, €2, m(e2)[0)gra(e, €2, m(e2)]€)g21(e1, €2, m(e2)[€) #0  and  gaa(er, 2, m(e2)|l) =
and, for k=—1, let

gri(er,e2,m(e2)[)=0 and gi2(e1,e2,m(e2)|€)g21(e1, €2, m(e2)[)gaz(e1, €2, m(£2)[) #O,

57Tn Section 3 (resp., Section 2), p. 1174 (resp., p. 7) of [57] (resp., [58]), for item (9) in the definition of the mapping
F1,1, the formula for go1(1, 1) is missing: it reads g21(1,1) = ig12e™®
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where explicit expressions for g;j(e1, €2, m(e2)|0), 1,7 €{1,2}, are given in Appendiz [D], equations (D83])-

([D9D) and (DI106)-(DI20). Then, for s(c1,e2, m(ea)|0) £ie(~D"""*ma FY

(—=1)%2¢(7) _ 3 i27fk/3(_1)€2( b)1/3 2/3+2(_1)82 1 M +iLy( (e2)]€)
P s omeimer O c T atn (cbe—ime2)1/6 14 (&1, €2, M E2
ke —i 3 W (k 1) (n—1)! T (o (k)
e T % e [
m=2 n,eEN i142ig4---4li=I[ =1
[%n i1 i+ Fig=n
n+l=m

m k(_1)51efiﬂ-k/Seirrk/4(2+\/§)ik(71)52a 0
_ oS be e 6, (80(81, £2,m(g2)|¢)

_ ie(_l)HEz’T“)e_¥(‘/§+ik)(_l)52 (eb)t/372/3 (1—|—O(T_1/3)) . ke{+£1}, (E.1)

X ((—1)51771/3)

where 5
1 ’ ) 14 (-1)*2ma ’ k:+17
Erlerseamleg) )= { P En e mEN0 T (£:2)
ln(ggg(al,sg,m(sg)w)e ) , k=-1,
14i(—1)e2 irk/3
7 (k) =0, ACE +1(6(5b))1/?e ’ 7a(k) =0,
i E.3
_ (k) i(_1)62a612ﬂ'k/3 1—2&24—,( 1)52 ( )
1% = — 1I(— a
* 36(ch)2/3 3 ’
and
_ 3i i(—1)%2e!™%/3(142i(—1)%2a) , 1,
(m+5)Vm+5(k):§e RI3(—1)%2 (b)Y Fupps (k) + 12(cb)1/3 /Lm+1(k)+1um+3(k)
i(_1)52ei7'rk/3 ) _ i(_1)522a2eiﬂ'k/3 _
_W (m+3)(m+5+21(—1)52a)ym+3(k)—W(m—i—l)umﬂ(k)
m—1
+ D GHDT (k) (g () =2(m+2=)omso (k) |, mEZy, (E.4)
j=0
with (/3
sy 2a€'T Wiy
/’LO(k)_ 3(5())1/37 /1’1 (k)_ou
mi (E.5)
u:nl+2(k):_2 P:m1+2(k)+mm1+2(k)+z P;(k)mmlfj(k) B mi GZJrv
j=0
and
. 2aeiﬂ'k/3 .
Po(k):—ma Pi(k)=0,
3 : i27 : .
P;*(k)—§<uj(k)—1(—1)5262 H3(eb)/? (fj+2(k)—2uj+2(k)+ > umz(k)rjm(k))), N>j2>2,
7TL2:0
(E.6)

where the expansion coefficients wy, (k) and v, (k) (resp., tm(k)), me€Z., ke {£1}, are given in equations

@3)-@I2) (resp., @I8) and @I9)H

Proof. The proof is presented for the case 7 — +oo with b >0, that is, (1,2, m(g2)|¢) = (0, 0, 0/0)
(cf. Appendix [D)). Recall from Proposition [3]] that, given any solution u(7) of the DP3E (LIJ), the

58Recall that (cf. Remark ) s3(e1,e2,m(e2)|€) = sJ. For s3(c1,e2, m(e2)|€) = ie(’l)HQ’m, the exponentially small
correction term in the asymptotics (E.I)) is absent.

59Note: Z;:lo *:=0.
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function @(7) is defined as the general solution of the ODE ¢'(7)=2a7~!+b(u(r))~!. From Propositions
1.2 and 4.1.1 of [57] (see, also, Section 1 of [59]), it can be shown that, for e € {£1},

@(T)——iln(%) : (E.7)

the trans-series asymptotics (as 7 — 400 with b > 0) for u(7) is given in Theorem [ZI] whilst only
the leading-order asymptotics for the function b(7) is derived in Lemma AT (cf. equations (Z3)-(EH));
therefore, in order to proceed with the proof, trans-series asymptotics for b(7) must be derived.
Commencing with the asymptotics (@1]) and (£2), and repeating, verbatim, the asymptotic analysis
of Section  one shows that the asymptotic representation (as 7— +o00 with eb>0) for the function b(7)
reads
b(r) = by(k)exp(~2By(r), ke{1}, (E5)

T—+00

where
b3 (k) = (b(k))?(eb) /2 exp(21(a—i/2) In ((eb)/0eih/3 /2)) , (E.9)

with b(k) given in equation (X)), and

i 3k > .
Bi(r)i= o In7— S (VEHE) (1) P72+ 3 i) ()
m=1
%) Um(k) 33 V3+ik pYL/3,2/3 _ 33 V34ik b1/37-2/3.
! (Z WHQ(Q PR | o SRV ED (E.10)
m=0

it remains to determine the expansion coefficients {7, (k)}5°_; and the first non-zero coefficient v, (k).
Via the definitions (I39), the isomonodromy deformations (LZ4), the definitions (L46]), (T4d), and (B2),
and equation (E.8)), one shows that the function By (7) solves the following inhomogeneous second-order
non-linear ODE:

BY () —2(Bly(r))* — (% 1n<ﬁ§—2>) B, (r) = 2—1T @% h(%) +ia% 1n<:1(_7_—)) +8au(7')) . (B.11)

where (cf. equation B20)) u(7)= 3e(eb)?/2e127R/3 (71/3+ug (7)), with vox(7) given in the asymptotics
u

=3
(@I). From the expression for u/(7) given in the proof of Proposition 5.7 in [57] and the definitions (I.39)
and (3.2), it follows that

g7 () =5 = % +2 (“(ﬂd(g(‘:)’(ﬂc(” ) ; (E.12)

via equation ([B.20), the asymptotics [@1), @2), EIIY), and EI20), and equation (E.I12), one shows
that, for ke {£1},

dr r—too 3T T1/3)m+2

iln(u(f)) _ 1 <1+Z ( fir (K) )—Vo(k)72/3e¥(ﬁ+ik)(5b)l/372/3(1+0(71/3)), (E.13)

where the expansion coefficients {u, (k)}5°_, are given in equations (EJ) and (E6), and
k21/231/4ei7rk/36i7rk/4(Eb)l/ﬁ(sg_iefﬂ'a)

N VT (2++/3)~ika

Substituting the asymptotic expansions (23)), (EI0), and (EI3) into the second-order non-linear ODE

(EID), and equating coefficients of terms of orders O ((r~1/3)™ exp(—%(\/_?ri—ik) (eb)'/372/3)), m1 =2,3,

and (9((7'71/3)“”), N3 my > 2, one arrives at, after simplification, for k€ {£1}, in the indicated order:

(i) O(772/3 exp(— 2L (v/3+ik) (eb)/37%/3)) =

Vo(k}):

(E.14)

V3(VB+ik)*(v3—2k)(b)* *ug (k) =0; (B.15)
(it) O(7 exp(— 2L (V3 +ik)(eb)/37%/3)) =

(—i2+VB(V/3+ik)e!™/3) eI ™/ 4 ()1 /2 (s —ie ™)

ik)2 _ 2/30), (k) = :
V3(V3+ik)? (V3 —2Kk)(eb)*/ P vy (k) V27 31/4(2+4/3) ke ’

(E.16)
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—4e712TR/3 = (k/341)2; (E.17)

(iv) O(r=43) =
i 1R/3 = /3 4i; (E.18)

(v) 0(7_5/3) =
71 (k) =0; (E.19)

ae'™ /3 2ia(a—i/2)el™/3

vy (k) — = E.20
ve(k) =37 3 (E-20)
(vi)) O(777/3)
vs(k)=0; (E.21)
(viil) O(77%/3) =
i7'rk/3 1—242
irk/3 1/3 3 .
4ie ™Ik /3 (ep) 3, (k) = (gb)1/3( 3 +1a), (E.22)
and (ix) O(r=(m+9/3) 'meZ,, =
) ) 1+i2
)V 5) (k) = — 607232 ()~ T2 e
) 1 ~
+ ieflﬂ'k/3(5‘b)1/3‘u* +3(k)+§ ((m+3)(m+5—|—12a)um+3(k)
m—1
+ D U0 (F) (g (B) =2(mA+2 =)V 2 5 (K))
j=0
2ia2ei7rk/3 _
3(cb)1/3 (m—i—l)ym“(k)), (E.23)

with the convention Ej_:lo x := (. Solving equations (EI3) and (EIG) for vo(k) and vy (k), k € {+1},
respectively, one shows that

le—iﬂ'k/3eiﬂ'k/4(2+\/§)ika(80_ie—ﬂ'a)
k)=0 and k)=— - : E.24
vo(k) n v (k) om 3574(v/3— k) (cb) /0 (E.24)

Equations (EJ7) and (EJIS) are identities. Solving equations (EJ9)-(E23) for the coeflicients vy (k),
vo(k), v3(k), va(k), and Dp4s5(k), k € {£1}, m € Z4, respectively, one arrives at equations (E3)-(E.0);
therefore, the trans-series asymptotics for the function b(7) is now established via equations (E.8)—(E.I0);
in particular, for ke {£1},

i 3k o N
FERE T T NS SR
m=1
s —imk/3 ik /4 ika/.0 :.—7a
_le /3eimk/ (2+\/§) (So—le )e,¥(\/§+ik)(5b)1/372/3 (1—!—(9(7'71/3)) . (E_25)
1/27T33/4(\/5_k)(d,)l/ﬁTl/g

Via equation ([3.20), the asymptotics (£1]) and (£2)), equation (E.7), the definition (E.3)) (cf. equation
[@3), the asymptotics (E28), and the expansion

o0
S (uo (k)" (ur (k)= - (wa (R) 4
_ n —1/3\ym
1n<1+z 7173 m+2> T;ooz > > ilinl g (",
m=2 M,IEN i14+2ig+--Flij=[

Z>n i+t +i=n
n+l=m

(E.26)

where S{ = (—=1)""1(n—1)! is a special value of the Stirling number of the first kind [32], one arrives at,
for k€ {£1}, the (g1,e2,m(e2)|¢) = (0,0,0]0) trans-series asymptotics (as 7 — +oo with b > 0) for the
function @(7):

. . 3ki , 1/3_9/3 2eimk/372/3
QO(T)T_)—_i_ool-fk(ou070|0)—]€7T+7(\/§+l]€)(8b) 7°/°4+2aIn @
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[ee] [ i
. ~ u 1 _ m
DD R D D e e O | e (G
m=2 nIEN iy+2ig+-li=I =1
[>n  ii4ie+—Fi=n
n+l=m
- keilﬂk/gelﬂk/4(2+\/g)lka(sg_ieiﬂa)e*#(ﬁ‘i’ik)(ﬁb)l/%'z/s (1—'—0(7’71/3)) , (E27)
V2 33/4(eb)1/671/3
where
1n(glleﬂ-a)2 ) k:+17
£1(0,0,0[0)= _ E.28
k( s Uy | ) {1n(g22€7ra) 27 k=—1. ( )
Finally, applying the (map) isomorphism (cf. Appendix[D) F'. .., whose action on M is given by

equations (D.83)-(D.97) and (D.I06)—-(D.120Q), to the corresponding (£1,e2, m(g2)[€) =(0,0,0|0) asymp-
totics (E27) for ¢(7), one arrives at the trans-series asymptotics (E]) (and equations (E2])-(E.6)) stated
in the theorem. g

Remark E.3. Via equation (E.g)), the definition (E9) (cf. equation (&3])), and the asymptotics (E25]),
one arrives at, from the asymptotics (A119), (@I120), and [@I2T]), respectively, the trans-series asymptotics
(as 7— 400 with €b>0) for the functions ¢(7), d(7), and a(7). |

Remark E.4. It is instructive to illustrate the first few contributions of the multi-indexed double sum-
mation in equation (E20]) to the asymptotics of ¢(7) for various values of the index m: (i) for m=2 (that
is, O(172/%)), (n,1)=(1,1) = i, =1, thus, for k€ {+1}[]

! )i —i27k/3

u, 1 o 7&6 .

2 X e [ =) =
n,lEN i1 +4+2ig+4---+ i =I =1

>n  ii+ic+-+i=n
n+l=2

(ii) for m=3 (that is, O(t71)), (n,[)=(1,2) = (i1,i2) = (0, 1), thus, for ke {+1},

[ )
(u
> D G e R W ] ’1 =u1 (k) =0;
nIEN iy +2ip+- i =l i=1

>n  i1+ic+-+i=n
n+[=3

(i) for m=4 (that is, O(1~%/?)), (n,1)=(2,2) = (i1,i2)=(2,0), and (n,[)=(1,3) = (i1, is,13)=(0,0,1),
thus, for ke {£1},

[ , .
u 1 j (uo(k))2 a2e—17rk/3
Z Z (=" 'H e =ta(k) - - 2/3°
n,IEN i1 4244l =l j=1 2 18(eb) /

[Z>n  i1t+ie+--+i=n
n+l=4

(iv) for m=5 (that is, O(775/3)), (n,1)=(2,3) = (i1,1s,i3)=(1,1,0), and (n,[)=(1,4) = (i1, i2,13,is) =
(0,0,0,1), thus, for ke{+1},

[ *.
3 Syt "‘” =15 (k) — 1o (k) (k) = 0;
=1

n,leEN 11 42ip4---+lij=I
[Z>n  iit+iat-+ig=n
n+l=5

(3,0,0), (n,1)=(2,4) = (i1,i2,13,14) €

v) for m=6 (that is, O(r=2)), (n,1) = (3,3) = (i1, in,is) =
0,0,0,0,1), thus, for ke {£1},

and (
{(1,0,1,0),(0,2 0, 0)} and (n [)Z( s ) = (11,12,i3,14,i5):

[ 4_ 9
S0 o e T o () + B0l (i (E)
j=1

n,lEN 13 4+2i0+---+lij=I
[Zn  ii+iz+-+i=n
n+=6

© 34(eb)’

60Recall that the expansion coefficients {u;(k)}52 205 k€{=£1}, are given in equations (@Z1)-212).
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Theorem E.2. Let u(t) be a solution of the DP3E (IIl) and ¢(1) be the general solution of the ODE
@' (1) =2ar" +b(u(1)) "t for eb>0 corresponding to the monodromy data (a,s9, s&, s5°, g11, 912, 921, g22)-
Let &, €{+1}, &,€{0,+1}, M(ég):{o’ =€t (e (0,1}, and eb=|eble'™2. For k=41, let

+éq, &2

G11(€1, €2, (22)|0)12(€1, €2, (E2)|0)G21 (€1, E2,(22)|[0) 0 and  Goz(é1, 9, 10(€2)]) =0,
and, for k=—1, let
911(61,82,m(E)|0)=0 and §12(¢1, 82, M(€2)[0)Ga1 (1, E2, M (E2)]0) a2 (€1, E2, (E2)]E) #0,

where explicit expressions for §;j(é1, €2, m(é)|0), i,7€{1,2}, are given in Appendiz D), equations (D8]~

[OI05) and (OI21) ([OI2R). Then, for §9(é1,Ex, m(E9)[0) #iel~ 1)*2ma )

_izk 2/3
o A i2nk 3 2/3 5 2e *
(—1)14—82@(7-) T_,_;,_(,o:eiﬂfl/?ge 3 (—1)82(55)1/37—*/ +2(—1)1+€2a1n<m> +1£k(51,€2, (Eg)w)
o [ ~
—kn=iy | 20m(k)+ Y DD S KRS | B (W1 (k)Y
m=2 n,eEN i142io4-+lij=I =1
[Zn  litiz+-+ig=n

n+l=m

s

x ()" - ke~ 5 o'F (24 V/3) R e
) \/%33/4(61)6*”52)1/67.*1/3
x e~ B (VBHR)(—1)%2 (eb) /220 (1+0(771/3)) . ke{£1}, (E.29)

(38(1, &2, m(22) D) —ie 27

where T, is defined by equation (230,

ln(g (21,82, (E2)|0)e~ )1+52”“)2 k=+1
~ ~ 11(€1,€2,M(E2 ) - ’
L1 (é1,82,m(E2)|0) = ey -2 (E.30)
ln(ggz(&'l,ag, (Eg)w) -1 mj’) 5 kZ—l,
- ~ a(1+i(—1)1e2q)e™/3
AM=0. E=- R =0
o (E.31)
R i(—1 sgael27rk/3 1—2a2 ) .
(k)= 3()5(519)2/3 ( 3 +1(—1)””a>,
and
-~ 3i irk/3 : 1/35 i(—1)%2e™H/3(142i(=1)"*2a) 1.,
(m+5)ym+5(k): Ee / (_1)52(€b) / um+5(k)+ 12(€b)1/3 Mm+1(k)+1um+3(k)
i(_l)égeiﬂ'k/3 ) . R i(_1)ég2a2eiﬂ'k/3 R
T12(eh) (m~+3)(m+5+2i(—1) Eza)vm+3(/€)—W(mﬂ)vmﬂ(k)
m—1
+ Y GHDD e (B) (i (k) =2(m+2=)Omsa— () |, mEZy, (E.32)
7=0
with ks
w20 wi
fio (k) T3 fi1 (k) =0,
m1 (E.33)
[, o (B)==2[ Pr, o (k) +0m, 42 (k)+ > P(k)om, (k) |, mi€Zy,

=0

61Recall that (cf. Remark EI) 83(é1, éa,700(22)[€) = Q. For 89(¢1,22,m(¢2)[f) = ie(~127a_ the exponentially small
correction term in the asymptotics (E29)) is absent.
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and
o 2aqei™k/3 =~
PO(k):Wa Pi(k)=0,
S 3. . 2y 2w . . L, . ,
Pj (k;):§ <uj(k)_1(_1>€262 k/3(ab)1/3 (rj+2(k)—2uj+2(k)+ Z um2(k)tj,m2 (k))) , N3j52>2,
TTLQZO

(E.34)
where the expansion coefficients U, (k) and v0,, (k) (resp., tm(k)), meZy, ke {x1}, are given in equations

R30)-@30) (resp., @22) and @IF)).
20

Proof. Applying the (map) isomorphism (cf. Appendix [DI) Fee (Ea)? whose action on M is given

by equations (D.98))-(D.108) and (D121)-(D.I12]), to the (e1,e2, m(e2)|¢) =(0,0,0|0) asymptotics (E.27)

(as 7 — +oo with b > 0) for ¢(7), one arrives at the trans-series asymptotics (E29) (and equations

— stated in the theorem. O
([E30)-([E.34)

F Appendix: Literature Survey of the DP3E

The interested reader will find representative samples of the ubiquitous manifestations of the DP3E (1)
in this appendix.

(i) It was shown in [75] that a variant of the DP3E (II]) appears in the characterisation of the effect
of the small dispersion on the self-focusing of solutions of the fundamental equations of non-linear
optics in the one-dimensional case, where the main order of the influence of this effect is described
via a universal special monodromic solution of the non-linear Schrédinger equation (NLSE); in
particular, the author studies the asymptotics of a function that can be identified as a solution (the
so-called ‘Suleimanov solution’) of a slightly modified, yet equivalent, version of the DP3E (L)) for
the parameter values a=i/2 and b=64k3, where k>0 is a physical variable.

(ii) In [56], an extensive number-theoretic and asymptotic analysis of the universal special monodromic
solution considered in [75] is presented: the author studies a particular meromorphic solution of
the DP3E (L)) that vanishes at the origin; more specifically, it is proved that, for —2ia € Z, the
aforementioned solution exists and is unique, and, for the case a—i/2 €Z, this solution exists and is
unique provided that u(7)=—u(—7). The bulk of the analysis presented in [50] focuses on the study
of the Taylor-series expansion coefficients of the solution to the DP3E (1)) that is holomorphic
at 7=0; in particular, upon invoking the ‘normalisation condition’ b =a and taking ¢ =41, it is
shown that, for general values of the parameter a, these coefficients are rational functions of a? that
possess remarkable number-theoretic properties: en route, novel notions such as super-generating
functions and quasi-periodic fences are introduced. The author also studies the connection problem
for the “Suleimanov solution” [6I] of the DP3E ([I)).

(iii) Unlike the physical optics context adopted in [75], the authors of [§] provide a colossal Riemann-
Hilbert problem (RHP) asymptotic analysis of the solution of the focusing NLSE, iBT\If—i—%B%\II—i—
|U|2¥ = 0, by considering the rogue wave solution W(X,T) of infinite order, that is, a scaling
limit of a sequence of particular solutions of the focusing NLSE modelling so-called rogue waves
of ever-increasing amplitude, and show that, in the regime of large variables R? > (X, T) when
|X| — 400 in such a way that T|X|73/2 —54~1/2 = O(]X|~'/3), the rogue wave of infinite order
U (X, T) can be expressed explicitly in terms of a function V(y) extracted from the solution of the
Jimbo-Miwa Painlevé IT (PIT) RHP for parameters p=1In(2)/27 and 7=1{7 in particular, Corollary
6 of [8] presents the leading term of the T — +oo asymptotics of the rogue wave of infinite order
U(0,T) (see, also, Theorem 2 and Section 4 of [Z])Jé which, in the context of the DP3E (I.1l),

62Not to be confused with the independent variable 7 that appears in the DP3E () and throughout this work.

63For the rogue wave of infinite order [8], one needs to consider asymptotics of tronquée/tritronquée solutions of the

. . d?u(z;a) . 3 . . _1,:1n(2) .
inhomogeneous PII equation, = 5= = 2(u(z; @)’ +wu(z; a)—a, for the special complex value of a= 5+i—5 > (asymptotics

for tronquée/tritronquée solutions of the PII equation with a =0 are given in the monograph [29]), and to know that the
increasing tritronquée solution, denoted up..(z; ) in [64], is void of poles on R; furthermore, for the function V(y) to have
sense as a meaningful asymptotic representation of the rogue wave of infinite order ¥(X,T), it is, additionally, necessary

that u .. (2; ) be a global solution (analytic V = € R) of the PII equation for o= %—H%. In [64], the author provides

a complete RHP asymptotic analysis of the global nature of tritronquée solutions of the PII equation for various complex
In(2)

values of «, including the particular value o= %—i—i

and relates the function V(y) to the PII equation, subsequently

27
identifying the particular solution that is requisite in order to construct V(y) as the increasing tritronquée solution up.p.(z; o)
for the special parameter value o= %_le;(:) ; moreover, the value of the total, regularised integral over R for the increasing

tritronquée solution is evaluated.
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coincides, up to a scalar, 7-independent factor, with exp(ip(7)), T =72, where, given the solution,
denoted by (), say, of the DP3E () studied in [56] for the monodromy data corresponding
to a=1/2 (and a suitable choice for the parameter b), @(7) is the general solution of the ODE

' (t)=2ar7 +b(a(r)) "t

The authors of [I3] present an expansive study of algebraic solutions (rational functions of /)
of the DP3E (L) for the parameter values e = —1, b =i, and a = —in, n € Z. By considering
the Lax-pair equations associated with the DP3E (LI)), the authors construct their simultaneous
solutions, called the ‘seed’ lax-pair solutions, corresponding to the simplest algebraic solution of
the DP3E (), u(7) :=uo(r) = 37'/3, for e=—1, b=1, and a =0 in terms of Airy functions, and
then formulate, as Riemann-Hilbert Problem 1 (RHPI) the inverse monodromy problem for the
rational solution u(7):=u,(7) for a=—in, n€Z\ {0} (the case a=—in for n=0 is solved via the
‘seed’ Lax-pair solutions); in particular, the authors show that, if RHP1 is solvable for 7 >0 and
n€Z, then the function wu, (1) defined by equation (101) in [13] is the unique solution of the DP3E
) with e =—1, b=1i, and a = —in, n €Z, that is a rational function of 7/3 (see Theorem 1 of
[13]). The authors then use the RHP1 representation for the algebraic solution uy,(7) of the DP3E
(T to consider the large-positive-n asymptotic behaviour of the solution (as a consequence of an
inherent symmetry of the DP3E (ED]) that is discussed at the beginning of Subsection 4.1 of [13], it is
sufficient to consider large n € N); in particular, after a rescaling argument for both the independent
variable and the spectral parameter, the authors present a rigorous asymptotic analysis of RHP1
and derive N3 n — oo (for sufficiently large rescaled 7>0) asymptotics of the function u,(7) (see,
in particular, Theorems 2 and 3 of [I3]). (In this context, see, also, [14].)

Introducing the substitution eTu=(2/3)%y, ebr?>=2(z/3)3, the author of [72] transforms the DP3E

(CI) into the second-order non-linear ODE y"(z) = % - # —2(y(z))? + 32 + ﬁ, where
the prime denotes differentiation with respect to x, and then, via additional auxiliary changes of
variables, shows that, with = =te!?, the latter ODE for y governs the isomonodromy deformation
of a 2x2 linear system WU\ t)= tB A ) W(A, 1), where My (C) 3 B(\, t) is given in equation (1.4),
or, equivalently, equation (3.2) ofS[IEI By applying the isomonodromy deformation method [42],
the author demonstrates the Boutroux ansatz (near the point at infinity) by deriving an elliptic
asymptotm representation of the general solution y(x ) in terms of the Weierstrass p-function as
x =te'? = 00 in cheese-like strip domains along generic directions; see, in particular, the leading-
order asymptotics of y(z) stated in Theorems 2.1-2.3 of [72].

In [82], the authors study the eigenvalue correlation kernel, denoted by K, (z,y,t), for the singularly
perturbed Laguerre unitary ensemble (pLUEE on the space 3 of n x n positive-definite Hermi-
tian matrices M = (M)}',_, defined by the probability measure Z,; ! (det M)* exp(— tr V;(M)) dM,
neN a>01t> O where Z, = f}ﬁ (det M)>e™tr Vi(M) qM is the normalisation constant,
dM :=TT];_, dM; [T;= Hk—]-‘rl dRe(M,)dIm(M,yi), and Vi(z):=z+t/x, € (0, +00). By consid-
ering, for example, a Varlety of double-scaling limits such as n— oo and (0,d]>t— 0%, d>0, such
that s:=2nt belongs to compact subsets of (0,+0oc), or n — oo and ¢t — 07 such that s — 07, or
n— oo and (0,d] 3t such that s — +o00, the authors derive the corresponding limiting behaviours
of the eigenvalue correlation kernel by studying the large-n asymptotics of the orthogonal poly-
nomials associated with the singularly perturbed Laguerre weight w(z;t, a) = e~ "*(*) and, en
route, demonstrate that some of the limiting kernels involve certain functions related to a special
solution of (Py)p, ([[2); moreover, in the follow-up work [83] on the pLUE, the authors derive
the large-n asymptotic formula (uniformly valid for (0,d] 3 ¢, d > 0 and fixed) for the Hankel
determinant D, [w;t] := det( [y > 2/ Fw(x;t, @) dz)¥ klo associated with the singularly perturbed
Laguerre weight w(z;t,«), and show that the asymptotlc representation for D, [w;t] involves a
function related to a particular solution of (Pip)p, (L2). In the study of the Hankel determi-
nant D, (t,«, ) := det(fo1 Etkw (et a, B) d{);’)gio generated by the Pollaczek-Jacobi-type weight

w(z;t,a,B) = 2*(1—z)Pe™¥* z€[0,1], t >0, a,B > 0, which is a fundamental object in uni-
tary random matrix theory, under a double-scaling limit where n, the dimension of the Hankel
matrix, tends to oo and ¢t — 07 in such a way that s := 2n?t remains bounded, the authors of
[I5] show that the double-scaled Hankel determinant has an integral representation in terms of
particular asymptotic solutions of a scaled version of the DP3E (L)) (or, equivalently, (P )p,
(C2)). In [4], the authors study singularly perturbed unitary invariant random matrix ensembles
on ;' defined by the probability measure C, !(det M)® exp(—ntr Vi (M))dM, n,k €N, a> —1,
where C), ::f:}c,t (det M)2e= "t V(M) M | and the—perturbed—potential Vj(z) has a pole of order

k at the origin, Vi (z) :=V (z)+(t/x)*, t >0, with the regular part, V, of the potential being real

64The pLUE and its relation to the Painlevé ITT (PIII) equation was introduced and studied in [16].



(vii)

(viii)

Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 98

analytic on [0,4+00) and satisfying certain constraints; in particular, for the pLUE, the authors
obtain, in various double-scaling limits when the size of the matrix n — oo (at an appropriately
adjusted rate) and the “strength” of the perturbation ¢t — 0, asymptotics of the associated eigenvalue
correlation kernel and partition function, which are characterised in terms of special, pole-free solu-
tions of a hierarchy (indexed by k) of higher-order analogues of the PIII equation: the first (k=1)
member of this PIIT hierarchy, denoted by ¢1(s), s > 0, solves a rescaled version of the DP3E
(CI). (Analogous results for the singularly perturbed Gaussian unitary ensemble (pGUE) on the
set 3, of n x n Hermitian matrices are also obtained in [4].) For the pLUE with perturbed po-
tential Vi (z):=V (z)+(t/x)*, k€N, 2 € (0,4+00), t >0, studied in [4], the authors of [I9] consider
a related Fredholm determinant of an integral operator, denoted by Kprr, acting on the space
L?((0,+400)), whose kernel is constructed from a certain My(C)-valued function associated with a
hierarchy (indexed by k) of higher-order analogues of the PIII equation; more precisely, for the
Fredholm determinant F'(s; A):=In det(I-Kpr1), s, A>0, the authors of [I9] obtain s — 0o asymp-
totics of F'(s;A\) characterised in terms of an explicit integral representation of a special, pole-free
solution for the first (k=1) member of the corresponding PIII hierarchy: this solution is denoted
by ¢1(\), and it solves a rescaled version of the DP3E ([IIJ).

In [77], the authors compute small-t asymptotics of a class of solutions to the two-dimensional
cylindrical Toda equations (2DCTE)A ¢/ (t) +t1q, (1) = 4(e®B~a1(t) _eter1(=ax(V)) | € 7,
satisfying the periodicity conditions ggin(t) = qi(t), where the integer n is arbitrary but fixed.
Solutions that are valid for all ¢> 0 have the representation g (t) =log det(I-\Cy, )—log det (I-AKCk—1 ),

—t((l—w)ut(1—w HHu—1)
£ for

where ICj is the integral operator on Ry with kernel E{w":l}\{l} wke, —uto ,

some coefficients ¢, and \ is a free parameter. For n = 3 and the imposition of an additional
constraint, which implies ¢; (t)=0 and g2 (t) =—gs(t), the 2DCTE gives rise to the radial Bullough-
Dodd equation (for gs(t)), ¢4 (t)+t ' q4(t) = 4(e?3() —e~33(1)) which, via the dependent-variable

transformation w(t) =e~%® | reduces to the non-linear ODE w” (t) = %—@—M(w(ﬂf—ﬁ;

by making one more change of variables, namely, t=?/% and w(t)=A"'/3W()\), this ODE can, in
turn, be transformed to the PIII equation with parameter values (16/9,0,0,—16/9),

s V(A2 WA 16 W(N)?2 16 1
L S VS S R S R TTpE

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to A, which can be identified as a special
reduction of the DP3E (1)) for a =0. The small-t asymptotics of g (t) are derived by computing
the asymptotics det(I—ACx), 5 bk (t/n)*, n=2,3, where explicit expressions for the coefficients
ar and by are presented in

The DP3E (L) also plays a prominent role in the description of surfaces with constant negative
Gaussian curvature (K-surfaces) and two straight asymptotic lines (Amsler surfaces) [9]. A non-
degenerate surface in R? is called an affine sphere if all affine normal directions intersect at a point:
this class of surfaces is described by an integrable equation first derived by Tzitzéica. As discussed
in [9], for affine spheres characterised by the property that they possess two intersecting straight
affine lines, the corresponding Tzitzéica equation reduces to the PIII equation with parameter values

(1,0,0,-1),
J() = W®)?_ y)  )? L
y(t) t t oy
where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to ¢, with y(t)=t'/3H(r) and t = 33> r%*, and
where H(r), with r:=xy, is a Lorentz invariant solution of the Tzitzéica equation that satisfies the
second-order non-linear ODE

H'(r)= R +;((H(T))2—ﬁ)=

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to r; in fact, the ODE for the function y(t)
can be identified as a special reduction of the DP3E () for a = 0: letting 7 = 273/21(2m+1)m/4¢
and u(7) = —273/2e71@m+ D7/ () 'm = 0,1,2,3, and choosing the—external—parameter values
e=b=+1 and a =0, it follows that the DP3E (IT]) reduces to the ODE for y(¢). The algebroid
theory for solutions of the ODE for H(r) is presented in [60].

65See, also, its generalisations [35} [36] 37, [38].
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(ix) Let X be a six-dimensional Calabi-Yau (CY) manifold (a complex Kéhler three-fold with covariantly
constant holomorphic three-form ). The Strominger-Yau-Zaslow (SYZ) conjecture (see [22] for
details) states that, near the large complex structure limit, both X and its mirror should be the
fibrations over the moduli space of special Lagrangian tori (submanifolds admitting a unitary flat
connection). As an examination of the SYZ conjecture, Loftin-Yau-Zaslow (LYZ) set out to prove

the existence of the metric of Hessian form gp = % da? ® da®, where 27, j =1,2,3, are local
coordinates on a real three-dimensional manifold, and ¢ (a Kéhler potential) is homogeneous of

degree two in 7 and satisfies the real Monge-Ampére equation det (%) =1: LYZ showed that

the construction of the metric is tantamount to searching for solutions of the definite affine sphere
equation (DASE) .z +1e¥+|U[?e72¥ =0, Uz =0, where ¢ and U are real- and complex-valued
functions, respectively, on an open subset of C. For U = 272, LYZ proved the existence of the
radially symmetric solution ¢ of the DASE with a prescribed behaviour near the singularity z=0,
and established the existence of the global solution to the coordinate-independent version of the
DASE on S? with three points excised. In [22], the authors show that the DASE, and a closely related
equation called the Tzitzéica equation, arise as reductions of anti-self-dual Yang-Mills (ASDYM)
system by two translations; moroever, they show that the ODE characterising its radial solutions
give rise to an isomonodromy problem described by the PIII equation for special values of its
parameters. In particular (see Proposition 1.3 of [22]), the authors show that, for U= 2~2, solutions
of the DASE that are invariant under the group of rotations (rotational symmetry) z —e‘z, c€R,
are of the form ¢(z,%) = In(3(s)) —31In(s), with s:= |2|'/2, where H(s) solves the PIII equation
with parameter values (—8,0,0,—16),

gy BU()? 30(s) 8(3H(s)® 16
H'(s)= F(s) B S H(s)’

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to s, which can be identified as a special
reduction of the DP3E (L) for a=0. The authors of [22] demonstrate that the existence theorem
for Hessian metrics with prescribed monodromy reduces to the study of the PIII equation with
parameters (—8,0,0,—16), that is, a class of semi-flat CY metrics is obtained in terms of real

solutions of the DP3E (L)) for a=0 (see, also, |17, [18, 23] 24]).

(x) In [39], the author introduces affine spheres as immersions of a manifold M as a hypersurface
in R™ with certain properties and defines the affine metric A and the cubic form C on M. By
identifying, for 3-dimensional cones and, correspondingly, affine 2-spheres, the manifold M with a
non-compact, simply-connected domain in C, one can introduce complex isothermal co-ordinates z
on M, in terms of which the affine metric h may equivalently be described by a real conformal factor
u(z) and the cubic form C' by a holomorphic function U(z) on M, the relations being h = e*|dz|?
and C' = 2Re(U(z))dz?: the compatibility condition of the pair (u,U) is referred to as Wang’s
equation, e* = Au+2|U*e™", where At=1uqq+uy, =4u.z is the Laplacian of u, 9, :=3 (9, —10,),
and 0z := %((?x—l—i(?y). By classifying pairs (¢, U), where 9 is a vector field on M generating a
one-parameter group of conformal automorphisms on M which multiply U by unimodular complex
constants, the author finds, for every pair (¢,U), a unique solution u of Wang’s equation such
that the corresponding affine metric A is complete on M and v is a Killing vector field for h:
this latter property permits Wang’s equation to be reduced to a second-order non-linear ODE that
is equivalent to the DP3E (LI), a detailed qualitative study for which is presented in [39]. The
author presents a complete classification of self-associated cones (one calls a cone self-associated
if it is linearly isomorphic to all its associated cones, with two cones said to be associated with
each other if the Blaschke metrics on the corresponding affine spheres are related by an orientation-
preserving isometry) and computes isothermal parametrisations of the corresponding affine spheres,

the solution(s) of which can be expressed in terms of degenerate PIII transcendents (solutions of
the DP3E ().

Whilst not directly relevant to the DP3E (L)), the following facts are worth mentioning: (1) elliptic
asymptotic representations in terms of the Jacobi sn-function in cheese-like strip domains along generic
directions are obtained for the general solution of the ‘complete’ PIIT equation in [73]; (2) a detailed
study of the PIIT monodromy maps under the Dg — Dg confluence has recently been presented in [6];
(3) parametric Stokes phenomena for the Dg and D7 cases of the PIII equation are studied in [46];
(4) application of the PIII equation to the study of transformation phenomena for parametric Painlevé
equations for the Dg and D7 cases is considered in [47], whilst the Dg case is studied in [76, [79]; (5)
the monograph [34] studies the relation of the PIIT equation of type (Pi1)p, to isomonodromic families
of vector bundles on P! with meromorphic connections; (6) in [31], the 7-function associated with the
degenerate PIII equation of type Dg is shown to admit a Fredholm determinant representation in terms
of a generalised Bessel kernel; and (7) by using the universal example of the Gross-Witten-Wadia (GWW)
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third-order phase transition in the unitary matrix model, concomitant with the explicit Tracy-Widom
mapping of the GWW partition function to a solution of a PIII equation, the transmutation (change in
the resurgent asymptotic properties) of a trans-series in two parameters (a coupling g? and a gauge index
N) at all coupling and all finite N is studied in [I] (see, also, [25]).
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