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Abstract

A one-parameter family of trans-series asymptotics as 7 — +oo and as 7 — Fioco for solutions of the

degenerate Painlevé III equation (DP3E), u” (1) = % - @ +1(—8e(u(r))*+2ab)+ %, where
e€{£1}, a€C, and beR\ {0}, are parametrised in terms of the monodromy data of an associated 2x2
linear auxiliary problem 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 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, representative samples of its ubiquitous manifestations that have piqued
the recent interest of the author are succinctly discussed, and the qualitative behaviour of the asymptotic
results the reader can expect to extricate 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 [[3] pre- and post-gauge-transformed Lax pairs giving rise to isomonodromic deformations
and the DP3E are reviewed; (iv) in Subsection [[.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 [[L5] the monodromy manifold is analysed, 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 [42] [43] of the DP3E,

()= %— ”/iﬂ +% (—8g(u(7))2+2ab)+%, ce {1}, (1.1)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to 7, C>a is the formal parameter of monodromy,
and R\{0}3bisa parameter{] in fact, making the formal change of independent, dependent, and auxiliary
variables 7 — t1/2, u(7) = 72t71/2X\(t), a — Ficofjo, 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 [49], the
degenerate third Painlevé equation of type D7,

~ ~\ 2 ~ ~
A2\ 1 /dX 1dA A2 1
P : —— | | =432 25+ 22 . 1.2
( 11T )D7 a2 A(dt) tdt +T]O< t2+t A) ( )

It is know 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 modulus of the indepen-
dent variable @ The present work is devoted to the study of tronquée solutions of the DP3E (@TI). In stark
contrast to the asymptotic results of [42] [43], this work entails an analysis of one-parameter families of
trans-series (|[I3], Chapter 5) asymptotic (as |7| = +o0) solutions related to the underlying quasi-linear
Stokes phenomenon associated with the DP3E (ED])E 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 (1))
was proved in [45] via direct asymptotic analysis. Parametric Stokes phenomena for the Dg and D7 cases
of the third Painlevé equation were studied in [32]. Application of the third Painlevé equation to the study
of transformation phenomena for parametric Painlevé equations for the Dg and D7 cases is considered in
[33], whilst the Dg case is studied in [55, [56]. The recent monograph [24] studies the relation of the third
Painlevé equation of type (Pi1)p, to isomonodromic families of vector bundles on P! with meromorphic
connections. In [21], the T-function associated with the degenerate third Painlevé equation of type Dsg is
shown to admit a Fredholm determinant representation in terms of a generalised Bessel kernel. By using
the universal example of the Gross-Witten-Wadia (GWW) 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 third Painlevé equation, the transmutation (change in the resurgent asymptotic properties)
of a trans-series in two parameters (a coupling g2 and a gauge index N) at all coupling and all finite N
is studied in [I] (see, also, [I5]).

Remark 1.1.1. The terms trans-series [16] and tronquée are used interchangeably in this work. ]

An overview of some recent manifestations of the DP3E (1)) and (Pirpv)p, (L2) in variegated math-
ematical and physical settings such as, for example, non-linear optics, number theory, asymptotics, non-
linear waves, random matrix theory, and differential geometry, is now given:

1See, also, [23], Chapter 7, Section 33.

2There also exist pole-free solutions that are void of parameters in larger open sectors near the point at infinity containing
three special rays: such solutions are called tritronquée solutions (see, for example, [13], Chapter 3).

3Such solutions are also referred to as instanton-type solutions in the physics literature [20]; see, also, [31} [35} [36] [37],
and Chapter 11 of [19].
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(i) It was shown in [54] that a variant of the DP3E (1)) 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 (] for
the parameter values a=i/2 and b=64k~3, where k>0 is a physical variable.

(ii) In [41], an extensive number-theoretic and asymptotic analysis of the universal special monodromic
solution considered in [54] 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 —i2a € 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 [4I] focuses on the
study of the Taylor expansion coefficients of the solution of the DP3E (L)) that is holomorphic
at 7 =0; in particular, upon invoking the ‘normalisation condition’ b=a and taking ¢ = +1, 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 of the DP3E (1.

(iii) Unlike the physical optics context adopted in [54], the authors of [5] 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 ¥(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|™3/2 —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 II (PII) RHP for parameters p = In(2)/2n and 7 = 1] in particular,
Corollary 6 of [5] presents the leading term of the T — 400 asymptotics of the rogue wave of infinite
order W(0,T) (see, also, Theorem 2 and Section 4 of [4])[ which, in the context of the DP3E (L)),
coincides, up to a scalar, 7-independent factor, with exp(i¢(7)), T =72, where, given the solution,
denoted by (), say, of the DP3E (L)) studied in [41] 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
@'(1)=2ar~1+b(a(7)) ! (for additional information regarding the function H(7), see, for example,
Subsection [[.3] Proposition [L3] below).

(iv) In [59], the authors study the eigenvalue correlation kernel, denoted by K, (x,y,t), for the singularly
perturbed Laguerre unitary ensemble (pLUE)ﬁ on the space H;l of n x n positive-definite Hermi-
tian matrices M = (M)}',_, defined by the probability measure Z, ! (det M)* exp(— tr V;(M)) dM,
n €N a>0,t>0, where Z,, := IHI (det M)®etVe(M) M is the normalisation constant,
AM =TT, dMy; [T727 [T 41 dRe(M;y) dIm(Mjy), and Vi(z):=z+t/x, 2 € (0,+00). By consid-
ering, for example, a variety of double-scaling limits such as n— oo and (0,d]>¢— 0%, d>0, such
that s:=2nt belongs to compact subsets of (0,+0cc), or n — oo and ¢t — 07 such that s — 07", or
n— o0 and (0,d] 3t such that s — +00, 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) = z®e~"*(*) and, en
route, demonstrate that some of the limiting kernels involve certain functions related to a special
solution of (Py)p, (L2); moreover, in the follow-up work [60] 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([s"> 27 *w(2;t, o) d:v);;io, associated with the singularly perturbed

4Not to be confused with the independent variable T that appears in the DP3E (L) and throughout this work.

5For the rogue wave of infinite order [5], one needs to consider asymptotics of tronquée/tritronquée solutions of the

. . dzu(z;a) _ . 3 ) _ . _ 1. In(2) .
inhomogeneous PII equation, —g—— =2(u(z; @))°+au(z; a)—a, for the special complex value of a= 3+ —= (asymptotics

for tronquée/tritronquée solutions of the PII equation with =0 are given in the monograph [19]), and to know that the
increasing tritronquée solution, denoted up.(z; ) in [47], 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 upp(2; @) be a global solution (analytic V @ € R) of the PII equation for a = %—H%. In [47], the author provides
a complete RHP asymptotic analysis of the global nature of tritronquée solutions of the PII equation for various complex

values of «, including the particular value o= %—i—iln(z)

and relates the function V(y) to the PII equation, subsequently

2w
identifying the particular solution that is requisite in order to construct V(y) as the increasing tritronquée solution u..p.(x; o)
for the special parameter value a= %—l—ilnz(_f) ; moreover, the value of the total, regularised integral over R for the increasing

tritronquée solution is evaluated.

6The pLUE and its relation to the Painlevé IIT equation was introduced and studied in [10].
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Laguerre weight w(z;t,«), and show that the asymptotic representation for D, [w;¢] involves a
function related to a particular solution of (P )p, (L2). In the study of the Hankel determi-

nant D, (t,a, ) := det(f& Ethw(&t, a, B) dS)ZEiO generated by the Pollaczek-Jacobi-type weight

w(z;t, o, B) =x*(1—z)Pe t/* £ €[0,1], t >0, o, B >0, which is a fundamental object in unitary
random matrix theory, under a double-scaling limit where n, the dimension of the Hankel matrix,
tends to oo and ¢ — 0" in such a way that s:= 2n?t remains bounded, the authors of [9] show
that the double-scaled Hankel determinant has an integral representation in terms of particular
asymptotic solutions of a scaled version of the DP3E (1) (or, equivalently, (Piy)p, (C2)). In
[3], the authors study singularly perturbed unitary invariant random matrix ensembles on 3
defined by the probability measure C;,*(det M)~ exp(—ntrVi(M))dM, n,k € N, a > —1, where
Cp:= f?CI (det M)e=t V(M) AN and the—perturbed—potential V() 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 analytic
on [0,+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 solutions of a
hierarchy (indexed by k) of higher-order analogues of the Painlevé III (PIII) equation: the first
(k =1) member of this PIIT hierarchy, denoted by ¢1(s), s > 0, solves a re-scaled version of the
DP3E (). (Analogous results for the singularly perturbed Gaussian unitary ensemble (pGUE)
on the set 3, of n x n Hermitian matrices are also obtained in [3].) For the pLUE with perturbed
potential Vi () :=V(x)+(t/x)*, k€N, z € (0,+0c), t >0, studied in [3], the authors of [L1] con-
sider a related Fredholm determinant of an integral operator, denoted by Kpryr1, acting on the space
L?((0,+400)), whose kernel is constructed from a certain Ma(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):=Indet(I-Kpyr1), s, A>0, the authors of [1I] obtain s — 400 asymp-
totics of F(s;\) 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 re-scaled version of the DP3E (1.

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 [14] 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) (see [I4] for details)

set out to prove the existence of the metric of Hessian form gp = % dz? ® dz*, 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 27 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 + eV +|U|?e™2¥ =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 1 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 [I4], 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 [14]), the authors show that, for U = 272
solutions of the DASE that are invariant under the group of rotations (rotational symmetry) z —ei¢z,

c€R, are of the form 1(z,Z)=In(H(s))—31In(s), with s:=|z|'/2, where I solves the PIII equation

with parameters (—8,0,0, —16), that is, H"(s) = (}:C},C((Ss)))z - g{;(s) - 8(}65(5))2 - %, where the prime
denotes differentiation with respect to s, which can be identified as a special reduction of the
DP3E (1)) for a = 0. The authors of [I4] 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 (1) for a=0.

In [25], 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|?
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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|2e_2“, where Au=1u,;+uyy =4u.z is the Laplacian of u, 9, := %((?x—iay),
and Oz := $(0, +10,). By classifying pairs (¢,U), where v 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 h is complete on M and %) 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 (L)), a detailed qualitative study for which is presented in Section 5 and
Appendix A of [25]. 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 (L.)).

(vii) The DP3E (1)) also plays a prominent role in the description of surfaces with constant negative
Gaussian curvature (K-surfaces) and two straight asymptotic lines (Amsler surfaces) [6]. 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. For affine
spheres characterized 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),
which can be identified as a special reduction of the DP3E (L)) for a=0 [6].

An effectual approach for studying the asymptotic behaviour of solutions (in particular, the con-
nection formulae for their asymptotics) of the Painlevé equations PI,...,PVI is the Isomonodromic
Deformation Method (IDM) [19] 27, 28] (29, [30]: specific features of the IDM as applied, in particular, to
the DP3E (LI can be located in Sections 1 and 2 of [42]. It is imperative, within the IDM context, to
mention the seminal role played by the recent monograph [19], as it summarizes and reflects not only the
key technical and theoretical developments and advances of the IDM since the appearance of [28], but
also of an equivalent, technically distinct approach based on the Deift-Zhou non-linear steepest descent
analysis of the associated RHP [12]. The methodological paradigm adopted in this paper is the IDM. Even
though the DP3E (1) resembles one of the canonical, non-degenerate variants of the Painlevé equations
PI,...,PVI, the associated asymptotic analysis of its solutions via the IDM subsumes additional technical
complications, due to the necessity of having to extract the explicit functional dependencies of the con-
tributing 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 3 x 3 matrix linear ODE
(see, also, Section 8 of [I4]) with two irregular singular points, asymptotics as 7 — oo and as 7 — 0 of
solutions to the DP3E (I.1)) for the case a =0, as well as the corresponding connection formulae, were
obtained in [39] via the IDM[1 As observed in [40], though, there is an alternative 2x2 matrix linear ODE
whose isomonodromy deformations are described, for arbitrary a € C, by the DP3E (IT)): it is this latter
2x2 ODE system that is adopted in the present 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 tronquée solution of the DP3E (1)) that the reader will encounter
in this work, consider, for example, asymptotics as 7 — +oo with b > 0 of u(7r). As is well known
[2, (13} 19, [46, (501 51}, 52, [58], the Painlevé equations admit a one-parameter family of trans-series solutions
of the form “(power series) + (exponentially small terms)”. As argued in Section 3 below, u(7) admits the
‘complete’ asymptotic trans-series representation u(7) =40 007;@(71/3—%@0,;@(7)), ke {:I:l}E where ¢q ;==
3€(eb)*/3e™2™/3 and vo k(1) =77 (1) e, (7), with Clr 2] 3 un, (1) = 3200 g vn i () (77 H/3)"
and g, (7) =370 2277, nm,m(m)(T’l/?’)j(e*¥(\/§+ik)(ab)1/372/3)mﬂ and where the monodromy-data-
dependent expansion coefficients, vy, k(x) and vy, ; x(x), can be determined recursively provided that
certain leading coefficients are known a priori. The purpose of the present 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 (IL1]),
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

> um(k:) _3vV3 i 1/3,.2/3 _
u(T) L= ok (7’1/3—!— Z W—I—Ake ¥ (V3+ik)(eb) (1+0(r 1/3))> , ke{£1}. (1.3)
m=0

ote that the as two singular points: an irregular one at the point at infinity and a regular one at the
"Note that the DP3E has t i 1 int i 1 t th int at infinit d 1 t th
origin.

8The significance of the integer index k and its relation to the monodromy manifold is discussed in Subsection [[.5] below.

9Note that ur, (), k€{£1}, are divergent series.
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While the expansion coefficients {u,,(k)}20_,, k € {£1}, can be determined (not always uniquely!) by
substituting the trans-series representation ([3]) into the DP3E () and solving, iteratively, a sys-
tem of non-linear recurrence relations for the u,,(k)’s, the monodromy-data-dependent expansion coeffi-
cients, 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 functional de-
pendence of the coefficients Ay, k € {£1}, on the Stokes multiplier s} (see, in particular, Section [
Equations (£I03) and (£I27), below). Even though the motivational discussion above for the introduc-
tion of the monodromy-data-dependent expansion coefficients Ay, k € {£1}, relies on asymptotics of
u(r) as T — 400 for b > 0, it must be emphasized that, in this work, the coeflicients 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 7 — +ocel™! for cb=|eb|e!™2,
£1,62€{0,+1}, and as 7 — +o0e™1/2 for eb=|eble™2, &, € {:l:lﬁand €9€{0,£1}, are obtained (see, in
particular, Section 2l Theorems 2.1] and 2.2] respectively, below)

Remark 1.1.2. In the seminal work [45], the authors consider, in particular, the existence and uniqueness

of tronquée solutions of the PIII equation with parameters (1,5,0,—1), denoted by Pﬁil) in Equation (1.5)

of [45]: v (z)= %—#—F ((v(x))*+B)— =, where (CBﬁ is arbitrary; Pﬂil) can be derived from the

DP3E (1)) via the mapping 8. : (7, u(7),a,b)— (owc,vv( ), 8 Bemi@mADm/2 1) c=+1 m=0,1, where a:=
2—3/2p—1/2¢ i(24e)m/4 i(2m'+m)7‘r/2, and yi= 6273/21)1/2 7i(2+s)7'r/4 7i(2m'+m)ﬂ'/2 m/ =0,1. In Theorem 2
of [45], the authors prove that, in any open sector of angle less than 3m/2, there ex1st one-parameter
solutions of PHI) with asymptotic expansion v(z) NU; 1)(:10) a3y a(ml)( —2/3)n for S(ml Sr—

o0, my =0,1,2, where the sectors S (m1) k=0,1,2,3, are defined in Equation (1.10) of [45], ai™ :=

exp(i2rm;y/3), and the (z-independent) coeﬁiments a% Y neN, solve the recursion relations (1.12) of

45]; moreover, the authors prove that, for any branch of /3, there exists a unique solution of P iy
111

C\ X\ with asymptotic expansion v;ml)(x), 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 PE}‘I)) This crucially important result of [45], in conjunction with the invertibility
of the mapping 8., implies the existence and uniqueness of the asymptotic (as 7 — +oo with b > 0)

trans-series representation (3. |

Remark 1.1.3. The results of this work, in conjunction with those of [42] 43], will be applied in an
upcoming series of studies on uniform asymptotics of integrals of solutions to the DP3E (1)) and related
functions: for the monodromy data considered in [41], preliminary T — +o00 asymptotics for €b > 0 have
been presented in [44]. [ |

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

Herewith follows a brief synopsis of select results from [42] that are relevant for the present work; for
complete details, see, in particular, Sections 1, 2, and 6 of [42], and [44].

An important formal property of the DP3E (L)) is its associated Hamiltonian structure; in fact, as
shown in Proposition 1.3 of [42], upon setting

He, ((7), 4(7); 7):= (B(7)q(7))* 77" = 2e1p(7)d(7) (ia+1/2)7~ +4sd(7)+ibﬁ(7)+%(ia+1/2)2= (1.4)

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

piry=- HalELAOET) g () - M), (15)

are equivalent to either one of the degenerate PIII equations

N _(ﬁ/(T))2_ﬁ/(T) l —i (T 2 c(iae €1 — _ 16
P(r)= 5 = (Fi2b(n) e liaes (e -1)/2)) - o, (1.6)
@O W) L o B

q" ()= ) . +T( 8e(q(7))* —b(2ae; —i(1+ 1)))—1—(1(7_). (1.7)

10The ‘complete’ asymptotic trans-series representations, which require explicit knowledge of, and are premised on, the
monodromy-data-dependent expansion coefficients, A, k € {11}, are presently under consideration, and will be presented
elsewhere.



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 7

it was also noted during the proof of the above-mentioned result that the Hamiltonian System (5] can
be re-written as

7(q' (1) =ib)  e(ia+1/2) (7 (1)+4e)  e(iat+1/2)

-
SN \ ~ and j(1)=— — ~ 1.8
PO~ Same e M= ) )

As shown in Section 2 of [42], the Hamiltonian function, H(7), is defined as follows:
H(7)i=He, (B(7), 4(7); Tl e, ——1 5 (1.9)

where p(7) is calculated from the first (left-most) relation of Equations (L8] with ¢(7)=w(7); moreover,
as shown in Section 2 of [42], the Definition (L)) implies the following explicit representation for H(7)
in terms of u(r):

b 1 T
i=(a—1/2)——+—(a—i/2)’+ —— ((W/(7))*+b*) +4 : 1.1
()= (0=1/2) b 502 gy (0 (7)) ) (1.10)
It was shown in Section 1 of [42] that the function o(7) defined by

0(r):= THe, (7). 4(7); T)+ (A7) + 5 (1a+1 /2P —ex(ia+1/2) 4 ¢
= (p(r)(7) —ex(ia+(1—e1)/2))* +7(4ed(r) +ibp(7)) (1.11)
satisfies the second-order non-linear ODE (related to the DP3E (1))
(ro” (1) =0’ (1)) =220 (1) =710’ (7)) (0’ (7))? —132eb7 (((1 —€1) /2 —iae1 )0’ (T) +i2ebT) . (1.12)

Equation (LI2)) is referred to as the o-form of the DP3E (ILT]). Motivated by the Definition (L9]) for the
Hamiltonian function, setting e; =—1, letting the generalised co-ordinate §(7)=u(7), and using the first
(left-most) relation of Equations (I.8]) to calculate the generalised impulse, it suffices, for the purposes of
the present work, to define the function (cf. Definition (ILT1))) 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

(0" (1) =0’ (1)) =2(20(1) — 70" (1)) (0" (7))* —i32eb7 (1 +ia)o’ (1) +i2¢bT). (1.14)

Via the Béacklund transformations given in Subsection 6.1 of [42], let

ib "(1) =i —i2a_)u(r
’U,_(T).—W(T(u (1)—ib)+ (1 —i2a_)u(r)), (1.15)

icb

u+(7'):—W(T(uI(T)—Hb)—F(1+12a+)u(7')) y (116)

where u(7) denotes any solution of the DP3E (1)), and a4 :=a=i; in fact, as shown in Subsection 6.1 of
[42], u_(7) (resp., u4+ (7)) solves the DP3E () for a=a_ (resp., a=a4 ). From the results of [44], define
the two principal auxiliary functions

f_(T)Z:—gu(T)u_(T), (1.17)
Fo(r)i=uryus (1), (1.18)

where f_(7) solves the second-order non-linear ODE [
72 (" (7)+ideb)® = (4f (1) +i2a+1)% ((f (7)) +i8ebf_ (7)) =0, (1.19)

and f () solves the second-order non-linear ODE [

(ebr)?( 1(7)—2(ab)2)2+(8f+(r)+iab(i2a—1))2 ((fi(7)?=4(eb)*f1 (1)) =0. (1.20)

1 This is a consequence of the ODE for the function f(7) presented on p. 1168 of [42] upon making the notational change
f(1)— f=(7) and setting e; =—1.

123ee Equation (2) in [44].
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It follows from the Definitions (LI5)—(TI8) that the functions fi(7) possess the alternative representa-
tions

7(u' (7)—1b)

2f_(1)=—i(a—i/2)+ () (1.21)

i u’ ib

E—if+(r)_i(a+i/2)+%; (1.22)
incidentally, Equations (L.21)) and ([22)) imply the corollary

i4 . (2a b

For the monodromy data considered in [4I], preliminary asymptotics as 7 — +oo with eb > 0 for
fOT 71, (€) d€ have been presented in [44].

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 (LT).

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). ]

The study of the DP3E (L)) is based on the following pre-gauge-transformed Fuchs-Garnier, or Lax,
pair (see Proposition 2.1 of [42], with notational amendments):

00 (1, ) =U(pa, ) (11, 7), 07U (1, 7) =V (1, 7)W (1, 7), (1.24)

where

- 0 2O N\ 1/ 1 2Am)D 1/ 0 a
U(p, 7')——127',uag+27'< —A(m)B(7) - ia—l———i-iT ET) () 0’3+F (iT N a(T)> ,
0

—ZA)(T) 2 ’/—A(T)B(T) B(r) 0
(1.25)
V(u T)——iu203+u< ! x/—iifr(;;w))Jr(“— A(r)D(7) >03—1i< ! d(T))
’ ~D(r) 0 2 VoA(nB(r)) w2 ATB@ 0
(1.26)
with o3 =diag(1,—1),
a(r)i==2(B(r)) " (iaV = A(n) B(r) +7(A() D(1)+B(r)C(7))) (1.27)

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

D(7)) = —i2aD(7)+27B(7), (1.28)

(Note: the isomonodromy deformations (28] are, for arbitrary values of € C, the Frobenius compati-
bility condition for the System (24).)

Remark 1.3.2. In fact, —i&(7)B(7) =¢eb, e = £1, so that the Definition ([27)) is the First Integral of
System (L28) (see Lemma 2.1 of [42], with notational amendments). |

Remark 1.3.3. With conspicuous changes in notation (cf. System (4) in [42]), whilst transforming from
the original Lax pair

e g Lia L0 C(r)), 11 (V-An)B(r) A(r) -
MNe(A,T) ( 373 5,03 A(D(T) 0 >+A22( B(r) ~ %A(T)B(T)»@(A’ ),
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0: P\, 7)= (—i/\03+ 5

i_aag_(Ao ém)_y ~ADB() 4@ o(\,7)
22" \br) 0 )N B(r)  —V-AmB(n)) T

)
to the Fuchs-Garnier pair (L24]), the Fabry-type transformation (cf. Proposition 2.1 in [42])
) 1oy, 10—\
A=p® and @A T)=Vi| (g | ul, VAo @ (p,T)

was used; if, instead, one applies the slightly more general transformation

10 1/(— A(T)IF’* _ A(‘r) .
(A, 7)==+ (0 O)+_ \/—ég;)é(f) \/ﬂailmém Y (p,7)

I

for some constant or 7-dependent P*, then, in lieu of, say, the u-part of the Fuchs-Garnier pair (IL.24)),
that is, 0, W (u, 7) =U(w, 7)¥ (1, T), one arrives at

apb\/l\](ua T) = (£—1N+E0+£1ﬂ_1 +£A2/J‘_2) \/I}(ua T)7

where
ﬁ_lz—i27<_2lp* _01), Eoz—zT(ﬁ?T) 8)—%(@{; §1>
= | ) - YA R R}

with é&(7) defined by Equation ([L27)). Setting P* = 0, one arrives at the Fuchs-Garnier (or Lax) pair

stated in Proposition 2.1 of [42], System (1.4) of [43], and System (L24)) of the present work. [ |

A relation between the Fuchs-Garnier pair (I.24]) and the DP3E (1)) is given by (see, in particular,
Proposition 1.2 of [42], with notational amendments)

Proposition 1.3.1 ([42, 43]). Let 4=1u(7) and ¢=(1) solve the system

_@m? @1 b2 2a b

N _ Z(_ - 2494b) 4+ —— Mir)==2 1.29
W= GO T (o) a4 s, P =T (129
where e==+1, and a,beC are independent of T; then,
~ ~ Al R/
A(r):= Mei‘z’("), B(r):= —Meq@(ﬂ, C(r):= erA'(r) . D(r):=— erB(r) (1.30)

T T 44(r)

solve the System (L2R). Conversely, let A(T)£0, B(1)£0, C(7), and D(7) solve the System (L2R), and
define

u(r):=eTV —A(T)_B(T), ([7(7’)2:—% ln(—A(T)/B(T)) , bi=1a(r) (([7’(7')—2&7'_1) : (1.31)

then, b is independent of T, and 4(7) and ¢(7) solve the System (29).
Proposition 1.3.2. Let (c¢f. Equation (L2II)

2f_(7)::—i(a—i/2)+g (%) , (1.32)
and (cf. Equation ([L22])
( ! : i4 4 . ) T (4 (T)+ib

Then, for e {£1},

2f-(r)= —2572§(T;D(7) -re (m (K) —i@(r)) : (1.34)



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 10

and
4, 2672 B(1)C(7) 7d a(r)\ .. _
Eer(T)__T_iE(IH(T) +1<p(7’)> ; (1.35)
furthermore, .
;—‘Zﬁm:2f_(T)+17¢'(T):2f_(7)+17(27—“+ﬁ(bT)) : (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:

@(r)=ib_ 2 < 27 A(T)D(r)
V=A(n)B(7)
From Definition (IZ27)), the system of isomonodromy deformations (.28)), Remark[[33.2] and the definition

of the function 4(7) given by the first (left-most) member of Equations (IL3T]), it follows via differentiation
that

+(iat1 /2)) . (1.37)

a(r T

2 ( 27A(T)L

_ (MWH m) ;
T\ V—-A(r)B(r)

conversely, from the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28]), the System ([.29), and the Defini-

tions (L30) and (L3T)), it follows that

47 A(T)D(7) _ 487‘1‘1(7’).[)(7‘) _der (_

A(
V—A(r)B(r) a(r) a(r)

B/(T)ewm) _ ¥ d (Mewm)

c <
4 a(r) dr\ T

a(r) r 72 T
_ T (A7) (i2a b\ a(r)  @'(r)
i (P () )
:ug'()T—l —=(ila+1/2) =
2( 27AmD(D) | 12)_&/(7)_117
T( “amae ) e

which establishes Equation (I3T). Via Definition (I32) and Equation (I37)), one shows that

jo(r)=TADDE) (1.38)

V-AMB()
whence, via the definition for @(7) given by the first (left-most) member of Equations (I31]), one arrives
at the first (left-most) relation of Equation (I34]); moreover, it follows from the ODE for the function
&(1) given in System ([29)), and Definition (IL32)), that

()= % (Z((:)) +i27&_i¢,/(7)) _%(ia+1/2)_%<% 1n<@> —i@’(r)) :
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which implies the second (right-most) relation of Equation (I34). Equations (I34) and (I35) imply the

Corollary (IL36), which is consistent with, and can also be derived from, the Definition (L27) and the

First Integral of System (L28) (cf. Remark [[3.2)). O
Herewith follows the post-gauge-transformed Fuchs-Garnier, or Lax, pair.

Proposition 1.3.3. Let \/I\’(/J,,T) be a fundamental solution of the System ([L24]). Set
A(r):=A(r)r™™,  B(r):=B(r)7, C(r):=C(r)r™*, D(r):=D(r)r'",

) - (1.39)
a(r):=a(r)re,  U(u,7):=73°" \I/(u, 7).
Then: (1) U(u,7) s a fundamental solution of
0 (1, 7) =U(p, )W (1, 7), -0 (11, 7) =V (1, 7) ¥ (11, 7), (1.40)
where
- e 0 240\ 1 1 27A(7)D(7) 1 0 a(T)
W)= -szmpmyar(_p T )= (s e ot (i) °0):
(1.41)
~ L, 0 _240) A(T)D(7) 11 0 alr)
V(N,T)——lu O'3+,U'<_D(T) VA((")-)B(T))_WUg_;Z(iTB(T) 0 > s (142)
with
afr):=—2(B(1))! (ia\/ —A(T)B(1) —|—T(A(T)D(T)—|—B(T)C’(T))) ; (1.43)

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

A/(T):—i—aA(T)+4C(T) —A(r)B(1), B/(T):i?aB(T)—ZLD(T) —A(m)B(1),
(TC( ) =iaC(1)—27A(T), (tD(7)) =—iaD(7)+27B(7), (1.44)
(V=AMBM) ) =2(A(r)D(7)~B(r)C (7).

Proof. If U(y,7) is a fundamental solution of the System ([24), then it follows from the isomon-
odromy deformations (I.28) and the Definitions (39) that ¥(u,7) solves the System (L40), and that
the coefficient functions A(7), B(7), C(7), and D(7) satisfy the corresponding isomonodromy deforma-
tions ([L44)). One verifies the Frobenius compatibility condition for the System ([.40) by showing that,

VueC, 8, U(u, T)—@H\N7(u, )W, 7), Vg, 7)] = ( 99), 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 imply that —ia(7)B(1) = &b,
e==1. u

Proposition 1.3.4. Let u(7) and (1) solve the system

UHT—(U/(T))2—M 1—5u7'2 a b_2 /T:E b
(=" (P + o, =T

where e==1, and a,beC are independent of T; then,

3

T T 4u(T)

D(r):=— 45(1) (B’(T) - %B(ﬂ)

solve the System ([44). Conversely, let A(T)#£0, B(1)#0, C(1), and D(7) solve the System (LL44), and
define

A(T)::ﬂei“’(ﬂ B(T)::—Me*i“’(ﬂ, C(r):=
(1.46)

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

then, b is independent of 7, and u(7) and ¢(7) solve the System ([4H).



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 12

Proof. Via the definition of 4(7) given by the first (left-most) member of Equations (IL31]) and
the Definitions (I39), one arrives at the definition for u(7) given by the first (left-most) member of
Equations ([L47); in particular, it follows that u(7)=14(7), and, from the first equation of System (L.29)),
u(7) solves the DP3E (1)) (see the first equation of the System ([[4H])). Let (7) be defined as in
Equations (IL4T), that is, ¢(7) = —iln(v —A(7)B(7)/B(1)); then, via differentiation, the Definition (I43)),

and the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations ([L44)), it follows that

! = —1i 7i1 vV —A(tT T I—BI(T)
N ( (_?()T)](B()T) (( )A(( )))B( )> B(T)>
(2(A(T)D(7)—B(T)C(T 1 ia
= —1< Vo ADB0) B0 (;B(T)—ZLD(T) —A(T)B(T)))
i2

+W(A(T)D(T)+B(T)O(T))

i2 < ieb ia
V—A(T)B(7)
that is, ¢(7) solves the ODE given by the second (right-most) member of the System ([45); moreover,
it also follows from the Definitions (L31]), (T39), and (L47) that

a b
T u(r)’

_|_

Nl 2L

21 T

p(r)=¢(t)—alnT. (1.48)

The Definitions (L46) for the functions A(7), B(7), C(7), and D(7) are a consequence of the Defini-
tions (L30) and (39, the fact that u(7)=1u(7), and Equation (I48). A series of lengthy, but otherwise
straightforward, differentiation arguments complete the proof. O

Remark 1.3.5. It also follows from the ODE satisfied by ¢(7) given in the System ([29), and Equa-
tion (I4])), that ¢(7) solves the corresponding ODE given in the System (L43]). |

Proposition 1.3.5. Let

2f,(r)::—i(a—i/2)+g (M> , (1.49)
and

§f+(7)::i(a+i/2)+% <M) . (1.50)

Then, for ee{£1},

_ 2em?A(T)D(1) 7 d u(T ,
2f(T)_T_igon(T)—1(<p(7’)—|—a1n7’)) ) (1.51)
and
i4 _ 2em*B(r)C(r) T d u(T) . )
Ef+(r)——T—§E<ln<T)—|—1(gp(r)+aln7’)) ; (1.52)
furthermore, .
;—;tf+(7’)—2f(T)—FiT%((p(T)—FCLlnT)—Qf(T)+1T<2T—a+%) . (1.53)

Proof. Via Definition (L43), the System (I.45]), the corresponding system of isomonodromy defor-
mations ([LZ4), Remark [[3.4 and the Definitions ([L46]) and (L47), one establishes the veracity of the

relation
u'(r)—ib 2 ( 27A(r)D(r) o
-~ ( —A(T)B(T)+( +1/2)>, (1.54)

and then proceeds, mutatis mutandis, as in the proof of Proposition [[321 The Corollary (L53) fol-
lows from, and is consistent with, the Definition (L43]) and the First Integral of System ([Z4]) (cf.

Remark [[374).
Remark 1.3.6. One deduces from the Definitions (I39), Equation (I.48]), and Propositions[L32and L33
that fo(7)=f+(7). ]

u(T) T
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Remark 1.3.7. A lengthy algebraic exercise reveals that, in terms of the coefficient functions A(r),
B(7), C(71), and D(7) satisfying the corresponding isomonodromy deformations (L44]), the Hamiltonian
function (cf. Equation (II0)) reads

1 (1 L 2A@DE) N s WD) o ADD@)
H(T)—2T< +5+ _A(T)B(T)) +47V—A(T)B(T) B0 +27C(7)D(1)+ A5

Remark 1.3.8. Hereafter, all explicit 7 dependencies are suppressed, except where imperative. |

1.4 Canonical Solutions and the Monodromy Data

A succinet discussion of the monodromy data associated with the System ([40) is presented in this
subsection (see, in particular, [42] [43]).

For ;1€ C, the System ([L40) has two irregular singular points, one being the point at infinity (u=o00)
and the other being the origin (1 =0). For do,do >0 and m € Z, define the (sectorial) neighbourhoods
Q2 and Q0 | respectively, of these singular points:

1
QX = {ue(C; || >0, 2+7<argu+2argr<2+%}

1 1
Q0= {ME(C; || < do, —7T+7rm<argu—§ argr—iarg(sb)<7r+ﬂ'm}.

Proposition 1.4.1 ([42, [43]). There exist solutions Y (u) =Y (i, 7) and X0, (u)=X2 (u,7), meZ, of
the System (LAQ)) that are uniquely defined by the following asymptotic expansions:

V(o = (100 @ exp(—i (it (a—i/2) In 1))
QoS pu—o00

X0 (n) = \IIO(I—I—Z%LLH----)exp(—iVst,u_lag),
Q9. 5p—0

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

0 A(T) @
x1/<1>=( JW) v = o,
—iD(1)/2 0 0 2
TSR A(r)D
ﬁ)——i(T —A(T)B(1) +7C(1)D(71)+ (1) D(7) >,
? —A(T)B(7)
ir
vy == (V=A)B[®) +O<T>D<T>)
i (eb)'/4 >U3 .
Vo=—2=| T == +03), 2=
" (lem (71+03) : <12> <11>
27 A(T)D(T)
Lan._ i(io+5 +W) _i2r%2VAM)B(r) _ D(r)V'reb
! ' 2\/T€ \/% B(T) ’
s 1 21 A(1)D(1)
Z<12>.7_1(1"+2Jr )
1 .

2V Teb 7
and o1 =(9}).

Remark 1.4.1. The canonical solutions X? (11), m € Z, are defined uniquely provided that the branch of

(B(7))"/? 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 (L53]) below); rather, it results in a sign discrepancy in the definition of the connection
matrix, G (see Equation (58] below). |

The canonical solutions, Y59 (1) and X9, (11), m €Z, enable one to define the Stokes matrices, S5° and

SY | respectively:
Yoo (W)=Y (S, X () =X0, (1)Sy,. (1.55)

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

o 1 O 00 o 1 Sg(r)nJrl 0 1 ng 0 o 1 O
S2m_(sg$n 1>7 S2m+1_(0 1 ) S2m_ 0 1 ) S2m+1_ ng+1 1/
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The parameters s5° and s, are called the Stokes multipliers: it can be shown that
520, = o—2m(a—i/2)os Sﬁ;ae27r(a7i/2)oa, S21+2 _ S?n- (1.56)

Equations (L56]) imply that the number of independent Stokes multipliers does not exceed six; for exam-
ple, 88, 59, s, s7°, s5°, and s5°. Furthermore, due to the special structure of the System (L40]), that is,

the coefficient matrices of odd (resp., even) powers of u in ﬁ(u, 7) are diagonal (resp., off-diagonal) and
vice-versa for V(u, ), one can deduce the following relations for the Stokes matrices:

S;of+2 :O,Sefﬂ-(afi/2)d3 Ss;)eﬂ(afi/2)a3 o3, SS@ :0'1821_,_10'1. (1'57)

Equations (L57) reduce the number of independent Stokes multipliers by two, that is, all Stokes multipliers
can be expressed in terms of 9, s5°, s5°, and—the parameter of formal monodromy—a. There is one more
relation between the Stokes multipliers that follows from the so-called cyclic relation (see Equation (L.59)
below). Define the monodromy matrix at the point at infinity, M°°, and the monodromy matrix at the
origin, MY, via the following relations:

Y§© (pe™27) = Y5 () M, X (pe ™) == X5 (1) M.
Since Y§° (1) and XJ(u) are solutions of the System ([40), they differ by a right-hand (matrix) factor G:
Y2 (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(\?(u, 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° S50 S50 550e2mlai/2)os, M°=S0SY.
The Stokes multipliers, s§, s5°, and s5°, the elements of the connection matrix, (G);; =:gij, 1,5 € {1, 2},
and the parameter of formal monodromy, a, are called the monodromy data.

1.5 The Monodromy Manifold and Organisation of Paper

In this subsection, the monodromy manifold is introduced and analysed, and the contents of this work
are delineated.

Consider C® with co-ordinates (a, 58, $8°,83°, 911, 912, 921, g22). The algebraic variety defined by det(G) =
1 and the semi-cyclic relation

G 18001G =55 57 gzem(a71/2)os (1.60)

are called the manifold of the monodromy data, M. Since only three of the four equations in the semi-cyclic
relation (L60) are independent, it follows that dime (M) = 4; more specifically, the system of algebraic
equations defining M reads:

sg°se=—1—e " —isge "™, 921922 — 911912+ 50911922 =1e” ™%,

2 2 0 2 00, —TTa 2 2 0 2 00, TTQ
911 — 921 —Spd11921 =15 € ) 90— 9121+ 50912922 =187 €" ", 911922 —g12921 = 1.

(1.61)
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 [L4T]).

The cube roots of unity, that is, 1*/3 = exp(i27m’/3), m’ € {0,£1}, play a seminal role in the
asymptotic analysis of solutions to the DP3E (LLI)); in fact, the monodromy data is acutely dependent
on the integer index m’ € {0, %1}, subsequently so are solutions of the DP3E (Ll), because they are
parametrised in terms of points on M. More precisely, as shown in Section 2 of [42], Equations (L.GI])
defining M are equivalent to one of the following three systems: (1)|E g11922 70 =

—Ta

oo (g21+ie™g11) oo i(gaotie ™ g1o)e

o 1©7™+g11g12 — 921922
SO - ) 1 — 9 SO = ;
g22 g11 911922

(1.62)

13This case does not exclude the possibility that gi2 =0 or go1 =0.
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ii) g11#0 and g22 =0, in which case the parameters are s) and g¢11, and
g g 0 g

ia—Ta 3ra

ie ie”

Gr2=— ;o gn=—ie"gn, 800 =—igf (1+e* Hisge™)e™, 870 = ——5—; (1.63)
g11 911
and (iii) g11 =0 and g22#0, in which case the parameters are s) and gao, and
. Ta ieiﬂ-a (e’ ieiﬂ-a [e'e] : 2 2ma | : 0 ma\,.,—ma
g12=1€""gas,  go1= , Sg =——s—, S =—igy(l4+e M +isge™)e . (1.64)
g22 922

It turns out that the real cube root of unity (m’=0) corresponds to the monodromy data of case (i), and
the complex-conjugate cube roots of unity (m’ = =+1) correspond to the monodromy datum delineated
in cases (ii) and (iii). Asymptotics as 7 — +0 and as 7 — £i0 (resp., as 7 — too and as 7 — +ico) of
the general (resp., general regular) solution of the DP3E (IIJ), and its associated Hamiltonian function,
H(7), parametrised in terms of the proper open subset of M corresponding to case (i) were presented
in [42]19 and asymptotics as 7 — oo and as 7 — *ico of general regular and singular solutions of
the DP3E (L)), and its associated Hamiltonian and auxiliary functions, #(7) and f_(7)[™ respectively,
parametrised in terms of the proper open subset of M corresponding to case (i) were obtained in [43];
furthermore, three-real-parameter families of solutions to the DP3E (L)) that possess infinite sequences
of poles and zeros asymptotically located along the imaginary and real axes were identified, and the
asymptotics 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 — oo and
as 7 — £ioo) 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) [ 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, g22 =0, and g12921 =—1, will
be designated by k=1, and case (iii), that is, g11 =0, ga2 #0, and g12921 = —1, will be designated by
k=-1.

The contents of this paper, the main body of which is devoted to the asymptotic analysis (as 7— +00
for eb > 0) of u(r) and the related, auxiliary functions fi(7), H(7), and o(7), are now described. In
Section 2] the main asymptotic results as 7— 00 and as 7— tico with +(eb) >0 for u(7), fi(7), H(7),
and o(7) parametrised in terms of the monodromy data corresponding to the cases designated by the index
ke {£1} (see the discussion above) are stated. In Section[3] the asymptotic (as 7 — 400 for €b>0) solution
of the direct monodromy problem for the p-part of the System (L40), under certain mild restrictions
on its coeflicient functions that are consistent with the monodromy data corresponding to k € {£1}, is
presented: the latter analysis is predicated on focusing 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 W(u,7) at singular and turning points; in particular, 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 [Blare inverted in order to solve the inverse monodromy problem for
the p-part of the System ([L40), that is, explicit asymptotics for the coefficient functions of the p-part of
the System ([L40) are parametrised in terms of the monodromy data corresponding to k € {£1}: 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) satisfy all of the restrictions imposed in Section Bl according to the justification scheme
presented in [38] (see, also, [7, 19, 29]), it follows, therefore, that there exist—exact—solutions of the
system of isomonodromy deformations ([44]) whose asymptotics coincide with those obtained in this
section. In order to extend the results derived in Sections Bl and [ for asymptotics of u(7), f+(7), H(7),
and o(7) on the positive semi-axis (7 —+00) for eb>0 to asymptotics on the negative semi-axis (7 — —oc0)
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[Alon
the proper open subsets of M corresponding to k € {£1}. Finally, in Appendix [B], asymptotics as 7— +o00
and as 7— Fioo with £(eb) >0 for the multi-valued function @(7) (cf. Proposition [[3]) are presented.

14 Asymptotics as 7 — £0 and as 7 — £i0 for the corresponding 7-function, but without the ‘constant term’, were also
conjectured in [42].

5Denoted as f(7) in [43)].

16 Asymptotics as 7 — 40 and as 7 — &i0 for u(7), H(7), f+(7), and o(7) corresponding to cases (ii) and (iii) will be
presented elsewhere.
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2  Summary of Results

In this work, the detailed analysis of asymptotics as 7 — +oo for eb> 0 of u(7) and the associated functions
f+(7), H(T), o(7), and H(7) is presented (see SectionsBland [ and Appendix [Blbelow). In order to arrive
at the corresponding asymptotics of u(7), f+(7), H(7), o(7), and ¢(7) for positive, negative, and pure-
imaginary values of 7 for both positive and negative values of €b, one applies the action of the Lie-point
symmetries changing 7 — —7, 7— T, a— —a, and T —i7 (see Appendices [A.-THA 4 respectively, below) on
M. The ‘composed’ symmetries of these actions on M are presented in Appendix below in terms of

two auxiliary mappings, both of which are isomorphisms on M, denoted by fﬂf}sz m(eq), Which is relevant

for real 7, and ?E{f}a ,.m(e9)» Which is relevant for pure-imaginary 7; more precisely, from Appendix A5
FE ey M=, (a0, 55, 87, 911, 912, 921, ga2) = ((—1)%2a, 59 (e1, £2, m(e2)]0),
8o (e1,€2,m(e2)|0), s7° (€1, €2, m(e2)[£), g11 (€1, €2, m(£2)[0),
g12(e1, €2, m(e2)|0), g21(e1, €2, m(e2)|€), g2 (€1, €2, m(e2)|f)) (2.1)

where e1,e2€ {0, £1}, m(e2) = { i€207’:22€:{0i’1}7 £€{0, 1}, and the explicit expressions for sJ(e1, e2, m(e2)[¢),

s5°(e1,e2,m(e2)[0), s3°(e1, €2, m(£2)]€), and gi;(£1, €2, m(e2)|¢), i, j €{1, 2}, are given in Equations (A.83)—
and (A-T06)(A.120) below, and

?if}m m(ég) * M_>M (a SOJSO y 81 7911791279217922) ((_1)14‘@2@, §8(§1752a 7 (52)|£)7
33081, 62, (E2)|0), 35° (61, €2, 110(E2)[0), g1 (61, €2, 100 (82)[0),

12(81, é2,11(E2)|0), g1 (61, €2, 11 (€2)10), @22(51752am(52)|é))a (2.2)

where &1 € {£1},62€{0, £1}, m(é2) = {O EZE{il}’ {€{0,1}, and the explicit expressions for 83(£1, &2, 1(£2)|0),

:|:€1 52

85°(€1, 89, (E2)[0), 85° (1, 9, (E2)]0), andgu(sl,sz, m(&2)|0), 4, j€{1,2}, are given in Equations (A.98)—
and (AI21)-(A128) below.

0(¢1, &, m(é2)|0); furthermore, it follows

Remark 2.1. It is worth noting that s3(e1, 2, m(e2)|[l)=s)=3
2)|¢)} =16, that is, for £,£€{0,1},

that card{(e1, 2, m(e2)|¢)} =30 and card{ (&1, é2,m(£2)|¢)}

(0,0,0/0),
(—1,0,0¢),
(1 0,0l¢), .
(0,—1, 1), (1,1,0[4),
(o —1 110), (1,—1,0]4),
(0,1, -1[¢), (—1,1,0/0),
(0,1,1|£), o (_1,_1,0|A)7
(61,82, m(g2)|0)=<¢ (-1, -1 —1|€), and  (&1,82,m(é)|0) = N
( 1|g), (1707_1| )7
(—1,-1,1]0), (=1,0,—110),
(1, -1,1[¢), (1,0,1]0),
(=11, -1}6), (—1,0,1|f).
(1 1 —1|€),
(—1,1,10),
(1,1,1]0),

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, |

Via the above-defined notation(s) and Remark 2] asymptotics as 7 — fo00 (resp., 7 — +ioco) for
+(eb) >0 of u(r), fi(7), H(T), and o(7) are presented in Theorem 2] (resp., Theorem [2.2) below

17Due to the involution G— —G (cf. Remarks [[Z1] and [[5.1), it suffices to take [=1'=+1 in Equations (A.83)-(A.128)
below.

18 Asymptotics as 7 — +oo (resp., T — Zioo) for +(eb) > 0 of $(7) are presented in Appendix [B] Theorem [B.1] (resp.,
Theorem [B2)) below.
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Theorem 2.1. Let €1,e5 € {0,£1}, m(eq) = {igﬁ’;f{(il}’ ¢ € {0,1}, b = |eblei™2, and u(T) be a

solution of the DP3E (1)) corresponding to the monodromy data (a, sy, sgo,s‘fo,gll,glz,ggl,gzg)ﬂ For
k=41, let

gi1(e1, e2,m(e2)|0)g12(e1, €2, m(e2)|€)g21(e1, €2, m(e2)|€) #0  and  gao(e1,e2,m(e2)|€) =0,
and, for k=—1, let

gr(er,e2,m(e2)|0)=0 and gi2(e1,e2,m(e2)|€)g21(e1, €2, m(e2)|€)g22(e1, €2, m(e2)|€) #0
Then, for 38(51,52,m(52)|€)7éie(_1)1+52”‘l@

(—1)tie(ebe™m2) 1/ 26iTH/4 (50 (21, £9, m(e2)[€) —ie(~ 1) T Ta)

ur) = ugn)-

s dooeimer O /T 23/231/4(24/3)ik(~1)!T<2a
x e~ R(=1)"20(7) (= 1) T2 5(r (1+0( 1/3)), ke{+1}, (2.3)
where
ug,k(T):ZCQ)kT ( 72/3 Z 8171/3 ) , (2.4)
with
2/3
Copi= 6(51)2) 671271'](2/37 (25)
qe—i2mk/3 a
uO(k):W:@, wy (k) =uz(k)=u3 (k) =us(k) =uz (k) =ug (k) =0, (2.6)
a(a2+1) a2(a2+1)e—i2ﬂ'k/3 a(a2+1)ei2ﬂ'k/3
k)=——7F—F" k)= k)=——"m— 2.7
U4( ) 34(€b) ) UG( ) 35(€b)4/3 ) U8( ) 35(51))5/3 ) ( )
where
ag =272 (eb) /Ol ™H/3, (2.8)
and, for me {0} UN=:Z,
1 Co,k 2
a3 (K) = 5= (52) (1020 +3) (6) = 200 (k)102(0m-12) (6) +720m2) (k) =0 () 1) ()
L 2(mtd)
+ Zﬁp mz (m+1)— p(k)>_§ Z (up(k)+m;0(k))u2(m+4)—p(k)
p=0
1 cop\2 [ 2m+T\>
55 (35 st 2
Uz(m+5)+1(k):0= (2.10)
where
o (k) =—uo(k), 11 (k) =0, mn+2(k):_un+2(k)_z o, (k)un—p(k), ne€Zy, (2.11)
with
J
0y (k) :==2(j+3)we2(k)+ Y _(0+1)(J—p+Dup(k)uj—p(k), jEZs, (2.12)
p=0
and
V(7)== —3*2/3(517)1/372/3, B(T)::g(eb)l/BTQ/g. (2.13)

19Note that (cf. the identity map (A83) below) s5(0,0,0|0)=s8, s§°(0, 0, 0|0) =sg°, s5°(0,0,0]0) =5, and g;;(0, 0,0[0) =
9ij, 4, J€{1,2}.
20Recall that (cf. Remark ) s3(e1,e2, m(e2)|€) = s. For sd(e1,e2, m(e2)|¢) = io(*l)HQ"“, the exponentially small

correction terms in Asymptotics (2.3), (214), (Z16), (Z20), and (224)) are absent.
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Let the auziliary function f_(7) (corresponding to u(T) above) defined by Equation (LA9) solve the
second-order non-linear ODE (LI9), and let the auziliary function f(7) (corresponding to u(r) above)
defined by Equation (L50) solve the second-order non-linear ODE (L20). Then, for s8(e1,e2, m(e2)|f) #

ie(—l)l+€27ra
2f(r) fi(r) (SL)7 R(be™ o) ST (o1, e m(eg)| ) —ie D)
(7 = T)— _
rotoceiner T 0K 7 2H231/4( 31 1)~k (24 /3)i (D Fe2a
% T1/367ik(71)5219(7')6(71)1+52ﬁ(‘r) (1+O(T71/3)) 7 ke{:l:l}, (214)
where
. . ) i(_l)ag(gb)1/3ei27rk/3 B
Fin(r)i==i((-1)a—i/2)+ 5 o 2/32 / L (21)
and
1)e2i4 . —1)e1 (ehe—iTe2 1/6ei7rk/4eiﬂ-k/3 (k+1)/2 _ \/—_|_1
CO%y ) = e ) O /3 +1)")
eb T—4o0eimE1 /T 2k/231/4(24/3)ik(=D) 520
x (Q(e1, e2, m(e2)|0) — i~V Ta) £1/3 o ik(=1)729(r)
x VTR (110(r71)) ke, (2.16)
where
. . . i2m (k) 4210, (K))
) = 1)2a1/2) (1) D) 2 2/3<”T /Z Eeriral e
with

to(k)=%12)82/2, v (k) =0, Q(k):i(—1)€2a%+i(—1)82a)7 t3(k) =0, (2.18)
@ A
‘o 2 Y . (=D,
206040 = Y- (402 s (0) (k- ()= 5 = 2y ), (0
p=0
+ i4ai(um+4(k)—uo(k)um+2(k))— (_;)52 (m+4)um+2(k), meZ.,.. (219)

Let the Hamiltonian function H(T) (corresponding to u(r) above) be defined by Equation (LI0).
Then, for 38(51,52,m(52)|€)#ie(_1)1+52”,

( 1)51(51)671#52)1/6 irk/4 17rk/3(50(51752, (52)|£)_ie(,1)1+52ﬂ-a)

H(T) = Hop(r)—

rfoceiTer O VT 2K/233/4(\/341) "k (24/3)ik(=D) 20
X 7’72/367“6(71)52ﬂ(7)e(71)1+52ﬁ(7)(1+O(7'71/3)) ,  ke{£l}, (2.20)
where
Hok( ) (8b)2/3 —i27k/3 1/3—|—2(€b)1/3 127719/3( i( 1)52/2)7_1/34—%((a—i(—1)€2/2)2
— /3 g (r AP Y (—4(a—i(—1)52/2)um+2(k)+ai0m(k)
m=0
> (6p<k>—4<a—i<—1>€2/2>up<k>)mmp<k>> ((n=r2)”, (2.21)
p=0

with

m—+2
O (k):= D (Bup(k)umro—p(k)+ (duty (k) =ty (k) tm2—p (k)

p=0
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o i pzl Uy () tpy —my (K)tm—p, (K), mEZy, (2.22)

p1=0m1=0

and
N 12a2+1 itk/3 B _
ho(k)=—(318(t—b))f/3, b1(k)=0,  Bimy2(k)=afdn (k). (2.23)

Let the auziliary function o(t) (corresponding to u(7) above) defined by Equation [LI3) solve the
second-order non-linear ODE ([[LI4). Then, for s§(e1, €2, m(eg)|0) £ie(-1)' 2w

( ) . ( ) ( 1)51(81)6—1#52)1/6 itk/4 mk/3(80(€1782, (82)|£)_ie(_1)1+s2ﬂ-a)
o(T = 0y 1 (T)— g
T—+ooeimel 0.k \/Egk/233/4(\/_+1)— (1+k\/—) (2+\/§)1k(—1)1+52a
x T1/3eIH(=1)2(r) o(~1)" <25 (r (1+0( 1/3)), ke{+1}, (2.24)

where

; ; 1
0 (1) 1= B(eb)* ST BT /SrAS —i(—1)22(eb) PP (L4 i(=1) 2 a) P 4 o (14~ 1)a)

+1/3)+agr 20 Y (—4(a—i(—1)52/2)um+2(/€)+ai0m(/€)+2(5p(k)
p=0

m=0
A=) D o ()4 D628 ) (107 7715)” (2.25)

Remark 2.3. For ia €Z, a separate analysis based on Bécklund transformations is required in order to
generate the analogue of the sequence of C-valued expansion coefficients {u,,(k)}, me{0}UN, k==+1, and
the corresponding function uak(T); this comment applies, mutatis mutandis, to the C-valued expansion
coefficients {t,,,(k)} and the corresponding function g, () given in Theorem below. In fact, as
discussed in Section 1 of [42], for fixed values of ia=n€Z, e, and b, there is only one algebraic solution
(rational function of 71/3) of the DP3E () which is a multi-valued function with three branches (see,
also, [48]): this solution can be derived via the |n|-fold iteration of the Backlund transformations given in
Subsection 6.1 of [42] to the simplest solution of the DP3E (1)) (for a=0), namely, u(r)=b%371/3/2¢.
The case ia €Z will be considered elsewhere. ]

Theorem 2.2. Let é; € {£1}, & € {0, £1}, m(éy) = {gge;;:gﬂ 0€{0,1}, eb=|eble™2, and u(r) be

a solution of the DP3E (1)) corresponding to the monodromy data (a, s8, &, s5°, 911, 912, 921, 922 ). For
k=41, let

1181, 82,11(E2)[0) 12 (81, 2, 100(E2)1) Gor (1, 2, (&) |0) 0 and  Gaa(é1, 62, 1(82)[0) =0,
and, for k=—1, let

gll(él,éQ,ﬁI(éz)w):O and glg(él,ég,m(ég)w)ggl(él,éQ,m(éz)w)gQQ(ghgz,m(gz)w)#()
Then, for 83(£1, &2, m(2)|0) #iel —1)%2ma [77)

iefiwél/ZE(gbeflﬂ'sg)l/Z mk/4(80(51 €9, (82)|€)_1e( 1)° 271'(1)
ﬁ23/231/4(2+\/_)1k( 1)¢2q
> efik(fl)ézﬂ(n)e(fl)uézﬁ(n)(14_0(7_71/3)) , kG{:l:l}, (2.26)

u(T) = Uo,k(T)—
T—+o0eim™é1/2

where

g 1, (1)i=e T 2 7 <1+ n?® Z 1/3 ) (2.27)
with o defined by Equation (2.3),

Ta ::Te*i”él/Q, (2.28)

2 Recall that (cf. Remark EI) 89(é1,é0,70(22)[€) = 0. For 89(¢1,22,m(é2)[f) = ie(~127a_ the exponentially small

correction terms in Asymptotics (2.:26), (2.38), (231), (Z41), and (245]) are absent.
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qe—i27k/3

. a . . . . . .
uO(k):_W:_@v Uy (k) =tiz(k) =13(k) =15 (k) =7 (k) =1ig (k) =0, (2.29)
. a(a?+1) . a?(a?41)e127k/3 a(a®41)e27k/3
u4( ) 34(Eb) ) uﬁ( ) 35(Eb)4/3 ) u8( ) 35(Eb)5/3 ) ( 30)
where ay, is defined by Equation [Z8), and, for meZy,
A 1 rcok . - . " .
Uo(m5) (k)= o o7 (T> (mz(erg)(k)—2u0(k)m2(m+2) (k) +a(m-+2) (k) —to(k)H2(m+1) ()
| 2t
+ Zﬁp W02 (1) — p(k)>_§ Z (Ut (k) 10, (K)o 44y —p (K)
p=0
1 /cok 2m+7\" .
55 (35 st .
ﬁ2(m+5)+1(k):05 (232)
where
wo(k)=—tig(k),  w1(k)=0,  Wnio(k)=—tmia(k)— > w,(k)i, p(k), neZy, (2.33)
p=0
with
J
05 (k)= =2(43)l12(k)+ > (p+1) (G —p+1)ip(k)i;p(k), Je€Zy, (2.34)

p=0

and where ¥(7) and B(7) are defined in Equation .
Let the auziliary function f_(7) (corresponding to u(T) above) defined by Equation (LA9) solve the
second-order non-linear ODE ([LI9), and let the auziliary function fi(7) (corresponding to u(r) above)

defined by Equation (L50) solve the second-order non-linear ODE (L20). Then, for 83(¢1, s, m(¢2)|0) #

ie(—l)é2ﬂ'a7
2f-(7) i () RebeT I ST (352, £, rin(E) ) e "D )
(7
rospooaimerse T ORT VT 2K/231/4(1/341) k(24 +/3)ik(-D)*2a
x 71 3 Ik(=)T (7)o (=)' T2 B(7) (14—0(7‘71/3)) . ke{£l}, (2.35)
where
- . ( 1)52( b)1/3 i2rk/3
Fialr) = —i((-1) 22 aif2) + ) e *2/32 1/3 (2.36)
and
-1 égi4 o Ebe—iﬂ'éz l/ﬁeiﬂ'k/4ei7rk/3 (k+1)/2 \/_+1
Lﬁr(ﬂ = . fo,k(T)+( ) & 52( ")
b s ooeimé1/2 \/—Qk/231/4(2+\/—)1k —1)%2a
X (80 (81, 2, (é2)[0) —ie~ )ézW)T*l/ge_ik(_l)ézﬁ(”)
x e(-DFE26(r) (1+0(T—1/3)), ke{+1}, (2.37)
where
e . )+ 20,0 ()
fo k(1) =1((=1)"*2a+1/2) +i(—1)% (cb) /3¢ ’f/373/3< 2/32 1/3) . (2.38)
with . e
N a+i(—1)%2/2 . . ia((—1)*"2+ia .
ro(k):—M, t1(k)=0, rz(k):M, t3(k)=0, (2.39)

302 18ar}
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_1)52
3

207614 (k)= > <i4az<am+2p<k>—a0<k>amp<k>>—( (m—p+2>amp<k>)mp<k>

+ i (fimp4 (k) = tio (k)i 2 (k) =

Let the Hamiltonian function H(r) (corresponding to u(r) above) be defined by Equation (LI0).
Then, for §)(€1, &2, m(&2)|0) #iel~D*ma,
e’”’sl/z(abe 171'52)1/6 itk/4 17rk/3(58(€1 62, (52)|é)_ie(71)52ﬂ-a)
T 2K/233/4(\/341) 7k (24-4/3)ik(-1)%2a
y 7':2/3e_ik(_1)é219(7*)6(_1)1+é23("'*) (1—|—(9(7'_1/3))  kef+1), (2.41)

(_;)é2 (Mt 4)imya(k), meZy. (2.40)

H(7) = Hou(r)—

T—4o0ei™E1/2

where
7:[8,1@(7) . oimé1/2 (3(€b)2/3e—12wk/3ﬁ/3+(_1)522(€b)1/3eizwk/3((_1)1+52a_1/2)ﬁ;1/3
+ %(((—1)1+52a—i/2)2—1/3)7*_1 F(=1)22a2(r 35 3 1)1*%2q—i/2)
m:O
Xt 2 (k) +(—1)aRdm (k) + ) (6;;<k>—4<<—1>1+é2a—i/2>ap<k>)rﬁm_paf))
p=0
X (7;1/3) ) (2.42)
with
A m—+2
Bun(k)i= 3 (8 (k)ibnrsa—p (k) + (48t (£) — (k) )y 2y (R)
p=0
- i pzl %ml(k)%p1—m1(k)ﬂm—p1(k)a meZ.,., (2'43)
p1=0m1=0
and A (—1)1F82 (1202 4 1)eimh/3 ) R o
ho(k)= bi(k)=0, by pa(k)=(=1)"=ag0m (k). (2.44)

18(cb)1/3 ’
Let the auziliary function o(7) (corresponding to u(t) above) defined by Equation (LI3) solve the
second-order non-linear ODE ([LI4). Then, for 83(1, éa, ﬁl(é2)|é)7éie(_l)52m,
(Ebe—lﬂ'ag)l/G irk/4 ”Tk/3(80(€1,€2 m(82)|2)_ie(_1)52ﬂ-a)
ﬁQk/233/4(\/—+1) (1+k\/—) (2+\/§)ik(71)é2a
xS TMENEI) (TR (1L oY) ke fxl),  (245)

or) = G-
T—+oo0eiTEL/2

where

&S,k( ) 3(€b)2/367i2ﬂk/37_;l/3_i(_l)égz(sb)l/B i27rk/3(1+i(_1)1+ég )7_3/3

5 (LD 2a)* £1/3) +(-1)%a] ‘2/32 1)+ a—i/2)ib12(F)
+ (=)0 (k) + Y (b5 (K) = 4((—1) " a—i/2)itp(k) ) oy ()
p=0
n i%m+2(k)> (= 3)” . (2.46)

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 [B.1] and [B.2
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The aforementioned calculation consists of three components: (i) the matrix WKB analysis for the
p-part of the System (L40Q), that is,

W (p) =U(p, 7) ¥ (1), (3.1)
where W(u)=U(u,7) (see Subsection Bl below); (ii) the approximation of ¥(x) in the neighbourhoods
of the turning points (see Subsection B2l below); and (iii) the matching of these asymptotics (see Subsec-
tion below).

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, o1 = (913), oo = (2 7') and o3 = (} %) are the Pauli
10 i 0 0 1

matrices, o4 := (01 +i02), Z4:={0} UN, Ry:={z€R; +2>0}, and C4:={z€C; £Im(z) >0};

(2) for (c1,52) ER x R, the function (z—¢;)*2: C\ (—o00,61] —C, z+rexp(isz In(2—¢1)), with the branch
cut taken along (—oo, ¢1] and the principal branch of the logarithm chosen (that is, |arg(z—¢1)| <7);

(3) for w,€C and T € M,(C), wad(es) g = w3 w73
(4) for M2(C)>3(2), (3(2))s; or J;;(2), 4,5 €{1,2}, denotes the (i j)-element of J(z);

(5) for M?(C) 39(2), D(2) =22, O() (resp., o(*)) means Di;(2) =2, O(*ij) (resp., o(*)), i,j €

(6) for My(C) 3 B(2), ||B(-)]| := (Z?,j:l B,;(-)Bi;(-))'/? denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, where *
denotes complex conjugation of *;

(7) for 6,>0, Os, (z9) denotes the (open) d,-neighbourhood of the point zg, that is, for zg € C, Os, (20) :=
{2€C; |z2—20| < 3.}, and, for 2 the point at infinity, Os, (00):={2€C; |z|>d;1};

(8) the ‘symbol(s)’ (‘notation(s)’) ¢1,ca, cs, ..., with or without subscripts, superscripts, underscripts,
overscripts, etc., appearing in the various error estimates are not equal but are all O(1).

3.1 Matrix WKB Analysis

This subsection is devoted to the WKB analysis of Equation (81I) as 7— 400 for eb>0.

In order to transform Equation (3] into a form amenable to WKB analysis, one uses the result of
Proposition 4.1.1 in [42] (see, also, Proposition 3.2.1 in [43]), which is summarised here for the reader’s
convenience.

Proposition 3.1.1 ([42, [43]). In the System (L4Q), let
A(T)za(T)T_2/3, B(T):b(T)T_2/3, C(T):c(T)T_l/?’, D(T):d(T)T_l/s,

f=pr® ()= ), 2
where @(ﬁ):{lvf(ﬁ, 7). Then, the p-part of the System (LAQ) transforms as follows:
Op W (1) =73 A(Ti, 7) B (1), (3.3)
where
AT, 7) = —i2fios + <_22(T) —u%mm@) _%wgﬁ% (ib?T) 3 > L34
with

: 1/3
2 —a(7)b(T)
As in Subsection 3.2 of [43], define the functions ho(7), 7#o(7), and do(7) via the relations
a(r)d(T)r=2/3 1

VvV _a,(T)b(T) —|—C(T)d(7’)+ W — —(a—i/2)27'_4/3 — Z(Eb)2/3_h0(7')7'_2/3, (36)

r(7)=—=2470(7), (3.7)
2/3
—a(m)b(r) = (Eb; (1+420(r)). (3.8)

As follows from the First Integral (L43)) (cf. Remark [[34]), the functions a(7), b(7), ¢(7), and d(7) are
related via the formula

a(T)d(T)+b(T)e(T) +iaV —a(T)b(T)T™ 3 = —icb/2, ee{x1}. (3.9)
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Remark 3.1.1. It is worth noting that Equations (8:6)-@.3) are self-consistent; in fact, a calculation
reveals that they are equivalent to

a(r)d(r) = (Eb;w (1+1i0(r)) <— i(d;) A i(Eb)l/:’:‘) @ _ %(a—i/2)7’2/3) , (3.10)
b(r)e(r)= (Eb;w (1+do(r)) <—%+1(5b)1/3 <1+UOT(OT()T)‘ foiﬂ) —%(a+i/2)7’2/3> . (3.11)
bt 2 (G )Gl (i, 12
moreover, via Equations (38), (I0), and @II), one deduces that
—c(r)d(r) = (W—i(sb)lm (HUOT%—@) +%(a+i/2)7_2/3>
x (i(d;)l/g = i(gb)l/:fom +%(a—i/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(d;)2/3 (1-&””’“/3) +i}0(r)> /3, (3.14)
—247g(7) :=e!2mR/3 (—2—}—770(7')7'71/3) ) (3.15)
1+&0(T):=e7i2”k/3 (1—1—1)0(7)771/3) ) (3.16)

The WKB analysis of Equation (33) is predicated on the assumption that the functions ho(7), 7o(7),
and vg(7) satisfy the—asymptotic—conditions

ho(r)] = _OG*R), ()l = OGP, ()] = o). (3.17)

T—+00 T—+00 T—+00

Remark 3.1.2. The function hq (1) defined by Equation (814 plays a prominent réle 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 (3:12]) and the Definition ([8I4]), one shows that

o(r) =22/ (%Of) B 1+i)(z(_:)/7-2—)1/3> . k=41, (3.18)

where oy, is defined by Equation ([2.8), and the function > (7) has the following equivalent representations:

(582) = (oo ) (2 tisaey ) (e v+ )
_ (2%_ (e0)'Pr(7) ) (MH (5b)1/3r(7)>

20 20,
GG Y r(r)
+ai( w2 +(eb) ( 2(1+dio ))+71+ﬁ0(7))>
(eb) ( (8v3(7) +470(T)vo () — (Fo(7))*) 7~ */% (7o (7)) *vo (1) 7"
L e | (319
It follows from the Conditions [BI7) that |53 (7)| =7 100 O(T772/3). [ ]

From Proposition [[L31] the Definitions (L39), Equations ([3.2), Equation ([B.8), and the Defini-
tion (BI6), one deduces that, in terms of the function vg(7), the solution of the DP3E (L)) is given
by

u(r)=cort'P(1+77Pug(7)), k=1, (3.20)

where ¢ 1 is defined by Equation (2.3]). As per the argument at the end of Subsection [I] regarding the
particular form of asymptotics for u(7) as 7 — +oo with €b>0 (cf. Equation (I3) and Remark [[T2)), it
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follows, in conjunction with the Representation (320), that the function vo(7) can be presented in the
following form:

o0

vo () :=vo,k(T Hmz 1/3 m+1 ke*““?(ﬂe*ﬁ(f)(1+0(T*1/3)), k=1, (3.21)

m:O

where the sequence of C-valued expansion coefficients {u,, (k)}5°_, are determined in Proposition B.1.2
below, ¥(7) and B(7) are defined in Equations (2I3]), and, in the course of the ensuing analysis, it will
be estajbéished that Aj depends on the Stokes multiplier s3 (see Section @ Equations (.103) and (@127),
below)

Proposition 3.1.2. Let the function vo(T) :=vo ,(T), k==£1, have the asymptotic expansion stated in
Equation B.21)), and let u(r) denote the correspondmg solution of the DP3E (1)). Then, the expansion
coefficients u, (k), meZy, are determined from Equations 3)-212) P

Proof. From Equation (320) and the Expansion [B.21)), it follows that the associated solution of the
DP3E (1)) has asymptotics

(k) — —ik9(7) ,—B(T -
u(T) e /3 (1—!—2 W—FAIJ 1/3¢=ik0(r) o =A( )(1+O(T 1/3)) , k=£1.  (3.22)
As the exponentially small correction term does not contribute to the algebraic determination of the co-
efficients u,, (k), meZ,, k==1, hereafter, only the following ‘truncated’ (and differentiable) asymptotics
of u(r) will be considered (with abuse of notation, also denoted by u(7)):

_ —2/3 _
u(r) = ConT" <1+r Z 1/3 ) k=41 (3.23)
Via the Asymptotics [3:23)), one shows that
1 T~1/3 2 1o, (k)
— = 14772/ - k=1 3.24
u(T) To+o0 Cok T mz_o (7-1/3)m ’ ’ ( )

where to,,,(k), m € Z,, are determined iteratively from Equations (2.11]); in particular (this will be required
for the ensuing proof), for k==1,

o (k)= —uo(k), (3.25)
w1 (k)= — w (), (3.26)
0 (k) = — s (k) +13(k), (3.27)
w3 (k)= — uz(k)+2uo(k)ui (k), (3.28)
w4(k) = — ug(k)+2uo(k)ug (k) +uf (k) —ud(k), (3.29)
105 (k) = — uz (k) +2uo (k)uz (k) +2u; (k)uz (k) —3ud (k)uy (), (3.30)
10 (k) = — ug (k) +2uo (k)ug (k) +2u1 (k)uz (k) +ud(k) — 3ud (k)ug (k) — 3uo (k)u? (k) +ug (k), (3.31)
ro7(k) = — ur(k)+2uo(k)us (k) +2uq (k)ug (k) +2uz (k)us (k) — 3uz (k)ug (k) — 6uo (k)ug (k)ua (k)

+ duy (B )ug (k) —u3 (k). (3.32)

From Equations (2.I1]) and the Asymptotics (8:23)) and ([3:24]), one shows that (cf. DP3E (I])), for k==+1,

b2 b27_71/3 >
- L—ug(k)r =23 —ur (k) (73 = (e 3 37 A(k) (r 3™ ) (3.33)
m=0

u(T) To+oo  co

where )\j (k) = —mj+2(k), i EZ+,

1
p (_851‘2(7)4'2“17) = 850?) k771/3+(2@b— 1650(2) kuO(k))(Tfl/g)g— 1656% kul(k)(771/3)4
T oo ’ > R

T—+

22In fact, it will be shown that, as T — 400 for eb>0, if sgzie’”“, then Ay =0, k==+1.
23For the case ia € Z, see Remark 223
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—sed (Y (2um+z(k)+2m:up(k>ump<k>> (r= o, (334
m=0 p=0
uy) e sy (1—7‘2/ 'y <m+1>um<k><f1/3>m> : (3.35)
m=0
(“;i?fz B Tl <1—3u0(k)7'2/3—5u1(k)(7'1/3)3+(2u3(k)—)\o(k)+770(k))(71/3)4

+ (6uo(k)ur (k) — A (k)+n (k) (77 1/3)5 + (4uf (k) — Ao (k) +2u0 (k) o (k) +n2 (k)
— uo(k)mo (k) (77 1/3) 0+ (= A (k) +2u0 (k) Ax (k) + 4wy (k) Ao (k) 473 (k) —uo (k) (k)

— wi (k) (k) (r/2) T (77 1/%)° OOO <—)\m+4(k)+2U0(k))\m+2(k)+4u1(k))\m+1(k)
+ nm+4(/€)—uo(k)nm+2(k)—ul(k)nm+1(/€)—ionp(k))\m_p(k)> (71/3)m> ; (3.36)
where (k) is defined by Equation (I3, and -
W(r) = —oeou(r /Y (1—72/3 > w%(m(ﬂ/%m) . (3.37)
e’

Substituting, now, the Expansions (333)-(B37) into the DP3E (1)), and equating coefficients of like
powers of (T_l/ 3)m m € N, one arrives at, for k = 41, the following system of non-linear recurrence
relations for the expansion coefficients u,,/(k), m’ € Z,:

0(7—1/3) : 0= — 8ec3 ,+bcy L, (3.38)
O((r*1/3)3) 0= — 162c3 o (k) +2ab— by Luo (k), (3.39)
0((7—1/3)4) 0= — 1662 ur (k) —bcy s (k), (3.40)
O((T_1/3)5> 0=t,,(2,0), (3.41)
o((r*w)ﬁ) : 0=t,(3, 1), (3.42)
(’)((7‘1/3)7) : gCO,kUO(k) =ti(4,2), (3.43)
(’)((Fl/g)g) co,iu1 (k) =t (5, 3), (3.44)
O((T_1/3)9) co, 2 (k) Zéco,k(2u3(k)—)\0(k)+770(/€))
+ (6, 4), (3.45)
—1/3\10 1)\ 21
o((r1w) (§> cot (k) =5 o, (Buo(k)ur (k)= A (k)71 (k)
+ (7, 5), (3.46)
—1/3\11 5\ 1 2
o) (§> cortta(k) =5 0.1 (4183 () = Aa (k) + 2uo (k) o (k)
+ na2(k) —uo(k)no(k)) +tx (8, 6), (3.47)
2
(9((7—1/3)12) (g) co,ku5(k):%co,k(—x3(k)+2uo(k)xl(/c)+4u1(k)xo(k)
+ n3 (k) —uo (k)i (k) —ui(k)no (k) +t(9,7),  (3.48)
—1/3\m+13 +7\? 1
O 5ym3) s (M) natmsa(B)=ge0n(~ A48+ 200D\ 24

+ 4ur (k) Ayt (k) +1m+a (k) = o (k) m-+-2(K)
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- ul 77m+1 Z 77;0 )

—|—tk(m+10,m—|—8), me{0}UN, (3.49)

where
l
tk(j,l)::—Sscak <2uj(k)+2up(k)ulp(k)> —b? Co, i/\l( ). (3.50)
p=0

Noting that (cf. Definition (2.)) Equation ([B.38)) is identically true, the algorithm, hereafter, is as follows:
(i) one solves Equation [B.39) for ug(k) in order to arrive at the first of Equations (Z8); (ii) via the
formula for ugy(k), the definitions of ¢g i, Ai(k), and n, (k) given heretofore, and Equations (B:25)-332),
one solves Equations ([8.40)—(3.48), in the indicated order, to arrive at the expressions for the coefficients
u;(k), j =1,2,...,9, given in Equations (2.6) and (21); and (iii) using the fact that u;(k) = 0 (cf.
Equations (26))), and the definition of A;(k), one solves Equation 349) for w,,+10(k), m€Z, and, after
an induction argument, arrives at Equations ([2.9) and @210). O

It follows from Equations (L54)), (32), B.3), and @B7) that

‘(r)—ib 2 [ 2

Wi —ib_ 2 ( alr)d(r) +¢2/3(m+1/2)) —i(eb) /373 (r) =i(eb) /M3 (—2470(7)); (3.51)
u(T T3 \V=a(r)b(7)

thus, via the Definition (315, it follows that

s —i27k/3,2/3 /o0 ( -\ _;
_ o1z e T u'(7)—ib B
Fo(r)=271/3— e ( () L (3.52)

Proposition 3.1.3. Let the function 7o(T) be given by Equation B52), and let u(r) denote the corre-
sponding solution of the DP3E (1)) having the differentiable asymptotics B22), with un,(k), m € Zy,
k==1, given in Proposition B2 Then, the function 7o(T) has the following asymptotic expansion:

~ ~ = tmk —ikY(7) ,—B(T —
Fo(T):=Fox(r) = Zﬁ—k%l—i—k\/gmke ko(r)e=B( )(1+O(T 1/3)), k=+1, (3.53)

T—r+00

where the expansion coefficients t,,(k), m€Zy, are given in Equations (218)) and (ZI9).

Proof. Substituting the differentiable asymptotics ([B.22]) for u(r) into Equation (852) and using
the expressions for the coefficients cg , um(k), and w,,(k), k = £1, m € Z,, stated in the proof of
Proposition B.1.2] one arrives at, after a lengthy, but otherwise straightforward, algebraic calculation, the
asymptotics for 7o(7):=7¢(7) stated in the proposition. O

Remark 3.1.3. Hereafter, explicit k dependencies for the subscripts of the functions vg(7) and 7 (7) (cf.
Equations (321I)) and (353)), 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 7— 400 for eb>0) of a fundamental solution of Equation (8:3) is given by the following matrix WKB
formula (see, for example, Chapter 5 of [I8]) ]

T(ﬁ)exp<—03172/3 / €)d¢— / diag(T agT(fs))d&) = Wyuen (), (3.54)

where

(1) := (det (A(7))"/?, (3.55)
and the matrix T'(1), which diagonalizes A(f), that is, T~ () A(2)T (1) = —il(11)os, is given by
i
V21l (1) (Av1 () —il())
Proposition 3.1.4 ([43]). Let T(i) be given in Equation (B.56), with A(r) and I(1) defined by Equa-
tions 34) and [B55), respectively. Then, det(T(n))=1, and tr(T~'(r)0zT (1)) =0; moreover,

. 1 Alz(ﬁ)aﬁflm(ﬁ)—Am(ﬁ)aﬁAw(ﬁ)
diag (T~ (7)0xT <>)——5( 20(7) (1An () + (7)) )”3

24Hereafter, for simplicity of notation, explicit 7 dependencies will be suppressed, except where absolutely necessary.

(i) = (A@) ~il(@)a3) 3. (3.56)

(3.57)
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Corollary 3.1.1. Let \TJWKB(ﬁ) be defined by Equation [B3.54), with [(f) defined by Equation (3.55) and
T (1) given in Equation (B50). Then, det(Vwiks())=1.

The domains in the complex fi-plane where Equation ([B3.54) gives the—leading—asymptotic ap-
proximation of solutions to Equation ([B3]) are defined in terms of the Stokes graph (see, for example,
[18, 46} [57]). The vertices of the Stokes graph are the singular points of Equation (B3)), that is, g =0
and /i = oo, and the turning points, which are the roots of the equation /(i) = 0. The edges of the
Stokes graph are the Stokes curves, defined as Im( frpr 1(£) d¢) =0, where firp denotes a turning point.
Canonical domains are those domains in the complex pi-plane containing one, and only one, Stokes curve
and bounded by two adjacent Stokes curves™ In each canonical domain, for any choice of the branch of
I(fz), there exists a fundamental solution of Equation ([B3]) which has asymptotics whose leading term is
given by Equation ([B54]). From the definition of I(j) given by Equation (855), one arrives at

12@);:1,3@):%((;72—@%)2 (ﬁ2+2ai)+ﬁ250(r)+ﬁ4(a_i/2)f?/3) k=1, (3.58)

where ay, is defined by Equation ([2:8)). It follows from Equation (358) that there are six turning points.
For k=41, the Conditions (3I7) imply that one pair of turning points coalesce at «y with asymptotics

O(7=1/3), another pair has asymptotics —ay,+O(7~1/3), and the two remaining turning points have the
asymptotic behaviour +iv/2ay, +O(7~2/3). For simplicity of notation, denote by 7i1(k) any one of the
turning points coalescing at ay, and denote by fio(k) the turning point approaching ikv/2ay. Let Gs(k),
k = +1, be the part of the Stokes graph that consists of the vertices 0,00, 11 (k) and ua(k), and the
union of the—oriented—edges arc(ikoo, fiz(k)), arc(uiz(k),0) and arc(pz(k), —o00), and arc(ikoo, i1 (k)),
arc(pi1(k),0), arc(0, 1 (k)) and arc(jiy (k), +00); denote by G (k), k=41, the mirror image of Gs(k) with
respect to the real and the imaginary axes of the complex p-plane: the complete Stokes graph is given by

Gs(k) U G (k).
Proposition 3.1.5. Let I2(i1), k=+1, be given in Equation (3E3). Then,

/” WO e = Vo) =Tu(fion) +O(E()+O(Ex o)), (3.59)

o, Ttoo

where, for >0, fi, fio.x € C\ (O —1/34s (Fag) U O, —2/as2s (£iv2a;) U{0,00}) and the path of integration
lies in the corresponding canonical domain,

Ti(©) = (§+2076 ) (€ +20]) 2477 (a—i/2) In(+ (62 +203)/?)
N +—2/3 <(a—i/2)+%£3fzo(7-))ln<<31/2(52+2a%)1/2_§+2ak> <§—ak)> 7 (3.60)

2V3 B 31/2(24202)1 /2464204, ) \ E+ay,
and
. £2/8 2 . .
((a—1/2)+ a7 hO(T))2 C1,k+Cz,k7’2/3h0(T)+C3,k(7'2/3h0(7'))2 §EU1
1923 (¢ F on)? ran : i
. 2/3 ~
4/3¢ — ((a—l/2)—Tz—agho(ﬂ)2 . R .
T k(g) do’k(f:Fi\/iak)Al/2 +o((é.:Fl\/iak)l/zA(czl,k+05,k72/3h0(7—)+06,k(72/3h0(7))2))7 §€Ui,
FLe(€ )+ 2o ()fo ke (€71 + (P ho (1)) *fa (671, §—o0,
Fa,i () + 72 ho (1) Fs 1 (€) + (72 o (7)) *fo,1. (), €0,
(3.61)

where UL := O _1/a4s, (o), U2 :=O__2/s426, (£iv204), the parameter &), satisfies (see Corollary B2
below) 0 <6 < <1/9, d&,lc = 2’1/4e1i3”/404,:3/2/27, fie(2), 3=1,2,...,6, are analytic functions of z,
with k-dependent coefficients, in a neighbourhood of z =0 given by Equations B.60)-B12) below, and
Cm,k, m=1,2,...,6, are constants.

Proof. Let 13(j1), k= +1, be given in Equation ([3.58), with oy, defined by Equation ([28). Recalling
from the Conditions BI7) that |ho(T)| =7 1eo O(T72/3), set

[ oo (1) =474 (1° = 03)* (3° +20).. (3.62)

25Note that the restriction of any branch of I(f) to a canonical domain is a single-valued function.
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Define _ R

(@) =17 () @2ho(r)+ i (a—i/2)7 2%
G (@=ap)?(@?+2a3)

hence, presenting 11 (1) as 15 (1) = lp.00 (1) (1+ Ak~ (71))'/2, a straightforward calculation, via the Condi-

tions (BI7), shows that, for k==+1,

W) = koo (1) (14 2k,- (1) /24+O(= (A - (1) /8))

T—+00
iLO(T)+ﬁ2(a—i/2)T—2/3+O _/72(ﬁo(T)+ﬁ2(a—i/2)T_2/3)2
P2 P+ 20077 )
(3.64)

Ay ()= (3.63)

— 2 1_ 2 /~2\ (72 2 2 1/2 — a
400 ( ak/u )(/1’ + ak) + (N2—0<%)(M2+204i)1/2

Integration of the first two terms in the second line of Equation (3.64]) gives rise to the leading term of
asymptotics in Equation ([B.59)), and integration of the error term in the second line of Equation (B.64)
leads to an explicit expression for the error function, &j(-), whose asymptotics at the turning and the
singular points read: (i) for £€0_ -1/3+5, (£ag), 0<I < <1/9,

((a=1/2)+a; *T*/3ho(r)? | d—1(7)

4/3 _
TH2E = + +d In «
k(&) o teo 192v3(E T ap )2 T an Ok( ) In(§Fay)
+ Y dmprp(T)(EFaR)™, (3.65)
meEZy

where A . .

i i (7) =8, 8 7 Bho(r) 4, (723ho(7))?, me{-1}UZ,
with ¢} ., 7€ {b,, £}, constants, and thus, retaining only the first two terms of the Expansion (3.65),

one arrives at the representation for €;(§) stated in the first line of Equation [B61); (ii) for £ €
(‘),,_72/:#25,C (:I:i\/iak),

274 ((a—i/2)— o 21 ho(1) /2)? , . ,
/ - / m
T = p—rr. /4ozz/2(§:|:i NCARYE +(EFiV2a)! 2mZeZ+dm)k(T)(§$l\/§ak) , (3.66)

where _ . .
A 1 ()= E?n,k +55n7k72/3h0(7) —I—Efmk (T23ho(1))?, meZy,

with ¢, ,, 7€ {b,, 1}, constants, and thus, keeping only the first two terms of the Expansion (3.6d]), one

arrives at the representation for (&) stated in the second line of Equation ([B.61l); (iii) as & — oo, one
arrives at the representation for €j(§) stated in the third line of Equation (8:61]), where

f1,k(z):%z3+(a—i/2)2z7 Z Efnlszm (3.67)
meZy

fzyk(z):(a_l(i)/2)z5+(a—i/2)29 ek (3.68)
meEZy

f37k(z)=—z + 21 Z Afn‘o’kzzm (3.69)

meEZy

with ¢ k, r=1,2,3, m € Z, constants; and (iv) as £ — 0, one arrives at the representation for & ()
stated in the fourth line of Equation ([B.61]), where

/2 )2 04 2m.
fan(z)= (14\/é )9 a—i/2)%z 9m§+d 4 (3.70)
i/2
ox(2)= (5\/ ) 5 a—i/2)z mgz:+d (3.71)
fo.r(2)=— 6\/—% 5m§+ dyS. 22 (3.72)

with d°",, 7=4,5,6, m€Z,, constants. O
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Corollary 3.1.2. Set ﬁoyk:ak—l—rfle\, k=1, where K:TAJFOOO(TJIC), 0<8<d,<1/9. Then,

/H W€ de = Ti(a D+ +0(EL (1) +O(r A% +0(r1A)

1o,k

—1
+c9<TT (cl,k+cz,k#/%om+c3,k(72/3h0(7))2)) , (3.73)
where Ty, (1) and Ex (i) are defined by Equations B60) and BL1]), respectively,

Tku = T 3V3al F2V3r 22— 7723 (a—1/2) ln((\/§ :I:l)akei”(ml)/?)
2/3

2f

with the upper (resp., lower) signs taken according to the branch of the square-root function limgzﬁ+oo(§2+
200 )1/2 +o00 (resp., limgz_, o0 (£2 4203 )12 =—00), and ¢y 1, m=1,2,3, are constants.

(( —i/2)+ag 2723 ho(r )) <1n/~X—%1nT—ln(3ak)), (3.74)

Proof. Substituting fig x, as given in the corollary, for the argument of the functions 73 (€) and & (&)
(cf. Equation (3.60) 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:
~Tilfior) = T+OGERH)+O( A)+o( A(a—i/2)+a; 2 3o (1 ))) (3.75)

where T,g is defined by Equation 374)), and

—2/3
Oeun)) =, O o (ai/2 e ho(n)?)

—+o0
_1 R R
+(9( < (cl,k+cQ7kT2/3hO(T)+C3,k(72/3h0(7))2)), (3.76)
where ¢, x, m=1,2,3, are constants. From Equations (3.12)), (3.14)), (3.I5), and ([B.I6), one shows that

sy _OH@1/2) | @ (B0 470 (r)n(r)  (Fo(r)* —vo(r) (o))~ %)

~ 14uwg(r)T1/3 4(1+wo(r)T=1/3) ’ (877)
whence, via the Conditions (317,
+2/3 o2
(a_i/2)+o¢—iho(7—) et Zk (8v3 () +4vo(T)Fo (T) = (70(1))?) +(a—1i/2)vo(T)T /3
+ O((202 (1) +vo (7)o (7))vo (T) T3 + O (W2 (1) 772/3). (3.78)
Note from the Conditions (BIT) and the Expansion (3.78) that
(a—i/2)+ig3ﬁo(7) = O3 and e p+oarmPho(T)+esn(rPho(r))? = 0O(1):
ai T—+00 T—+00
from the Expansions (3.75) and (B.76]) and the latter two estimates, it follows that
(o) = TEHOE'A)+OFR)+O(r ), (3.79)
O(&x(fion) = O 'AH+0(r A%, (3.80)

whence, introducing the inequality 0 < d < d; < 1/9 in order to guarantee that the error estimates in
the Expansions 79) and (B80) are o(1) after multiplication by the ‘large parameter’ 72/3 (cf. Equa-
tion ([B54)), retaining only leading-order contributions, one arrives at

-1
=T (pi0,x) +O(Ex(fi0,x)) it T;§+O <TT (Cl,k+c2,k7'2/3h0(7')+03,k(7'2/3h0(7'))2)>

+ 0(7_17\3)4—0(7_17&),

which, via Equation ([8.59), implies the result stated in the corollary. O
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Corollary 3.1.3. Let the conditions stated in Corollary be valid. Then, for the branch of 1 (),
k==£1, that is positive for large and small positive £,

i .
—172/3/~ k(€)dE = — (TP +(a—i/2) Inf) +i3(V3 —1)a 2/ +i2v/3 A2+ CWKE
1o,k oo
((a—i/2)+a; 2r23ho(T ))(hm_lnﬁﬂn (ﬂ»
2\/— 3 (V3+1)2
+—1/3 R
+(9< 3 (c1p+co k7 3ho(r )+C3,k(72/3h0(7))2)>
+O(r V3R O VBR) +O(r—2/3 3, (3.81)
where
WEE=i(a—1/2) In(271(V3+1)ay), (3.82)
and
—ir?/3 /ﬁ I (&) dé e ;12\/%%72/3—13\/304%72/3—12\/§K2+2%/§ ((a—i/2)
+ ap 2723 h (7 )) (%lnT—ln[NX—l—ln(?)ozkei”k)) +Cok"
7,71/3 o
+(9< X (car+c55T 2/3ho (1 )+c6,k(7'2/3h0(7'))2))
+O(TVBR3) +O(r BN+ O3 (ho(7)) %), (3.83)
where
CyEe = —i(a—i/2) In(27/2(V3+1)), (3.84)
with ¢y, m=1,2,...,6, constants.

Proof. Consequence of Corollary B.I.2] Equation (B73), upon choosing consistently the correspond-
ing branches in Equations B.60) and (374) and taking the limits i — oo and jz— 0: the error estimate
O(&k(§)) in Equation (373) is given in Equation (8:61)); in particular, from the last two lines of Equa-

tion (B61)),

Ol en() = OG*FE)  and  OGPey) = O (ho(r) 7).
p—o0 a—0
which implies the results stated in the corollary. O

Proposition 3.1.6. Let T'(j1) be given in Equation (B50), with A(it) defined by Equation BAl) and
12(), k==+1, given in Equation [B.53). Then,

[ g ©T©)0E = Ca@+OE @ +OE oo (355)

o,k

where, for 6 >0, i, fio. €C\ (Or—1/ss(Fag) U O 2525 (£iv/2a) U{0,00}) and the path of integration
lies in the corresponding canonical domain,

Zr k(1) =pr(T)(F 7,5 (1) = F 7.1 (F0,k)), (3.86)
with
(r) = o (—2—1—7‘0(7‘) _1/3+2(1+U0(T)T_1/3)2)—(a—i/2)7'_2/3 (3.87)
Pr(T):= 8( 2470 ( ) _1/3)(1+U0(T)T—1/3) ’ .
Frn(€)im 2 2 In <<31/2(§2+2ak)1/2_§+2ak)(g_ak)> ) 5(52"‘2@19)1/2 (3.88)
n &2—al 3\/§0‘k 312(E24203) 2+ €420, ) \ E+ oy, 3ak &—ai
and
Cl‘kT‘NQ(T)Til/Sﬁ*C;k%L (1) cgkfo(7)771/3
pu(r) (L et 0y L), ety
I ‘Zk
Ern(€)i= Pk(T)f&k(T)(7(5¢i\ﬁak)1/2+C5k n(EFiv2ax) |, £el;, (3.89)
(1)~ 4(cng0 1/3+(9((c77kfo(7')7"1/3+c8‘7,€7"2/3)§’2)) , =00,
(T Fo(T)T 1/352( 1k TO(9), £—0,
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where Ut :=O__1/s4s, (Fay), U2 :=O__a/s426, (£iv20u), the parameter & satisfies (cf. C’orollary B12)
0<d <, <1/9, the functions f1,(7) and f3,(7) are given in Equation BI08) below, and cm pr M=
1,2,...,9, are constants.

Proof. From Equations 34), (315), and (3:62)—(@64]), one shows that
20(§) (AN )+ k(€)= Pook(§)+Pra(€) Bk (§)+O(IF o0 () AT +(6))

T—+

cb)1/3
+0(m(©82,(0 (26+ 0= (24} ). B90)
where
cb)1/3
Pra(€) =2 O+ 20, (©) 26+ 0 (2407 ). (3.91)
cb)1/3
PLulE) =20 O)+11.(6) (264 T (-2 0()) (3.92)

and, via Equations (34)), B.I0), (BIH), and (314,

4(eb)?/3 (2(1+a0(7))2+(—2+f0(7))> 4(eb)V/3(a—i/2)T2/3
£ 2(1+10(7)) §3(1+1io(7)) '
3.93)

)

(
Substituting Equations ([3.90) and (3.93) into Equation (3.57) and expanding (215 (&)(iA11 (&) +1k(€))) ™!
into a series of powers of Ay ;(£), one arrives at (cf. Equation (3.54))

" - 1 537’1k Akr
/ﬁ | ding(T QAT O 5 (mﬂ /H  a® d€+(9<%k /M y d&) s

Ai12(§) 0 A21(€) — A21(§) g A12(§) = —

(3.94)
where
. 2(1+1o(7))? +(=2470(7))\  2(eb)/3(a—i/2)7~%/3
s, (1) = (5b)2/3< e ) — ) . (3.95)
Via Equations (8:62) and B91]), a calculation reveals that
alr) o (€U D) P2 or) 1€ 0d) (€ +201) 1) 596
£3Poo i (€) (62—af)(€24+207) 1/ 2(&2 45, (1) (645, (1) 7 '

where pg(7) is defined by Equation (8:87), and

e 1/3 _ FolT 2 ) . Aol 2 . 2
3?@_):: 4(_(2[_?:720(7-)) (( 2+20( )) _3elwk/3$\l ((2%0()) _3emk/3> "1‘8(24—720(7'))) )

(3.97)
One shows from Equations B.I5]) and BI6]), the Conditions ([IT), and the Definition (3:97) that

cb)1/3e—imk/3
), 5. (”(114@) fo<T>T-13+<3;6fj_5>< o) PO <>-1/3>3>>,
(3.98)

whence, via Equation (3.96)), the first term on the right-hand side of Equation ([8:94]) can be presented as
follows:

/m & Pook r oo Lra() + Lok () + OZn k(1)) (3.99)
where
— a 452(524_20[2)1/2 4¢
Zr (1) :==pr(1) /ﬁo,k <(§2+2O‘i)(§2]€_ai)2 - (62—0@)2) dé, (3.100)

i 2¢2(¢2 a2)1/2 o?
Lo 1o (B) = pi (7)o (7) 7~ 1/® /ﬁM (ézlfQEi%)z—;z_k;z)s_ (522_];%)3> dg, (3.101)
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A 4¢2(¢2 211/2 3 40¢2 2\1/2
Lal@) =)ol o [ (SR R ) e

o \(E2H207)(2 =)t (2—af)*  (2+203)(82—aj)*

(3.102)

A partial fraction decomposition shows that
2 -3 —2 -3 —2 —2

2{ ! _oyt 1 +ak 1 oyt 1 +ak 1 20y 1 _i (3.103)

(€2+2a2)(2-a2)2 36 {—ay 2 (E—ar)® 36 Etap 2 (E+ag)? 9 &420;

substituting Equation (3I03) into Equation (BI00) and integrating, one arrives at Equations (B.86])—

Equations ([BI01) and (3I02) contribute to the error function, &1, (), in Equation (3.85); therefore,
only its asymptotics at the turning and the singular points are requisite. Evaluating the integrals in

Equations B.I0T)) and (BI02), one shows that

pk(T)fO(T)T_lm(f:)l,k(/j)_fi)l,k(ﬁo,k))a HEO —1/31s, (£am),
~ pr ()0 (T)7 3 (02, () = b, (o ), L€ O, /5405, (£iV20ay,),
a — " 92,k \H) =02,k Ho, HeYr 3.104
) L 2o Y B0 (7))~ Bk o)), i o0, (8.104)
pi(7)7o(T)7 /3 (0 (1) = bak(fio ), E—0,
where
b1k(8) =} L (EFn) 2+ (EFan) T e In(EFar)+ Y i, n(EF o)™,
mEZy
box (€)= (EFiIV20)'2 Y7 &, (€FiV20)™+ D dl L (EFIV2a)™,
meEZy meEZy
ban(€):=¢" > chem, bar(€):=€> D hlem,
meEZy meEZy
with c‘iﬁk, cgﬁk, cgﬁk, d%k, Con ko> dEn,k’ cfnoz, and c k constants, and
i (7) (o (7)7_1/3)2(65,1@(/7) h5 k(ﬂo k), REO —1/315, (+ay),
~ pk(T)(~O(T)T_1/3)2(h6 k(ﬁ)_hﬁ k(NO k))7 /76(‘) —2/3+425, (:I:i\/iak),
7z = AL AT 7 3.105
I S | Blr) (o) 22 (k) b alfiox)). i o 109
P () (7o ()7 1/2)2 (s & (1) = bs k(o k), i—0,
where
b5,k (§) =k (€Fan) P+ (EF ) 2+ (EFar) T e In(EFan)+ Y d, p(EF )™,
MEZy
bo.x(6):= (EFIV2ar)Y? Y & L (6FiV20)™+ Y d L (€F1V201)™,
mEZy MEZy
bri(§):=6° Y e, hsk(€):=€8 > e,
meEZy meEZy
with & 1., & 10 & G Doy gy Ao €05 and 0, constants.

One now estimates the second term on the right—han(i side of Equation (8.94]). From Equations (3.62)—

B84, it follows, after simplification, that

/ﬁ EPLEEAL () 4 :/ﬁ € (£(4€% +(€b) /3 (=2+70(7))) +8(€* —a}) (€ +203)'/?)
fon  (E¥Pook(§))? Fow (E(4€2+(eb)1/3(—2470(7))) +4(£2 —a2) (£24202)1/2)
~ (§2BO(T)+§4(a_i/2)T_2/3) dg (3106)

(&=l (@ +20])7

Evaluating the integral in Equation (3.I00]), a lengthy calculation shows that its asymptotics at the
turning and the singular points are given by

ngk(ﬁ) 6 k(ﬁo k) ﬁEOTfl/aﬂk(:I:ak),

9,
B3Py k() Ag. () _ D10.6(7) —b10.6(Flo k), FEO, —2/sp2s, (£iv20),
(1) /ﬁo,k (§3Poo.k(£))? % P 611,’65‘7; h 11, kE“O ’“; f— 00, (8.107)
th,k ,D: b MO,k ), ﬁ_)ov
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where
00.1(€) =& bk (L (7) (6F ) ™2 +pr(7)(&, o (1) 85 o ()7~ (1) (F o) ™2,
b10.k (&) ==& Pk (P)fsk (T) (EFiIV2as) "2+ L pr(7)Fsr (1) I(EFIV20a4),
bi1.k(§) :==pr(r)T /3¢ (¢ ,k+§ 2(& 4k 7P ho(1))
+ O(For)r (& €2 Fo 1 ho(7))) )
b2k () ==pu(r)7 ¢! (%,kr?/ ho(7) 46814 7 2 ho (1) +€2 (&4 #8547/ ho (7))
+ (9(FO(T)T*U?’(&gﬁ)sz/gﬁo(T)+§&§7)k7'2/3ﬁo(r)+§2(&gs)k+6§97k72/3fzo(r))))) ,
with & . m=1,2,...,19, constants, and

: 25(j)ho(r)r?/? .

fj7k(7') T <( 1/2) W 5 j—1,2,3, (3108)
where §(1)=3(2)=+1 and §(3)=—1. Thus, assembling the error estimates (3.104), (B.103)), and BI07),
and retaining only leading-order terms, one arrives at the error function defined by Equation (389). O
Corollary 3.1.4. Set i zak—l—T_l/?’/N&, k==1, where K:T_)_,’_OO O(T%%), 0< <8, <1/9. Then,

[ ding(r @0 e = () ra@)+FE () +OEn ()

0,k

+ O((Cg,,krfl/g+C4,k(7:0(7)+4vo(7')))

-1/3 .
x (cl’“ f”””oﬁ))))a& (3.109)
A2
where pi(7), F+x(§) and Er,(§) are defined by Equations (B.87), B8]), and B89), respectively,
3 (\/3F1 2 1 =\ | (5+3V3) 2
Fo(1)=———= ——In7+InA |+ + In(3ay), 3.110
T’k( ) akA< V3 )q:?)\/gai 3 6\/504% 3\/§ai (Bau) ( )

with the upper (resp., lower) signs taken according to the branch of the square-root function lim52_)+oo(§2—|—
2a )1/2 +oo (resp., limgz o (€2 +2a3 V2 =—00), and ¢ 1, m=1,2,3,4, are constants.

Proof. Substituting fig x, as given in the corollary, for the argument of the functions F ; x(£) and & . (£)
(cf. Equation ([B88)) and the first line of Equation (8:89), respectively) and expanding with respect to the

small parameter 7~/ 37&, one arrives at the following estimates:

= Frp(fior) = Fi o (n)+0(r713R), (3.111)

where F ﬁT (7) is defined by Equation (3.110), and

O(Er.x(Fo,k)) s O<M>+O<M>+O<Mﬂ>. (3.112)

r—1/372 7—2/372

From the Conditions (8I7) and the Definitions (3.87) and (BI08) (for j=1), one shows that

pe(m) = P2 (1) +O((7o (1) =200 (7))~ 1) +O(((7o (1) =200 (7)) (Fo (7) +4vo (7)) +4vd (7)) 7~ 2/?), (3.113)
where s

P (7)== 5 (—ai(fo(T)+4U0(7))+(a—i/2)7_1/3), (3.114)
and

fie(r) = 72/3<%(a—i/2)+0(v0(7)r1/3)4—(9(81;(2)(7)+4v0(7')f0(r)—(fo(T))2)>; (3.115)

T—+00
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thus, from the Conditions (8I7) and the Asymptotics BI12)-BIIH), it follows that, for constants ¢, k,
m=1,2,...,6,

O(gT,k(ﬁO,k)) =

T—+00

0 ( <C1,k7_1/3+02,k7:o(T)

SN (o4 o) 100 (r) )

+ (’)(T;/B (05&7:0(7)7—1/3+c6,,€f0(7) (7o (T)+4UO(T))))

= OF2BA ) +0(r AT, (3.116)

T—+00

From the Conditions (817), Equation (3.80]), and the asymptotics (B111)) and BII3), it follows that

Zow(i) = ok rp(@)+F 2 (1) +O((Fo(r) +4vp(7)) 7 */*A) +O( ' A). (3.117)

Therefore, via the asymptotic estimates (BI16) and EII7), and the fact that A=, o O(7%), 0<d <
0k < 1/9, the result stated in the corollary (cf. Equation (8:109)) is a consequence of Proposition B.1.0]
(cf. Equation (B:85)), upon retaining only leading-order contributions. O

Corollary 3.1.5. Let the conditions stated in Corollary B4 be valid. Then, for the branch of (),
k=1, that is positive for large and small positive £,

/ ﬁ diag(T ™ (€)0eT(€)) d¢ = <pk(r)F3’,i°(r)+o<<‘1>kT” 3+Cz,kfo(r))

_ A2
o,k %tooo A

x (cg,kr-1/3+c4,k(f0(7)+4v0(r))))
+ O(ﬁ*%*“(c5,kfl/3+c6,k(f0(7)+4v0(r)))))ag, (3.118)

where p(7) is defined by Fquation ([B.87),

.00 (V3-1)71/3 2 ( 1 ~> 5-V3 2
F =— —_—— —Zln7+lnA )+ 4= In(3(2—V3)az), 3.119
T,k (T) \/gakA 3\/5(1% 3 T 6\/30(% 3\/30(% ( ( ) k) ( )
and
z . 1 £,0 c7 kT71/3+C8 k’Fo(T)
diag(T™7(£)0:T(§))dE = | pe(T)F73(T)+0O ’ =
Fo,k TIIee ’ A2
X (CQkT_l/S+C10,k(7:0(7')+400(7'))))
+ O(ﬁQTfl/g(Cu,kT*l/g+C12,k(7:0(7)+4vo(7')))))0’37 (3.120)
where
o, (V3+1)r1/3 2 ( 1 ~> (54+9v/3) 2 o
Foo(r)=— —+ ——InT+InA ) — + In(e 3ag), 3.121
T,k( ) \/gak;A 3\/5&% 3 6\/5@% 3\/§04£ ( / k) ( )
with constants ¢y, m=1,2,...,12.

Proof. Choosing consistently the corresponding branches in Equations (8:88) and (BII0), and via
the third and fourth lines of Equation ([3.89), respectively, one shows, via the Conditions (3.I7) and the

asymptotics (BI13), that (cf. Equation ([B.109))
2

- 2 —
Frk(f) 75‘220 - 37]26+W1n(2—\/§)+0(u %), (3.122)
_ 2 2 R
Fr,k(u) T;)?-Ooo - Oé_i+3\/§04£ ln(e F )+O(M2)7 (3123)
OEns() = _ O Fo(r) (Fo(r) +4uo(r))r=*) + O ho(r)r ) (3.124)
O(&r.. (1)) T_):*_OOO(ﬁ2f0(7')(f0(T)—|—4v0(7'))7_2/3)—|—(’)(ﬁ2fo(7)7_1) . (3.125)

n—0
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Via the Conditions (BI7)), Equation (BI10), and the Asymptotics B113)) and BI122)-BI259), it follows
that (cf. Equation (3.109))

PR k()12 4(1) = k(T 25 (04O (Fo(r) +4vo(r) T~ )+ OG0 2/%),  (3.126)
PR k(D)) = o 2 1)+ O (Fo(r) +4vo (1)) + O@P 2%, (3.127)

where F 320(7) and F ﬁT(,)C(T) are defined by Equations (3119) and (BI121)), respectively. The results stated

in the corollary are now a consequence of the Conditions ([B.I7), Equation ([3.I09), and the asymptotic
expansions (3124)-(BI127), upon retaining only leading-order terms. O

Proposition 3.1.7. Let T(i1) be given in Equation (B.50), with A(ix) defined by Fquation BA) and
12(n), k==+1, given in Equation (3.58), with the branches defined as in Corollary B3 Then,

_ 1 adle 1 0 &P (4 (7))
T([E) | = (b(r) 2 <I+: (2(ai/2)72/3(sb)1/3(2+f0(7)) ©
ke K 4(20)273 (1440 (1)

and

o ) )R Yol 1)

(3.129)
where ¢1(T), ¢c2(7), ¢3(7), and cs(7), respectively, are defined by Equations (3.133)—-B.I36) below.

Proof. The proof is presented for the Asymptotics ([B128]). Let the conditions stated in the proposition
be valid. Then, via Equations (3.10), B.I5]), and (B.16]), and the Conditions [B1I1), one shows that

~ -1 SIS
W) = 2 2a=i/2)r P0G () (3.130)
_ 4V —a(r)b(T 1
(A@) —il(Dos)os = 4T+ " 1G4+ =00, (1)
Tortoo —i2d(r '
1L/ o & ~_33 e 0
+§(—b(7’) @O +0( > () 0  con , (3.131)
1 1 1 094(7) ~—43
—— ——— = —|l-=— +0O0(r *Xa(1)) | s (3.132)
V205 (70) (Avs (7) — 0 () ™72 4u< w28 ’
where
o L (Eb)1/3 _ N 1\ . -2/3 .
O g (7)== (=2+70(7)) +(=1)? 2m+1)(a~1/2)77/%,  m, j€{0,1},

AL(T):= —3ai+ﬁo(7) - i (a—i/2)2 43,
Ao (7)) =c3 )\ (7')—|—C4,k(0f’0(r))2 +C5)k7'72/30870(7'),

and ¢k, m=1,2,...,5, are constants; thus, via the Conditions ([3.I7), Equation ([3.50), and the Expan-

sions (BI30)—-3I32), one arrives at the Asymptotics (128, where
c1(r)=05,(1)/8. (3.133)
Proceeding analogously, one arrives at the Asymptotics (3.129), where
(=2+70(7))*
32(eb)t/3 7

_ CY4 iL T — 72 T 2 ’EL T
(r) e =3 Z;rgo( )_3(35&;1(/3)) +2(1(;)10/(3 ). (3.135)

co(7):=— (3.134)
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3al—ho(r)  3(—2+70(r))? 208 ,(7)
4af 32(b)1/3 " (e0)23(1+ (7))’

ca(7):= (3.136)

with 0871(7) defined above. O

Proposition 3.1.8. Let T'(j1) be given in Equation (B50), with A(i) defined by Equation BA) and

12(i1), k==1, given in Equation ([3.58). Set ﬁoyk:ak+7_1/3x, where A=r_s 4 0o O(T%), 0< 6 <5 <1/9.
Then,

_1.d(e = (2¢b)Y2 (2w +v3)w
o) (b(7))~z ad(es) (<w+\/§ (2ab)1/2w>+( 3an T 3@+ vVB)ar )7—1/3K

K= V2w V2(2w /3w
—+o0 (2v/3(w+1/3))1/2 (zb)1/2 w+v/3 Tt =
Ti1e(w;7) Tigw(w;7)) 1 €Lk 2k ), .—1/3%\2
’ ! ’ ! = ’ ’ A 1
+ (T21,k(w;7') Tagk(w; 7) A+O Gk CLk (T ) ) (3.137)
where
w ((anFo(r) T V3§ (T
Tll,k(w;T):Tm,k(w;T)Z:Z( u 3( )_ 30?:( )>, (3.138)
b 1/2 r 14+2V3 —1/3 ax
Tig,k(w; 7):= (E—) wapvo(T) — cxto(r) _(1+ Vi3w)r Pgi(r) , (3.139)
2 4(w+V/3) 6(cw+v3)au,
. - V135" (7
(i) T [ Y Go(r) +200(r) 4202 S () RS
w;T) = S
21,k\TW0; T (2517)1/2 23/2(51))1/667171-1@/3(1_|_v0(7,)7.71/3) 4(w—|—\/§)w )

(3.140)

with §5(7) :=712/3F11(7), where §1x(7) is given in Equation BI0R) (for j=1), (A2)V/2:= @A, w==+1,
and ¢,y 1, m=1,2,3, are constants.
Proof. Set T(i) = (T'(it))i,j=1,2. From the formula for T'(x) given in Equation (B50), with A(x)
defined by Equation B4) and I3 (), k==+1, given in Equation (3.58)), one shows that
~ -~ i(A1 () —ilk (2 ~ iAia(p
T (p)=Te(p)=—= ( ~11(M) ~k(m) —, Tip(fp)=——F7— 12(11) —
V2l () (A (7) =il (1)) V2l (1) (A (7) =il (72)) (3.141)
- iAa1 (1)

In(p)=—==== D =il ()
V2ily, (7)) (A1 (1) —ily (7))
From Equations (34), BI0), (BI5), and (318), the Conditions (3I7), and Equation BI08) for f1x(7)

(with associated asymptotics (B.110)), one shows, upon taking fig r as stated in the proposition, that

1 _ (r—1/33)1 (1 (5w +7/3) sy
V2ily. (fio 1) (A11 (fio,k ) — il (Fio 1)) ™+ 4(2v/3(w++/3))1/2 6(w+v/3)ak
_ o (T)+2(14+2v3w@) (3ax) Lo (r)r— /3 1
8w (w++/3)

A

+ 0((71/3K)2)> : (3.142)

VA (o) +li(Fio) = 4w(w+\/§)7-—1/3/~\(1—%7—1/37\—%0((7—1/3]{)2)
n (ozkfo(T)—i-ZZD(\(/jik\)/;)gZ(T)T1/3> l) , (3.143)

X
—idi(ior) = (b)) (=2(eb)a T R4 3 (Eb) ey (r AR+ O(( R

— 2(5b)2/3ei2”k/3vo(7’)7'1/3> , (3.144)
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iAo (flo k) = b(r) (204,;3771/3/1—3a,;4(fl/37x)2+(9((T*1/37x)3)

elmk/37—1/3 ((Eb)l/g(fo (1) +2v9(7)) +2(a—i/2)ei”k/37_1/3)

! (€b)?/3(14vo(1)71/3) ) . (3.145)

where g;,(7) and w are defined in the proposition. Substituting expansions (3.142)—(B.I145) into Equa-
tions B.I4I) (with =g k), one arrives at the asymptotics for T'(fio %) stated in the proposition. O

3.2 The Model Problem: Asymptotics Near the Turning Points

The matrix WKB formula (cf. Equation (854))) doesn’t provide an approximation for solutions of Equa-
tion (B3)) in shrinking (as 7 — +oo with b >0) neighbourhoods of the turning points, where a more refined
approximation must be constructed. There are two simple turning points approaching +iv/2ay,, k= =+1:
the approximate solution of Equation (8.3) in the neighbourhoods of these turning points is expressed in
terms of Airy functions. There are, additionally, two pairs of double-turning points, one pair coalescing
at —qy, and another pair coalescing at ay: in neighbourhoods of +ay, the approximate solution of Equa-
tion (B.3) is expressed in terms of parabolic-cylinder functions (see, for example, [I8, 19l 27, 28| [57]). In
order to obtain asymptotics for u(7) and the associated, auxiliary functions f1 (1), H(7), o(7), and &(1),
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 B3] in a neighbourhood of the double-turning
point ay, because the remaining monodromy data can be calculated via Equations (LEI]), which define

the monodromy manifold®3 For the asymptotic Conditions (3I7) on the functions ho(7), 7o(7), and

vo(T), this parametrix (approximation) is given in Lemma B.2.T] below.

Lemma 3.2.1. Set

 Pe(T)ak(7)
2/J,k (7‘)

where (1), pr(7), and qu(7) are defined by Equations (3221)), B224), and B225), respectivelyP] and

let p=1io,5 = ap+7 V3N, where A=1_, 4o O(T%%), 0< 8 < 6, < 1/9. Concomitant with Equations (B.6])—

@B9), the Definitions BIA)-BI4), and the Conditions [BI), impose the following restrictions:

v(k)+1:= k=+1, (3.146)

0 < Rewk)+1) < 1, Im(v(k)+1) < O(1),
T—+00 T—+00 T—+00
1 (3.147)
0 < & < k==1.

T—400 T—400 6(3+R6(V(/€)+1))7

Then, there exists a fundamental solution of Equation ([B3.3)), \T/(ﬁ):\ik(ﬁ, 7), k=41, with asymptotics

~ 1 1 0 ~ ~
(71, = (b(r)) 273G 1327 | | I+] A+3 A2
k(,u T) T~>+Oo( (T)) 272 Go,k k <( i\;f?fz)k_l)glk 1)( + A,k(T) + B,k(T) )
x (1+<9(ék(T)|V(k)+1|2|pk(T)|*2T*<%*2<3+R0<'/<k>+1>>5k>))cpMyk(K), (3.148)
where
VB2l ot
Tan(n):= () wve | (3.149)
(4ﬁzz¢)glk )268:k+£1’:k+£;k o ka(ﬂ';c =
1 0
JB,k(T):zﬁafk(ffk—i-f{k) <_i4\/§%k)2tk 0) , (3.150)
Xk (T

with Go i, Zk, Uk, B, E&k, Efk, Xk (7), and f{k defined by FEquations B.159), (B.I60), (B.I65), (B.I66),
B203), B209), B2I0), and @220), respectively] My(C) 3 €k (1) =15 100 O(1), and ®prx(A) is a

Sfundamental solution of

0P 1 (A)

A (/Lk(T)K03+pk(T)U+ +qk(7)o_)<I>M7k(/~X) : (3.151)

26More precisely, Equations (L63) (resp., Equations (L64)) for k=+1 (resp., k=—1).

27See, also, the corresponding Definitions B160), G165)-E170), EI184), E190)-EI199), G203, G209, G210),
and (3:220).

28See, also, the corresponding Definition (BI55).
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(I)M,k(K) has the explicit representation

T — D_y (k- ('(2%( ))1/2A) B u(k)((zﬂk(T))l/QK) B
o0 oy B A CMONT) Dy SO 1

where Dy (7, A):= pk;(r) (%—uk(ﬂj\), and Dy (-) is the parabolic-cylinder function [22].

Proof. The derivation of the parametrix [B.I48)) for a fundamental solution of Equation (B3)) consists

of applying the sequence of invertible linear transformations §;, j=1,2,...,11; for k==+1,
(i) F1: SLa(C)3 V() Wp(A) =T (ap+7/3A),
(i) §2: SLa(C)3Wk(A) s @y (A):=(b(7)) 27 Wy (A),
(i) Fs: SL2(C)3@p(A)— @) (A):=Gy 1 Pi(A),
(iv) Fa: SLa(C)3®L(A) = du(A):=Gy 1 DL (),
(V) Fs5: SLo(C)3dk(A) b p(A):=7"573D, (A),
(vi) F6: SLa(C)3Pgx(A)— Dg (A):=I+iwe xo_ ) Do x(A),
(vii) §r: SL2(C)3>®g s (A) s B (A):= (Il x Aoy ) o 1 (A),
(vii) s SLa(C)2®p,(A) = @f , (A):= (I— b1 5 Ao ) @5, (A),
(i) §o: SLa(C)30f (A) =], (A):=0G, @, (A),
(®) F10: SL2(C)3®] , (A) = @} (A)i= (1=l kAo ), (A),

(xi) F11: SLa(C)2 8% (A) = ®prp(A):= x5 L (A)®f(A) €My(C),

where the Mz(C)-valued, 7-dependent functions Go, Gik, I+iworo—, Ga, and )Zk(/NX), and the 7-
dependent parameters (o, £1, and lo 5 are described in steps (iii), (iv), (vi), (ix), (xi), (vii), (viii),
and (x), respectively, below, and My(C) 3 ® 1 (A) is given in Equation (3I52).

(i) The gist of this step is to simplify the System (3.3)) in a proper neighbourhood of the (coalescing)

double-turning point oy, k € {£1}. Let U(fi) solve Equation (@3); then, using Equations 3.7), @),
BI10), 315), and B.I6]), the Conditions ([B.IT), and applying the transformation 51, one shows that, for
ki

OV (A)

R i (b(r))~ 7 2d(@s) (ﬁo,k(r)+751,k(r)K+752,k(T)K2+0(Ek(T)K3))\ik(K), (3.153)
where
A Ao Bo
P =" 2
o (7) (Co ! AO)
—laFo(T) —i2(eb)?/3e 127k /3y (1)
= (b /3™ /3 (R () 4200 (7)) Li2(a—i/2)el2Tk/3 1 —1/3 L , 3.154
<_ (i(eb) ( ((;(1,)222(1[35”3)(;72.(71/342) ) 10k To (7’) ( )
5 v (A B\ _ (i(—4+io(r)T71?) i4/2(cb)1/2
Pualr)= (C} —/h)_( 4V2(b) 12 i(—ddio(r)r 1)) (3:155)
A Ag Bg
,P :: A A
2.5 (T) (Cg _A2>
(MR (2 (7)) —i12(cb) /e ik /3 =1/3 156
T\ —il2(eh) RS VBT (L (r)r L)L |
and 2 1/3 2/3 2/3
B _ (o " (=247o(T)T )T —1320, 7~
Ek(T)_( _14041257_—2/3 _ia];Q(_2+7:0(T)7__1/3)T_2/3 (3157)

Observe that tr(Po 1 (7)) =tr(P1 (7)) =tr(Par (1)) =tr(Ex (7)) =0.
(i) This intermediate step removes the scalar-valued function b(7) from Equation (3I53). Let ¥y (A)
solve Equation ([B.I53); then, applying the transformation §2, one shows that, for k==1,

0%k (A) ( A

e 0.6(7)+ P (1) R+ Po () A2+ OB (1)A?) ) i (R). (3.158)
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(iii) The essence of this step is to transform the coefficient matrix Py 4 (7) (cf. Definition (3I55)) into
diagonal form. Let &, (A) be a solution of Equation (BI58); then, applying the transformation §3, where

G G (At Ay k=41 (3.159)
= C1 C1 5 — ) °
P 2N W) i {
with A; and C; given in Equation (I55), and
1 1 1/2
N (k):=i4V32), =i4V/3 (1—67?0(7)71/3+@(f0(7)71/3)2> : (3.160)
one shows that
a®k (A < - A - ~
o (A) (P@k(r)+Pf,€(r)A+P§k(7)A2+O(95;Ek(r)go,k/\3))@?C(A), (3.161)
aA T—+00 ’ ’ ’ ’
where
P61 (7):=Gg 4 Po.x(T)Go.k =03 +Broy +Cho_, (3.162)
PL(7):=Go 4 PLi(T)Go 1 = 4V3Z 03, (3.163)
PE1(T) =G 1 Pak(T)Gok =Af o3 +Bf o+ o, (3.164)
with
1 iak(fb)1/2~ ~ —1/3\_: 2/3,—i27k/3
mk:(ng)l/QZk (_ 22 Fo(T) (=447 ()T /)—12(517) e /UO(T)
1/3.imk/3 (= o i2rk/3,_—1/3
— i(&-b)l/3 (Eb) € (T‘O(T)+2UO(T))+2(G’ 1/2)6 T , (3165)
1+vo(r)T—1/3
1 i, (eb)/? _ _ _1/3 . 2/3 —i2rk/3
By, = (6eb)1/2 2, (_ 2v/2 Fo(T)(—4+7o(T) 71/ —4v/32,) —12(eb) >/ e P (r)
+i(eb)1? (eb)V/3eI ™R3 (7o (1) + 200 (7)) +2(a—1/2)e2T*/37=1/3
1+vo(r)T1/3
1
x (1—|—E(—4+’F0(7')7’1/3)(—44—7:0(7')7'1/3—4\/§Zk))> ) (3.166)
1 iak({:‘b)l/2~ - —1/3 . 2/3 —i27k/3
¢ = (ng)1/2zk< 73 Fo () (=470 (7)™ Y3 +4V/32;,) +12(eb) 2/ 3 127F 3 (1)

1/36i7rk/3 Fo (T vol(T a—i ei27'rk/37,71/3
_ 1(Eb)1/3<(5b) ( 0( )‘fjv(;((T;z—_t?/(s /2) )

x (1+%(—4+fo(T)T‘1/3)(—4+fo(7)7—1/3+4\/§Zk))) : (3.167)
g i(gb)l/Se—iwk/3T—l/3 B 5 sy ) s
o= 2(6:b)1/2Z), (48+( 247o(T)T ) (=4 4To(T)T )), (3.168)
po i(gb)l/Be—iwk/BT—l/B B s - s
Bow= " senzz, (AFTo(T PP —4V32)(—4+ 570 (1)), (3.169)
g i(gb)l/Se—iwk/3T—l/3 ~ s - s
Q:O,k - 2(65b)1/22k (—4+T0(T)T / —|—4\/§Zk>(—4—|— ETO(T)T / ) (3170)

Observe that tr(Pg (7)) =tr(PP (7)) =tr( ﬁk(T))ztr(g&;IEk (1)Go,k) =0. For the requisite estimates in
step (xi) below, the asymptotics of the functions G x, A, B, €k, ng > %g > and Qfg . are essential; via

the Conditions [B.I7), the Asymptotics (B2I)) and [B53)), the Definitions (BI55), BI59), and BI60),
and Equations (3165)-BI70), a lengthy, but otherwise straightforward, algebraic calculation shows that

Gor = GoptAGok, k==1, (3.171)

T—r+00

where

(B)Y2(VB-1)  (eh)3(VE+1)
V2 : (3.172)

6eb)/1G = /2
(60) 2 Go5, ] )
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and
AGo k=G0 s —G5% = (Eﬁgg:g; Eﬁgg:gz) : (3.173)
with
1/4 @)V (V3=1)(2vB+1) ~1/3 1 (V3—-1)(4v/3-1)
(6eb)™/*(AGo k)11 := WG 5 fo(T)T —|—12\/§ 1+ e
X (Fo (P71 A2+ O((Fo(r)r 1)) ) (3.174)
1/4 _ @ WEBHYEVB-D) s 1 [ (VB (VBT
(68b) (Ago)k)lg.— 4\/5 6 TQ(T)T +—12\/§ 1+ 8\/§
x (fo(T)T‘l/3)2+O((fo(7)7—1/3)3)) : (3.175)
(6€b)1/4(Ago,k)21:(6517)1/4(Ago,k)22ZZifo(T)Tfl/g—2(214)2(7:0(7')771/3)2+O((f0(7)7'71/3)3)a
(3.176)
and
I (s T A . ey (a=i/2)(1200 (1) —Fo (7))
o = MOVEIT I anu(r) o)+ 200(r)) - (ol ()Rl )

+ O((Geb)’lm (—i(eb)1/3((55)1/3e”k/3(f0(7)+2v0(7))+2(a—1/2)ei2”’“/3f1/3)(UO(T)fl/S)?

o ST (DR ) (o) 26 )4 200 () + 20 211
X 00(7)771/3) fo(T)Til/g)), (3.177)
o o (B2 (B
B = 15D (Gl + (V) - ST WL
Ak 2 - 2 a—i vo (T —D)fo(r))r~ Y3
‘ (—7"((%(7)) (VB4 (o (r) 4803 (r) + LT/ D2 CVEDR(T) )
i 203 1/3 ji2wk/3 s )
+ 0 (gepy 2 (D 0D (P )P (o) +70(r)/2V3)
i 2/3 jirk/3 s i ) )
— MBI e ) (5 2 (ol + (VB4 ) o)+ 23 B () o)+ 20n(7)
o (eb)'/? s, _—1/3y2 (i(eb)P(V3+1)? oo (F)r—1/3)2 i(eb)'/?(3v/3+4) PRGREESVEN:
O a0 (MG vy ML BBy
i(eb)'/*(2++/3) - —1/3y2 1/3 imk/3 (= s oy i2mk/3_—1/3
R B PGP )((sb) 1367/ (5o (1) 4200 (7)) +2(a—i/2)e 2™/ 3V )))
(3.178)
_ ) ak _ (V3-1)(a—i/2)77 3\ i(v/3-1)2r"1/3
e = ~iVB-1) (G tuolr) - (Vi Dyory) - LUV ) JVID
Ok, 2 - 2 a—i Vo (T) — Fo(T))r /3
x <7((7’0(7)) —2(\/§—1)v0(7)7’o(7)+8v0(7))—( /2)(A2v0(7) 6(21:/§+1) ) )
i —1)2(a—i ob)L/3ei2mk/3 s )
+(’)<(6sb)’1/2< (V31 2D Fo(r)(r/2)* (wo(r) ~Fo(7)/2V/3)
i _ e 2/3617rk/3 —1/3v2,, - 2 _ ~
+ BT g 1) 9 ()4 (VB=1) (VB un(r) = o)) o)+ 220()
ia(eb)'? s Cayse (i(e0)P(VB-1)? v 132, i(e0)3(3v3—4) ; —1/3y2
(a4t (ML gy ML B gy
- —1(56)1;3\(/23_ v3) UO(T)fo(T)(T71/3)2> ((5b)1/gei”k/3(FO(T)—|—2v0(7'))+2(a—i/2)ei2”k/3771/3)>) ,
(3.179)
A4—1/3 = ~1/3\2
A Tioo—lljgak —WO(Z%% ) <—§+%7:0(7')7'1/3+(9((f0(7')7'1/3)2)>, (3.180)
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i T3 ifg (1) (r1/3)2

%gﬁk TH:JFOO 4(\/5\;%:;)]C + 0(4)\§§ak ) (_2(3\/354—7)_'_0((7;0(7_)7,1/3)2)) , (3181)
i D)3 () (7 /3)? —

ngk T_):J’_OO 4(\/5\/§l)k + 0(4)\550% ) (_2(3\/5 7)4_0((7»;0(7_)7_1/3)2))' (3182)

(iv) The idea behind the transformation for Equation ([B.I61]) that is subsumed in this step is to put
the coefficient matrix Pg, (1) (cf. Definition (3.I162)) into a particular Jordan canonical form, namely, to
find a unimodular, 7-dependent function G j such that

G Pox(T)GL e =iwo ros+770,, k=1, (3.183)

where (cf. Equations (818, (3.19), and B.I65)-BI161))

a—i/2)vo(r)r1/3 h
- 1+{;i)(7’(;5-)1/3 4((“_1/2)+0<1§272/3h0(7))

- o (BB ()] () <T>>2T_1/3>

1+vo(r)T1/3

wg,k i=det(Pg (7)) = (1) +

4(a—i/2)vo(r)7 /3

: 3.184
+ 1+vo(r)r=1/3 7 ( )
the following lower-triangular solution for G; , is chosen:
Grp=B; 7o (1+(iw0,k—mk)r—1/3a,) . k=1, (3.185)
Let @?ﬂ(?&) solve Equation ([B.IG1]); then, applying the transformation §4, one shows that
(9(i)k(/~X) v v Y v A2 —1po—175 A3\\& (A
= (P PR PR + 00,16 (Br(r)GosGr 48 8u(R),  (3.186)
where
P(Zk(T) = g;;P(ﬁk(T)Ql,k Ziwo)k03+71/30+, (3.187)
Py ()= Gy pPEL(T) Gk =i4V3Zro3 —i8V/3(iwo 5 —An) 2~/ P0o_, (3.188)
7)2v,k(7) = Q;;Pﬁk(ﬂgm
ﬁ (iwo,k—i)lk)‘Bqu ‘BquTl/:i
_ o pt— 5, g (3.189)
2(iwo,k —A) (A Bh , —BrAb ) +H(BrCh , —€BE By (iwo,x —Ax) B , '

. i
SEpEsTE ~ gt )

Note that, at this stage, the matrix Py, () is not diagonal; rather, it now contains an additional, lower

off-diagonal contribution. For the requisite estimates in step (xi) below, the asymptotics of the function
wj ;. is essential; via the Conditions (BI7), the Asymptotics (3:2I) and (3.53), and the Definition (3.184),

one shows that, for k==+1,

W = = ai(8ug(r)+4vo(r)Fo (1) = (7o(7))?) +4(a—i/2)wg(r)T

T—+00
+ (40200 () (7o (T) 4200 (7)) —4(a—1/2)vo(T)7~ 3w (7)1 1/3
+o((_4a§v0(7)(f0(r)+21;0(7))+4(a_i/z)vo(T)fW)(UO(T)T*UW) . (3.190)

(v) This step entails a straightforward 7-dependent scaling. Let @4 (A) solve Equation (I80); then,
applying the transformation §5, one shows that, for k==+1,

ng%@) = (Ph+PhDR+PA (DR
+ (9(T*%“g;;g&;ﬁk(T)go,kgl,m%“ﬁx?’))&o,k(ﬁ), (3.191)
where
Ply(r):=78TPY (1) 767 =iwg yos+ oy, (3.192)
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751‘k(7)-= “8 Py (T)7 87 =143 203 —i8V/3 (1w — ) Zpo—, (3.193)
O' 10'
P (7):=77 87 Pg  (7)757
Ql]i (Mok Qlk)%[)k %
— 0, k B By (3 194)
2(iwo, 5 —Ap) (AR BY |, —B A k)+(%k¢ —€, B By ot (iwo,k =2A) B, | | '
B, @At —5—)

(vi) The purpose of this step is to transform the coefficient matrix 750‘ +(7) (cf. Equation (3.192)) into

off-diagonal form. Let <i>07k(/~X) solve Equation ([BI91)); then, applying the transformation §g, one shows
that, for k=+1,

0Por(h) 0 1 1432 0 T (Bor Qox )iz “ (T3 e
oh e w2y 0) T lsvazo, —iavaz) A o, i, )N FOERMAT ) Ror(A),

(3.195)
where
PBo.x ::ﬂg,k—%g,ﬂk%il, (3.196)
Q5 =35 B, ", (3.197)
Ry 1= — B, ALB 122,20 | +9B,.€F (3.198)
and
E; (1) :=(I+iwg ro_) T_%U?’gi,igofiﬁk(T)go,kgl,mé‘” (I—iwp ko—) . (3.199)

(vii) This step, in conjunction with steps (viil) 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 (xi)
below), one must eliminate the coefficient matrix of the A2 term from Equation (3.I958); in particular,
this step focuses on the excision of the (12)-element. Let <I)01k(1~\) solve Equation (3I090)); then, applying
the transformation §7, with 7-dependent parameter g, one shows, via the Conditions [B.I7), that, for
k=1,

00y, (A) 0 —lopt1), (MVEZitud i lon 0 X
oA oo \\~wip 0 i8V3Z A —i4VBZ—wi Lok
N <—18\/§zkalkfo,k+mak w§7k€37k+i8\/§Zk€07k+Qak)KQ
RS i8v/3 2, Ak lo,k— B 1
+ O(E] (to:7)A%)) @} 1 (R), (3.200)
where )
Ex (fok; ):=EZ(T)+<_9%0*’“£°”“ —I8VBZKAU LG 2 4, ’“> (3.201)
0 R Lok

with Ej(7) defined by Equation (3.199). One now chooses g so that the (12)-element of the coefficient

matrix of the A2 term in Equation (3:200) is zero, that is, w3 103 +i8V3BZpLo k+Q5 = 0; the roots are
given by

—i8V3 24t |/ (8V3Z1)? — 4w} 15
2w§)k

Noting from the Conditions (B.IT), the Asymptotics B.2I)) and B353), Equations BI60) and (B.169),
and the Definitions (I60), (I84), and BI07) that 2y =, 1o 1 +O(772/3), W§ j =r 400 O(172/3),
and 9f ; =700 O(1), it follows that, for the class of functions consistent with the Conditions (B.17),

the ‘+-root’ in Equation ([B.202)) is chosen:

—i8V3Z,+/(8v32x)?— 4w} 1,

2
2wo,k

= . k=1 (3.202)

Co =15 = (3.203)

Via the formula for the 7-dependent parameter (g = EBLk given in Equation ([B203), one re-writes
Equation [B200) as follows: for k=+1,

o0y (A) < ( 0 —Eafk+1>+<i4\/§2k+w§)k€f{7k 0 ) X

gA T+ —wak 0 i8v/3Z, Ay —i4V/32;, _Wg,k%r,k
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—i8vV3 2,2kl +F5 & 0 T2 Vb .3 b
< mak 18\/§Zk2lk£3:k_mak A +O(Ek (go,k?T)A ) ¢O,k(A)
(3.204)

For the requisite estimates in step (xi) below, the asymptotics of the 7-dependent parameter EaLk is
essential; via the Conditions [BI7), the Asymptotics (B2I) and (BE3), and the Definitions (BI60),
BI84), 3I97), and [B3:203), one shows that, for k=41,

. . _ i
g = (g T@r Box
0k + 5 ¥oo 8\/§ 12 By,

. s 1 3 # 2
- Wi <1+TO(T)T /3+(9((7:0(T)Tl/3)3)) <%O’k>

+O((f0(7')71/3)3)>

(8V3)3 12 B,
~ _ 5 # 3
+0 wé‘,k(HWJFO((%(T)T‘W)?’)) (if:) : (3.205)

where the asymptotics of the functions 9B, and %g,k are given by the Expansions (BI78) and BI8T]),
respectively.

(viii) This step focuses on the excision of the (21)-element from the coefficient matrix of the A2 term
in Equation (3:204)). Let <I>57 k(]&) solve Equation (8:204)); then, under the action of the transformation s,
with 7-dependent parameter ¢; j, one shows that, for k==+1,

09} () 0 —0§,+1 : 2t +
b - <<—w§,k—él,k : )+((14\/§Zk+w07k60)k+€17k(—€07k+1))03
+ 18\/§Zk91k0_)/~&+((%ak—2(14\/§Zk+w§1k€3ik)€17k—Eik(—ﬁ({k—i—l))o_
- (18\/§kaka,€—‘)381,6)03)7&24—(9(1@,:(fg:k,fl,k;T)/NX?’)) o (M), (3.206)
where .
EA (f{{k, b g 7):=E] (fg:k; T)+2€17k(—’¥37k+i8\/§Zlekf3:k)U_. (3.207)

One now chooses /1 ; so that the (2 1)-element of the coefficient matrix of the A2 term in Equation (3206)
vanishes, that is, (—€; ,+1)63 , +2(14v3Zp+w] 1L )01k — R ,=0; the roots are given by

L VBE R ) (4B Z+0] W2+ (65, + 1)
= T . k=+L1. (3.208)
0,k

Noting from the Conditions [B.IT), the Asymptotics (32I) and [B.53]), Equations BI65)—@BI70), and

the Definition (3I98) that R} , =10 O(7~%/3), and, recalling (from step (vii) above) the asymptotics
Z) =rsi00 1 +0O(172/3), w%)k = ieo O(T7%/3), and Q(’;)k =400 O(1), it follows from the Defini-
tion (B3:203)) for Kar) . that, for the class of functions consistent with the Conditions ([3.17), the ‘+-root’ in
Equation ([B:208)) is taken:

—(14+/32; +w§7k£3fk)+x;€(7)
—0,+1

b=L = , (3.209)

where

1/2
Xk(T)::((i4\/§Zk+w§1k£8ﬁk)2+9{81k(—€;{7k+1)> . (3.210)

Via the formula for the 7-dependent parameter ¢4 j :sz . defined by Equations (3:209) and (3:2I0), one
re-writes Equation ([B:200]) as follows: for k=+1,

0%} (1) 0 1 . _
T = <<—W§7k—éik 0 ) + (X;g (T)os +18\/§Zk2lka_>A

+ (‘Bak—i&/ngQlkéaik)7\2034—(9(1}3,@(6&,éfk;T)K3)><I>g7k(1~\). (3.211)
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For the requisite estimates in step (xi) below, the asymptotics of the function xx(7) and the 7-dependent
parameter ¢, are essential; via the Conditions [B.I7), the Asymptotics (3.2I) and ([.53)), and the Defi-

nitions @FI60), 3I84), (3107), GI98), B203), (B:209), and B2I0), one shows that, for k=1,

Ry (—00 +1 Ry (—0d  +1))? Ry (—0d +1))3
wr) = iVAEer i ) ) ((( PGSV

T+ 2(4v3Z 4w L5 ,)  8(14VBZr+wd 05 ,)? 14v3 2w 00 )P
(3.212)
where )
Fo(T)r—1/3 Fo ()T 1/3 N _
Ze = -7 —F B —l—O((To(T)T 1/3)3), (3.213)

with the asymptotics for w%) . and (f . given by the Expansions 3.190) and (3.205), respectively, and

T R0k ) (L tD) (%54)° (= Lo x+1)?
B robeo 2(14vB 2 +wd 05,)  8(4VBZ+w? 100 ,)3 (i4V3Zp+wd 105 )°

(3.214)

(ix) This step is necessitated by the fact that the coefficient matrix of the A term in Equation (@211)
remains to be re-diagonalised. Let <I>§)7 (/) solve Equation (B.211)); then, under the action of the trans-
formation §g, where

1 0
Go = <i4\/§Zk91k 1) ,  k==£1, (3.215)
Xk (7)
with 2, Ak, and x;(7) defined by Equations (B160), (B.I65), and ([B2I0]), respectively, one shows that
095, (&) MVBZA (—f +1) —lf 1
OR oo \\—(MBZM)2 (g 1) 4] —wd ) B (g, 41)

Xk (T)

N 1 0\~
+ Xk(T)A03+(‘BS7k—18\/531@9[1@5&;6) (_isﬁzkmk _1> A?
+ O(Gy b EA(0S 1 0 4 r)gzykK?’)) o) (A). (3.216)

(x) This penultimate step focuses on the annihilation of the nilpotent coefficient sub-matrix of the A2
term in Equation (B216)). Let @g () solve Equation (B:216]); then, under the action of the transformation
$10, with 7-dependent parameter /3 ;,, one shows that, for k==1,

02;(A) | MYSE (—gf, +1) gt
OR oo \\—(MBBR)2 (g 1) ] by p—wf, —BEE (], +1)
X (T) + Lok (=05 +1) 0 i
— BB o 1 (1) =k (T) Lok (— L +1))
i8v/3 2,2
+ ((—e%,a—eg,w)—262,kxk<r>—%@ak—immwa@ o
+ (qsak—isﬁzkmqu)ag)K2+(9(E;;(z(;k,z;k,em;T)K3)>q>;(7x), (3.217)
where
B (€ 1 £F oo 2k 7) = G h B (€5 1 €6 15 7) G — 20 1 (5, —18VB 212Ukl )0 (3.218)

One now chooses /3 so that the (21)-element of the nilpotent coefficient matrix of the A2 terms in
Equation [3.2I7) is zero, that is, (—68}—!—1)€§7k+2Xk(T)Kz,k—FiS\/ngQlkx,;l(T)(‘,Bg)k—i&/gzk%lkéaik):O;
the roots are given by

L () E X —8VBZRG (1) (D) (PG —I8VEZ AL,
Ge= il ., k=+1. (3.219)
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 ([B.219)) is taken:

_ —Xk(7) +p(7)
where 12
p(r) = (3 (1) ~18VB 2R (1) (6 1) (B~ 18VBZ2Met,) ) (3.221)

with x%(7) defined by Equation (8:22I0). Via the formula for the 7-dependent parameter ¢ j ::@L) ;» defined
by Equations [8:220)) and [B221]), one simplifies Equation (3.217) to read

094 (A)

= ((r, ) +0@(r. A)) 01 (R), k=21, (3.222)
where _ _
T (7, A) == pr(T)Aos+pi(T) oy +qu(T)o—, (3.223)
with
pi(7)i=—§  +Li(7) + (3.224)
Qk(7)5:(4\/§zkmk><k (1))? (_£&k+1)_éik_£;k_w(2),kv (3.225)
and
Ji(r, A) = 14\/—ﬂ( Egk+1)03—ik(7)a+—wfjk(—fgk—i—l)xa_
Xk (7) ’ Xe(r) % ’
(B —i8VB 2R N2 A B (0 € 0 0L )R, (3.226)

where the yet-to-be-determined scalar function Ly (7) is chosen in the proof of Lemma EZI] below (see, in
particular, Equations (@97)-@I0L)) For the requisite estimates in step (xi) below, the asymptotics
of the function i (7) and the T-dependent parameter /3, are essential; via the Conditions (31T, the

Asymptotics (B:2I) and (53], and the Definitions (mn), BI69), BI94), (3:203), (210), (B220),
and ([B.2Z1]), one shows that, for k==+1,
18V3Z 2k (—€ ,+1) (B, —18VBZLAs L))
pe(r) = xw(m)— T2l
(183242 (=€, +1) (Bj , —18V3ZR kL] )))?
SXk( 7)
O((is\/ﬁzkmk( €+k+1>8(‘130k—18f3k9lk%k>> )
k

20 (3.227)

where the asymptotics of 2y, ¢, x&x(7), and 2 are given by the Expansions (177), (3:208), B212),
and ([B.213), respectively, and

o 14\/§kak (B o —i8VBZRAly ) (L5 1) (18VBZp2Ak (B, —18VB 212kl )?
2k 7 oo X3 (7) 8x3(7)
‘o ( (=8, +1)2(18V3 2.2k (B —isﬁzkmke;kw)

X3 (1)

(3.228)

(xi) The rationale for this—final—step is to transform Equation B222) into a ‘model’ matrix lin-
ear ODE describing the coalescence of turning points. Let @y, k(A) k = 41, be a fundamental solu-
tion of Equation (ZI5I); then, changing variables according to A = A(z) = a;(T)b*z, where a}(7) :=

29Tt will be shown that Ly (7) = 1 0o O(772/3), k€ {£1}: this fact will be used throughout the remainder of the proof
of Lemma 3211
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(4/3e /21 (7)) /2 and b* = 273/2371/4e~17/4 and defining ¢asx(2) == ®ari(A(2)), one shows that
&,k (2) solves the canonical matrix ODE

D=0k (2) = (gUB'FPk(T)U.;.+Qk(T)0_>¢M7k(Z), k=+1, (3.229)

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

D_y(k)-1(iz) QDV_UC) (2) ) : (3.230)

(bM’k(Z):(%(%—E)D—V(k)—l(iz) P (32— 3) Do (2)

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 [B.I46]) and

the representation for ® M;C(INX) given in Equation (3I52)F
Finally, in order to establish the asymptotic representation (3.I48), one has to estimate the unimod-

ular function xy (7\) defined in the transformation §11. Under the action of the transformation §11, one
re-writes Equation ([8.222]) as follows:

dxk(A)
5T = A Ru@) ['Ik(r A ()], k=1, (3.231)

where T (7, A) is defined by Equations 223)-(@225), and 3y (7, A) is defined by Equation (3:226). The
normalised solution of Equation [8:231]), that is, the one for which ¥;(0)=1I, is given by

~ A ~ ~
W) =1+ /0 Bar (BB ()T (7, O (OB k(O (B) dE, k=1, (3.232)

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

A
LM R) =1+ /0 a0 (O (T OX" ™ (OB (©)@5f (A dE, k=%, 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 ~ ~
eI s exp(/o |I@M,k(A)IIII‘PX},k(é)IIIIJk(ﬂ§)|I||‘1>M,k(€)||||‘1>_M1,k(/\)llld§|>—1= (3.233)

where |d¢| denotes integration with respect to arc length. Noting that (see RemarkB.2Z3 below) det(® sk (2)) =
—e W RFD/2(2, (7))1/2p; 1 (1), it follows from the Estimate (3233) that, for k=1,

AR
ok (7)| (e (v (R

~ 2
[ (A) 1] S eXp<|2 +1||/2 / 1@ 22,1713 (7, §)|||d§|>—1 (3.234)

30Gee, for example, [19, 27 28].

31From the results subsumed in the proof of Lemma Il below, it will be deduced a posteriori that (cf. Definition (B.221]))

w(7) possesses the asymptotics pg(7) =r—+4oco 14\/§+Zm1,m2,m3e{o}uN Cmy yma,ma (k) (7o (T))™ (vo (7))™2 (r—1/3)ma 1
my+motms>2

Coo (k)T 1/3e= k(M) e=B(T) (1 + O(r~1/3)), k = +1, where cmy,my,ms(k) € C, and 9(r) and B(r) are defined in Equa-

tions ([Z-I3)); via this fact, and the Definitions (B]ZE) B134), 3224), and M) a lengthy, circuitous calculation reveals

that the asymptotic expansion of v(k)+1, k==£1, can be presented in the following form:

_ i [ —ad(8v}(7)+4vo(r)Fo (1) = (Fo(7))? —vo (1) (7o (7)) 27~ 1/3) +d(a—i/2)vo (r)r ~1/3
T—+00 8y/3 1+wo(T)T—1/3

2py (1)
3\/30%

where pg(7) is defined by Equation ([3.87). From the Asymptotics (3:2I) and (53)), and Propositions and B3 in
conjunction with the formulae for the monodromy-data-dependent expansion coefficients Ay, k==+1, derived in the proof of
Lemma ] below (see, in particular, Equations (ZI03) and (£I127)), it will be shown that the sum of the coefficients of each
term ('r’l/?’)j7 N3j>2, and 771/3¢=*9(7")e=F(7) on the right-hand side of the latter asymptotic expansion for v(k)+1 are
equal to zero (e.g., i3 (k)= —W((a—i/mz—l/ﬁ)), resulting, finally, in the asymptotics v(k)+1=r_s 100 O(772/3¢=A (M),

k=+1 (see Asymptotics (£I4) below).

—(v(k)+1)

oo
+ 57 i (k) (13 g (k) e OB (14 0(=1/3)),
m=2
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One now proceeds to estimate the respective norms in Equation (3:234).
One commences with the estimation of the norm ||3x(7,£)|| appearing in Equation (3:234). Via

Equations (3.157), B.I6T), (.I86), @.191), (.195), B.199), @.200), (.201), (3.204), .206), [3.207),
B210), 32149), B210), (IB:‘ZIEI) and (B:ZZE]) one shows that, for k==+1, in terms of the composition of

the linear transformations §;, j=1,2,...,11,

(511 oF100T9oFg0F70oT60850F4083082 O%l)(\i}(,ﬂ,T)—i}k(ﬁ, 7'))
B 14\/§kak + S 18\/§Zk2[;€
B B T

+ (B~ 18VEZR A ) 20+ (265 (B0~ 8VEZL AL ) -
_ 1 0\ 150 0117 1, 1 0
+ 0o ((iwo,k 1) 787G Go p (1) G0 1 Gr kT (—iwng 1)

—Rg kﬁgk %(2‘1?23 k_ig\/gzkmkéark) A3
+ . o : . ’ Gox |A°, 3.235
<—2£{k(mo7k—lsx/§zkmqu) Re wlo s 2k (3:23)

jk(T,T\):

03—+ DAo_

whence, via the Definitions (3159), BI85), (3190)-BI198), (3203)), and B21T), and a matrix-multipli-

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

~ 432, . i8v/32,2; ~
()= —""""""(—0F +1)o3—L TR (—0F, +1) Ao
k(T ) Xk(T) ( 0,k )03 k(T)U+ Xk(T) 2,k( 0,k ) o
¥ M (1) N (1) +Mia(1) N7
(90w (0 ) A2t (N ()M 12 12 A3, 3.236
( 0.k kak( Ok) ) 3 ( 21(T)+M21(T) (Nll(T)"’Mu(T)) ( )
where
. A B . 432, 432,
Nll(T):_éaikmk< B _22[‘%7]“ 1= Xk(T) _éaik %kQ:g,k Xk( ) Q[ EWo, k(éark)z ’ (3'237)
) A B!
Niy(r) =8, <2mgyk+mkw§,k(e;k)2 - 7%:*’“> , (3.238)
i4/32,2,, A;,B5 432 432
N ()= — 2T (g [ 250k ot ) (2 A [P G S
51(7) ) (o,k |\ 7B, 0.k () e R )
X miwg,k(éar,k)2))_2(m kT 2w 1 (o)) (U +431), (3.239)

o G A . . i4v/32), . i4v/32),
(7)== 2N (k) By, <(Ek(7))11 (Qn‘Bk +9122A (XTT) —1> +0g12 <%k +2Ape (XTT)_1>>

+ (Er(m) 12 [ Br+2s 14\/§Zk_1 —(Ex(7))21612 | 61185+ 61220 14\/§Zk_1 7
Xk(7) Xk(T)
3

12(7):= 2)3{5% (Q(Ek(T))11@12+(Ek(T))12—(Ek(T))21(@12)2) ) (3.241)

M5y ()= 2)3{5% <—2(Ek(T))11 (‘Bm—?lk (%—1)) <@11%k+ﬁ1291k <14X\:_%—1>>

— (Er(1))12 <%k+mk <li\k/(§f)k —1>> +(Ek(7))21 <ﬂ11%k+ﬁ12ﬂk (i\fjk —1>> ) ,

(3.242)

with R )
. A =X (k
g11 Z:T and g12:= 1T1() (3243)

Via Equations (3.155), (3.157), (3.160), (3.165), (3.167), (3.168)-(B.170), (3.184), (3.203), (3.209), (3:210),
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B220), B221)), and B237)—-B243), a tedious calculation shows that

oy Y g (B a—if2)r 8 (a—if2R0 R
Ml S 3v3a7  108ajBf 1+ V3ap B T a2 (B +OE) ).
(3.244)
\ I e O (a=i/2)77 13\ 1(14=VB)Fo(r)(r71/3)* i(r1/?)2 AL
Nio(T) T*>_+006Oék%zo< V3o, <7+ \/gak%zo >+ (it 3o BY°
N 12(a—1/2)(\/§+1)(7—1/3)3%,1€+12(a—1/2)f0(7)(7—1/3)3+i7w§j}3°(7*1/3)2
3V/3a2 (B)? 3V3a2 B 3602 BL
+ i7(\/§+1)(T1/3)2%’1%(')(75/3)>, (3.245)
30%%20
) 22 (A(a—if2)r B (a=if2)3(r TR o Tol(T)(m T B)
Noa(r) = WeTe ( N Bl (B 14%k>+ 18v3aZ
oo, 2a=i/23(r 713N (r 1334 (a—i/2)*(r—1/3)
R R e G E )
A G (a—i/2X 23\ | T e
9a2 k<_7+ 3v/303 (B:°)3 >+ 5403 B (7B}
Al(a—i/2)r 13 T(a=i/2)*(r1/3)%  (a—i/2)%(r'/3)? 73
>3 oTBE +5 Vol (B >+O( ), (3.246)
i +—1/3 a—i/2)(r~1/3 2w e
b, 5 200 ><3+( S +o<r4/3>>, (3.247)
12(7) = 2%@% (—12+(\/§+ D)fo(r)r 3+ \/g(\/g“;j;l/g%’l“ +O(T4/3)> . (3.248)
k~k
1/ > 1
M) = TR (1z+<\/§—1>f0<7>7—1/3+*/5(*/5;;;0 i
k
(a—1/2)(r=1/3)2wy e _
_ T2 (B2 Ok 4 o(r 4/3)>, (3.249)
where
wy = — (83 () 4o (T)Fo (T) — (o (7))?) +4(a—1/2)vo ()7~ 12, (3.250)
o] a—i/2)r=/
%;0;:7’“(4U0(7)+(\/§+1)m(7))—(\/§+1)2(\/§a£2) - (3.251)
Bli= — S8 (1)+2(VB+ 1) (r)o () + (7o (7))?)
N (a-i/2)(12v0(7)+(2\/§—1)?0(7))7*1/37 (3.252)

604k
a—i vo(T) =70 (7)) 1/3
A;lg:=ak(8v§(T)+4vo(T)fo(T)—(fo(T))Q)—( /2)(12 O?Ea)k o(r)) .

From the asymptotics (3.21)), 53), BIT0)—-BI82), (3190), (3205), B212)-B214), 3221, 3.22]),
and (BEI) (32429), the Definitions (3196), (3198), B224), and B250)-B253), and Equation (3234,

one arrives at, after a laborious calculation,

12e(r Il = OGFTV2P), k=% (3.254)

(3.253)

In order to estimate, now, the norm of the unimodular function Xx(¢), one has to derive a uniform
approximation for xx(£) on R UIR > ¢; towards this goal, one uses the following integral representation
for the parabolic-cylinder function (see, for example, [17]): for k==+1,

(k)/20— Too g2 v v()—1
Do) =F 073 / T 149 e, Re(w(k) <0, |arg(2)|<7/4,  (3.255)
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where I'(+) is the (Euler) gamma function. As the integral representation (3250 will be applied simulta-
neously to the entries of the Mz (C)-valued function (cf. Equation (BI52)) @/ x(£) in order to arrive at
a uniform approximation for xx(€) on the Stokes rays arg(§) =0, £7/2, %, ..., 0<|¢| < +oo, it implies
the restrictions ([B.I47) on v(k)+1; in fact, for the purposes of this work, it is sufficient to have a uniform
approximation for Y (&) on, say, the Stokes rays arg(§) € {0, —n /2, —w, =37 /2}, 0< |€| < +00. Towards the
above-mentioned goal, using the following functional relations and values for the (Euler) gamma function
(see, for example, [22]),

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

the linear relations relating any three of the four parabolic-cylinder functions (cf. Equation (3:230))
D—u(k)—l(:tiz) and Du(k) (:l:Z),

V21D, (2) =T(v(k)+1) (em(k)/QD—u(m—l(iZ)+e’i’”’(k)/2D—u(k>—1(—iz)) ,
e im(()+1)/2
L(-v(k))

V2meim(v(k)+1)/2 '
IS0

Dy (2) :e—iwu(k)Dy(k)(—Z)-‘r D_,y-1(iz2),

Du(k) (2) = eiﬂ'y(k)Du(k) (_2)+

and the fact that (see the Asymptotics ([AI4) below) v(k)+1— 0 as T — 400, one arrives at, via the
restrictions (BI47) on v(k)+1, Equation (8I52), and the integral representation (3:253)), the following
uniform estimates: (a) for arg(¢) =0+0(7=2/3)
28/2m Im(v(k)+1)/29Re(v(k))/2 cosh®(Z Tm(v(k)+1))T'(— Re(v(k)))
P(5— =52 sin(—5 Re(v(k)
wIm(v(K) +1) 9~ Re(w(R)+1)/2|in ( (1 (k) 41
N JTe e [sin(F (v(k)+1))| (1+O(7'72/3)) ,
P(3+===3)sin(3 Re(v(k)+1))
2Re(u )/2 h(Z1
< YT Re(V(k))COS' g b ))( (772/3)) ’
Totoo T(5— =25 sin(—F Re(v(k)))
(@) < DBIEIReW@k)+1) (e me Db 72 sin(5 (v (k) + 1)) ()
MBSV oo |pk(7)] sin(Z Re(v(k)+1))I'(Re(v(k)+1))
23/2671' Irn(l/(k)+1)/22— Re(v(k))/2 COShg(% Im(U(k)+1))F(— Re(l;(k)))
Vs~ Re(v(k)

T—+00

[(@am ()] < <

[(@a1,(8))12]

x (1+0(72)

43 [¢| Re(v(k) +1)27 Be(k)/2 cosh(Z Tm (v (k) +1))T(— 2kl
[(@ark(€))22] See [Pk (7)] sin(— 2 Re(v(k)))T(— Re(v(k)))

x (1+0(T_2/3)> ;
(b) for arg(¢)=—n/2+0(172/3),
o VA2 RO R sin(E (u(k) +1))|
T%\JFOO F(%'ﬁ‘%) Sin( (V(k) 1))
::@0(16)(1+O(T_2/3)) : (3.256)

ﬁQRc(v(k))/Q cOSh(%Im(V(k)—Fl)) (1+0( 72/3)>
X T
rotoo (LB ) gin(—Z Re(v(k)))

[(@ark(8))11]

[(@ark(8))12]

32The asymptotic estimate 0(772/3) appears on the Stokes rays because of the factor (2u(7))'/2 in the arguments of
the various parabolic-cylinder functions in Equation (8152]) and the fact that (cf. Expansions (3.212]), (3.213)), and (3227]))
axg (114 (7)) =r 400  (1+O(r~2/9)).
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- @1(l~c)(1+(9(7’2/3)) , (3.257)

(@ r(@m| < DBIERe((R)L1)2Rl O DR sin(F (v(k)+ 1))
MES)2nl S |pi(7)|T(Re(v(k)+1)) sin(5 Re(v(k)+1))

X (1+O(r*2/3)) _;@2(1{)% (1+O(r*2/3)) : (3.258)

43 |¢| Re(v(k) +1)2~ ReC(D/2 cosh (3 Tm (v(k)+1)) 1 (— TR
|(‘I)M.,k(§))22|_r_§+oo |pk (T )|sm(—1Re( ( )))F( Re(v(k)))
+1)

x (1+0(r72/%) ) = s |§|R|‘;k (1+0G2/%) (3.259)

(c) for arg(§)=—m+O(r2/3),

/27 Rel V(k)+1)/2|51n( (v(k)+1))| —-2/3
S P+ BB G (2 Re(w (k) +1)) (1+(9(7— )) :
23/2em (D2 cos(§ (v (k) +1)) |[sin(§ (v (k) +1))[’T (Re(v(k) +1))
2Rc l/(k)+1)/2r(%+R l/(k)+1))sln(%Re(V( ) ))

v en I+ aRe)/2 cosh(§ k)+1))> 1+0( 72/3)

[(@2r,5(8))11 ]

[(@mk())i2] <

T—r+00

J’_
1"(% L(V(k)))sm( Z Re(v

1v/3 |¢| Re(v(k )+1)2Re(”(k)+l)/2|Sln(§(’/(k)+1))ll“(w)
(sl S [pe(m)[sin(3 Re(v(R)+ )L (Re(v

x (1+0(2/%) |

43 €| Re(v(k)+1) (™) cosh(F Im(v (k) +1 >>r< )
[(@ar,5(€))22] Tﬁim G < =

2Re(v(k))/2 sin(— I Re(v(k)))L(— Re(v(k)))

23/2em (v () +1)/2|cos (T (k) +1))[[sin( % (v (k) +1)) 2T (BReE L
ﬁQ— Re(v(k)+1)/2 sm( (I/(k) 1

X (1+O(T_2/3)) :

and (d) for arg(¢)=—3m/2+0(17~2/3),

23/26777Im(u(k)+1)/22Rc(u( ))/2 COSh3 T k)41 —Re(w(k
[(@ak(©))n] < < e (27r ( (k)+1))I'(= Re(v(k)))
T—+00 F(§ )sm( 5 V k ))
ﬁefﬁlm(l/(k)+1)2 Re(v(k )+1 /2|Sln % +1) o 2/3
1+ -
F(%-l-iR ( (;Hl))sm( (k)+
- frrote) o

(@mk())i2] <

T—r+00

232 ImW DD cos(F (v(k) +1))|[sin(F (v(k) +1))I*T (Re(v(k) +1))
2Re(v(k)+1)/2D (1 M)Sm(%}{ (k)+1))
1)

(v
Ve T ImR+1)9Re((k)/2 cosh(Z Im(v(k)+1)) ~2/3
INCE e(l;(k)))sul(—gl:{e( (k))) (H_O(T ))

- @1(k)(1+O(T_2/3)) , (3.261)

AVBIE Re(v(k)+1) (e~ 2 sin(5 (v(k) + 1) | (R
2 el 72 sin(F Re(v (k) +1)L (Re(0(R) +1)

+

Re(v(k)+1)
[(@ark(€))21] < 1N —

T—+oo lpr(7)]

23/2€7w1m(u(k)+1)/2 COSh3(1 Im(V(k)-i—l))F(—Rc(y(k))) B
2Rc(v(k))/231n§_£ Re(v(k))) 2 (1+O(T 2/3))
= éz(k)—'ﬂRE)(k (( (1+0 —23) ) (3.262)
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(@rn(©)a] < 4\/§|§|Re(u(k:)+1)(e—w1m<u<k>+1>cosh(g m(v(k)+ ))p(_w)
s 22 S )

rotee Ipk(0)] 2Re( /2 sin(~ 5 Re(v(k)))T(~ Re(v(k)))
28/2e=m Im(v (M +1)/2cos (5 (u(k) + 1)) |sin(§ (v(k) +1)) [T (R
J/m2~ Re®)+1)/2 5in(T Re(v(k) +1))
o) _. o o [ Re(w(R) +1) i
><(1+(9(7' /3))_.93(k)w(1+0(7 /3)). (3.263)

To eschew redundant technicalities, consider, say, the case k = +1, and, without loss of generality,
arg(A) ==+ /28 the case k= —1 is analogous. Using the asymptotic expansions for the parabolic-cylinder
functions (see Remark .23 below), one shows that: (a) for arg(A) =7/24+0(7~2/3),

(@ara)ul = O(AlAI"RC®) j@ua (Rl = O(mfA]-RemD),
A [Re(M+) A [Re(M+1) (3.264)
|(‘I’M1( )21 A+MO<P2w>= |(‘1’M1( )22 %JrooO(PsW)
where
po:=npe STIm+/2 P3 3:77;123/231/4,
pr = L 93 2= I C DD jeos(5 (1(1) +1) sin(F (4(1) + 1)) [P (Re(v(1) +1),

™

-1
p2:= 8777*31/46”Im(”“)“wICOS(% (v(1)+1))][sin(F (v(1)+1))I'(— Re(r(1))),

™
with Ny = (23/231/4) Re(u(l)—i—l)eSTrIm(V(l)-l-l) and (b) for arg( ):—71'/2+O( _2/3)7

1 Re(w A |K|Rc(v(l)+l)
0(P0|A| Re( (1)+1))= [(@ar1 (A Mzl *“(Q(plT :

OGO M PR sitish BTG I (A i
+OO |p1(7—)||A| —>+oo |p1( )|

where

[(@ar,1 (A ))11| =

(3.265)

ﬁo::n_eﬂlm(v(l)Jrl)/Q, ﬁlz:n:1273/2371/4, pA2::n mIm(v(1)41) /2|I/( )_’_1', ﬁS::n:123/231/47
with n_ = (23/231/4)= Re(w()+1)e=mIm((1)+1)/4 Hence, via the elementary inequalities [Re(r(1)+1)| <
[v(1)+1] and [Im(v(1)+1)[<[r(1)+1], it follows from the Estimates ([.260)-(3.263) and (3.264) that, for
arg(A)=7/2+0(r~/%),

v 12 2
[ona©IF = O, ”‘%W)’ (3.266)

2 _ T2Re(w()+1) [ M 3
o BN = (|A| + <|p1<f>|2+O<|7\|4Re<u<l>+l>>>>’ (3.267)

where ng :=2max;,—0.123{(0m(1))?}, and ¢ € i=2maXm—0,1,2 3{p%,}, and, from the Estimates ([3.256)—

[B259) and (B265), it follows that, for arg(A)=—7/24+O(r *2/3)

2 _ S lv(D)+1PE%
1221 (OIF = O )+(9< PG : (3.268)
by (M2 = of FERevmsn Mo ar 3.269
[1@ar1 (A T—+00 (l | |p1(7—)|2+ |A|2min{1,2Re(v(1)+1)} ’ ( )

33The 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 [270) below) for ||X%(A)—I||, k=1, but with different O(1) constants.
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where ¢, :=2max,n—0.1.2,3{(6m(1))2}, and ¢rs :=max,,—o.1.2,3{p2}. Assembling the Asymptotics (F260) -
269) and invoking the restriction B.I4T) on o (for k= +1), one deduces from asymptotics (3.234)
and ([B.254) that, for arg(A)=+7n/2+O(172/3),

[Ixx(A)—T|| . < O(C;(T)|V(k)—|—1|2|pk(7-)|*27'7(%*2(3+R0(v(k)+1))5k))7 k=41, (3.270)

—+0o0

where, for arg(A) = /24 O(r~2/3), ¢] (1) = &,ear(28/23V/ 47 I (W+D)/2)=2 — (1), and, for
arg(A) = —7/2+ O(172/3), (1) := & epr (28231 /4em Im()+1)/2)=2 — " O(1) (see Remark
below). Via an analogous series of calculations, one arrives at a similar estimate (cf. asymptotics B.270))
for the case k=—1.

Forming the composition of the inverses of the linear transformations §;, j=1,2,...,11, that is,
Vi) = (§1' 08y 085 0B o5 0B 087 085 08yt 0 Fig 0 B ) Park(A)

_ —%03 io 1 0 1 €+‘/~\ 1~ 0 1~ )
=(b(1)) Go,xG1,,T87? (—iwo,k 1) (O O’lk )(ﬁikA 1>g2’k<€;kA 1>

X Xk (M) @ark(A), k=1, (3.271)

one arrives at the asymptotic representation for @k(ﬁ, 7) given in Equation (BI48). O

Remark 3.2.1. Heretofore, it was assumed that (cf. Corollaries BT2HZTH) 0 < § < d < 1/9, k= £1;
however, the set of restrictions (8.147) implies the following, more stringent restriction on dj

0 < 6 < 1/24, k==l (3.272)

T—+00 T—+00

Since (0,1/24) C (0,1/9), the latter restriction (B2272) on d; implies, and is consistent with, the earlier
one; henceforth, the restriction (8:272) on & will be enforced. |

Remark 3.2.2. Using the fact that (see the Asymptotics [@I4)) below) v(k)+1—0 as 7 — +o00, k==+1,
one shows, via the expansion for the (Euler) gamma function [22]

1 o
=» 02, <1,
I'(z+1) jgo 37 |Z|

where 95 =1 and 0}, = (n+1)~! E?:O(—l)ijJrlD:;,j, n € Zy, with s1 = —¢(1) (:= %1nF(:z:)|m:1)
Euler’s constantPd and s,, = ¢(m), N3 m > 2, where ((z) 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) =m/24+0O(7—2/3),

(20(1)* = (2+]sect])*(1+0(w(1)+1])),

@) = T(+25e 0 (1+0(r(D) 1),
()7 = 192(2y/7+]sec)2(1+O(w(1)+1).
(93(1))? et 96m(142sec? 0)*(1+0O(|v(1)+1))),

A= 10+, B = 2msec(0)(1+O(v(1)+1)),

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

where 6:=arg(v(1H1), whence ng ==2maxX,;n—0.1,23{(0m(1))?} =r 5400 O(1) and €5y :=2 maxm:071,2733v{ﬁ,2,1} = too
O(1) = (1) := &,en (2323 4emme+)/2)=2 — O(1) (as claimed); and (2) for arg(A) =
—7T/2+O(T_2/3),

T

(00(1)* = sec®()1+O(v(1)+1]),  (21(1)* = SA+0(v(1)+1])),

T—+00 T—+oo 2

34Note: 18 <7400 6(3+Re(v(k)+1)) <r—too 24.
35 _4h(1) =0.577215664901532860606512 . . ..
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(@) = 19252O)1+0(v(1)+1),  (0s(1)* = _96x(1+0((1)+1])),
B 5 O i = = (+O(uD+1)).
B o= Ow)+1P), 3 = 8VB1+O(v(1)+1)),

whence E%\/f = 2max;,—01.23{(0m(1))?} =r5400 O(1) and ¢py := maxm—o0.123{P%} =rst00 O(1) =

o] (1) =4, ear (23/231/4mIm(+1)/2) =2 — | O(1) (as claimed). 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 ke {£1},

Par(2) Coor00 143 Gy (r)z | e =GR @) 2o (1),
arg(:) =TT + 2 — L arg(uy, (7)) '

efm(u( )+1)/2 0
Roa(k):= 0 _ w2 |

Pi(T)

where

—17r(u k)+1)/2 0
lx/ﬂ(mk(f))l/2 B A 1779 G el I
TP (k)+1) pr(7)
1371' (v(k)+1)/2 2l () +1)
< I(—v(k)) >
1\/%(2#16 1/2 —im(v(k)+1)/2 (2#)6(7_))1/2 )
Pk(T)F(V(k)+1) G
1371— V(k)-‘rl)/? Qgciﬂ(u;:H»l)
Ra(k):= ( ; o (T))ﬁ/;’e“%i(u(k)ﬂ)) :
pr(7)
and 9, (1), j €N, are off-diagonal (resp., diagonal) My(C)-valued functions for j odd (resp., j even);
e.g.,
p _ 1 0 pi(r) ; _ WF)+D) (14 (v(k)+1) 0
b= (—qkm o) =TS 0 1=+
b g 0 (=IO (0 TDI)
’ 8(pe(7))2 \(1+(w(k)+1))(2+(v(k)+1))qk(7) 0
These asymptotics can be deduced from the asymptotics of the parabolic-cylinder functions [I7]. |

3.3 Asymptotic Matching

In this subsection, the connection matrix is calculated asymptotically (as 7— 400 with eb>0) in terms of
the matrix elements of the function A(f, 7) (cf. Equation (34)) that are defined via the set of functions

ho(7), 7o(7), vo(T)BY and b(r) concomitant with the Conditions (3I7). Thus, the direct monodromy
problem for Equation (B3] is solved asymptotically.

Lemma 3.3.1. Let \le(ﬁ,r), k==+1, be the fundamental solution of Equation with asymptotics
given in Lemma B2T], and let Y3 (g, 7) be the canonical solution of Equation B2 Define

£°(7) =Wk (i, 7)) oY (r YO, ), k=1 (3.273)

Assume that the parameters v(k)+1 and &y, satisfy the restrictions BI40) and B272), and, additionally,
the following conditions are valid

pk(T)%kexp(—iT2/33\/§(8b)1/Bei2‘"k/3> - 0((u(k)+1)%), (3.274)

T—r+00

36Equivalently, the set of functions (cf. Equations (314), (15, and (B10), respectively) ho(7), #o(7), and g (7).
37See Proposition [L411

38Since 77ﬁ03Y8° (7= Y6, 1) (cf. Equations (32)) is also a fundamental solution of Equation ([B3), it follows, therefore,
that £5°(7) is independent of .

39The Conditions (BI7) and ([B272) are consistent with the Conditions [B274) and ([B275).
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b(T)Ti“/3exp(172/33(5b)1/3ei2”’“/3) = 0Q), (3.275)

T—+00
where py,(T) and By, are defined in Lemma B2ZI™ Then,
} 1/4 12\ 73 ) ~ oo
CE() = (R (k) ek [ CVGVBEDIEN T aiien (Bo CEN )
T—+00 21/4, /%k‘ /b(T) 0 AO (T)
x (I+ET (1) I+ OB (7)), (3.276)
where My(C) 3Ry (), Moo €{—1,0,1,2}, are defined in Remark BZ3H]

()= — %“1m+172/33(\/§—1)ai+i(a—i/z) In((vV3+1)ax/2), (3.277)
Aji(1):= — <%>pk(7)+(u(k)+l)ln(QMk(q—))lﬂ_i_%(y(k)—l—l) Int
+ (v(k)+1) In(6(V3+1)2ay), (3.278)
with pi (1) defined by Equation BRT), and ui(r) defined in Lemma B21]
oo 24 (AGR (M)

AS (T)::1+(€b)1/4(\/’“§+1)1/2, (3.279)

D00 o (Eb)1/4(\/§+1)1/2 0o Q[k 14\/§Zk 00
Bg(r):=1- 91/4 ((AGk (T»Ql_%_k(XTT)_l)(AGk (7'))11> ) (3.280)

with Zi, A, and xx(7) defined in Lemma B2T] and

00 (). 1 (AGR (1)1 (AGE (T))2
AGT)i= i (B (Bt 3250

with
(AGS2 (7)1 = (V3+1)(AGo )22+ (2/2b) /2 (AGo 1) 12,
(AG(1))12=—(V3+1)(AGo 1) 12+ (2eb) 2 (AGo 1 )22,
(AGS(1))21 = —(V3+1)(AGo k)21 — (2/€b) 2 (AGo 1 )11,
(AGS?(1))22=(V3+1)(AGo k)11 — (26b) /2 (AGo 1. )21,
where (AGo k)i, j=1,2 are defined by Equations B.I174)—-B.I170),

) = (eﬁk“))b‘d“” <_ HVBZLG, ((eb)l“(ﬁﬂxu(km)

ag
ok Vb(T) Xk (T) V2py (1) By, '
P (T) B ) 1
i o |ozt—=—7
V2 (VB (r) )T 2VB(VB 1)
MVBZ ALy _(sb>1/2(\/§+1)((14fzk91k)2€+ —0F )
X Xk (7) V2B, X (7) LTk
e 14VBZ, A L7,
[EAREEEY G
o VBHL —(2eb)V2 (Tua (1) Tiok(li7) (3.282)
(2/eb)V/?2 /341 To1k(1;7) To2k(l;7)) )7 .

with ég:k, Ktk, and @_,k defined in Lemma [B21), (Ty;1(1;7))i j=1,2 defined in Proposition B8, and B (1)
defined by Equation B291) below, and
oo _ O(r= 530y O(r=3(57)=0)
O(]Ek (T)) T%:oo <O(Té(%)6k) O( 7T+35k) (3283)

40The Conditions B274) and FZ75) will be validated a posteriori; see, in particular, the proof of Lemma EZI] below,
where it will be shown that (cf. Definition @I48)) v(k)+1=r_ 100 O(r~2/3e=F (7)) k=41, with 9(7) and B(r) 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.

41The precise choice for the value of meo is given in the proof of Theorem B.3.1] below.
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Proof. Denote by ¥ wks.x (14, T), k==1, the solution of Equation (B3] that has leading-order asymp-
totics given by Equations (BEZI%(BEE]) in the canonical domain containing the Stokes curve approaching,
for k= +1 (vesp., k= —1), the positive real pi-axis from above (resp., below) as @ — +o00. Let £°(7),
k==£1, be defined by Equation [B273); re-write £;°(7) in the following, equivalent form:

£r(r)= ((‘Tfk(ﬁ, ) e i (7, T)) ((\IJWKB,k(ﬁ, 7))l By (r V0, T)) . (3.284)

Taking note of the fact that ¥ (z, 7), Uwke.. (I, 7), and 7_5‘73?}(80( ~1/61, 1) are all solutions of Equa-
tion ([B3)), it follows that they differ on the right by non-degenerate, fi-independent, My (C)-valued factors:
via this observation, one evaluates, asymptotically, each of the factors appearing in Equation (8:284) by
considering separate limits, namely, t— oy and 1 — +00, respectively; more specifically, for k==+1,

(7)) B (7 7) =

T—r+00
1, e~ ~NTL _
((0(r) 47 Go 4B “Fr()Zn(rs D xu (M) ar s (R)) - T (3.285)
F=fion, K_=_O(%%), 0<6<iu<dy, arg(R) =135 4 £~ L arg(us(r)), moo€{~1,0,1,2)
where (cf. Lemma B2.T])
Fr(7): 1 0 (3.286)
A : .
T R DN
Ze(r; A) =141, (1) A+, (7)AZ, (3.287)
and B }
Xk (A) i I+(’)(@k(7)|y(k)+1|2|pk(7-)|727-feTp(k)) 7 (3.288)
with v(k)+1, px(7), uo ks Qo b Qs Brey Ziy Jan(7), A5k (7), pi(7), and xi(7) defined in Lemma B.2.T]
Wi(fi, 7) 1= —osir?? [ 1:() dE— f:o,c diag(T~1(§)eT(€)) A€, exe(k):=5—2(3+Re(v(k)+1))dk (>0),
and Mz (C)>¢(7) :T‘)Jrooo(l), and
T ~ -1, _—to3yoo( — ~ : ~ i)\ —1,_—5o3yoo [ — ~
(Pl ) 7 BV CTVRT) izt (@) B ).
arg(71)=0

(3.289)
One commences by considering the asymptotics subsumed in the Definition ([3289). From the asymp-

totics for Y3 (7~ 1/611, 7) stated in Proposition [L41], Equations (3.15), (.16), B18), B.19), B-31), B82),
B30, G118), G119, (12]), BI84), and BI90), one arrives at, via the Conditions (BI7) and the
Asymptotics B78) and (BI13),

lim ((T(ﬁ)ewuﬁﬂ)—lf%USYSO(T—V%,T)) = exp(Bu(r)os), k==1, (3.290)
Q5°3p—00 T—+00
arg(fi)=0

where

(5—v3)pi(7)
6\/504%

+ (%ﬁ((a—i/2)+a;2ﬂ/3ﬁo(r)) +§fj§f;i> (% In7—InA-+In <( \/g(ﬁy))

~ %ga;i)_pl,;g%) +O((cl’kT 1/3[:;2 kT (T )) (c37k7_1/3+C4,k(7:0(7)+4”0(7))>)

+O(r VA +O(r 1/3A)+0<

Br(r) == %a In7—ir?/33(vV3—=1)a2 —i2v3 A2 —i(a—i/2) In((v3+1)ax/2) +

~1/3

(cm+c6,k72/3ﬁo(r)+c7,k(r2/3ﬁo(r))2)>, (3.291)

and ¢y, k, m=1,2,...,7, are constants.
One now derives the asymptotics defined by Equation (3:285). From Asymptotics (BI31) for w=+1,

Equation (3I52) for ®5/4(A) (in conjunction with its large-A asymptotics stated in Remark B.2.3), the
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Definitions (3:286) and (3287) (concomitant with the fact that det(Z(r;A)) = 1), and the Asymp-
totics (B.288)), one shows, via the relation (W (g0 k, 7))i j=1,2 =0 and Definition ([3.28H), that, for k==+1,

(Wr (7)) Trenn(7)_= By h (B (A)Z (7 MFL (1) B, 27 Gy (0(r) E7 T (o 1)

T—+00

T—+00

_ <Rmm<k>>-1e-7’5°'saoo,k<f>(I+%a (L) Qe (1)

+ OO0+ 0 0k mw,k(ﬂ))
x (1+0(Jv(k)+1P e (r)| 2~ P21 (1), ("))
% (4R (NI (M) Qe (1) + 20T (DIZL (7 )QM(T))
X (I-i—AT_l/g]P’ook( )+AEM( )+(9(( “1/3R)2E )) (3.292)
where My (C) 3R, (k), moo €{—1,0, 1,2}, are defined in Remark B.2.3]
Pyi= %uw)fx? —(w(k)+1) InA—(v(k)+1) In(2ux (1)) /2, (3.293)
-1 ) AWBIDYN T e p e
Qoo (1) :=F (T)(( SN ) o2+, 2 TAGY (1)(b(T)) ), (3.294)
with AG°(7) defined by Equation (3.281)),
1y L 0 px(7)
Pyp(r)i= e )< g (7) ko ) (3.295)
. (v(k)+1) (1—(v(k)+1 0
1/’2,119(7')3: 4(7) < ( (0)+) 1+(u(/€)+1))’ (8.296)
D) — — L ( 0 (1—(V(k)+1))(2—(V(k)+1))pk(7)>
SR R (e ()2 N+ (k) +1)) 2+ (v (k) +1))qu(T) 0 ’
(3.297)
) 0 _ ()2
Poo (1) := (b(7)) "2 2d(o2) (cb)~1/2 3‘650"“ : (3.298)
3v2a
~ o 1 “lad(os) [ V3+1  —(2eb)V (Ti1k(157) Tigk(l;7)
B ()= 5oy (7)) (oiibe S (R BiD). wom
3 _ 1 Clades) [ V3L —(2eb)'/2) 5
]Em,k(f)._m(b( 7))~ 7 2 )((2/51))1/2 341 )e:g, (3.300)

Ma(C) 3 €1 (7) =r— 00 O(1), (Tij £ (1;7))ij=12 defined in Proposition B8, and Ms(C)>€Y a constant.
Recalling the Definitions (3.285) and ([B:289), and substituting the Expansions (290), (3:2291), and
B292) into Equation ([B.284)), one shows, via the Conditions [B.IT), the Definition (BI46), the restric-

tions (B.I47T), the Asymptotics (3.212), (3:213), (3221), and (cf. step (xi) in the proof of Lemma [3.2.7])
arg (i (7)) =r— 400 2 (1+O(772/3)), and the restriction ([3.272), that

_ 14(/341)1/2\ 7 ~
o — —1.3%()os (eb) " ( —Ajk(T)os
£2°(7) T—>+ool(Rm°°(k)) e ( SN o2e

~ ~ A
x diag(B3°(1), AR (7)) Egwe (1),  k==%1, (3.301)

where 30(7), Ajr(7), A (r), and B (7) are defined by Equations B277)-(3:280), respectively, and

A (o3)
A . 1373 e Br(T)
BT (r) = (1+<9(T A ag)) (1+ (TW

0 I CORACAE N )
y 217483 (1)
21/4@80(7') 0
(eb)V/4(VB4+1)1/2A8° (1)




where

B ()= (AGE ()2~ 5 (
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1 ._ 1 ._
< (iAo i +0( o))
W(R)+1P7 PR ad(os) el (G
. (1+o( e e 1 ()6 (12 (7)

(1A%, )+ 223 0) (T R0 () 1B )

+ o((rRPEE (7))

C5(7):=(AGE ()1,
14\/§Zk_1> ((Eb)1/4(\/§+1)1/2

Xk(T) 21/4

wm?ﬁ( ) 767616(7)ad(gs)ﬂgol,k(T)i/;;hlk( )Q
T(r)= k(ML)
X ()= (T35

:e*Bk( )ad 03)]}»

+(AG2°(T))12> ,

k(T) m= 15273

e*Bk(T)ad(UB»)D Qoo k( ),

(T)
e*Bk(T)ad(UB»)D_ )
— o Br(r) ad( ag)]Eoo
—e Pre(nad(oa)f .

o7

Via the Conditions [BIT), the restrictions (B.I47) and (B.272), the Definitions B.87), BI114), (B.I146),
B.1149), B.I50), B.224), (3.223), 3.279) (B.281), (3.286), ([3.294) (3.300), and (3.303)(B.310),
Asymploties (B21), (B23), (IE), GIM GIN, GIN), G20, G2 G20, G20, G225,
and (3.291]), upon imposing the Conditions [B.274) and ([B.275]), and defining

V3+1

o —(2eb)*/2
Ji = ((2/ab)1/2 E/§+)1 ) ; TE, 4= (Tijn(1,7))ij=1,2,
. O _(Eb)1/4(\/§+1)1/2
oo, 0
(=h)1 /A (VBT 1)1/2

one shows that (cf. Definition (3302)), for k=+1,

T—r+00

- A\ "
(I+O(T_1/3A303)) (I—I— (e\/m )

(sb)l/“(\fﬂ)l/sz(ﬂ
21/41300

X

0
2/4€5 (r)
@) A (VA1) PR (7)

1~ 1 _
<I+X¢1,i’ﬁ(7)+ﬁwz,i”‘< )+O( G )
|V(k)+1|2T_€TP (k) —Br(r)ad(o3)

(I—i—(’)( PNESIE e Br(r) ad( Cx(T) Qoo k(1)

(1+Ja,k<r>ﬁio,k<r>+%Eio,mﬂ(f1/3Pio,k<r>+3a,k<r>
T (DB (1)) +R2 (7R (DB (1) + T (0 +0 (772 PEL (1) )
+ R (78, ()P (1) +0 (72T (B () ) )

~ e Pr() ad(es)
(I+(9(T_1/3A303)) I+< )

X

X

X

+

Vb(7)
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(=) H(VEED) 2D (1)
21/4B5°(7) ))

0
- 2465 (r) .
(eb)1/4(V/3+1)1/2A5° (T)
1 7—1, 1 T—1, 1 ~—1,
x (H_:wl,kﬁ(T)""EQ/’z,kn(T)‘FO(E 3,ku(7—))>
5 ad(o3)
=~ 1 1 e=Be(m\”
X I"l‘jTi T Eu T)+= JooTﬁ
( r(TEoe 1(T) A 2v3(V/3+1) \ Vb(r) k Lok
L 14VBZ Al , (k) + 12— ®) [ g=Br(r) )
+ A——<—03+0 >
X (7) pe()] Vi)
x ]D)uooykék(T)(Duooyk)_l))
_ —Bi(7) ad(o3)
— I —1/333 I €
ieie ( +0(r 03)) ( + <7\/W
0 _ (D) (VB 2DEE ()
X 21/4Bg (1)
1/4foo
27CE(T) 0
(eb)1/4(v/311)1/2Ag (1)
N 4V3Z 20,00, 4320,
x | 14+3 , (NE, (1) + —— 22 P (o + A——— 2k
( A,k( ) oo,k( ) Xk(T) wl_’k ( ) 3 Xk(T) 3
. \/— éJr *B ) ad(o3)
+ l bbb +%1/}71’ﬁ(7’)03+ 1 ek
A () WA+ \ Vil
1
2V3(v3+1)

al ~ 1/
T ()3, (B k(7)) =5 (wg,,i*‘(m

=B 21 . _
<>( ) TRETE i (DT (DEE, L (7)

58

x LA
o Vo(r)
> ad(o3)
[v(k)+ 127 ete(k) [ e=Fr(T) } .
i e o v B
= ad(o3)
1 |I/(k)+1|2T_€TP(k) T4 e Br(7) P = . _1
+ O X |pk(7')|2 1,k ( ) \/W Dmakck(T)(Doo,k)
= ad(o3)
1 |w(k)+12rerr®) o—Br() u n
tOl T mmE e () NG D Ci(7)(DE
1 4VBZls )
A2 xa(r) Bk (T)os

~ 4V3Zp 20, .
T_>=+OOI+:|E‘,,C(T)Euooyk(T +T))¢1,i’ﬁ(7)03+0(7 5301
0 O(r72/3) N O(7~31%%) 0

O(7—31%)

O(T72/3) 0 0
O <u<k>+1>#>>
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)
T_:ls—%k(y(k)—i-l)?:))
TE (k) +1) )

34k
)

720k (p(k)+1)

* (O(T‘§ Wr(y(k)+1)7) O 520k (v(k)+1
( )

+1)7%)
O(T*3*ETP(k) (V(k)—kl)#) O(TﬁziETP(k))
O(r~5-5e-exr(b) (k) +1) 0(r25m?<k><u<k>+1>7>>
k

O 20 ® (k) +1)7) O =M (k) +1))
L[ o B () £1) OB (k) +1)F)
O(T73725k7€TP(k) (V(k)+1)g;2k) O(T72725k*ETP(k) (V(k)—I—l))
+ 0 O(r= 372 (v(k) +1)%")
O(r= 52k (u(k)+1)"=") 0
4VBZLAL5 )

Tjoonja,k(f)ﬁgm(fnw AL
+ (0(7“3“’“) O(r~%/3) )
O(T72/3) O(T7§+36k)
(

O(r=3+0)  O(r= 505 ~0)
+ _1ll=ky_5 _1l.s
O(r735(7)70%) O(775T0%%)

. 432,200,
= 1 i Eﬁ 0,k 7—1,4
oo +3A,k(7—) oo,k(T)—i_ Xk(T) 1,k (T)U3

::]Eﬁ’k(‘r)

—5+38k —1(HE)-d
+ O_T; 1-k _?; or — 1435 )
O(t73(77)70%) O(r73130%)

=: OB (7))

= ([HER, (M) | THI+ET (1) OB (1) | =
—_———

T—r+00
=0(1)
A
Ele(r) = (HEZL(M)I+OEF (7). (3.311)
Thus, via Asymptotics B30I) and (B3TT]), one arrives at the result stated in the lemma. O

Lemma 3.3.2. Let \T!k(ﬁ,T), k=41, be the fundamental solution of Equation %with asymptotics
given in Lemma B2, and let X9_, (7i, ) be the canonical solution of Equation 3.1) Define ™

9(r) = (Ve (i, 7)) e 2o X0, (7 VO, 1), k=l (3.312)
Assume that the parameters v(k)+1 and &y, satisfy the restrictions BI40) and B272), and, additionally,
the Conditions B274) and B27H) are valid. Then,

20 '21/4 78 3 AO(T) 0
0 — e (K)) " Ledk(T)os ! Ajr(T)os3 0 R
G(1) oo Remo (R)) e Vi-neve:) © 0 BY(r)

428ee Proposition [LZ411

43Since 7'71_12"3X(1)7k(7'*1/6ﬁ, 7), k==1, (cf. Equations (32))) is also a fundamental solution of Equation (33), it follows,
therefore, that £9(7) is independent of fi.
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X (I+E (1)) Sk (I+0 (E(7))) , (3.313)

where My(C) 3Ry, (k), mo€{—1,0,1,2}, are defined in Remark B23H

59(1):=ir%/23v3a2 +i(a—1/2) (272 (V3+1)), (3.314)
Aji(r):= — <%§> pr(T)+(v(k)+1) 1n(2ﬂk(7))1/2 +%(y(k)+l) InT
— (v(k)+1) In(e*™ /3ay), (3.315)

with pi (1) defined by Equation B3T), and By, and pi(7) defined in Lemma B21]

L EOAVB=DAGE ()

Af(r):= . : (3.316)
. 1/4 .
BY(r)i= 1+ (Eb)1/4(2\/§_1)1/2 ((AGQ(T))QQ—%Z< i\fj’“ —1> (AGg(T))m) , (3.317)
with Zi, Ak, and xi(7) defined in Lemma B2T] and
1 (AGY(T)11 (AGR(T)2
2= 8k (Bae) (331
with
(AGR(T))11:= (V3—1)(AGo,1)22 — (2/€b)/*(AGo 1) 12,
(AGR(T))12:= — (V3=1)(AGok)12— (2eb)/*(AGo 1) 22,
(AGR(7))21:= — (V3=1)(AGok)21+(2/eb)/*(AGo 1)1,
(AGR(T))22:= (V3—1)(AGo,1) 11 +(26b)/*(AGo 1)1,
where (AGo.k)ij=1,2 are defined by Equations (B.174)-B.170),
* 1 —(1+k)s9/2
Si:= <(1_k)88/2 ( 1) o/ ) (3.319)
() V32120l [ (v3—1)pi(r) By V2(v(k)+1)
0 () := g Pr(r)ad(os) 0.k o oo
Exer(T) ( Xk(7T) ( Pu() T (V3 )pe(r)B ’
1 _MVBZRALS (V3-1)Bil],
+ 2\/§(\/§—1) (_ V2 ((14\/_21(;::))264‘ £+ _€+ ) %)
(V3-1)B Xk () Lk T2,k Xk (T)
V3-1 (2eb)1/2\ (T k(=1;7) Tiox(—-1;7)
X (_(2/517)1/2 V3-1 ) (T;,:(—l;ﬂ Téi,i(—m)))’ (3:320)

with E(‘{k, Efk, and f;k defined in Lemma B2, (Tijk(—1;7))ij=1,2 defined in Proposition B8, and
Bi(7) defined by Equation (3326) below, and

O(E} (7) ) O(Té(lzk)(;k)) - (3.321)

Y O( T

Proof. Denote by Wyyp . (1, 7), k==£1, the solution of Equation (B3] 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 pi-axis from above (resp., below) as 1 — 0. Let £2(7), k= £1, be
defined by Equation (3:312); re-write £2(7) in the following, equivalent form:

0= (@eii, 7)™ Trancn s ) ) ( (o, (s 7)) 17 B (710, 7)), (3.322)

44The precise choice for the value of mg is given in the proof of Theorem B:3.1] below.
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where S} is defined by Equation (33I9). Taking note of the fact that \T/k(ﬁ, 7), ‘IJWKB,,C(,E, 7), and
7= 1293X0(7= /6 ) are all solutions of Equation (3), it follows that they differ on the right by non-
degenerate, pi-independent, My (C)-valued factors: via this observation, one evaluates, asymptotically, each
of the factors appearing in Equation (8:322)) by considering separate limits, namely, i — ax and 11— 0,
respectively; more precisely, for k=41,

(‘Al}k(ﬁ’T))_l‘IJWKB,k(ﬁ, 7') =

T—r+00
1, _ ~ .~ ~N\"1 _
()47 Go 4B Fr()Z0(r: D xu (D) Parn(R)) - T(@es ), (3.323)
A=Fi0.k» KHiOOO(T%),o<5<5k<§, arg(A)="20 4+ Z _ L arg(uu (7)), mo€{—1,0,1,2}

where (cf. Lemma B.3.1) Fi(7) and =y (7;A) are defined by Equations (3.280) and (B287), respectively,
Wy (1, 7) := —o3ir?/3 frﬁ)k 1k (€) df—fﬁﬁ),k diag(T—1(£)0:T(€)) d€, and Rk (A) has the asymptotics (3.288),
and

Fons @) B KGR i (@ o)t B ) (32
1
arg(p)=m

One commences by considering the asymptotics subsumed in the Definition ([3.324]). From the asymp-

totics for X§ (7~ 1/, 1) stated in Proposition L4}, Equations (3.15), (18), B18), G19), (:83), 3:84),
B30, 120), (I121), 3129), (3184), and (BI90), one arrives at, via the Conditions (BI7) and the
Asymptotics (B78) and BI13),

B i 1/4\ 93 R
Qfl’lsirﬁnao ((T(ﬁ)ewk(ﬁ,f))*lT*ﬁaﬁxg(7-*1/6/’2, 7_)) = < (5?(7_) ) exp(Bk(T)os), k==1, (3.325)
arg (i) =n '
where
Br(r) :==i7/33v3a2 +i2v3 A +i(a—i/2) 1n((\/§+1)/\/§)—(5+2‘\?$’“(7)
O
i . _9 ~ 2pk(7) 1 ~ e
+ <2—\/§((a—1/2)+ak T2/3h0(T))+3\/§04%> (—glnT—I—lnA—i—ln(ek /3ak)>
(V3+1)px(7) S Y1 () A WOy
- \/gaml’jgx+o<< : = L >(c3,kr 1/3+c4,k(r0(r)+4v0(7))))

~ ~ —-1/3 . .
+ 0(7_1/3A3)+(’)(7_1/3A)+0<T X (Es,k+56,k72/3h0(7)+E7,k(72/3h0(7))2>> ) (3.326)

and ¢, 5, m=1,2,...,7, are constants.
One now derives the asymptotics defined by Equation (8323). From Asymptotics 8131) for w=—1,

Equation (3.152) for ® Mk(]\) (in conjunction with its large-A asymptotics stated in Remark B.2.3), the

Definitions (3:286) and ([B287) (concomitant with the fact that det(Zj(r;A)) = 1), and the Asymp-
totics (B.288)), one shows, via the relation (Wx(fo k, 7))i j=1,2 =0 and Definition [3:323), that, for k==+1,

(7)) Twon (i 7)i= OB " (A)Er (7 M)F (1)By 27 Gy (b(7)) 37 T (o)

e
= (R (k)T P70 4(7) (I+%ami<ﬂ¢l,i<ﬂamk<¢>

+ %Dmi(ﬂ%i(ﬂﬂo,k(r)+o<%Qmi(7)¢&;(7)go,k(7))>
% (1+0(Jv(k)+ 1P e ()| 2= DT (7)€ (1)204(7)) )
x (1+Kag7,1€(r)3;;(T)Qo,k(r)+K29(;,1€(T)3;},C(T)QO,,C(T))

x <1+KT—1/3P07k(T)+%ﬁo,k(T)+o((r-1/3x)2ﬁo,k(r))) . (3.327)
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where M (C) 3Ry, (k), mo€{—1,0,1,2}, are defined in Remark FZ3, Py, vy 1 (1), Uy 4(7), and 15, (7)
are defined by Equations (8:293)), (3:299), (8:296]), and (3:297)), respectively,

R 21/4/b(7) 7 —log Loy
QO,k(T).—IFkl(T)<<(Eb)1/4(\/§_1)1/2@> +9B, 2 AGY(7)(b(1)) ) (3.328)
with AGY(7) defined by Equation [B318),

) 0 _ (2

Po(r)i= (b(r)) 22 s 3?“’“ : (3.329)
V2

= ., 1 Claden [ V3=1  (2eb)Y?\ (Tik(—1;7) Tiow(—1;7)
Eo,k(T).—m(b(T)) d( ><_(2/Eb)1/2 \/§_1><T21:( 107) 11‘22;(—1;7))’ (3.330)
i 1, — 1/2\ .
Eo,(7):= m(b(ﬂ)—z ad(c3) (_(;//ib)ll/z (f/%b)_l > ¢, (3.331)

Ms(C) 3 €1 (7) =r— 400 O(1), (Tijk(—1;7))i j=12 defined in Proposition B8, and My(C) > €Y a constant.
Recalling the Definitions (3323) and 3324), and substituting the Expansions B325), (3320),
and (3327 into Equation ([B8.322]), one shows, via the Conditions (317T), the Definition ([B.146]), the restric-

tions (B.I47T), the Asymptotics (3.212), (3:213), (3221), and (cf. step (xi) in the proof of Lemma [3.2.7])
arg(1tk (7)) =r—+00 2 (1+O(772/3)), and the restriction ([3.272), that

-0 i21/4
D) = Rk 1eﬁk<f>03<1— fok=l,
k(T) ‘r~>+oo( ( )) (\/§_1)1/2 %k ( ) k
(3.332)

where 30(7), Ajr(7), AJ(7), and BY(7) are defined by Equations (3:31d)([B317), respectively, and

0 _i(VB=D2CH(n)
Ejk( T) = (I+O(T_1/3A303)) (I-i—e_ﬁk(T)ad(US) ( 1217490 (7) 2R ))

T—r+00 7 0
(V3=1)1/2B5(r)

Loty Lot ’ (k) 41127
(v oo g oro(giio) ) (o (M,

g3
X R N Y
> ¢35 diag(AQ(r), BY(7))E, (7

x QLGN ) (T+AT (1) +3235, (7)) <I+K71/3Pg7k(7)+%f€g7k(r)

+ O((VHRPE (1)) (3.333)
where
CY(7) :=—i(eb) Y4 (AGL(T))12, (3.334)
~ i i 1/4

DY (7):=i(eb) 4 (AGY(7))2 1—%—k< 4\f(jk 1) ((\/;_1)1/2+i(5b)1/4(AG2(T))11) , (3.335)
D) =00 (D) (1) Qi (7), m=1,2,3, (3.336)
Q. i(7): am )(i(eb)/4)7 (b(r)) ~# 72 (T), (3.337)
()= (DI (D) k(7), (3.338)
()= (NI (). k(1) (3.339)
ng(T) :(I(Eb)1/4) ad(os (b(T))%ad(m *5k(7’)ad(0'§)P0k(T) (3.340)
Eak(T)::(l(E )1/4) ad(os)(b(T))%ad(Ua 5k(7)ad(03)E0,k(7’), (3.341)
IEth(T)Z:(l(Eb) /4) ad(og)(b(T))%ad(og Bk(T)ad(Us)EO)k(T)' (3342)

Via the Conditions BIT), the restrictions (BI47) and [B.272), the Definitions B.87), (114, (BI46)
B.143), B.I50), @.224), B.225), B.286), (3.295)3.297), (3.316) [B.318), B.328) (3.331)), and (3.334)-
B.342), and the Asymptotics B.21), B.53), B.113), GBI B.IF), B.190), B.205), B.212) B.214),
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B220), B228)), and (B3326), upon imposing the Conditions 274) and B275), and defining

o_( VB=1 = (2eh)'/? ST 1), p_pbes (B2 N
Jk'_<_(2/€b)1/2 V3-1 )’ To,k-—(Tza,k(—lvﬂ)mzlza Do,k-—%i w ’

one shows that (cf. Definition ([3.333)), for k=+1,
- ~ ; 0 _ivB=1PCh(r)
E3 () = (I+O(T_1/3A303)> (I-i—e—ﬁk(T) ad(cs) ( . zl/gAg(T) ))
(V3-1)1/2B3(r)
L0 i’“<¢>+~i1&;b”<ﬂ+0<~i b, ,bhm))
A7 A2 S A3 "3

(
< (1o (MR 2 ot e )
(

PGE
5, (B 1)+ B ()48 (P (1) + (1)
+ 3 (B ))+K2(T*/Bni,k(rw%,k<r>+353,k<r>+o(r*2/3ﬁé,k<f>))
+ R (7R ()R (1) O (T (DB (7)) )

0 _iVB=D)2E(r)
~ 3N I
= (I+(’)(T_1/3A303)> [+ Pr(r)ad(os) 217450 (1) 21/:)&0( )

(V3-1)1/2Bf(r)
1 ~1, 1 =1k 1
X <I+X¢1)ku(7)+ﬁ¢2,k ( )+O(A 3ku(7—)>)
X (I+J“ NG RIS .
Ak 0,k A2\/§(\/§_1)
: + —e
- AR o MR hteon,
Xk (7’) |pk (7—)|2 1

x E()D5,)7))

(i(gb)l/‘leﬁk("'))* ad(%)‘]lgTE),k

0 i(vV3=1)!/2C5(r)

- A — B (1) ad (o 1/4A0(7
Tﬂ:Jroo (I+O(T 1/3/\30'3)) I+e Pr(r)ad(os) 1217190 () 2 OAO( )
(V3-1)1/2Bj(r)

~ 14V3Ze 268, - ~i4V3Z, Al ),
x [T+3% (PR () T Ok =L gy AT Ok,
< e I xi(7)

L (Gia(r) - OB )4 LD 1ot
A 1,k 2,k \/g

Xk(T)
~ ~ 1 " 1
X JI(C)TEJ,k_le,/lcyu(T)JELk(T)EE)JC (T)) + ﬁ < 2);1€7u(7')+ m

X (1) (i(b) AeH )20 JOTE | A ()T (1B (7))

|I/k +1|2 —ere (k) —Br(r)ad(o o -
|pk e MTIDG 8 () (DG )

( _|_1|2 7€Tp(k) —p

+ 0

o |px (T (L (T)eBk(T)ad(g3)Dg,kék(T)(Dg,k)1)

A
1 V +1|2 —ere (k) 7= — By (1) ad(o 3 —
S ek (e IDE () (D)

1 14\/—219911%01,c P

UAVEY- A I AN ,
k) - ;h ——+36
_ Tos+O(17 3%
Xk(T) 1,k ( ) 3 ( 3)

= I+, (NES, (1)~

T—+00

63
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0 O(r72/3) O(r519%) 0
i <0<T-2/3> 0 )*( 0 0(7-%%)
+ ( O O(T_‘Sk(V(k)H)lzk))
O % (v(k)+1)2) 0
O(r= 3% (w(k)+1)) 0
i ( 0 0<r-é-6k<u<k>+1>>)
O(T_%_ék) O(T_%_‘Sk)
(o) ap-w)
N < O(r = (v(k)+1) 0<r§5k<u5k>+1>%>>
O(r= 5% (v(k)+1)7) O(r=57%)
O(77 2% (v(k)+1)) 0
+ ( 0 O(r—20 (u(k)+1)))
. <0<r§”k<u<k>+1ti:> ovfwk(u(k)ﬂ)gp)
O(r= 2 (u(k)+1)'F")  O(r= 5= (v(k) +1)+")
. <0<T-%-26k<v<k>+31p 0(7—%;25k<v<k>+1>12’“>>
O(r=#r(v(k)+1)2)  O(r7572*(v(k)+1))
+< o(r2-r®) 0(7—3—6Tp<k>(u(k)+1)12’“)>
O(r 1= M (k) +1) ") O(r—2=ere ()
L 0TI B k) £1) O B (k) 1))
O(r 20 =r W (k) +1)75) O 3= (u(k)+1))
N 0(7—2—25k—€TP(k)(V(k)+1) O(r —3—268, — ETp(k)(V(k)+ )3—2’“)
(9(7’71725’“75“’(16)(V(k)—kl)#) 0(7,72 26, — ETP(k)(V(k)+1>)
+ < 1 0 1tk O(Té%k(y(k)_"l)%))
O(r= s 2% (w(k)+1)77) 0
- 432,205, .
H=+OOI+33,,C<T>EB,,€<T>—# A ()os
(’)(T_%"'?"S’“) O(T72/3)
i ( O(r=21%) 0<r%+35k>>
L[ o —5tok) (s (k)
O(T 1(liky_ §k) O(T—%-i-ék)
432,205, .
TH:JFOOH-JE‘ W(T)EG 4 T)—# ;;’N(T)o;g
::]E?\/,k("')
O(r—3+30)  O(r=3(:F5) =)
+ O(r—3(F) =0y O(7~3F30%)
=: O(EY(7))
= JHEL (7)) (I+<I+E2f,k<7))1 O(IE%(T))) =
~————————
=0(1)
ES(r) = (IHEY () I+OE (M) (3.343)
Thus, via Asymptotics [B.332)) and ([B.343]), one arrives at the result stated in the lemma. O

Theorem 3.3.1. Assume that the Conditions (311), BI41), B272), B274), and B2TH) are valid.
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Then, the connection matriz has the following asymptotics:

Gi _=_GRSK)I+OEN (M), k==, (3.344)

where
G(k):=(S5)1G*(k), (3.345)
§(k):=(G* (k)" (I+ES 4 (1) " G* () I+EZ (7)), (3.346)

with B (1), Sy, and B, () defined by Equations 3.282), B319), and B320), respectively, and

G (B (1)~ AFk(r)-A3k(r)  Cr2(WAF (1) (AFk(r)—Ajk(r)

(k)= . 2@ &)
G*(k)= Gzl(jf)mg‘”(r)e_Agk(T)JrAzk(T) GQQ(]CO)AQOO(T)eAgk(T)-‘rAgk(T) ’ (3:347)
By (T) By (7)
where
A V27 pi (1) B V(1) eV (k) +1) - R
Gui(k)i=——7 at >1§ (7) — exp(—3n(m)—30(7)) , (3.348)
(e0)M/4(2+V/3) M2 (2 (1) /2T (—v(k))
A i(eb)'/ 50 30
Gia(k):=— ex T)—3:(T)), 3.349
. ivVb(r ef2fri(v(k)+1) ~ .
Gon ()=~ exp(R ) +30(). (3.:350)

V2r (sb)1/4(2+ \/3)1/2(2uk(7'))1/26’2’”(”(’“)“)
pi(T)BrVb(r)T'(v(k)+1)

with39(7), A3r(1), AP (), BE (1), 59(7), Aji(r), A(7), and BY(7) defined by Equations B277), B:273),
G20), B280), B.314), B315), B.3106), and B.31D), respectively, and

O (7)) = OEX(r)+O((Gk)5(k) " EUTIGHS(K)) (3.352)

T—r+00

Gaa (k)= exp (33 (7) +33(7)) | (3.351)

with the asymptotics O(E° (7)) and O(EY (7)) defined by Equations [B.283) and B321)), respectively.

Proof. Mimicking the calculations subsumed in the proof of Theorem 3.4.1 of [43], one shows that

Gr=(LY() 'L (r), k==+1. (3.353)
From Equations (3270)-3283), B313)-B321), and (B353), one arrives at
Ge = (T+O(ER(7))(87) (I+EL 4 (7)) te™ 23+ diag (A (7)) ", (BY(r) ™)
__ 2R N e e [ EDTIVBEDY2 "
(wammvE) R )0 (T
X igge” 234173 diag(BE° (1), Ag® (7)) (I+ESF (7)) I+ O(EX (1)) - (3.354)

taking (meo, mg) =(0,2), that is, Aarg(A):=m(mo—mw)/2=m, and using the definitions of Ry(k) and
Rz (k) given in Remark[B.2.3] one arrives at, via Equation [354]) and the reflection formula I'(2)I'(1—2) =
7/ sin(nz), 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 — +0o with £b>0) under the assumption of the validity of the Conditions (3.17), (3147), (3272,
B214), and (B275). 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, g;;:=(Gk)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
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rise to explicit asymptotic formulae for the coefficient functions of Equation [333)), leading to asymptotics
of the solution of the system of isomonodromy deformations ([.44]) | and, in turn, defines asymptotics of
the solution u(7) of the DP3E (II]) and the related, auxiliary functions H(7), f+(7), o(7)Y and &(7).

Lemma 4.1. Let g;; := (Gg)ij, 1,7 € {1,2}, k = %1, denote the matriz elements of the corresponding
connection matrices. Assume that all of the conditions stated in Theorem B30l are valid. For k=+1, let
911912921 #0 and ga2 =0, and, for k=—1, let g12g21922 #0 and g11 =0. Then, for 0<d <o <1/24 and
ke{£1}, the functions vo(7), 7o(1)E1 and b(t) have the following asymptotics:

> i7'rk 4 ,—irk/3 k(.0_s.—ma
vo(T) =0,k (T Z e / (Pa)"(sp—ie )efiw(”e’ﬁ(f)
T—)+OO — 1/3 m+1 V27 31/4(eb)1/6
x (1+(9(T*1/3)) : (4.1)
) L B 0o tm(k}) 1k(\/§+1)k irk/4 —i7rk/3( )k(s _le—fra)
ro(r):=rok(r) = > (71/3)m+1+ /7 20=2)/231/4(cp)1/6
ik g 3<T>(1+(9 ~1/3) ) (4.2)
and
Vb(r) = b(k)(eb)/ (27 Pay) @2 el exp<g(k\/g—l—i)(sb)l/?’TQ/g—FO(T5k)>, (4.3)

where 9(7) and B(7) are defined in Equations (2.13),
Po:=(2+V3), (4.4)

b(k)= {g”e k=+1, (4.5)

gy e ™Y k=-1,
and the expansion coefficients wy, (k) (resp., tm(k)), m€Zy, are given in Equations (ZH)-2I2) (resp.,

EIR) and @19)M

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 B2I)), B53), and BI78), the Conditions B274) and B27H),
and the Definitions (B277) and B314) that, for k=41, p1(7) =r 100 O(T/3e P} and Vb(T) =7 1 o0
O(r % ()P 2/3) where 9(7) and 3(7) are defined in Equations (ZI3]). From the Definitions (3.146),
B.210), 3.221), (3224), and (B.2Z5), and the Asymptotics (321), B.53), BI7D), (3.190), B.212)-B.219),
[B227), and B228), it follows, via a lengthy linearisation and inversion argument[™ in conjunction with
the latter asymptotics for py(7), that, for k=+1,

_ _ 1 (2(a—i/2)773 48VB(pi(r)—1)(v(1)+1)  ipy(r)r— /3
to(1)7 1/3+(’)(T 2/3) i 2\@( \/504% - ;1(7.)771/3 _36@1@1(7)_1))
(4.6)
Y oy L 4(a—i/2)7713  48VB(V3+1)(p1(T)—1)(r(1)+1)
uo(l) 1 3_1,_0( 2 3) el 8\/5( \/ga% + pl(T)Tfl/g
ir—1/3 (V3-1)
+ 57 (\/§+1—p71(ﬂ_1>> : (4.7)

where

(4.8)

1)+1) @)
pi(t)  2m(7)’

45Via the Definitions (I.39), also the asymptotics of the solution of the—original—system of isomonodromy deforma-
tions (L28).

46Gee the Definitions (TI0), (T49), (CE0), and (13), respectively.

47See the Asymptotics [B:2I) and (B.53), respectively.

48 Trans-series asymptotics (as T — 400 with eb>0) for b(7) are given in the proof of Theorem [BI] below; see, in particular,
Equations (B8), (BX)), and (B25).

49That is, retaining only those terms that are 0(771/3).
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with

a(r) = ) P+orh), (4.9)

T—+00

2m(r) = i8v3(14+0(772/3)), (4.10)

where c; (1) is some to-be-determined coefficient. Recalling from Propositions3.1.2] and [3.1.3] respectively,
that up(1) = a/6a2 and to(1) = (a—i/2)/3a3, it follows via the asymptotic relations ([8) and (7)),
Equation (@8], the Asymptotics (£.9) and (£10), and the asymptotics for p;(7) stated above that

(=12 o T (2aif2) L e
\azya)r - - 1 4.11
302 PO S S T Bar 64 O, (1
ar—1/3 71/3 4a
o213 = — [ ———i6(vV3+1)c*(1 O(r~2/3 4.12
whence
c(1)=0. (4.13)

Thus, from Equation (8]), the Asymptotics (£9) and (#I0), the Relation (I3), and the asymptotics
(see above) p1(T) =r 100 O(T/3e7 P one deduces that, for k=41

v(1)+1 = O(r~2Be P, (4.14)

T—+00

From the corresponding (k = +1) Asymptotics (B2I) and [B53]), the Definitions B.87), B27T),
and (3.310)), the expansion e*=3_°_ 2™ /m!, and the leading-order Asymptotics (£.I0) and (414)), one

shows that, for k=+1,

+A5(r) —2/3 =+ —1/3\ym —1/3 ,—B8(7)
e Lot ZOCm(l)(T )" H+O(r™ e, (4.15)
+A5(T) +—2/3 i —1/3 —1/3_—B(7)
¢ ‘r—>+oo Z C +O(T € )’ (416)

for certain coefficients (1) and (£ (1). From the corresponding (k=-+1) Asymptotics (32I)) and

EI00), B212), 3:213), and [B:227), the Definition ([3224)), and the asymptotics p; (7) =400 O(7/3 ’ﬁ(f))

it follows that, for k=1,

1 67171'/4 )
STTToNE /3 (r=1/3)ym ~1/3,—B()
(201 (7))1/2 r—s+o0 23/23174 <1+T Z ¥m )" O e )> : (4.17)

m=0

for certain coefficients of (1). From the corresponding (k = +1) Asymptotics [(:21), (3.53), BI74)-
GIR), GI10), B.212), ‘and (3:213), the Definitions (3224), ~([3:281), and B316)-B3I8), and

the above asymptotics for p;(7), one deduces that, for k=+1

~ r 17T 7'71/3 ~ 1 -2
AF (1) et —%(1—!—0(7‘011(7)7 /3)) et 1+0(r /3), (4.18)
5 Fo,1 ()T 1/3 _ . a—i/2)r=2/3
B&o(7) i 12 (8\)/§ (1—!—(9(7“0,1(7')7 /3)) (1—7( 72@(3}
" (—0@(8(”0,1(T))2+4UO,1(T)f0,1(T)—(f‘o,l(T))Q)+4(a—i/2)vo,1§7)771/3)
(5 (v, (7) + (VB 1), (7)) — L2 12)
L= 10, (4.19)

50Even though this realisation is not utilised anywhere in this work, it turns out that (k)41 has the asymptotic trans-series

expansion
71/3 J(a—ikO(T) ,—B(T)\m _
vk = D> D Ek(m ) (e P k=1,
jELZ, meN
for certain coefficients §; ,(m): Z4 x {£1} x N—C, where, in particular, 89 (1) =51 (1) =
51Recall that vo(T):=wv0,1(T) and 7o(T):=70,1(T).
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—~1/3

AS(T) T—):-‘,-oo 1_% (1+O(7~'O,1(T)7-—1/3)) T_):+OO 1_}_0(7_—2/3), (4.20)
N Fo1 ()T~ 1/3 4—i/2)—2/3
Bg( T—>:+oo % (1+O(’F0,1(T)7__1/3)) (1—%
« (=03 (8(vo,1(7))* +4vo,1 (1)Fo,1 (1) = (Fo,1 (7))*) +4(a—i/2)vo (r) 7~ 1/?)
(%(4’1}071(7')4—(\/54—1)?071(7-))_ (\/§+1)2(:1/%;/12)771/3)
LS O, o

Via the Definitions ([3:282) and (3320), one argues as in the proof of LemmataB.3 Tand [B.3.2] respectively,
to show that, for k==+1, to leading order,

- O(T72/3) (’)(7_1/3(e_3(7))#)
x(7) T too (0(7—1/3(e_3(7))12k) O(r—2/3) ) : (4.22)
O(r72/3) (9(7—1/3(6—%))%)
Exi(r) rtoo O(T‘l/S(e_B(T))#) O(r=2/3) , (429

whence, via the Asymptotics (14)), (£22), and ([£23), and the relation det(I+J) = 14 tr(J) 4 det(J),
JeMz(C), it follows that, for k=41, to all orders,

I+E = 1 > ()(r V34 O (7 BeAT) 4.24

+ = +§ c M4 O(r7 e ), (4.24)
0 71/3 —1/3,.—B(r)

(I+Ey 1(7)) H+Oo E )" +O(t7 e ), (4.25)

for certain coefficients ¢2, (1) and ¢, (1). It now follows from the corresponding (k= +1) Conditions (3274
and @B275), that is, p1(1)B1 =110 O M) and VB(T) =1 100 O(e31(D =317 respectively, where
33(7) and 3{ (1) are defined by Equations (3:277) and (3:314), respectively, the expansione* =3 ~_ 2™ /m/,
the reflection formula I'(2)I'(1—z) =7/ sin 7z, the Definitions (8:348)-(B.351]), and the Asymptotics (14)
and ([@I7T), that, for k=41,

N . Gll(l) Glz(l) . (’)(1) 0(1)
Gi):= (G21(1) ng(l)) r—to00 (O(l) O(V(1)+1))’ (4.26)

and, from Equation (8:3347) and the Asymptotics (I15), ({10, @I8)-(@2I), and @20),

* o o(1
() T +oo (Oglg O(V(%)L—l)) ' (4.27)

whence, via the Definitions (8:319), (3:349), and ([B.346]), and the Asymptotics [@24]) and @.23]),
51 — (1) o)
0, Fw < 01) ow(l)+1)) (428)
31 — (1) o)
SO (0(1) o)) (4.29)
From the Asymptotics ([B:283) and (B321)), the Definition (3:352), the Asymptotics (£28) and (@29),
and the relations max{zi, 20} = (21 +22+|21 — 22|)/2, min{z1, 20} = (21 + 22— |21 — 22|)/2, 21,22 €R, and
maxg—41{30r—1/3, —0x—(1+k)/6,—0r— (1—k)/6} =—0y, it follows that, for k=+1,

E{' (r) = O@F ). (4.30)

T—+00

Finally, from the Asymptotics (3344) and (A28)—(@30), one arrives at (G1)i j=12 =r—+c0 O(1) (for
k=+1), which is, in fact, the isomonodromy condition for the corresponding connection matrix.
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From the Definition (B319), the Asymptotics (8344), the Definitions (3340) and [B344), Equa-
tion ([B.347), the Definitions ([3.348)—-(B.351)), the Asymptotics [@.24), [@25]), and [@30), and the isomon-

odromy condition for the corresponding connection matrix, G1, it follows that, for k=41, upon setting
Gij = (Gl)ija i, .] € {17 2};

gu g _ 1osg) (Gi(1) GR(D) (1+nu(r)  ma(r) —61
(o0 2) = (o D)ERE S (om0 Yaroro. aay
where -
M) = S (A1) Ym0 e HO), i je{1,2), (4.32)
m=1

for certain coefficients (H,,(1));;. It follows from the Asymptotics [@31]) that

gr2g1_=_ (G (D141 (1) + o (s (1) (G (1) +59C35(1)
+ (Gla(1)+50G35(1))122(7) +(GT1 (1) 450G, (1)) ma (7)) (1+O(71)). (4.33)
From the corresponding (k = +1) Conditions (BZ74) and @275), that is, p1(7)B1 =1 100 O(e21(7)

and Vb(T) =y 400 O(31(M =3 respectively, where 3(7) and 39(7) are defined by Equations (277)

and (B3.314)), respectively, Equation (3:347), the Definitions (3.348)—(3.351)), the expansion e* =Y~ 2™ /ml,
and the Asymptotics (14)-(@21)), one shows that, for k=41,

Ga1 (1)BF(7) a3 3 -

G2, (1 )= )0 A e AR( ARG = (13, 4.34
51(Dmi(m)=mn11(7) B(r) el ( ) (4.34)
* G 1 AOO 31(T 31(7 —1_—B(7

ng(l)nm(T):nm(T)imAg FOsnerranm  —  oletm), (4.35)

By(7) Toteo

(Gia(1)+ 558G (1)) a2 () —nm(T)(i@”(l)Amﬂ sin-snr) 4 @ OnAF(D)

AJ(r) " BY(r)
x 6A31<T>+A31<T>> Tjoo@(T—l/s)(@(l)+(9(T—2/3e—6<7>))
= O(r~1/3), (4.36)
* * @11(1)1@00(7-) —A31(7)—=A31 (7T @21(1)1@00(7-)
( 11(1)+58G21(1))7712(T) :7712(7)<T(T0)6 Ad(m)=Ad( )+88T(TO
x e-A31<T>+A31<T>)TjooO(T—l/?»)(O(lHoa))
= O(r=1/3), (4.37)
whence (cf. Asymptotics (£33]))
gogn = (G5 (1)+0G7VH 401 140
X (G;2(1)+0(T—1/3)+(9(T—2/3e—6<f>))
_ * * —o1 _ a a AOO (T)BOO (T) —o1
L= GLMGLMA+0(™™) = 612(1)621(1)m(1+0(7 )
= e mIIaLoE )40 ) = ~(14+0(w(1)+1)
x (1+0(r7) = —(1+0(r~ e PO (1+0(r %)) =
—912921 = 1+0O(77%); (4.38)
analogously,
g2 _ = (G5 (1)(A+m1(7)+GC3y(1)n21 (7)) (1+O(77°))

T—+00
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= (G§1(1)+(9(T*1/3)+0(T*1e*ﬁ<f>))(1+0(T*51))

T—+00
= GO = Ga()h Do a1 406 )
T—+00 T—+00 BB(T)

= - e HMHN (M e=2miW D) (14 O(772/3))(1+O0(r~2/3))(1+0(r 1))

1+0(w(1)+1)(1+0(r~))

= - eI (14 O(r 2B PON1+0(7)) =

- _ —=30(1)+31(7) —61
92 S T pac o AFOET). (4.39)

It follows, upon inversion, from the Asymptotics (£3]) and [@39) that, for k=41,

Vi(r) = ign(en)/ 10O L0) = gy (en) S IO r 0@ ), (4.40)
T—+00 T—+00
whence, via Equations (I.63) and the Definitions (32717) and 3314, one arrives at the corresponding

(k=+1) asymptotics for Vb(7) stated in Equation (@3] of the lemmal?
Recall the following formula (cf. Equations (LGI))), which is one of the defining relations for the
manifold of the monodromy data, M:

921922 — 911912+ 50911920 =1e 7. (4.41)

Substituting Equation (3341), the Definitions (B348)—-(3351), and the Asymptotics [@31]) into Equa-
tion (£A4I]), one shows that, for k=41,

(G51(1)G3(1) =G (1) G2 (1) = spGi2(1) G5, (1)) (14711(7)) (1+722(7))
+ (G5 (1)G5, (1) = G711 (1)GT1 (1) —59GT1 (1) G54 (1)) (14+711 (7)) 2 (7)
+ (G32(1)G55 (1) = G12(1)GTo (1) = 59GTa (1) G5 (1)) (1 +722(7) )12 (7)
+(G§2(1)G31(1)_GT2(1)GT1(1)_58 Tl(l)ng(l))nm( )7721(7)_le_m+(9(7_61)T_ioo 0, (4.42)
where
. V27 (2+v3)/2(2p1 (1)) /2o V() +D) AOO(T) MGIEINTS
G21(1)Goe(1)= 1 (1) B1e O (0(1) + 1) B0 (r) e“=atm), (4.43)
. i} B V27ps (T)B1e~ 239 (1) @im (v (1)+1) A8°(7') 80(7')67%”1(7)
1 ()G (1)= T 2B R m () AT (D) ANmAL () h(m), (4.44)
9G15(1)G3, (1) = — sge 2V +D ﬁ (4.45)
~ 2
G31<1>G;1<1>—g§1<1530 m) e HARD AR (14 O 0)), (1.46)
BY(7)

o VIR (B O B () \ a5,y
GL (DG (1)= ( (2+3) 2 (201 (1) /2T (— (1)) A8(7)>
x (1+0(r~)), (4.47)
s0v/2mg31p1 (1) Bre > el Bae (B (1) o)
(2+V3)12(2u (1))V2T(=v(1))  AY(7)BY(7)
x (1+0(r~)), (4.48)

. N 2
ivV2m(24+v3)2(2u1 (1))} 2e 2r (W ()FD) ASo(T)) (2(A31(1)+A31(7))

50 (1G5 (1) =

G32(1>G32(1)‘< oo (1B O+ BY(r)

52Note that the Asymptotics ([@40) is consistent with the corresponding (k=-1) Condition (B275)).
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x (1+0(77)), (4.49)
Giz(l)G (1) Go1 (i%;:;) 2(A31(T) =A% (7 (1+(9( _‘51))7 (4.50)
SOG* (1)G* (1): _ ISO\/%(2+\/_)1/2(2M1( ))1/2 —i2r((h+) AOO(T)A(O)O(T) e?Am(‘r)
o 93101(7)Bre BT (w(1)+1) AJ(r)Bf(7)
x (1+0(r~)), (4.51)
e * — 1950 sin (7 (v e—im(v(1) 1)A80(T)Bgo(7)
0G11(1)Gay(1) =125 sin(m(v(1)+1)) " RSB (4.52)
bet 39(m)im(v(1)+1) 4 B
(T 1672517'ei7'rv1 1 O (B (7) _oas
o \/2_p ( )% Ag ( )BO ( )e 2A51(T>(1+7711(T))(1+7722(T)); (4'53)

(24 V3)V2(2u (7)) V2T (—v (1)) A(r)AS(7)
in terms of the newly-defined variable z, an algebraic exercise reveals that the Asymptotics ([{42]) can be
recast in the following form:

Y1z 2+ (Y2 +ys+ya) e+ (L+ys+ye)r+yra’ +ys+yotyio+yi —ie T +O(17%) o teo 0, (4.54)
where
Ar@Br @\ (Arm)
y1:= | i2g5,  sin(m(v(1)+1))e T+ -0 ) (AO ) e2(A31(T) =251 (7))
( AJ(m)AJ(7) 0(7)
X (14711 (7)) (14n22(7)) *121 (7) (14 0(77°1)), (4.55)
~ ~ 2
e —i AF(m)B° (1)
y2:=i2sin(r(v(1)+1))e ‘3”(”(1)“)( e (L4 (7))(L+n22(7)) | (4.56)
AJ(T)BY()
~ 3
5.0 2 i AF(T) | BE(T) 2a5.(m)-a3
:=1280g5,2 sin(mr(v(1)+1))e T+ [ Z0 0 e2(A51(T)=Aj1(7))
Y3 0921 (m(v(1)+1)) A7) BO(r)
X (1411 (7)) (1+722(7)) 121 (7), (4.57)

ya:=i2sin(m(v(1)+1))e l3ﬂ<v<1>+1><AA73°ET)BOO(T)> (14m11(7))

X (14m22(7))ma(1)n21 (1), (4.58)
— _ 4042 AO( ) o (7 ) 2(A31 (1) —A31(7)) M2(7) —6;
Ysi= — OgmAO"( ) ( ) : i L +7722(7) (1+0(r7°")), (4.59)
. ma(7)n21(7)
U T () (L (7)) (4.60)
. 2
2 Ag(7) o—2(A31(T)=A51(7)) ma(7) _—
Y7:= — g1 (ASO (7-)> 3 3 )+ () (1+0( ) (4.61)
— 0a—i2m(v(1) 1)A80(T)BSO(T) . .
Y8:=5q * 7&8(7)1@38(7) (T4+m1(7))(1+n22(7)), (4.62)
. 2
ygz—g%(]%o m) e KA (Lt (1) ma (N (A1 O(7™)), (4.63)
BO(T)
Y10:= —ﬁf(%ﬁ) (B3 =25 (14 1o9 (7) )21 (T) (14 O(7 1)), (4.64)
0 T

—iw(u(1)+1)A§O(T)I?8O(T)

AR (7)BG(7)
Via the Asymptotics (£I14)-(21) and (£32), and the expansion e* =3 _ 2™ /ml, it follows from the
Definitions (£55)-({65) that

y1 = O(r B, yo = O(r PPy, (4.66)

T—+00 T—400

Y11= — i2s)sin(m(v(1)+1))e M2 (7)n21 (7). (4.65)
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Y3 T*}ioo O(Tfle*ﬁ(‘r)), Ys TH:JFOO O(Tf4/36*5(7)), s Tﬁioo O(Tfl/s), (4.67)
_ —-2/3 _ -1/3 _ 0 -1/3
v = O(r72/9), v = O(r71/3), s = sQ(1+0(r~1/3)), (4.68)
—~ ~1/3 = =173 — ~4/3,=B(r)
Yo = o(r )s Yo = Oo(r ), yu = o(r e ). (4.69)

One notes that—the asymptotic—Equation ([@54) is a quartic equation for the indeterminate z, which
can be solved explicitly: via a study of the four solutions to the quartic equation (see, for example, [34]),
in conjunction with the Asymptotics (£66)—([@.69) and a method-of-successive-approximations argument,
it can be shown that the sought-after solution, that is, the one for which x=,_, ., O(1), can be extracted
as one of the two solutions to the quadratic equation

(1—|—UT):E2—|—(y8—|—U§—ie_wa‘FO(T_[sl))x_'—v; e 0, (4.70)

where
vl =Y5+Ye e o(r=1/?%), vy = =Y9+y10+y11 i o(r~1/%), (4.71)
vii=yatystys = O(r e PO, (4.72)

The roots of the quadratic Equation ([70) are

. = Tstui—ieT™ O )/ (ys s —ie ™ +O(r 1)) —d(1+ vy (4.73)
T—>_+oo 2(1—|—UT) ’ '

of the two solutions given by Equation (£73)), the one that is consistent with the corresponding (k=-+1)
Condition (B.274) reads

€T — _(y8+v§_ieiﬂ.a+o(7-761))_\/(y8+vg_ieiﬂ-a+o(7—761))2_4(1+UT)U§ . (4 74)
Ttoo 2(14v¥) ' '

via the Definition ([@53]), and the Asymptotics (£66), [@7T), and @72, it follows from Equation (£774)

and an application of the Binomial Theorem that, for s#ie™™%,

\/gpl(T)%lefl‘;[l)(‘r)eiﬂ'(l/(l)ﬂLl) ASO(T)Bgo( )672&1(7) . .
BB T Anayn )
= —(sY—ie ™) +O(r ). (4.75)

T—r+00

From the Asymptotics (321I), B.53), ( |_4_._'L_4_LI) @I6), EI”)-E2T), and @32), the reflection formula
I(2)I'(1—z) = ©/sin7z, the expansion e* = > *_ 0zm/m' and the Asymptotics (cf. Remark B2.2])

(F(—I/(l)))_l = oo LFOW(D)+1) =11 o 1+ O(77%/3¢7P(7)) | one shows that, for k=41,

@) Age(r)Bge (r) :
~ = —2/3 Qp _1/3 MmO 3eBM), 4.76
L(=v(1)) AY(r)AY(r) r oo ! Z ( ) (4.76)
—=2A51(1) . —2/3 f —1/3\m e B(7)
e SR Zoam(l)(T )"+ O(T™ ), (4.77)
L+ (7)) (A tmaa(7)) = 1477 13 Z o, ()3 L O(r=1Be =), (4.78)

for certain coefficients a,, (1), of (1), and o, (1). Via the Asymptotics (@I7) and (@76)-@T8), upon
defining

—1/3 Om —1/3_—B(r
<1+ Z 1/3 m1+1 +0O(r Y3 ) (H— Z 1/32m2+2 O(r~1/3e=Al ))>

mi= O mo= O
—1/3 —B(T —-1/3 ,—B(T
(H—Z 1/3 m3+2 +0O(r /3¢ ()><1—|—Z 71/3 m4+2 +0O(r /3¢ ())>
m3 0 maq 0

é (1 —1/3 —B(r
_ 1+Z (Tl/%jL@(T 1/3-B()) (4.79)
m=0

T—+00 )m+1
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it follows from the corresponding (k=+1) Definition (3:314) and the Asymptotics ([@L75) and [@79) that,

for s)#ie™ ™,

(1+i f/g 1 ( 1/3eﬁ(~r))> _ _ 23/231/4eiﬂ'/4(2+\/§)?a(88_iefﬂ-a)
" Tohee V2T
x e~ P(Ne=B) (14 O(r~01)), (4.80)

where P, is defined by Equation @)} Via the Asymptotics (3205) and the Definition (3224)), a
multiplication argument reveals that

%g 1’1”0 1( )7'71/3 1
= 7 —1/3y2y\ 3t
pn)Br = =B L) - S (14 O((oa () ) B,
92 - _1/3 3 %]j 2
1Wo,1 Fo(7)T - _1/33) 0,1
+ : 1+—= +O((Fo(T)T : B
s (1 0 () ) ()
5 ~1/3 5/t \?
Lolwt, (14T o (e ) (20 s, ) (4.81)
’ 12 B
from the corresponding (k = +1) Asymptotics B.21)), (353), BI73), , and (BI90), the various
terms appearing in the Asymptotics ([£8]) can be presented as follows
i85, (V3177 g~ b (1) ~2/3,—B(7)
T 8Y3 oo 6, - ZO 71/3) s TOT ™), (4.82)
_ifga(r)T ¢ )T8 . —1/32 # b —2/3 —B(7)
e (14+0((Foa(r)r1/%)%)) B}, T;OO?;WW(T ¢ A, (4.83)

c 92 ~ —1/3 3 %ﬁ 2 ~ —-1/3
1Wp,1 o1 (T)T ~ —1/3\3 0,1 4 o1 (7)T
(8\/3)3 (1+ 19 +O((T0)1(T)T ) ) —%1 B1+0 Wo 1 1—}—712

3
i B 5 (B} > bt (1 s ai
+ O((Fo ()T 1/3)3)) <%—O;> Bi| = > ﬁuxr 2/36=(D), (4.84)

m=0

for certain coefficients b?, (1), bf, (1), and b% (1), whence (cf. Asymptotics [EST))

3 (V3+1)r S —2/3 —B(r
P(B = Bi(14La(r)+ 7+ZO 71/3 W) voir2/esm), (4s5)
for certain coefficients b}, (1); for example,
i(v3+1
bl (1)= M(16t0(1)+4(a—i/2)u0(1)—a%(8u§(1)+4u0(1)t0(1)—tg(l))) : (4.86)
48v/3a

One shows from the corresponding (k=+1) Asymptotics B.2I)), (853), and (BI7]) that

i(V3+1)ay
2

By = [B]+ (4A1 4 (V3+1)By)e W Me A (14 O(r71/3)), (4.87)

T—+00

where

Bi:=2(1+V3)A,, (4.88)

5 . . . . . . —1/3
53From the leading term of asymptotics for B given in Equation (BIT8)), that is, B1 =7r— 400 — % +0(r7h,

and the Asymptotics (@80), it follows that pi(T) =r—too D17/3e710(M)e=B(T)(1 4 O(r~%1)), where D1 := 6(v/3+
1)31/46‘”/4011’J’a(58—ie’”a)/\/%7 whence p1(7)B1 =1 100 O(e~#(7)), which is consistent with the corresponding (k=+1)
Condition .

54Note, in particular, that %871/‘31 =r 4o —18\/5(1-1—0(1)).
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and
—1/3 o
[B:1]:=— (\/_+1 + Z m+3’ (4.89)
m:O
for certain coefficients b,,(1); for example,
bo(1) = 1(\/§+1> (am(n 2\[( (1) +2(VB+ Dto(1uo(1) +813(1)
+ (QG_OZQ)(12u0(1)+(2\/§—1)t0(1))>> : (4.90)
by (1)=0. (4.91)

From the Expansions ([{L85]) and ([@8T), and the Definition (£89), it follows that

no® 5 7 S+ () (LB 1+ 0 7))

- 71(\[;1)% (4A1+(V3+1)Bye P Me PO (1+0(r719), (4.92)

for coefficients d,(1):=b] (1)+bm, (1), mE€Z,; for example,

a501) =0 (1) a1/ 2ua(1) 31 + 4w (1) (1)
+i(\/§+1)<a 2(1)+ 2f( (B (1) + 23+ e o (1) +813(1))
+ (“6_;{2)(12u0(1)+(2\/§—1)m(1)))). (4.93)

Thus, via the Asymptotics (£80) and (#92), one arrives at

(i M+Ll(7)(u%lﬂ+0(e*ﬁ<f>))+M%)O‘l(zml+(\/§+1)Bl)e*w<f>efﬁ<7>

1/3\ym+3
x (1+0(7 e )(1+Z 1/3 m+1 O(r UBGﬁ(T))) oo —Qie™" ﬁ(T)(l‘f‘O( 751))7
(4.94)
where 3/291/4 4ir /4 0
23/231/46im/4(24-4/3)P,, (s —ie ) (4.95)

Q= oz

One now chooses L; (7) so that the—divergent—power series on the left-hand side of Equation (£94)) is
identically equal to zero:

( 53 dfn i >LL931JJ> <1+ ‘”32 1/31;1)—; (4.96)

mO

via the Definition (@8J), one solves Equation [#386) for L;(7) to arrive at

A 72/3 Z m+2 1) (497)

7-1/3 m’

where the coefficients [, (1), m’ €Z,, are determined according to the recursive prescription

(1) =1 (1) =0, eu>=%§f),

m—+2

Lys(1)= ;O‘H(mﬂ +Zd* Z dimyaji( )), meZ,, (4.99)

(4.98)



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 75

with
hm=0. d=-FD g0y WIS g )y WEDED 0
(1) b (1) %j“{;%u)é%_pm, mez,. (4101)
From the Condition ([@396]), Equation ([LI7), and the Asymptotics ([£94), it follows that
i(\/§+1)0‘1(4A1+(\/§+1)131)e*“9<f>e*ﬁ<f> = Qe OO0, (4.102)
whence, via the Definitions ([€4), (£3]), and (495, one arrives at
py = T2 VB s o). (4.103)

V27 31/4(cb)1/6

Alternatively, one may proceed as follows. Substituting the Asymptotics (@8] and ([E8T) into Equa-
tion (@80), one shows, via the Definition (£89) and the definition dZ,(1) := bl (1)+bn(1), m € Z,,
that

(\/_+1 _1/3 -1 ~1/3
6o Z 7-1/3 +L1 (7)B1| 147 / Z 1/3
+O(T—l/%—ﬁm))+0(T—1/3e— M) = —Qie "Me BN (140(r7 ), (4.104)

T—+00

where Q; is defined by Equation (£.95),
do(1)=b{(1),  dms1(1)=b] ( +Z a1 ), meZ,. (4.105)

From the Condition (£96)), Equation (£.97), the Asymptotics ([I04]), the definition d}, (1):=b], (1 +bm (1),
m€Zy, and Equations (L.I05), it follows that

(VBB - ) Lo (D) e—B(7) )
By = - B ee— Z o e PO+ O(r70)). (4.106)

It follows from the corresponding (k=+1) Asymptotics 21)), 353), and BI7]) that the function B,
can also be presented in the form

B, = i(\/g—i—l)(%(4vo,1(7)+(\/§+1)7’o,1(7))——(\/g+1)(a_i/2)>+Z7( b (1)

T—+400 2\/§a171/3 7—1/3)m+3

+O(17 3¢ P, (4.107)

m=0

for certain coefficients b%,(1) (see, for example, Equations #I125) and [I26) below); hence, from the
Asymptotics ([I06) and [@I07), one deduces that

(V34+1)(V3a—1/2)

4,1 () +(V3+1)70,1(7) o 3027173 +Z 7.1/3 m+3
0
190, e—i?() = B(7)
1 Qle (§] (1_'_0(7_761)), (4108)
(vV3+1)ay
where R
i2(b,,(1)=b7 (1

(V3+1)an

Combining the corresponding (k = +1) Equations (8:220) and BE2), it follows that, in terms of the
corresponding (k=+1) solution of the DP3E (I.1l),

e2mi/3, (+ i e—i2m/3.22/3 /1) 4
4vo,1 (1) +(V3+1)ig 1 (1) = 85(61))2/(3 ) (\/5—1—(16)1))1/3 ( EL()T) b>+2(\/§—1)71/?’; (4.110)
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finally, from the Asymptotics ([I08) and Equation (£II0]), one arrives at the—asymptotic—Riccati
differential equation

W(7) = )b+ (), (4.111)
where
SN N ie8v/2a,77%/3
a(r):=1ib, C(T)'_—(\/g+1)(ab)1/2’
S BT 2(vBa—i/2) | 1207 (1) 4 Qe e A s,
b(r):= (V3+1)2 + 37 +(\/—+1) Z (T1/3)m+5 (vV3+1)272/3 (1+0(777)).

(4.112)
(T)u(r) P it follows

ol

Incidentally, changing the dependent variable according to w(7) = %5(7’)—1—% T
that the Riccati differential Equation (111 transforms into

w'(r) = E(r)+w(n)?, (4.113)
where . » B ,
- E(T)1=—&(7)5(7)—1—%(5(7))2—%5’(7)4-% b(zz:_)(T) ; C(S—)) —|—% (CE((:))) . (4.114)

Substituting the corresponding (k= +1) differentiable Asymptotics [B.22) into either the Riccati differ-
ential Equation (LIII) or its dependent-variable-transformed variant (LII3), and recalling that co 1 =

1e(eb)?/3e127/3 | one shows that

£8ei27/3 2 _2/3 2 — U (1) 2 _—2/3 — —1/3\m
ISea ConT T H2¢, Z (71/3)m+60’17— Z Z Uy (D, (1)(77777)

m=0m1=0

: —i27/3.,.2/3
i(v/341)e"127/372/ (—ib+@772/3

+ 200, P72 O (14 0(r1/7)) ) T >
g

= Dy, (1 , ,
_ Coa Z (m—l- )u ( )+i2\/§(€b)1/3612ﬂ'/3p7,1/36119(T)eﬁ(7')(1+0(7,1/3)))
T

m+1

1 .
+2(V3-1)7'/® <Co 173401 Z 1/3§ ) +]P’e”9(7)e5(7)(1+(9(7—1/3))>

1 —i/2) & * (1 20,6~ 10(7)=B(7)
_ (V3+ )(2\/§a i/ )+ e (1) +1 Qe e (14+0())
e st T T T (B D
<Co 13 4o Z 1/3 m+1 _W(T)e_ﬂ(ﬂ(1+(’)(T_1/3))> , (4.115)
where
]P)::CQJAl. (4116)

Equating coefficients of terms that are O(r'/3e=7("e=A(7))  O(r%/3) O(1), O(r=/3), O(r=2/3), and
O(771), respectively, in Equation (ZII5)), one arrives at, in the indicated order:

(%—1—2\/_(\/_—#1)4-2(\/_ 1)) —% (@117)
(10t o051 Juat) =, (1120
8'27/3c 4 (2u2(1)+u8(1))+i(\/§+1)e_i2w/3“0(1)+2(\/§—1)u2(1)

=(cb)2/3 3(ch)1/3

55See Section 4.6 of [26]; see, also, Chapter 5 of [53].
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(V3+1)(V3a—i/2) | .

- 3o +a(1), (4.121)
ei27'r/'3>c 1 i —i27/3 1

S s )+ 2Ll o)

_(ﬁ+1)(¢§§%—i/2)u1(1)+L>{(1)_ (4.122)

Using the corresponding (k = +1) coefficients (2.8)), in particular, ug(1) = a/6a? and u;(1) = uy(1l) =
ug(1) =0, one analyses Equations (L.117)-(@.122), in the indicated order, in order to arrive at the following
conclusions: (i) solving Equation (LITT) for P, one deduces that

ic(eb)1/2ei™/4P,, (5§ —ie ™)
- /7 23/231/4 )

whence, from the Definition (£IT6]), one arrives at Equation ([@I03); (ii) Equations ([LII8)-(@I120) are
identically true; and (iii) solving Equations (@I2I) and [@I22)) for (1) and ¢f(1), respectively, one

concludes that
(1) = ia(1+ia)(v/3+1)
0 18a?

moreover, from Equations (£90) and ([@9T]), the Definition [@I09), and Equations (£I124), it also follows
that
b= (o

P= (4.123)

and 11 (1)=0; (4.124)

(300) 205+ Do (U148 (0) + 2 (1200(0) + (2VE- D1
(4.125)
b5 (1)=0. (4.126)

Finally, from the Asymptotics (32I)) and B53) (for k= +1) and Equation (£I03), one arrives at the
corresponding asymptotics for vo(7) :=vg,1(7) and 7o(T) :=70,1(7) stated in Equations [@I]) and (Z.2),
respectively, of the lemma.

Similarly, proceeding as delineated above, one deduces that, for k=—1,

A B ie—iﬂ/4eiﬂ/3(2+\/§)—ia(88_ie—ﬂ'a) '
o V27 31/4(gb)1/6 ’

thus, from the Asymptotics B2I)) and 53) (for ¥ = —1) and Equation (@I27), one arrives at the
corresponding asymptotics for vo(7):=wvg _1(7) and 7o (7): =79 _1(7) stated in Equations ({.1]) and (£.2),
respectively, of the lemma. [l
From Equation 320), the Asymptotics (), Definition (@), and recalling that co, = 2 (eb)?/3e~127k/3
k=41, one arrives at the corresponding (e1, e, m(g2)|¢)=(0, 0, 0|0) asymptotics (as 7 — +oo with eb>0)
for the solution u(7) of the DP3E (1)) stated in Theorem [Z11
Via the Definitions (L49) and (I50) and Equations (I53) and (B352), one deduces that, for k=+1,

(4.127)

i(Eb)l/BeiQﬂ'k/3

2f ()= —i(a—i/2)+ /3 (—2+fo(r)f1/3) , (4.128)

i(ab)1/36i27rk/3

2/3( o, = —1/3 bt
T (2—|—T0(7’)7‘ )+u(7)’ (4.129)

thus, from the Asymptotics ({1 and ({.2), the Definition (4], and Equations (£.128) and (£129), one
arrives at the corresponding (£1,e2, m(e2)|¢) = (0,0, 0/0) asymptotics (as 7 — +oo with £b > 0) for the
principal auxiliary functions fi(7) (corresponding to u(7)) stated in Theorem 211

It was shown in Equation (4.25) of [43] that, in terms of the function ho(7), the Hamiltonian function
H(7) (corresponding to u(7)) defined by Equation (I.I0) is given by

2 Fe(r)=itati/2)+

H(T):3(85)2/3T1/3+%(a_i/2)2_47_1/3h0(7) : (4.130)

via the Definition (BId), and Equation [@I30), it follows that, in terms of the function ho(7):=ho (1)
studied herein,

. 1 R
H(7)=3(cb)* P S — (a—i/2)? =47 Pho (r), k=15 (4.131)
T
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consequently, from Equation (BIF)), the third relation of Equations (319), and Equation (@I31]), upon
recalling that (cf. Lemma L) v(7) := vox(7) and 7o(7) := 7o 1(7), one shows that the Hamiltonian
function, H(7), is given by

—-1/3

H(T)= 3(5b)2/3e_i2”k/371/3+%(a—i/2)2+ akT = (ai (81}81,6(7)—1—(41)07;@(7)

- fo,k(r))fo,k(r)—r*l/3v07k(r)(fo,k(r))2) +4(a—i/2)) , k=+1. (4.132)

Finally, from the Asymptotics (A1) and (@2]), Definition (€4, and Equation (£I32), 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 #(7) stated in Theorem 211

Via Definition (II3]) and the asymptotics (as 7— 400 with €b>0) for f_(7) and H(7) stated above,
one arrives at the corresponding (1,2, m(e2)|¢) =(0,0,0|0) asymptotics for the function o(7) stated in
Theorem 211

Proposition 4.1. Under the conditions of Lemma 1), the functions a(7), b(t), c¢(7), and d(7), defining,
via Equations [B.2)), the solution of the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations (L44]), have
the following asymptotic representations: for k=+1,

(Eb)2/3 —i27k/3 '(sb)l/Qeiﬂ'k/ﬁl(:Pa)k(Sg_iefﬂ'a>
—a(7)b(7) s too 1+Z 71/3 m+2 /7 23/231/471/3
x e IkO(T) =B <T>(1+O(r*1/3)), (4.133)
B i(eb) i(eb)?/3e~i2mk/3 ) _oy3 , i(€b) 1
a(T)d(T) il e : (a—i/3)T —|—T (v1(k)—2uy (k)T
7 oo i(eb i(eb 2/3€7i27rk/3 )
Y (T (o)~ 220~ " (a2 ()
m=0
i(h) 1 K (eb)>/ 031/ 4elmk/4(P VE (5 —ie~ ™)
+ W, (k) em_n(k) | (7713 — :
5 2w ))( ) B
x ¢~ kO(7) g=B() (1+(9(T_1/3)) , (4.134)
B i(eb) i(eb)?/Bei2mh/3 ) _oy3_i(ed) 1
b(T)e(r) et 1 : (a+i/3)T 3 (v1(k)—2uy (k)T
oo i (eb)2/3—i2mk/3
sy < ()~ 2a ()~ S 2
m=0
i(ab) m . k(Eb)5/631/4ei7rk/4((Pa)k(so_ieffra)
— Wy (k) em_n(k) | (7713 4 - o
< g p(k)em—p( ))( ) T 1)3
X e_ikﬂ(T)e_B(T)(1+(9(T_1/3)) , (4.135)
7 (Eb)Q/Bei‘rrk/B a(Eb)l/geiQﬂk/g a3 (Eb)Q/Bei‘rrk/B .
e(r)d(r el 1 3 T ) uy (k)T
2/3,imk/3 0 2/3 irk/3
- (gl BT )t 3 (-
m=1
(eb)1/3pi2mk/3 b)1/3pi2mk/3 b)2/3gimh/3
% o (B) 4 EL Ty T ) - E T
8 2 2
i 1 1 _1/3\m
> ((up<k>+§tp<k>)mm_p<k>+§tp<k>tm_p<k>))<T i)
p=0
i(eb)' /2Py ) ¥ (5§ —ie ™) iy ~1/3
- i e OO (1o (4.136)

where the expansion coefficients uy, (k) (resp., tym(k)), meZy, are given in Equations (2.0)-2.12) (resp.,
ZI8) and 2I19)).

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 (LI)—(43)) satisfy the Conditions BI7), 3147), B272), (3.274),
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and ([B270); therefore, one can use the justification scheme suggested in [38] (see, also, [29]). From

Equations ([B.8)), , 310), and BI3), respectively, one shows, via the Definitions (8:15) and (316,
that, for k==+1

(Eb)Q/BefiQﬂ-k/S

—a(7)b(r) = 5 (1477300 (7)), (4.137)
a(r)d(r) = i(%b)(1+T—1/3v0,k(T))(—2+T—1/3fo,k(T))
- —i(gb)mz_im/g (a—1/2)(1+7 g () r 23, (4.138)
b(r)e(r) = — @ —@(1+T—1/3u0,k(T))(—2+T—1/3f0,k(7))
- —i(gb)mz_im/s (a+1/2) (147300 4 (7)), (4.139)

(cb)2/3eimh/3

~ctratr) = -

9 —1/3; b)2/3imk/3
+7 To,k(T)) _ (eb)*"e (—2+T_1/37:071€(T))2

1+77 30 1 (7) 16

1 b 1/3.i27k/3

- Z(a—i/2)(a+i/2)774/3+(8)+
(a—i/2)

- T )28, 4.140
1—|—7'1/3v07k(7'))7— ( )

(i(=2+77 704 (7)) /4

Via the Asymptotics (LI and (E2), and Equations (I370)—-@I40), one arrives at the asymptotics
(as 7 — 400 with €b > 0) for the functions vV —a(7)b(7), a(r)d(r), b(T)c(r), and —c(7)d(7) stated in
O

Equations ([@I33))-(#I36), respectively.

Remark 4.1. It is important to note that Asymptotics ([I33])-#I36) are consistent with Equation (3.9));
moreover, via the Definitions ([39), Equations (8:2), and the Asymptotics {@3) and @I33)-(Z130),
one arrives at the asymptotics (as 7 — +oo with b > 0) for the solution of the—original—system of
isomonodromy deformations (L28). |

A Appendix: Symmetries and Transformations

It was shown in Proposition [L3 T that (cf. System ([29])), given any solution @(7) of the DP3E (L)), the
function $(7) is defined as the general solution of the ODE ¢'(7) =2a7~t+b(4(7)) L. From the latter
ODE, it is clear that, given 4(7), the function ¢(7) is defined up to a 7-independent ‘additive parameter’,
that is, ¢(7) — @(7)+ Po, where Qg € CF7 As the principal focus of the symmetry transformations
derived in Section 6 of [42] 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 Transformation 6.2.1 changing 7 — —7, P9 = —me}, €f € {£1}, whilst for Transformation 6.2.3
changing 7 — it, 99 = 0. In order to, with abuse of nomenclature, ‘uniformize’ the presentation of the
final asymptotic results of the present work, as well as those of an upcoming study on asymptotics of
integrals of the degenerate Painlevé III transcendent and related functions, this appendix considers the
concomitant actions (see the brief discussion below) of the Lie-point symmetries for the DP3E (1))
and the systems of isomonodromy deformations (L28) and ([L44) on the fundamental solutions of the
Systems (L24) and (T40) and the manifold of the monodromy data, M P8 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 [42] are obtained.

Before proceeding, however, some preamble regarding Group Actions on Sets is necessary (see, for
example, [§]). 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 (gi1g2)r=g1(gor) and ex =1 (e
is the identity in G). For fixed g € G, there is a function (transformation) Ny: X+ gr for r € X, that is,
Act(G)x: G x X=X, (g,1) = Rg(r) :=gr. As Ng, o Ng, =R, ¢, and R, =idx (the identity mapping on
X), it follows that Rg is a bijection on X, since Ng o Rg-1 =Rgo1 =N, =Rg1, =N 1 o Ny, where X1

56Recall that (cf. Lemma ) vo(7):=wvqx (1) and 7o(1):=7g 1 (7), k=+£1.

570f course, it also follows from the Definitions (IL30) and (L31) that H(7) is defined mod(27): similar statements apply,
mutatis mutandis, for the pair of functions (u(7),¢(7)) that solve the System ([45), where, in particular, ¢(7) is also
defined mod(2r) (cf. Definitions (LZ6) and (L47)).

58The group of symmetries derived in this section preserve, in particular, the invariance of the System (61)) defining M.
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denotes the inverse function of Ng. All bijective functions ®: 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 N is the inverse function X~!). Denoting by B(r) the group of all bijections on
X, one defines a transformation group of X as any subgroup of B(r)>] Any action of a group G on a
set X defines a homomorphism from G to the transformation group B(r) such that ge G maps onto the
transformation 4. Denoting such a homomorphism by 7: G—B(x), it follows that 7(g) =Ng; conversely,
any homomorphism 1: G —B(z) defines an action of G on X if one defines gr:="(g)(x )@ For a group G
acting on a set X, the orbit of re€X, denoted by G, is defined as Gr:={gr, Vg€ G} (the set of all images
of ¢ under the elements of G).

Remark A.1. In this work (see Appendix[A.5lbelow for complete details), the group G of all (Lie-point)
symmetries of interest is written as the disjoint union of two subgroups, G=W U W), where the elements

oy . 0, e2=0,
of the subgroup W are denoted by F'. | with e1€{0,£1}, e2€{0, £1}, m(e2) = { tey, ;226{i1}1 and
£€{0,1}, and the elements of the subgroup W are denoted by 5"51}52 (egys With &1 € {£1}, £ €{0, £1},
m(&2) = { Oi;ffegilo}’ and /€{0,1}, and the action of the group elements F** ey O M,
3 G 3 0 g} G G
3’51 2, m(Ez)M (‘?51 e2,m(e2) 73151 ca.m(e2) 500 3’51,52,"1(52)80 ) 51,52’7”(52)8(1)0’ SFEl c.m(e) 911

{¢} {¢} {¢}
5.'“51 €2, m(€2)912’ 3:51,82,7”(52)921’ 3:51,52,M(€2)922) ’

is given in Equations (A:83)-(A97) and (AT06)-(A120) below, whilst the action of the group elements
Fio, . onM
£€1,69,m(E2) 9

é1,€2,m(é2) £1,é2,m(é2) é1.€2, M(€2)80’ é1.€2, m(52)80 )Y €q,89,m(E2) &1.85,m(e2) 911>

FO O za— (3’{” a, 5O Fi0 F 5, F10

{2} T} T}

9751 g2, m(52)912’ 375"1,@2,%(52)921’ 3:51,52,7?1(52)922) ’

is given in Equations (A98)—-(AI05) and (Im%(lmb below. The orbit of G on M considered in this
work reads GM = Ugea Uren 9E=U.| cy m(en).e YUrem { 1, 52 m(g2)F} U Ue, g, m(eg).i Yrem {9"51 éq, m(52)?3} n

Remark A.2. Throughout this appendix, let o denote ‘old’ (or original) variables and let n denote ‘new’
(or transformed) variables, respectively. |

A.1 The Transformation 7— —7

Let (io(7o), Po(70)) solve the System (L29) for 7 = 7o, ¢ = €, € {#1}, a = ao, and b = bo, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7,), Bo(7o), Co(To), Do(75)), defined via Equations (I30) for i(7) = i (7,),
P(T) = Po(To), T =To, and € = &,, solve the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28) for 7 =7,
and a = a,. Set Uo(To) = —tn (), Yo(To) = Pn(Th), To = Tne ™1, g1 € {£1}, ap = an, €0 =€n, bo = by,
(that is, €obo = enbn), and (Ao(70), Bo(7o), Co(7o), Do(70)) = (A (7n), Bu(7n), =Cr (), — Dn()); then,
(Gn,(T0), @n(10)) solves the System (L29) for =1, e=¢, €{£1}, a=a,, and b=0,,, and the 4-tuple of
functions (A, (7,), Bn(7n), Cn(7n), Dy (70)), defined via Equations ([30) for (7 ) an(rn) 1) =n (),
T=r1p, and € =¢,, solve the System m for r=7,, a= an, and \/ A (10)B \/ A (Tn) B (7).
Moreover, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(7o), Col(7s), and Do(7,) be the ones appearlng in the Deﬁnl—

tion (LZT7) of &(r) for 7 = 7, and a = a,, and in the First Integral (cf. Remark [32) for e = ¢, €
{£1} and b = b,; then, under the above symmetry transformations, &,(7,) = én(7,), where &y, (7,) :=

—2(B 7)) " (ian V —A (Tn)Br (1) + (A D (Tn)+B (m, )Cn(Tn))), and —idn(Tn)Bn(Tn):Enbn,
€n € {:l:l} On the correspondmg fundamental solution of the System ([[24]) (cf. Equations (T20)
and ([24)), the aforementioned transformations act as follows:

~

uozunei”l/2, le{£1}, and \/I\’O(/LO,TO) e s 3W,, (L, Tn)- (A1)

Let (uo(70), 0(70)) solve the System (43 for 7 =17,, e =€, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7o), Bo(To), Co(T0), Do(To)), defined via Equations ([L46]) for w(7) = uo(7o),
o(T) =¢o(10), T=1,, and € =g, solve the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations
for 7=7, and a=a,. Set uo(7) = —Un(Tn), Po(To) = n(Tn), To =Tne "1, 1 € {1}, ap = an, o = &p,

591n 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 (I44)), and, in particular, the actions (symmetry transformations)
of these subgroups on M is studied.

80for g1, 92 €G and r€X, the properties T(g1g2) = T(g1)W(g2) and T(¢) =id imply that (g1g2)r=g1(g2r) and ex=1.
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bo=by, (that is, e5bo=enbyp ), and (Ao(70), Bo(To), Co(T0), Do(T0)) = (An(Tn)s Bn(Tn), —Cn(T), —Dn(m));
then, (un(7n), @n(mn)) solves the System ([45H) for 7 =7,, e =¢, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and the
4-tuple of functions (A, (7)), Bn(mn), Cn(T0), Dn(7)), defined via Equations ([[L46]) for u(7) = un (1),
o(T) = on(Tn), T=Tn, and € = gy, solve the System ([L44)) for 7 =7, a = ay,, and V—A,(75)Bo(70) =
V — A, (70) By (). Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(7o), Co(To), and D,(7,) be the ones appear-
ing in the Definition (L43) of a(7) for 7 =17, and a = a,, and in the First Integral (cf. Remark [[.3.4])
for e=¢, € {:I:l} and b=b,; then, under the above transformations, a,(7,) = ay,(7), where ay,(7,) :=
—2(Bn(7n)) " (ian V= An(70) Bn(Tn) + Tn (A (70) D (Tn) + B (75)Cn (7)), and —iay (75) Bn(Tn) = enbn,
en € {£1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the System ([40) (cf. Equations (4T
and ([L42), the aforementioned symmetry transformations act as follows:

fo=pne™/2  1e{+1}, and  Wu(u, o) =€ 5 W, (11, 7). (A.2)

In terms of the canonical solutions of the System ([L40), the Actions (A2) read: for k € Z and
e1,le {:l:l},

wlan

— il 5o oo o
Yoo (ko) =€~ 173V 1o (pn)e 2 73, (A.3)
and L
*i"*XO , e1=—1,
Xok(ho) =4 =i, 0( tn) ' (A.4)
ile Xk (pn)or, er=L

The Transformations (A3) and (A4) for the canonical solutions of the System (L40) imply the
following action on M: for k€Z and e;1,l€ {£1},

mlan wlan
oo g3 oo g3
So,k =e 2 n,kflJrsle 2 ’ (A5)
SO 61:—1
S(?k: 'n,,ko’ ’ (AG)
’ alSn k—101; Slzl,

{ —iSp) yo1Gre 5o e1=1, (AT)

101(50 o) 1Gre” %"3, e1=—1.

The Actions (AZ)-(AT) on M can be expressed in terms of an intermediate auxiliary mapping
F&(e1): C®—C8, g1 € {£1}, which is an isomorphism on M; more specifically,

:—f ( ) M—>M (a’ 50750 y S1 5911591279215922) (a,Sg(El),Sgo(El),STO(El),
g11(€1), g12(€1), g21(€1), ga2(e1))

where, for e; =—1,

so(=1)=s0, sy (~1)=s5%e™, s3°(~1)=s{%"™, gu(~1)=—i(ga1 +s0g11)e™/?,

- . , (A.8)
g12(—1) = —i(g2a+83g12)e ™2, go1(—1)=—ig11e™?,  gas(—1)=—igiae "2,
and, for e1 =1,
S =5, sF(L)=sFe ™, sF(1)=s7", gi(1)=igae ™/, (A.9)
g12(1) =igaze” /2, 921(1)=1(911—88921)€7m/27 922(1)21(912—88922)€m/2-

One uses this transformation in order to arrive at asymptotics for 7<0 by using those for 7> 0F]

61Tn Section 7, p. 45 of [41], the author states that the Lie-point symmetry 7 — —7 in Subsection 6.2.1 of [42] requires
correction: this is not accurate. Keeping in mind the mod(2x) arbitrariness inherent in the definition of the function ¢(7)
discussed at the beginning of Appendix [A] the Lie-point symmetry 7 — —7 alluded to by the author in Section 7, p. 45 of
[41] is the one for which the ‘additive parameter’, denoted by (in the parlance of [41]) @o, is equal to zero, that is, $o=0:
the transformation changing 7 — —7 for which o =0 is presented here, in Appendix [A:1] and not in Subsection 6.2.1 of
[42], wherein the Transformation 6.2.1 changing 7 — —7 was derived under the condition @ (7o) = @0 (7o) =€} =: On(Tn),
€; € {£1}, that is, the additive parameter is equal to —me} and not zero; with the understanding that ¢o = —me}, the
Transformation 6.2.1 of [42] is correct, as written (unfortunately, the action of the symmetry 7 — —7 on the function ¢(7)
was not emphasized in [42], which is likely the source of the confusion). Unequivocally, there exists an equivalency between
the two symmetries, but it will not be addressed in this work.
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A.2 The Transformation 7—71

Let (tio(70), $o(70)) solve the System (L29) for 7 = 7,, € = g, € {£1}, a = a,, and b = b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7,), Bo(7o), Co(To), Do(75)), defined via Equations ([30) for i(7) = @ (7,),
A(T) = @o(T0), T="To, and € =&, solve the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28) for 7 =7, and
a=ae. Set o (7o) = —Uin(Tn)s Po(To) =Pn(Th), To=Tn, Go=0n, Eo=—En, bo=—by, (that is, e,b, =€,b,),
and (Ao (70), Bo(7o), Co(To), Do(70)) = (=An(n); —Bn (), —Co(n), =D (70)); then, (it (7n), &n ()
solves the System (L29) for 7 =7, ¢ = &, € {£1}, a = a,, and b = b, and the 4-tuple of functions
(An(7n), Bu(7n), Ca(7), Di(7n)), defined via Equations (L30) for i(r) = iin(rn), $(7) = n(mn), 7=,
and € =ey, solve the System (L.28) for 7=7,, a=ay, and V- Ao(70)Bo(1) = \/—An(Tn)Bn(Tn) More-
over, let the functions Ay (75), Bo(7o), Co(7s), and Dy (7,) be the ones appearing in the Definition (L27) of
a(r) for r=7, and a=a,, and in the First Integral (cf. Remark[[L32) for e=¢, € {£1} and b=b,; then un-
der the above transformations, ér,(7,) = —dr, (7,), Where dy, (75) :=—2(Bn (70)) " (ian V — Ap (70) By (10) +
Tn (A (70) Dy (70) + B (1) Cra (1)), and —idvy (7,) By (7)) = €, €, € {£1}. On the corresponding fun-
damental solution of the System ([24) (cf. Equations (I28) and (I26)), the aforementioned symmetry
transformations act as follows:

o= flne ™™, me{0,1}, and @o(uo,To)ze%(m_l)‘”\/ﬁn(un,Tn). (A.10)

Let (uo(70), 00(70)) solve the System (L43) for 7 =17,, e =€, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7o), Bo(To), Co(T0), Do(Ts)), defined via Equations ([L46]) for w(7) = uo(7o),
o(T) = ¢o(10), T=1,, and € =g, solve the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations
for 7 =1, and a = a,. Set (7o) = —Un(Tn), ©o(To) = ©n(Th), To = Tn, Go = Gn, €6 = —€n, by = —by
(that is, €,b0 = enby), and (Au(70), Bo(70), Co (7o), Do(70)) = (—An(mn)s —Bn(Tn); —Cn(7n), —Dn(T0));
then, (un(7n), ¥n (7)) solves the System (L4H) for 7 =7, e =&, € {£1}, a = a,, and b="b,, and the
4-tuple of functions (A, (7n), Bn(Tn), Cn(Tn), Dn(m)), defined via Equations ([46]) for u(7) = un (1),
o(T) = on(m), T=Tn, and € = &,, solve the System (L) for 7 =7, a = a,, and V—A,(7,)Bo(70) =
V — A, (71)Br (7). Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(To), Co(Ts), and D,(7,) be the ones appear-
ing in the Definition (L43) of a(7r) for 7 =17, and a = a,, and in the First Integral (cf. Remark [[.3.7))
fore=e, € {:I:l} and b=b,; then, under the above transformations, a,(7,) = —ay (), where ay,(7,) :=
~2(Bn (7))~ (ian V' =An(70) Bn(Tn) + To(An(70) Dn(7n) + Bu(70)Cn(7a))), and —ian () Ba(mn) = €nbn,
en € {£1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the System ([[A0) (cf. Equations (4T
and ([[42)), 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). (A.11)

In terms of the canonical solutions of the System (L40), the Actions (A1) read: for k€ Z, me{0,1},
and [ € {+1}[7

Vo5 (o) =€ (MTNY, | (pp)e” T (Do gmmen =i/, (A12)
and o
—le=593X0  (1,), m=0
0 _J~ n,k\Fn ) ' A3
o,k(ﬂo) {ilxgykl(ﬂn)alu m=1. ( )

The Transformations (A.I2) and (A.13) for the canonical solutions of the System (L40) imply the
following action on M: for k€Z, me{0,1}, and l e {£1},

Soo —a iz (m 1)os 77rm(an71/2)crg Soo _2meﬂm(an7i/2)03 ef%"(ﬂl*l)037 (A14)
S0 m=0

SO, ="K ’ A.15

0,k {01521k10,17 m=1, ( )

Go=—1Gpe® . (A.16)
The Actions (AJ4)-(AT6) on M can be expressed in terms of an intermediate auxiliary mapping
F2(): C®—C8, le{£1}, which is an isomorphism on M; more explicitly,

g:’;)() M_)M (a’ 50750 y S1 7911591279215922) ((1,, Sg(z)asgo(i)vs(]?o(l)a

62 As discussed in Remarks [Z.1] and [LE] since the canonical solutions X? (), k €Z, are defined uniquely provided the
branch of (B(7))!/2 is fixed, it follows that, since the branch of (B(7))!/2 is not fixed, the canonical solutions X%(w), 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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911(5),912(5),921(5%922([)) )

where

so()=s0, s°()=—s3°, s7°(1)=—s7, 911(l~)=il~9117 912@2—1[9127
921(1)2119217 922(1):—11922,

One uses this transformation in order to define an analogue of the identity map; see, in particular,

Appendix [AJ5] Definitions (A59) and (A.60) below.

(A.17)

A.3 The Transformation a— —a
Let (Go(70), Po(To)) solve the System (L29) for T=1,, e=¢, € {£1}, a=a,, and b=b,, and let the 4-tuple

of functions (A, (7,), Bo(7o), Co(To), Do(Ts)), defined via Equations (L30) for 4(7)=1io(7,), (7) =0 (o),
T=T,, and £ =&,, solve the system of isomonodromy deformations ([(L.28) for =7, and a=a,. Set 4,(7,) =
—ﬂn(Tn), ¢O(TO) = _Q"(Tn% To="Tn,; Qo= —0n; Eo :5neiiﬂ-€27 ISPAS] {Zl:l}a bo="0b, (that iS, €obo :Enbneiiﬂ-€2)7
and (A, (75), Bo(7,), Co(To), Do(70)) = (B (Tn), An(Tn), =D (70), = Cr(7a)); then, (@ (7n), @n (7)) solves
the System ([29) for 7 = 7,, € = &, € {£1}, a = a,, and b = b,, and the 4-tuple of functions

(A (70), Bn(70), Co(T0), D (12)), defined via Equations (IL30) for @(7) = tin (), H(7) = Gn(Tn), T="Tn,
and € =¢,, solve the System ([28) for 7 =7,, a=a,, and \/—AO(TO)BO(T()) = \/—An(rn)Bn(Tn) More-
over, let the functions A,(7,), Bo(7s), Co(7,), and D,(7,) be the ones appearing in the Definition (I.27)
of &(t) for =7, and a=a,, and in the First Integral (cf. Remark [.3:2)) for e =&, € {£1} and b=b,;

then, under the above symmetry transformations, G (7o) = —Bn (70 )(An (70)) L (1), where Gy, (7,) :=

—2(By (7)) (ian V = A (70) B () + T (An (T0) D (7)) + B (1) G (7)), and —ié, (74) B (7) = b,
en € {£1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the System ([[24)) (cf. Equations (23]
and (L2Z0)), the aforementioned transformations act as follows:

fro=in€™™/2 me{£1}, and \/I\/O(‘U,O,TO):Q\(,U,n,Tn)\/I\/n(,un,Tn), (A.18)
where v
N 7i7rm/4B .
Q('LL",Tn):: ( e _ nA(Tn) > _'_‘unemm/4o,7' (A19)
\ _An(Tn)Bn(Tn)

Let (uo(70), ¥0(70)) solve the System ([L4H) for T=1,, e=¢, € {£1}, a=a,, and b=b,, and let the
4-tuple of functions (A, (7o), Bo(To), Co(T0), Do(To)), defined via Equations (I46) for u(1) =u(7,), ¢(7)=
©o(T0), T=To, and e =¢&,, solve the corresponding system of isomonodromy deformations (.44 for 7=,
and a=a,. Set Uo(To) = —Un(Tn), Po(To) = —Pn(Tn), To=Tn, Go=—0n, o =Ene 72, g9 € {£1}, b, =b,
(that is, €50, = enbpe™™2), and (Ao (7o), Bo(To); Co(To), Do(To)) = (Bn(Tn), An(Tn), =Dn(7n), =Cn(n));
then, (un(7n), ¥n (7)) solves the System (L4H) for 7 =7, e =&, € {£1}, a = a,, and b="b,, and the
4-tuple of functions (A, (7)), Bn(mn), Cn(T0), Dn(7)), defined via Equations ([[L46]) for u(7) = un (1),
o(T) = on(m), T=Tn, and € = &,, solve the System (L) for 7 =7, a = a,, and V—A,(75)Bo(70) =
vV — 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 (43)) of a(7) for 7=7, and a=a,, and in the First Integral (cf. Remark[[.34]) for ¢ =

£, €{%1} and b=b,; then, under the above transformations, a,(7,) = — By (n) (An(70)) "t (7)), where

A (70) = =2(Bn (1)) " (ianV—An (1) B (0 W70 (A (70) D (T H-Bin (70) Cr (7)), and —icvy, (73,) By () =
Enbn, €n € {£1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the System ([L40) (cf. Equations (4T
and ([L42), the aforementioned symmetry transformations act as follows:

,Uo:,uneiﬂmﬂv me{xl}, and W(o, 7o) = Qtn, Tn) Vn(tn, Tn), (A.20)

where

Q(um%);:(%)og

In terms of the canonical solutions of the System ([L40), the Actions (A2Q) read: for k € Z and
m,eq, l € {:l:l},

+ pne ™ A (A.21)

Tman

Yoo (o) = Qtn, Ta) Yo g (n)e ™2 70301, (A.22)

and
lQ(Nan)Xg,k(Mn)a m=-—e&y,

0 _
Houlro)= {ilgwn,m)xgkm(un)ol, m=ea. (4.23)



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 84

The Transformations (A22) and (A23) for the canonical solutions of the System (L40) imply the
following action on M: for k€Z and m,eq,l€ {1},

I 5oy 0O u

Sox=0103e” 2 SE e 7 Togoy, (A.24)

0 —
0'1871716_7”01, m=e&ag,

0 —__
Son= {S"”“’ me e (A.25)

—ing 001 Gneﬂ'(an—i/2)03 o3 (Sgol)_lUge_ﬂ(a7‘_i/2)a3642n T3 g5071,
lGnefr(an—i/2)<73 o3 (Sool)—lase—fr(an—i/2)age%0'3 03071,

(
_ by (
Go= lGnS;fOe_%ag'og,ol, (

(

. _ 77\'0/
—1[0’1(8370) 1GnSf;‘foe 2ng30’30’1,

The Actions (A24)-(A26) on M can be expressed in terms of an intermediate auxiliary mapping
Fi(m,ea): C¥—C8, m,eq€{£1}, which is an isomorphism on M; more specifically, for [ € {1},
gﬁ(mu‘EQ) M%M (a 807 SO , S 7911791279217922) ( aasg(m7€2)7s(o)o(m7€2)u S(fo(m7€2)7

gll(ma 52)7 912(77% 52), gzl(m, 52)7 922(7”7 52)) ,

where, for (m,e2)=(1,1),

sO(1,1)=s, sF(1,1)=—5%e™, s3°(1,1)=—s™, g11(1, 1) =ilgose™ /2,
gr12(1, 1) =—il(g21+55°ga2)e ™/?,  g21(1,1) =il(g12—s0ga2)e™?, (A.27)
922(1,1) =il(—g11— 5 gr2+ 50 (921 +55°922) Je ™72,
for (m,eq)=(1,-1),
so(1,=1)=s, s5°(1,—1)=—s5e™, 53°(1,—1)=—s3""™,
g11(1, —1)=1g12e™/%,  gi2(1, 1) =—1(g11+ 5 gr2)e ™2, (A.28)
921 (1, —1)=1g22e™?,  gao(1, —1)=—l(g21+55°g22)e /2,

for (m,eq)=(-1,1),

s9(=1,1)=8, s(—1,1)=—s5%e™, 53°(—1,1)=—s5"™,

e /2 g12(—1 :—lgue”/Q, (A.29)
Ta/2

27ra) )
maye=me/2 goo(—1,1)=—lgare

g11(=1,1)=1(g12—57"g11e
g21(—1,1)=1(g22— 57 g21€

and, for (m,es)=(—1,-1),
sO(—1,—1)=s, s°(—1,—1)=—s7e™, s7(—1,—1)=—s57e"",

g11(—1, —1) =il(gaz — 55°g21€”™ + 50 (912 — 55°g11€”™*) Je /2,
Ta/2

A.30
go1(—1, —1)=il(g12— $5°g11€*™*)e /2, ( )

Ta/2

g12(=1, =1)=—il(ga1+sgg11)e
gaa(—1,—1)=—ilgy1e

One uses this transformation in order to arrive at asymptotics for eb<0 by using those for £b>0.

A.4 The Transformation 7—ir

Let (Go(70), Po(To)) solve the System (L29) for 7 = 7,, € = &, € {£1}, a = a,, and b = b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7,), Bo(7o), Co(To), Do(7,)), defined via Equations ([30) for @(7) = ie(7,),
&(T) = $o(T0), T =70, and € = g,, solve the system of isomonodromy deformations (L28)) for 7 =7,
and a = a,. Set Uo(To) = Un(T)e ™ /2, &1 € {£1}, Po(To) = GnlTn), To = Tne ™12 4y = a,, €, =
en, and b, = bye ™2 &, € {£1} (that is, e,by = enbne ™), and (A, (7,), Bo(7o), ColTo), Do(Ts)) =
(An (10)e™ By (10)e ™1, Gy (12)€™€1 /2. Dy, (7,,)€1™1/2): then, (it (70), @n(0)) solves the System (L.29)
for r=m,,e=e,€{£1l}, a=ay,, and b—bn, and the 4-tuple of functions (A, (7), Bn(7n), Co(Tn), D (),
defined via Equations (I30) for (1 ) Un(Tn), P(T)=¢n (Tn) T="Ty, and e =¢,, solve the System (I28§)

for 7 =7, a=apn, and V —Ay(15)Bo (7o) = €™/ — A, (1) B (7). Moreover, let the functions A, (7,),

B,(1,), Co(7), and Dy(7,) be the ones appearing in the Deﬁnltlon CZ10) of &(7) for T=7, and a=a,, and
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in the First Integral (cf. Remark [[32) for e=¢,€{£1} and b bo; then, under the above symmetry trans-

formations, G, (7,) = & (7,), where Gy, (,) := —2(B 7)) "L (ian V —A (7)) B (1) + 7n (A (0 Dn(Tn)+
B, (7)Cr(10))), and —idy, (75,) Br (7o) = €nbn, € € {:I:l}. On the correspondlng fundamental solution of
the System ([L24)) (cf. Equations (20 and (I20)), the aforementioned transformations act as follows:

o= fLne T/ 4, g1e{£1}, and \/I\’O(/LO,TO):G_%US\/I}n(Mn,Tn). (A.31)

Let (uo(70), 00(70)) solve the System (43 for 7 =17,, e =€, € {£1}, a = a,, and b= b,, and let
the 4-tuple of functions (A,(7o), Bo(To), Co(T0), Do(7s)), defined via Equations ([L46]) for w(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) =y (10)ei™1/2, &1 € {£1}, 0o(T0) = @n(Tn)s To = Tne ™1/2 a, = a,,
€0 =¢n, and b, =b,e" ™2 &y € {1} (that is, e,bo =€,bnre™™2), and (Ao(70), Bo(To), Co(To), Do(To)) =
(A (10)e™1, By (15,)€l™1, Ch (1) ™61/2) Dn(rn)e”fsl/z), then, (un(7n), ©n(7)) solves the System
for r=7,, e=e, €{£1}, a=a,, and b=b,, and the 4-tuple of functions (A, (1), Bn(7n), Cn(70), Dn (7)),
defined via Equations (I46) for u(7)=un(7s), ©(7)=vn (™), T=7n, and e=&,, solve the System
for 7=7,, a=a,, and V—A,(7,)Bo(7,) =™/ — A, (7,,) By (). Furthermore, let the functions A,(7,),
B,(15), Co(7o), and D,(7,) be the ones appearing in the Definition (L43) of a(7) for 7=7, and a=a,, and
in the First Integral (cf. Remark[[334) for e=¢, € {1} and b=b,; then, under the above transformations,
o(To) = (1), where a, (1) := —2(Bp(10)) " (1an V' — A (Tn) Bo (7o 70 (An (70) Do (70 By (70) G (),
and —ia, (7,) Bn(Tn) =€nbn, €, € {Z1}. On the corresponding fundamental solution of the System
(cf. Equations (L41)) and (42)), the aforementioned symmetry transformations act as follows:

fho = fin€ ™/t & e {£1}, and \Ilo(,uo,To):e*%"f*‘lln(un,m). (A.32)

In terms of the canonical solutions of the System ([40), the Actions (A32) read: for k € Z and
€1,E2€ {:l:l},

Y3 (o) =€~ % TV (e T, (A.33)
and L
7”‘-51‘73X0 5=
ng(ﬂO): e,NS in lin). éll ~527 (A.34)
’ —ig1e™ = ‘TSng El(un)Ul, €1=¢€2.

The Transformations (A33) and (A34) for the canonical solutions of the System (L40) imply the
following action on M: for k€Z and 1,83 € {£1},

gf}kzefanfl "382?166(1”4”51 73, (A.35)
S0 S =—¢
S0, =Lk 1= (A.36)
’ Ulsnk 51 1, €1=¢E2,
iSooalG e™ i s, (61,82)=(1,1),
Gpe i 78, (€1,62)=(1,-1)
G,= ap ’ ’ ’ A.37
Gne_Tasu (51752):(_171)5 ( )
—i01(800) T 1Gre™ 0, (&1,80)=(—1,-1).

The Actions (A35)-(A37) on M can be expressed in terms of an intermediate auxiliary mapping
Fo(61,8): C8—C8, &1,8,€{%1}, which is an isomorphism on M; more explicitly,
Fi(E1,82): M—M, (a, 80, 5, 53°, 911, 912, 921, 922) = (a, 80 (€1, €2), 837 (€1, €2), 85° (E1, &2),
911(€1,€2), g12(€1, €2), 921 (€1, €2), g22(E1, € ))
where, for (£1,83)=(1,1),
$9(1,1) =53,  s(1,1)=sCe ™2 $°(1,1) =52,

911(171)2—19218 T/t g1a(1,1) = —igose™ /4, (A.38)

Ta/ Ta/4
)

g21(1,1) = =i(g—s0g21)e ™%, g2a(1,1) = —i(g12—s0922)e
for (£1,82)=(1,-1),
sQ(1, —1)=s), s°(1,—1)=5Le "2 s(1,—1)=5e"/2,
g11(L, —1)=gre ™% gi5(1,—1)= 912€m/4; g21(1, —1) =gare™ ™4, (A.39)
g22(1, —1) = gose™ /4,
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for (51, 52):(—1, 1),

88(—151)258, ( 1 1)_500671'@/2 8(1)0(—1,1):8(1)06_7“1/2,
g1 (=1, 1)291167“1/47 g12(—1,1) =g ™ go1(—1,1)=gae™/*, (A.40)
—ma/4

ga2(—1,1) =gage
and, for (£1,&2)=(-1,-1),

58(—1,—1)2887 ( 1 _1)—80067”1/2, S(fo(_l,_l)_s?oefﬂ'a/Q,
911(_1’_1)21(9214‘50911)6”“/47 g12(—1, —1) =i(goo+sOgr2)e ™4, (A.41)
921(-1, —1)=iglle”“/47 g22(—1, —1)219126_”/4.

One uses this transformation in order to arrive at asymptotics for pure-imaginary 7 by using those for
real 7.

A.5 Composed Symmetries and Asymptotics

In order to derive the complete set of requisite transformations, one considers the Actions (A.g)), (A.9),
(A17), (A27)-(A30), and (A3])-(A4d) as a group of basis symmetries, 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}, g2 € {0,£1}, m(e2) = { ia;’fjg{(il}) and £ € {0,1}, and
consider the 4- tuple (e1,£2,m(e2)|¢) concomitant with its associated isomorphism(s) on M denoted by
g : C8—CB, where

e1,e2,m(e2) "

L
3;{1,}62,771(62) M%M (a 80780 )y S1 7911791279217922) ((_1)620/788(51;827m(€2)|£)7

507 (e1,€2,m(e2)]l), s7°(e1, €2, m(e2)[€), g11 (€1, €2, m(£2)|€),
912(817 €2, m(52)|£)= 921(517 €2, m(52)|£)= 922(51,52, m(52)|£)) ; (A-42)

and, for symmetries related to pure-imaginary 7, introduce the auxiliary parameters é; € {1}, &9 €
{0, £1}, m(&2) = { 0. 226{£1} and 7€ {0,1}, and consider the 4-tuple (1,22, 7(£2)|¢) concomitant with

+é1, £2=0,
its associated isomorphism(s) on M denoted by fﬂf}az (eg) : C®—C8, where
rfif}@ (et M= M, (a, 50,5075 877, 911, 912, 921, g22) = ((—1)1+éza, $0(61,82,m(82)|0),
537 (61, 60, 1(E)[0), 35° (61, &2, M(E2)|D), G11 (€1, €2, 11(E2) 1),
12(E1,82,11(22)[0), G21 (61, €2, 1 (E2)[0), G22(é1, 2, m(ég)w)) : (A.43)
Let
rféoo}o M—M, (a, 55, 85, 87°, g11, G12, 921, Ga2) = (a, Sq, 07, 85, G11, 912, §21, g22) (A.44)

denote the identity maplf and, for £=0, set

F (1), (e1,e2,m(e2)[€)=(1,0,0]0),
Fr(=1), (e1,€2,m(e2)[0)=(—1,0,0]0),
{0} ) I, (1, €2, m(e2)[0)=(0,1,1]0),

Tereame T\ T (1,21),  (er, e20mle2)|0) = (0, 1, 1]0), (A.45)
FECLL, - evenmie)=01,-10)
Fi(=L=1), (er,e2,m(e2)[6) = (0, 1, ~1]0),

and, for é:O, set

Fio(L1),  (Enéz,m(E)l0) = (1,1,0[0),

{0} . 3’;\/‘[”’(17—1)7 (élvé%m(é?)lli):(lv_170|O)7 (A 46)

é1,80,m(82) " 3"]\‘,“[”’(—1,1)7 (51,52,m(§2)|g):(_1,170|0)7 .
S:J:\[M(_la_l)a (élvé%m(é2)|€):(_1a_150|0)

63That is, s3(0,0,0[0)=s3, s§°(0,0,0]0)=s5°, 5°(0,0,0[0)=s°, and g;;(0,0,0[0)=g,;, i,5€{1,2}.
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Via the Definitions (AZ4)-(AZ0), define the following compositions (isomorphisms on M): for £ =04
set

3’{—01},—1,—1 :?é?—}l,—lo?—ol]zo,ov (1,82, m(e2)[f)= (-1, -1, ~1]0), (A.47)
g% =30 e TS (e mlea)l0)=(1,-1,-1]0), (A.48)
O =505 00 (er e m(e)l0)=(-1,-1,1)0), (A.49)
Fi0 = 5 0 F T (e1.22,m(e2)[0) = (1, ~1,1]0), (A.50)
O =3 10700 (enemle)l)=(-1,1,-1)0), (A.51)
T8 =530 o1, (e1,2,m(e2)|0) = (1,1, -1(0), (A.52)
5O =0 07, (e1,62,m(e2)[0) = (~1,1,1]0), (A.53)

=58 0 1, (61, e2.m(e2)[0)=(1,1,1]0), (A.54)
and, for EA=O, set
T =7 s—fﬁ}o, (81, €2,70(&2)[£)= (1,0, ~1]0), (A.55)
FO, =5 losr b (Bryéa,m(E)|6)=(~1,0,-1]0), (A.56)
rfioo}l g(gl}lo‘?io—}lov (él,ég,m(é2)|f):(1,0,1|0), (A.57)
FO =050 0 (@) =(-1,0,1]0). (A.58)

The cases é,é: 1 are a bit more subtle, because there is no analogue, per se, of the—standard—
identity map (A244); rather, the r6le of the identity map for ¢, £=1 is mimicked by the endomorphism

F2(), 1 € {:I:l} given in Appendix [A:2 (cf. Equations (AI7)); with conspicuous changes in notation
(which are in line with the notations introduced in this subsection), it reads (for £=1):

Fi o M=, (0, 83, 53, 55, g1, 912, 921, 922) — (a, 83(0,0,0[1), 53°(0,0,0[1), 55°(0,0,01),
911(07070|1)7gl2(07O7O|1)7921(07070|1)7g22(07070|1))7 (A59)

where, for [ {+1},

59(0,0,0[1):=s3(1), 55°(0,0,0[1):=s5°(]), 5°(0,0,0[1):=5(l),

o (A.60)
gij(0,0,0|1)::gij(l), 2,36{1,2}.

To complete the list of the remaining £, =1 mappings, define, in analogy with the Definitions (A.45)—
(A58), the following compositions (isomorphisms) on M: for /=1,

F 0= 000 F5 0, (e1, 2, m(e2)[6)=(—1,0,0|1), (A.61)
ffil&o-—s—fi%}o 550 (e1, sz,m<52>|e>:<100|1> (A.62)
Fody =930 o Tie (e, mlea)l0)=(0,-1,-1]1), (A.63)
Ty 1= T80 10 T8, (e1,2,m(e2)|0)=(0, - 11|1> (A.64)
Fo =330 o, (e1,22, m(e2)[0)= (0,1, —1[1), (A.65)
§i=930 038, (1, sz,m<sz>|e>=<o,1,1|1> (A.66)
5{11}—1—112531—}1—105{—01]:0,07 (1,82, m(e2)[0) = (-1, -1, —1[1), (A.67)
T =750 e TlSe (en e mie)l)=(1, - 1|1> (A.68)
g =g oF (e1, 2, m(e2)[0)=(—1,—1,1|1), (A.69)
7 —f“}lloﬁi%}o, (e1,2,m(e2)|0)=(1,—1,1[1), (A.70)
g, =980 o5 e me))=(-1.1,-1]1), (A.T1)

64Recall from Remarks [41]and [[5d that G1=G2 < (G1)ij=—(G2)ij, 4,5 €{1,2}.
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Fi =501 0 (Leam@))=(11,-11),
5{11]:1,1 _?{1}1 O?{ 1}0 0 (e1,€2,m(e2)[0) =(—1,1,1|1),
rff,ll},l ?él}lo?i{oo}m (61,2, m(e2)[£)= (1,1, 1]1);

and, for @zl,

érf,ll]:o_?fol}o 5310}07 (é €2, (2)|£):(171=0|1)=
F =0T 0000 Enénm@)ll)=(1,-1,001),
9{11}10*9{701]:1,00?310}0, (1,82, m(é 2)|E):(— 1,0[1),
?{11}—10:§{0}—1005310}07 (€1, €2, m(é 2)|£)=(—1,—1,0|1),
rfflo}—l g(gol}—lo‘?i{l—}lm (€1, €2, m(€ 2)|£):(1707_1|1)7
Fai=9tiedi e (Eném(@))=(1010),
Flo =380 10T 10 (G e m(E)D)=(-1,0,-1)1),
5{11}01 _5{0}, O‘(':F{ll}—l 0 (€1,€2,m(2 2)|£):(_17071|1)~

Via the elementary symmetries (A.8)), (A9), (A7), (A27)-(A30), and (A38)-(AZI), and the

Definitions (A44)-(A.82)), one arrives at the following explicit list of actions on M of the isomorphisms

(cf. Definition (A.42)) F! relevant for real 7, and (cf. Definition (A.43)) F7.

e1,62,m(e2)?

pure-imaginary 7: for [,1' € {£1},

£1,82,Mm(€2)

relevant for

88(07050|0):‘987 580(07050|0):‘9805 5(1)0(05070|0):S(1)07 gl](07050|0):glj) 17]6{172}7

88(_17070|0):58, ( 1,0 O|O) OO ﬂ-aj 5(1’0(_1,07O|0)_S§l>oe—7ra7
gll(_1705O|0):_i(921+50911)eﬂ-a/2, 912(_170’0|0):_i(922+50912)6 71'0./2,
921(_1’070|0):_iglleﬂ-a/2a 922(—1,0,0|0):—1912eiﬂa/2;

59(1,0,0[0) =59, s5°(1,0,0[0) =5 ™, 57°(1,0,0[0)=se™,
11(1,0,0[0) =iga1e ™2, g12(1,0,0[0) =iga0e™/?,
921(1,0,0]0) =i(g11 —53921)e ™2, g22(1,0,0(0) =i(g12— s5gaz)e™/?;

59(0,—1,-1]0) =55, s5°(0,—1,—1]0)=—s7e™, 57°(0,—1,—1]|0)=—s5e",
911(0, =1, =1]0) =il'(gaz — g2157°€* ™ + 50 (912 — g1157°€ 2”))677”1/2

912(0, =1, =1]0) = —il'(g21 + 39911 )e™ /2, g21(0, 1, —=1|0) =il'(g12 — g1157°e*™*)e /2,

922(0, —1,~1|0) = —il'gye™/?;

59(0,—1,1]0)=s), s5°(0,—1,1]0)=—s5%e™, 55°(0,—1,1|0)=—s%",
911(0, —1,1]0) =1'g12e™/2, (0,—1,1]0)=—1'(g11+55°g12)e "2,
921(0, —=1,1]0) =1"ga2e™ /2, g92(0, —1,1]0) = —1'(g21 + 55 gaz)e "%

(A.83)

(A.84)

(A.85)

(A.86)

(A.87)
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0
(6) 91%,1},71:>
$9(0,1,—1]0) =55, 55°(0,1,—1]0)=—se™, s7°(0,1,—1]|0)=—s5°e™,
911(0,1,=1]0)=1"(g12 — g1155°€>™)e ™2, g12(0,1, —1|0) = —1'g11e™*/2, (A.88)
921(0,1,-1]0 e?™)e ™2 g9y(0,1, —1]0) = —1'gare™/?;

) Qﬂa)
) (922—9218(13o
(7) 9301}1 =

59(0,1,1]0)=s), s5°(0,1,1]0)=—s5%™, 55°(0,1,1]0)=—s%e™,
911(0,1,1]0) =i'g22e™/2,  g15(0,1,1]0) =—il' (go1 + 5§ g22)e ™ */2,

921(0,1,1]0) =il'(g12— 50g22)e™ /2, g22(0,1,1]0) =il'(—g11 — g1255° +50(g21+55°g22) ) e "/ %;

(A.89)
(8) 9{701},71,71 =

s9(=1,—1,-10)=s], s (—1,—1,-1|0)=—s7°, s7°(—1,—1,—1]0)=—s5e*™,
g (=1, =1, =1]0)=1'"((912 — 911577 ™) (1 +(50)?) + 50 (922 — ga157°e*™*) Je ™™,
g12(—1, =1, =1]0) = —I'(g11 (1+(s0)*) +s0921)e™, (A.90)
g21(—1, =1, =1]0) =1'(go2 — g2157°€>™* + 50 (912 — g1157°€*™*) Je "™,
g22(—1,—1,-1]0) = —I'(g21 +s0g11)e™;

so(1,—1,-1]0)=s9, s(1,—
g11(1,-1 —1|0)= —U'(g12—g1187°€*™),  g12(1,—1,—1|0)=0'g11, (A.91)
g21(1, =1, =1]0) = —1'(g22 — g2157°€*™),  ga2(1, —1,—1]|0) =1'gax;

—1,—-1]0)=—s%%e?™  s7°(1, -1, —1|0) = —s5°,

3

0
(10) 5{—1},—1,1 =
s9(=1,—-1,110)=s], s (—1,—-1,1|0)=—s7, s7°(—1,—1,1]0)=—s5e*,
g11(=1,—1,1|0)=—1l'(g22+50912), gr12(—1,—1,1|0)=il'(g21+ 5 g2+ 50 (911 +55°g12)), (A.92)
g21(—1,-1,110) = =il'g12, g22(—1,-1,1]0)=1l"(g11 +55°g12);
0
(11) 5"37}171 =

so(1,—1,110) =55, s5°(1,—1,1]0)=—s7e*™  s5°(1,—1,1]0) = —s°,
g11(1, —1,1|0) =1l"g2ee™,  g12(1, —1,1|0) = —il'(g21+55°gaz)e” ",

921(1,—1,110) =il'(g12— s0g22)e™*,  g22(1, —1,1]0) = —il'(g11455° 912 — 50 (g21+53°g22) )e ™%
(A.93)
0
(12) 9{71},1,71 =
s9(—=1,1,-1]0) =55, sF(=1,1,-1|0)=—s7°, s7°(—1,1,—1|0)=—s5e*™,
911(— 1, —1]0) =—il'(gaz — g2155°€* ™" + 50 (12— g1157°€*™*) )e ™, (A.94)
g12(—=1,1,-1]0) =il'(g21 +55g11)e™,  ga1(—1,1,—1|0)=—il'(g12—g1157°€*™*)e ™,

g22(—1,1,-1]0) =il"gy1e™
0
(13) rff,l},—l =

s9(1,1,-1]0)=s), s3°(1,1,—1]0)=—s5*™  s3°(1,1,—1]0)=—s5°,
911(1;17—1|0)=il/(922—92181 ™), gi2(1,1,—1]0)=—il'go1,

921(1,1, =1]0) =il'(g12 — g1157°€*™* — 50 (g22 — g2155°€*™)),  g22(1,1, —1]0) = —il'(g11 —59g21);
(A.95)
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(14) 59 =

s9(=1,1,1]0) =), sg°(—1,1,1|0):—s;>°, 53°(—1,1,1]0) = —se®™,
g11(—=1,1,110)=0g12,  g12(—1,1,1]0) =—1"(g11+55°g12). (A.96)
g21(—1,1,1]0)=1"ga2,  gao(— 17171|0) —1'(g21+55°g22);

0
(15) ffil},l =

s9(1,1,110)=s], s5°(1,1,1]0)=—s5e*™,  53°(1,1,1]0)=—s,
911(1,1,110)=—1"(g12— s0g22)€™,  g12(1,1,1]0) = —I'(—g11— g1255° +50 (9214 g2255°) Je ™,
g21(1,1,1]0) = —1'(ga2 — 50 (g12 — 50g22) )e™,

922(1,1,110) =1'((g21 + 9225 ) (14 (0)*) — 50 (911 +55°g12) ) ™%;

(A.97)
710
(16) rfil},o =
80(1,1,0(0)=s9, 55°(1,1,0[0)=s3%e"™/2 §3°(1,1,0/0)=s5%e"/2,
911(1,1,0(0) =—igare ™%, §15(1,1,0[0) = —igage™/*, (A.98)
921(1,1,0[0) =—i(g11—s0g21)e ™ **,  G22(1,1,0]0) =—i(g12— s)gaa)e™/*;

10
(17) rff,—}l,o =
89(1,—1,0[0)=s3, 53°(1,—1,0/0) =5~ ™2 5°(1,—1,0[0) =572,
g11(1,-1,0[0)=g1ie ™%, G1a(1, —1,0[0) = gi2e™/4, (A.99)
g21(1,—1,0[0) =gare ™4 G2a(1,—1,0[0) = gaze™/*;

(18) §~{701}1170 =

0(=1,1,000)=s0,  52°(=1,1,000) = se™/2,  §2(1,1,0[0) = s%e~/2,
gll(_171,0|0):glle /47 912(_17170|0):gl2e 7'ra/47 (AlOO)
921(—1,1,0(0)=g21€™/*,  G22(—1,1,0/0) = gaze ™%,

(19) 7Y o=

§8(—1,—1,0|0)288, 580(_17_170|0)258067m/2, §°(—1,-1,0[0)=s5° 77'ra/27
g11(=1,=1,0(0) =i(g21+s6g11)e™ /%, Q12(—1,—1,0|O)=1(922+80912)e e/, (A.101)
921(—1,-1,0(0) =ig11e™/*,  §2a(—1,-1,0/0)=igroe ""/*%;

(20) F1Y_, =

80(1,0,—1]0) =53, 83°(1,0,—1|0)=—s5%3"%/2 §%°(1,0, —1]0) = —se™ /2,
§11(1,0,-1|0)= (912—9118T° 2”)8_7"1/4; 912(170;—1|0)=—19116m/4; (A.102)
921(1,0,—1]0) =1"(g22— g2155°*™)e "™ 435(1,0, —1]0) =—1'go1e™/*;

(21) :%{701},0,71 =

§8(_1;07_1|0):‘987 ggo(_170,_1|0):—8(1)oe7ra/27 ( 1,0, —1|0) 00 37ra/2
gll(—l 0,—1]0)=il'(gaz — ga157°¢ 2““+80(912—9118‘1’°e2”“))e smalt, (A.103)
G12(=1,0, —1]0) = =il'(g21 +50911)e’ ™/, Ga1(=1,0, =1]0) =1l'(g12— g1155°€*™ e >/,

G22(—1,0, _1|O):—il/g1le3”/4;
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(22) 1Y, =

83(1,0,110)=s9, 85°(1,0,1]0)=—s3°e>74/2 §5°(1,0,1]0) = —se™/?,
gll(lu 07 1|0):1l 9226371'11/4, 912(17 07 1|O): _il/(g21 +580922)e_37m/47

921(1,0,1(0) =il'(g12— 50g22)€*™ /%, §2(1,0,1]0) =il'(—g11 —55°g12 +50 (921 + 5§ g22) )e 7/ *;
(A.104)
(23) 3"{0}01 =
§8(_170,1|0)258, ( 1 O 1|O) Sooewa/2 ( 1 0 1|0) oo 37ra/2
5111(—1,0,1|0):_z groe™ L, 912(_1,07”0): g1+ gra)e™ m/4, (A.105)

g21(_17 07 1|O): _ZI922eﬂ—a/47 g22(_17 07 1|O):l/(921+880922)e_wa/4;
1
(24) Fo =
59(0,0,0[1) =55, s5°(0,0,0[1)=—55°, 55°(0,0,0[1) =55,
911(0,0,0]1)=ilg11, g12(0,0,0[1)=—ilgia, ¢21(0,0,0|1)=ilgs1, (A.106)
922(0,0,0[1) = —ilgo;

(25) 5'“{—11},0,0 =

59(=1,0,0[1) =53, s5°(—1,0,0[1)=—se™, s7°(—1,0,0|1)=—s%" ™,
gu(—l,0,0|1>:Z<gm+s09u>em/2, 912(—1,0,0[1) =—1(gaz +s0g12)e ™2, (A.107)
921(—1,0,0]1) =1g11e™2,  g23(—1,0,0]1) = —lg10e "2,

1
(26) rff,o},o =

s9(1,0,0[1) =55, s°(1,0,0[1)=—se™ ™, s5°(1,0,0[1) = —s5%e™,
911(1,0,0[1) = —lga1e ™2, g15(1,0,0[1) =lgaze™ /2, (A.108)
921(1,0,0]1)=—1(g11—s0g21)e ™2, goa(1,0,0[1) =1(g12— 50ga2)e™/%;

1
(27) rfé,—}l,—l =

59(0,—1,—1[1) =55, s5(0,—1,—1|1)=s7e™, s7°(0,—1,—1|1)=s5e",
911((),—1a—1|1):—l~l/(922—92151 e +So(912—91151 ™) )e 2, (A.109)
912(0, =1, =1[1) ==1'(g21 +50g11)e™ /2, g21(0, =1, =1|1) =—1l'(gro— g1187°€*™)e ™/, *
922(0, =1, —1[1) =1l g11e™*/?;
(28) FiU, =
5900, —1,11)=s), s5°(0,—1,1]1)=se™, 55°(0,—1,1[]1)=s%"",
g11(0, —1,1|1) =1l g12e™/2,  g12(0, -1 1|1)_1zz (91145 g12)e ™2, (A.110)

921(0, =1, 1[1) =ill'g22e™ /2, g25(0, —1, 1|1) =ill'(g21 +55°g22)e ™/ ?;
1
(29) 5'“({),1},71 =

59(0,1,—11)=s), (0,1, —1]1)=s5e™, 55°(0,1,—1|1)=s%"",
911(0, 1, =1[1) =ill' (g12— g1157°€™)e ™2, g15(0, 1, —=1]1) =ill' gy1e™*/?, (A.111)
921(0,1, =1|1) =ill' (gaa — g2157°€*™)e ™2, (0,1, —1|1) =ill' gg1e™*/?;
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(30) Sré,ll},l =

59(0,1,1]1)=s), s5°(0,1,1]1) =55, 55°(0,1,1]|1)=s5e™,
g11(0, 1, 1[1) = —1l'ga2e™?,  g12(0,1,1]1) =~ (go1 +55°gaz)e ™ ™/2,

921(0,1, 1]1) =11’ (g12— 55922)e™ /2, g22(0, 1, 1|1) =1l (—g11— 5 gr2+ 50 (g21 +55°g22) e

1
(31) 5{—1]:—1,—1 =

58(_15_15_1|1)2585 580(_15_1 _1|1):S(f05 S?o(_l -1 _1|1)_580 27”15
g11(—1, =1, —1|1) =ill'((g12— g1155°*™*) (14 (50)®) + 50 (g22 — g2155°€* ™) )e ™,
g12(—1, =1, —1[1) =ill'(g11 (1+(s§)?) + 50 g21 )™,

g21(—1, =1, —1|1) =ill'(g22— g2157°*™* + 50 (12— g1155°e*™) ) ™,
ga2(—1, =1, —1|1) =ill'(g21 + s)g11)e™;
1
(32) rfi—}l,—l =
so(1,—1,—-1]1)=s], s(1,—1,—1]1)=se*"", s°(1,—1,—1]|1)=s,

gu1(1, -1, —1[1)=—ill’ (912—9115(13o 2me), 912(1,—1,—1|1):—il~l/9117
g21(1, =1, = 1[1) = —ill'(g22— g2157°*™),  goa(1, —1, —1|1)=—ill' ga1;

33) 5, =

s9(=1,—1,1]1)=s], s (=1,—1,1[1)=s7°, s5°(—=1,—1,1]1)=s5e*™,

g11(—1,=1,1|1) =1 (gaa +50g12),  g12(—1, =1, 1|1) =1’ (go1 + 5 gaz+50(g11 +55°912)),

921(—1, -1, 1|1)=W'gr2, goa(—1,—1,1|1)=1'(g11+55°g12);

1
(34) &"57}171 =
50(1 -1 1|1):‘987 S0 ( -1 1|1)_500627m5 5(1)0(17_171|1):S(0)07
g11(1, —1,1]1) = ~1l'g20e™,  g12(1,—1 1|1):_il/(921+880922)6_m7

g21(1, =1, 1]1) = —1l'(g12 — 80 g2 )e™,
g22(1, =1, 11) =~ (g11+ 5 g12— 89 (921 + 55 gaz) Je ™%

(35) 5{—11]:1,—1 =

so(—=1,1,=1[1) =55, s(=1,1,—1|1)=s7, s°(—1,1,—1[1)=se*™,
911(—1 1, —1[1)=1l'(gaa — g2157°€* ™ + 50 (g12— g1157°>™™) Je ™,
g12(=1,1,=11) =1l'(ga1 +s0g11)e™,  ga1(—1,1,=1[1) =1l'(g12— g1 577> ™)~ ™
g2o(—1,1,—1|1)=1l'gy €™

3

(36) 5'“},11]:—1 =
so(1,1,—=1]1)=s], s(1,1,—=1]1)=s7e*™,  s3°(1,1,—1]1) =5,
g11(1, 1, —1[1) =~ (g22— g2155°€*™),  gr2(1,1, —1|1)=—1l'ga1,
g21(1,1, —1|1) = —1l'(g12— g1155°€*™* — 50 (g22 — g2155°€*™)),
g22(1,1, = 1]1) = —1I' (911 — 50 g21);
(37) 9{711},1,1 =
so(=1,1,11) =55, sF(=1,1,1[1)=s%, s3°(—1,1,1[]1)=se*™,
g11(—1,1,1]1) =ill' g1, 912(—171,1|1)=lll (g11+55912),
g1 (=1, 1,1|1)=ill'gaz,  goz(—1,1,1|1)=ill'(go1 + 55 g22);
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(A.118)
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(38) g:ill},l =

sO(1,1,111) =55, s5°(1,1,1[1)=57e®™,  s5°(1,1,1]1) =557,

a

g11(1, 1, 1|1) = —ill'(g12— s0g22)e™ ", g12(1, 1, 1|1)=ill'(—g11 — s g12+50 (921 +55°922) 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 ™™

{1
(39) 51t =
80(1,1,0[1)=s9, 85°(1,1,0[1)=—sFe ™2 53°(1,1,0[1) = —s5°e™/?

57
911(1,1,0[1) =lgare ™%, G12(1,1,0]1) = —lgage™/*,
921 (1,1,0[1)=1(g11 —59g21)e ™%, G2a(1,1,0[1)=

)

—Z(912—88922)6m/4;

(40) 51, o =

80(1,-1,0/1) =59, 83°(1,—1,0]1)=—s5% " ™/2  5°(1,—1,0|1) = —s°e"*/2,

gll( -1 0|1)_llglle 71'(1/47 912(17_1,0|1):—llglgeﬂ-a/47
921(1,—1,0[1) =ilgare™ ™/ Gos(1,—1,01) = —ilgaoe™/*;

(1) FY =

§8(_17170|1)258, §0 ( 1 1 O|1) Sooewa/Q ( 17170|1) Ooefrra/Q

11(=1,1,0[1) =ilgi,e™/*, 912(—1,1,0|1)=—1lg1ge ma/4,
921(—1,1,0[1) =ilga1e™*,  Gas(—1,1,0[1) =—ilgase "*/*;

(42) 7Y, =

83(—1,-1,0]1)=s9, 83°(—1,—1,0]1)=—5e™ /2 §°(—1,—1,0|1)=—s% "/?
g11(=1,-1,0[1) =—1(ga1 +s0g11)e™*,  G12(—1,—1,0[1) =1(gaz+s0g12)e ™%,

Go1 (=1, —1,0[1) = —Ig11e™/*,  Gao(—1,—1,0]1)=Igize~ /%
{1
(43) rff,o},—l =
80(1,0,—1|1)=59, 53(1,0, —1]1)=s5e>"2 53°(1,0, —1]1) = s5%"%/2,
Q11(1,07—1|1)=il~ll(912—9118(1)0827”1)6_7”1/4, 912(1,07—1|1)=1” giie™ /4,
921(1,0, = 1]1) =ill' (922 — g2155°€*™*)e ™%, §5(1,0, —1|1) =ill'gare™/*;
{1
(44) 1), =
80(1,0,1]1) =459, §5°(1,0,1]1)=s5%e374/2 | 59°(1,0,1]1) = s3%"%/2,
911(1,0,1|1) =1’ 92263m/47 912(1,0,1|1) = —1I' (go1 +gaas®)e >/ 4,

G21(1,0,1[1) = —II' (g2 — $0ga2 €37/,

G22(1,0,1|1) =11 (—g11— 555 g12+ 59 (ga1 + 5 g2z ) Je >/ 4,;

(45) f;"{,ll}ﬁoy,l =

§8(-1,0,—1|1)288, 380(_170’_”1):5?06#‘1/2 Aoo( 1|1)*800637m/2

911(—1,0,—1[1) =—1l'(g22— ga157°e 2m+50(912—9115(f° 2”)) —3ma/4,

912(—1,0, =1|1) = —Il'(go1 +53911)€*™ /%, §o1(—1,0, —1|1) = —1l'(g12— g1155°€*™)e

922(—1,0, —1|1) = —1I' g1, €37/ *;

93

—Ta

3

(A.120)

(A.121)

(A.122)

(A.123)

(A.124)

(A.125)

(A.126)

—3ma/4
)

(A.127)



Degenerate Painlevé III Asymptotics 94

(46) f;"{,ll}ﬁo,l =

§8(—1,0,1|1)258, ( 1 0 1|1)—50067ra/2 ( 1 0 1|1) 80 371'11/2,
gu(—1,o,1|1):_lzz’guem/4, G1a(~1,0, 1|1)—_lll (G114 52 g12)e "/, (A.128)
G21(=1,0,1[1) =—ill' gaoe™/*,  Gaa(—1,0,11) = —ill' (g21 + 5§ gaz)e ™ */*.

Finally, applying the isomorphism JF (resp., 51 52 m(z4)), Whose action on M is given by

Equations (A.83)-(A.97) and (AT0G)- m (rze)zsp Equatlons —(A108) and (AI21)-(AI129)),
to the corresponding (e1,e2, m(e2)|¢) = (0,0,0/0) (resp., (51,52, (22)€) = (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 7— 00 (resp., 7— £ioco) for u(7), f(7), H(7), and o(7) stated in Theorem 1] (resp., Theorem [22)).

B Appendix: Asymptotics of o(7) as |7| — 400

In this appendix, asymptotics as 7 — oo (resp., 7 — +ioo) for +eb > 0 of the function $(7) (cf.
Proposition [[L37]) are presented in Theorem [B.] (resp., Theorem [B2)). The results of this appendix are
seminal for an upcoming series of works on asymptotics of integrals of solutions to the DP3E (1) and
related functions.

Remark B.1. Since, as discussed in Appendix [Al the function $(7) is defined mod(27), the reader
should be cognizant of the fact that the asymptotics for $(7) stated in Theorems [B.I] and below are
defined mod(27). |

Theorem B.1. Let e1,¢5 € {0,+1}, m(52):{i5;{’§;§{0ﬁ;1}7 0€ 10,1}, and b= |eble™2, let u(r) be a

solution of the DP3E (1)) corresponding to the monodromy data (a, sy, s5°, 55°, g11, 912, 921, ga2), and let
@(7) be the associated general solution of the ODE @' (7)=2a7 +b(u(r))~t. For k=+1, let

g11(e1, €2, m(e2)|0)g12(e1, €2, m(e2)[€) g1 (e1, €2, m(€2)[€) #0  and  gao(e1, €2, m(e2)|¢) =0,
and, for k=—1, let

g11(e1,82,m(e2)|€)=0 and gi2(e1,e2,m(e2)€)g21(e1, 82, m(e2)|€)g22(e1, €2, m(g2)|€) £0,
where the explicit expressions for gij(e1,e2,m(e2)ll), i,j € {1,2}, are given in Appendiz [Al Equa-

tions (A83)-(A97) and (AI06)-(A120). Then, for 58(51,527m(52)|£)7éje(—1)1+527raﬁ

(-1)%=2¢(r) = iLy(er,e m(52)|€)—wk—l—%(\/g—i-ik)(—l)” (b)! /3723 1 2(—1)"

T—+ooelTE1

o0

9e—iTk/3.2/3 . B -
X ln(i(abei”?)l/ﬁ) —i E 20, (k) + Z Z (—1)" " (n—1)!
m=2 n,IEN iy +2ig--+lij=I
[2[71 i1 tig+-+if=n
n+l=m

zﬁ

’» m _ —irk itk ik(—=1)"2a
uJ 1 ((_1)517_—1/3) _k( 1)816 /Se /4(2+\/§) -1
/2 33/4(61)6717&'52)1/6

i=1
X (58(61, g2, m(e2)[() —ie(_l)HQm) 73 B (VEHR) (12 (e) /072

x 1+O(T*1/3)), ke %1}, (B.1)
where 21n(g11(e1, 2, m(e2)[0)el~1 ™) k=+1
£i(er,e2,mle)|l)= {—2111(922(571,;2, m(52)|€)e(_1)52”“7) , =—1: (B-2)
=0 mm=g (). =
54(]{):_1(—1)62%12”/3 (4(1—2a2) +i7(—1)%> 7 (B3)
144(=b)2/3 3 2

65Recall that (cf. Remark 1)) sd(e1,e2, m(e2)|€) = s. For sd(e1,e2, m(e2)|€) = io(*l)HQ"“, the exponentially small
correction term in Asymptotics (BI) is absent.
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and
~ _ B iy 1/3 i(—1)=2e™/3(14i2(=1)7a)
(m+5)l/m+5(k)—§e / (_1)82 (Eb) / um+5(k)+ 12(51))1/3 /J,m+1(]€)
L () iCze™ 3)(m+5-+12(—1)%2a) Dy 5 (k
+1Mm+3( )_W (m+3)(m+54i2(—1)%2a) V13 (k)
aei‘rrk/B i4 ) _
+ W(l—g((—l)s2a—l/2)> (m+1)um+1(k)
m—1
S G )T ) (s (B) = 2(m 2= o gR) | meZy,  (BA)
=0
with /3
* 7016177 * _
,Uo(k)— (Eb)1/37 :ul (k)_ov
my (B.5)
Py o (B)==2[ Pry o (k) +10m, 40(k)+ > Ph(k)wgm, (k) |, mi€Zy,
=0
and
. 5aei™k/3 .
Po(k):—ma P1(k)=0,
3 . : ! .
P}f(k)—§<uj(k)—1(—1)526‘2”/3(617)1/3 (fj+2(k)—2uj+2(k)+ > umz(k)fjm2(k)>> , N3j>2,
TTLQZO
(B.6)

where the expansion coefficients wy, (k) and w,, (k) (resp., tm(k)), me€Zy, ke {£1}, are given in Equa-

tions [Z8)-@I12) (resp., @I8) and (DIQI))@

Proof. The proof is presented for the case T — +o00 with eb>0, that is (cf. Appendix[A]) (1, €2, m(e2)|€) =
(0,0,0/0). Recall from Proposition [[L3] that, given any solution u(7) of the DP3E (ILTl), the 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 [42] (see, also, Section 1 of [44]), it can be shown that, for e€ {£1}

eTi%(T)

1¢(T)=1n(m> : (B.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 [£1] (cf. Equations (4.3])-(@.5));
therefore, in order to proceed with the proof, trans-series asymptotics for b(7) must be obtained.
Commencing with the Asymptotics ([£1I) and [2]), and repeating, verbatim, the asymptotic analysis
of Section M one shows that the comparable asymptotic representation (as 7 — +oo with €b>0) for the

function b(7) reads
b(r) = bj(k)exp(—2Bk(r)), ke{xl}, (B.8)

T—+00

where

b (k)= (b(k))?(eb) /% exp (12(a—1/2)1n(w>> , (B.9)

with b(k) given in Equation (L), and

i 3k o
Bi(r):= % lnT—Z(\/§+i/€)(5b)l/372/3+ Z D (k) (7 1/3)m
m=1
v vm(k) — 33 (VB+ik) (0) /3723 | (= 22 (VB+ik) (eb) /37273,
+ (Z (T1/3)m—|—(9(e 7 ( )(gb) ) e 2 ( )(eb) : (BlO)
m=0

66 Note: Z;:lo *:=0.
67Recall that ¢(7) is defined mod(27).
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it remains to determine the expansion coefficients {7, (k)}S°_; and the first non-zero coeflicient vy, (k).

Via the Definitions (I.39), the isomonodromy deformations ([.44]), the Definitions ([.46]), (A7), and (32,
and Equation (B.8)), one shows that the function By (7) solves the following second-order non-linear ODE:

3%(7)—2(13;(7))2_<ddT1 ( ;2))15’( )—7@%1 <“§2> at-in ( 1(+Tl)a>+85u(r)>, (B.11)

where (cf. Equation B.20)) u(r) = —5(5b)2/3e’i2”k/3(71/3—|—v01k(7')), with vg x(7) given in Asymptotics
(@I). From the expression for /(1) given in the proof of Proposition 5.7 in [42], and the Definitions (I.39)
and ([3.2)), it follows that

d _u(r) 1+2€<a(7)d(7)_b(7)0(7)) : (B.12)

u(7)

via Equation (3:20), the Asymptotics (£1)), ({2), (EI34), and [EI35), and Equation (BI2)), one shows
that, for ke {£1},

ihfl( (1) = i(Hi %) L S CE DICORA (1+(’)( —1/3)), (B.13)

dr 7400 3T
m=0

where the expansion coefficients {u, (k)}5°_, are given in Equations (BE) and (B:]), and

k21/231/46imk/3 oimk/4 () 1/6 (50 _jo =)
R+ VE)

Substituting the asymptotic expansions ([2.3), (B10), and (B.I3)) into the second-order nonlinear ODE

(B-10), and equating coefficients of terms that are O((r~1/3)™ exp(—gT‘/g(\/§+ik)(5b)1/372/3)), my=2,3,

and O((771/3)™2), N> msy > 2, one arrives at, after simplification, for k£ € {£1}, in the indicated order:
(i) O(r=2/3 exp(— 23 (v/3+ik) (eb) V/37%/3)) =

Vo(k})::

(B.14)

V3(VB+ik)*(V3—2k)(b)* *ug (k) =0; (B.15)
(it) O(7~ " exp(— 22 (V3+ik)(eb)/37%/3)) =

(—12—1—\/g(\/g—l-ik)ei”k/?’)ei”k/4 (eb)1/2(s—ie™ ™) .

ik)? — eb)?/ 3y = .
V3(V3+ik)2(V3—2k)(eb)*/ 31 (k) NoTE T : (B.16)
(iii) O(172/3) =
— 4e7127k/3 = (k/341)%; (B.17)
(iv) O(r—4/3) =
2™ I™k/3 = /341 (B.18)
(v) O(r75/3) =
1 (k) =0; (B.19)
(vi) O(772) = s (ari/2)einh
- ae'” ida(a—i/2)e'™
8o (k) — )i = 3(b)1/3 ; (B.20)
(vii) O(r77/3) =
7 (k) =0; (B.21)
(viil) O(778/3) =
. aeiﬂ'k/3 _ a2 iTa
116e—”f’f/3(gb)1/354(k)=Q(Eb)l/s(4(1 32 )+77>; (B.22)

and (ix) O(r~"M*9/3) ‘mez,, =

. N . 1+i2
ide™ ™3 (eb) V3 (m4-5) U5 (k) = — 662 (eb)* a5 () - %M;Jﬂ(k/’)

. 1 ~
+ie IR (eb) 3 (k) + 3 <(m—|—3)(m—|—5+i2a)ym+3(k)
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iﬂ'k/3 i4 _
+ W( ( 1/2)>(m+1)Vm+1(/€)
+ 7(j+1)yj+1(k)(:urnfj(k)_Z(m_FZ_j);erQ*j(k)) : (B.23)
7=0

with the convention Zj_:lo * := 0. Solving Equations (B.I3) and (B.I6) for vo(k) and vy(k), k € {£1},
respectively, one shows that

sn—imk/3 ik /4 ika (.0 _ i —ma
vo(k)=0 and vi(k)=— " ° (2+ V3)"™*(sg—ie™™) (B.24)
V27 334 (v/3— k) (cb) /6

Equations (BIT) and (BI8) are identities. Solving Equations (BI9)-(B:23) for the coefficients 7y (k),
vy (k), v3(k), va(k), and Upmys(k), k€ {£1}, m € Z,, respectively, one arrives at Equations (B.3)—(B.6);
therefore, the trans-series asymptotics for the function b(7) is now established via Equations (B.8))—(B.10);
in particular, for ke {£1},

Bu(r) = 1“1n7——(\f+1k eb)V/372/3 Z ~1/3ym

T—+oco 6

ie_iﬂ'k/Beiﬂ—k/Zl(2+\/_)lka(80_le ﬂ-a) 7_—1/36_%(\/g+ik)(8b)l/372/3 (1+O(T_1/3)) . (B25)
V27 33/4(\/3— k) (eb) /6

Via Equation (3:20), the Asymptotics ({.) and ([£2), Equation (B), the Definition (BX9) (cf. Equa-
tion (4.3)), the Asymptotics (B:25)), and the expansion

S0 (o (k) (ay (k) - - (wy (K)" , _,
n —1/3\ym
w(py i)y y oy iy
m=2 n,lEN i;4+2ig+---+li;=I
K}[n i1+io+-+ij=n
n+l=m

(B.26)
where 8§ = (—=1)""1(n—1)! is a special value of the Stirling Number of the First Kind [22], one arrives

at, for k€ {£1}, the (1,2, m(e2)[£)=(0,0,0|0) trans-series asymptotics (as 7— +oo0 with eb>0) for the
function @(7):

i3k 2e—imk/3.,2/3
o(1) H—+Ooi£k(o,0,0|0)—wk+17(\/§+ik)(sb)1/372/3+2a1n< ¢ T >

(cb)1/6
00 [ ;
~ u
DI EACE SIS SRR S | = LA DR
m=2 n,lEN i;+42i0+---+Iij=I =1
>n  iitiz+-+i=n
n+l=m

ke—iﬂ'k/3eiﬂ'k/4(2+\/§)ika(88_ie—ﬂ'a) Yy
T e
V2m 39/4(cb) /6

THVEREEEE (o), (B2T)

where
2111(91167“1), k:+1,
£ = B.2
k(0,070|0) {—21n(922€ﬂ-a) y kj:—l ( 8)
Finally, applying the (map) isomorphism (cf. Appendix [A]) 5"5{1}52 m(e)» Whose action on M is given by

Equations (A.83)- (M) and (m (A-120), to the corresponding (g1, 2, m(e2)[¢)=(0,0,0[0) Asymp-
totics (B:27) for ¢(7), one arrives at the trans-series Asymptotics (B) (and Equations (B.2)—(B.6))
stated in the theorem. g

Remark B.2. Via Equation (B.g), the Definition (B:9)) (cf. Equation (3))), and the Asymptotics (B:29),
one arrives at, from the Asymptotics ({.135), (£I30), and (£I34), respectively, the trans-series asymp-
totics (as 7 — +oo with £b>0) for the functions ¢(7), d(7), and a(7). |

Remark B.3. It is instructive to illustrate the first few contributions of the multi-indexed double sum-
mation of Equation (B:26) to the asymptotics of ¢(7) for various values of the—external—index m: (i)
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for m=2 (that is, O(r=2/3)), (n,[)=(1,1) = i; =1, thus, for ke {£1} 5

! i —'27rk/3
u 1 !
) D o e e e s
n,lEN i1 42ip4---Flij=I[ =1

>n  iitig+-+i=n

n+l=2

(ii) for m=3 (that is, O(t71)), (n,1)=(1,2) = (i1,i2)=(0, 1), thus, for ke {1},

[ i
u
> > e[ ’1 =1 (k) =0;
n,lEN i1 42io4---+lij=I[ ji=1

>n  ii+iz+-+i=n
n+(=3

(iii) for m=4 (that is, O(~4/3)), (n,1)=(2,2) = (i1,i2)=(2,0), and (n, [)=(1,3) = (i1, iz, i5)=(0,0,1),
thus, for ke {*1},

» [ 1k i k)2 aQefiTrk/3
Z Z (—=1)" " (n—1)! H M =ug(k)— (u0(2 ) = 18(cb)2/3 ;

nLIEN iy +2in4-li =l =1
[>n  i14iz+-+i=n
n+l=4

(iv) for m=>5 (that is, O(r=5/3)), (n,[)=(2,3) = (i1, i2,i3)=(1,1,0), and (n,0)=(1,4) = (iy, i, i3, 14) =
(0,0,0,1), thus, for ke {1},

[ .
DD S () ety (TR §1j [ [ "‘” — g (k) —uo (k)us (k) = 0;
=1

n,lEN 114204+ Iij=I
>n  i1+is+-+i=n
n+I[=5

and (V) for m=6 (that iS, O(T72))a (nv[ = (373) = (ilai2vi3): (37050)7 (TL, [) (254) = (11712713514) €
{(1,0,1,0), (0,2,0,0)}, and (n,1)=(1,5) = (i1, iz, i3, i1, i5) = (0,0,0,0, 1), thus, for ke {£1},
[ s
(k)b k)3 k))?
DD DIl § = L R PO RRL I L O
L ) il 2 31(b)

n,lEN i1 +4+2ip4---+li(=I =1

Z>n  iitiz+--+i=n

n+[=6

Theorem B.2. Let &1 € {£1}, é,€{0,£1}, m(éa)= {0 52€{i1} (€{0,1}, and eb=eb|e™®2, let u(T) be

:|:€1 62
a solution of the DP3E (1) corresponding to the monodromy data (a,s), s, 85°, 911, 012, 21, g22), and
let $(7) be the associated general solution of the ODE @' (7)=2ar~1+b(u(r))~ . For k=+1, let

1181, 82,1(E2)[0) 12 (81, 2, 100(E2)0) g1 (1, €2, (&) |0) 0 and  Gaa(é1, 62, 1(22)[0) =0,
and, for k=—1, let
911(E1,82,m(E)|0)=0 and §12(é1,E2,M(E2)[0)Ga1 (€1, E2,M(E2)]0) a2 (€1, €2, (E2)]E) #0,

where the explicit expressions for gij(él,éz,m(éz))w), i, € {1,2}, are given in Appendiz [l Fqua-
tions (AIR)-(AI05) and (AI2L) (AI2R). Then, for 3(¢1,Eq, m(E)[0) #iel~1)ma ]

(“D)7F=R(r) = iLk(Er e mm(é)l) - m—(f +ik)(=1)% (eb) /O 4 2(—1) 2

T—4o0eimE1/2

9e—imk/3,2/3 ' ° R B
< In{ Cpemma s SO EZIOEDY > (=) n-1)!
m=2 n,lEN i142ig4---4li=I[
[2‘71 i1+iot-+ij=n
n+l=m

68Recall that the expansion coefficients {u;(k)}<2 92 0» k€ {+£1}, are given in Equations (ZI)-(212).

69Recall that (cf. Remark ) §9(21,E2,m(€2)[0) = s3. For 89(é1,é2,m(82)|) = ie(-D®27a_ the exponentially small
correction term in Asymptotics (B:29)) is absent.
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% ﬁ ﬂ] 1 i (T1/3)m_ke—ifrk/?;eifrk/4(2+\/g)ik(_l)l+é2a
’ /27 344 (che—17é2)1/6

=1
8(51,52, (z)lé)—ie<‘”é2”“)r:l/%—%(mik)(—lf?<ab>”3rf/3

1+O(T*1/3)) . ke{+1}, (B.29)

X

X
/_\/_\\.

where T4 is defined by Equation (2.28)),

~ ~ 21H(g11(€1,82, (Eg)w) )1+é27m> s k:+1,

Pr(E1, 9, 100(E9)|0) = . B.30
( 1,c2 ( 2)| ) —211’1(922(51,527 (52)|€)e( 1)1+ 27.‘.(1)7 k:—17 ( )
N N aemk/B i4 N
1 (k)=0, Vz(k)——w<1+§(( 1)+ 1/2)) v3(k) =0,
L . B.31
51(k) (-1 acth (4(1-2a%) | iT(-1) (B:31)
v =—
* 144(b)?/3 3 2 ’
and
= _ B ks : 1/3- i(=D)%e ™3 (14i2(-1)"%2a)
(m+5)Vm+5(k)—§e /3(=1)% (eb) Pl 45 (k) + 12(cb)1/3 firn 1 (K)
1 - i(_1)é2eiﬂ'k/3 ) 14e
+Zﬂm+3(k)_W (m+3)(m+5+i2(=1)"""2a)Vn3(k)
aewrk/?) id . ) R
— W(l—g((—l) 52G—1/2)) (m+1)l/m+1(k)
m—1
£ S G DB (B) (i ()= 2m42— oz 5() |, meZy,  (B32)
7=0
with
» eifrk/S »
/’Lo(k)_ (Eb)1/37 /’Ll(k):()?
. (B.33)
fimy +2(k)==2 P}, +2(k)+mm1+2(k)+z Pi(k)w,, (k) |, mi€Zy,
j=0
and
=, 5aeiﬂ'k/3 =,
Po(k)zmv Pi(k)=0,

13}*(’$)=§<ﬁj(7€)—i( 1)%2e127H/3 () 1/? <tg+2(k)—2ﬂj+2(k)+ i Uy (k)fj—mz(k)>> ;o N3j>2,

7TL2:0
(B.34)
where the expansion coefficients Uy, (k) and w,,(k) (resp., tm(k)), m€Zy, ke {£1}, are given in Equa-

tions (229)-234) (resp., (239) and (240)).
For

Proof. Applying the (map) isomorphism (cf. Appendix [A]) i1\ () whose action on M is given by
Equations (A.98)-(A-105) and (A T12T)-(A128)), to the (e1,e2, m(e2)[¢) =(0,0,0]|0) Asymptotics (B27) (as
T— 400 with eb>0) for ¢(7), one arrives at the trans-series Asymptotics (B:29)) (and Equations (B.30)—
(B:34))) stated in the theorem. O
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