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ON THE MONODROMY MANIFOLD OF ¢-PAINLEVE VI AND
ITS RIEMANN-HILBERT PROBLEM

NALINI JOSHI AND PIETER ROFFELSEN

ABSTRACT. We study the g-difference sixth Painlevé equation (gPv1) through
its associated Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP) and show that the RHP is al-
ways solvable for irreducible monodromy data. This enables us to identify
the solution space of gPy1 with a monodromy manifold for generic parame-
ter values. We deduce this manifold explicitly and show it is a smooth and
affine algebraic surface when it does not contain reducible monodromy. Fur-
thermore, we describe the RHP for reducible monodromy data and show that,
when solvable, its solution is given explicitly in terms of certain orthogonal
polynomials yielding special function solutions of ¢Pvr.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Despite widespread knowledge of how a Riemann-Hilbert formulation allow us
to describe the solutions of the Painlevé equations, the corresponding description
remains incomplete for discrete Painlevé equations. In this paper, we provide such
a formulation for an important equation known as the g-difference sixth Painlevé
equation and show that (under certain conditions) the corresponding Riemann-
Hilbert problem is solvable, the resulting monodromy mapping is bijective, and the
monodromy manifold is an algebraic surface given by an explicit equation.

Assuming g € C, 0 < |g| < 1, and given nonzero parameters £ = (Ko, Kt, K1, Koo ) €
C*, the system known as the g-difference sixth Painlevé equation is
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where f, g : T — CP! are complex functions defined on a domain T invariant under
multiplication by ¢ and we have used the abbreviated notation f = f(t), g = g(¢),
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f=flqt), 5= g(qt), for t € T. We will refer to Equation (1.1) by the abbreviation
qPvr.

qPv1 was first derived by Jimbo and Sakai [21] as the compatibility condition of
a pair of linear g-difference systems. They showed that this formulation could be
interpreted as a g-difference version of isomonodromic deformation, in close parallel
to the role played by the classical sixth Painlevé equation as the isomonodromic
condition for a rank-two Fuchsian system with four regular singular points at 0, 1,
00, t, where ¢ is allowed to move in C\ {0,1} [14,19].

The sixth Painlevé equation (Pyp) plays an important role in many settings
in mathematics and physics. We mention the construction of self-dual Einstein
metrics in general relativity [35], classification of 2D-topological field theories [7],
mirror symmetry, and quantum cohomology [26] as noteworthy examples.

Letting ¢ — 1 in ¢Pv1, with ; = q" for j = 0,t,1,00, under the assumption
that f — v and g — (u —t)/(u — 1), the system reduces to Pyr:

1+ 1 n 1 uf 1Jr 1 " 1
Ut = | — — — | = E—— — |l u
t u u—1 u—t) 2 t t—1 wu-—t K

u(u—1)(u—1t) gt yt-1) ot(t—1)
ey \“tetuo otz )
where
2 a2
Q:M, B=—2k2, =2k, 5:%.

Due to its relation to Py, the g-difference equation gPvyr has drawn increasing
interest in recent times. Mano [27] derived the generic leading order asymptotics
of solutions near t = 0 and ¢ = oo and gave an implicit solution to the correspond-
ing nonlinear connection problem. Jimbo et al. [20] extended Mano’s asymptotic
result near ¢ = 0 to an explicit asymptotic expansion beyond all orders for the
generic solution. They obtained this asymptotic representation through an inter-
esting connection of ¢Pyr1 with conformal field theory, analogous to the one for Py
established by Gamayun et al. [25].

In this paper, we study ¢Py1 via the Jimbo-Sakai linear problem [21]. Using
Birkhoff’s theory [2], we define an associated Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP),
which captures the general solution of ¢Pv1. The jump matrices of this RHP across
a single closed contour form a corresponding monodromy manifold that is a focal
point of this paper.

Recently, this monodromy manifold was the object of an extensive study by
Ohyama et al. [29], who showed that such a manifold forms an algebraic surface.
Furthermore, they conjectured, see [29][Conjecture 7.10], that the algebraic surface
is smooth, under additional conditions. In this paper, we prove a stronger version
of this conjecture, see Theorem 2.17 and Remark 2.18.

Consider the general class of solutions (f, g) of gPy1 defined on a domain T given
by a discrete g-spiral, i.e., T = ¢”tg, for some ty € C*. The deformation of the
Jimbo-Sakai linear problem (see §3.2) yields an auxiliary equation associated with
qPv1
qRoog — 1

g — Koo '

7[{!00

SHRS

(1.2)

We refer to (f,g) as a solution of ¢Pyi1(k,to) and call the triplet (f, g, w) a solution
of P (K, to).

Starting with an initial value of (f,g) in C* x C*, and iterating in ¢, ¢Py1 can
become apparently singular when (f, g) takes the value of one of the following eight
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base-points,
by = (0,q 'k{Mt), by = (k/'t,0), bs= (K", 00), br=(c0,kl}),
bo = (O,q_lnalt), by = (k;'t,0), b= (k] ',00), bg=(0c0,kq ).

Each of these can be resolved through a blow up, so that the iteration is once again
well-defined [34]. There are, however, formal solutions of equations (1.1), which
never take a value in C* x C*. We exclude such solutions from our consideration.

(1.3)

1.1. Main results. The main results of this paper are given by Theorems 2.12,
2.15, 2.17 and 2.20 in Section 2. Throughout the paper, it is assumed that the
parameters k and tq satisfy the non-resonance conditions,

Ko, Ky KTy Koo & ¢7, (Kern) ™, (ke /R1) ™ ¢ tog™. (1.4)

As in Ohyama et al. [29], the non-splitting conditions
KR RTRSS & 7 (1.5a)
KGRSS ¢ tod”, (1.5b)

where ¢; € {£1}, j = 0,¢,1,00, also play an important role. The monodromy
manifold contains reducible monodromy when one or more of these conditions are
violated — see Lemma 2.10.

The RHP corresponding to ¢Pvr is given by Definition 2.7. Our first main result,
Theorem 2.12, shows that the RHP with irreducible monodromy is always solvable.
This has important ramifications for the mapping that sends solutions of ¢Pv1
to points on the monodromy manifold, which we will refer to as the monodromy
mapping. In particular, Corollary 2.13 shows that the monodromy mapping is
bijective when the non-splitting conditions are satisfied.

The RHP may be solvable in some cases of reducible monodromy. In Section
4.2, we show that in such cases, the RHP is solved explicitly in terms of certain
orthogonal polynomials yielding special function solutions of qPv1.

Our second main result, Theorem 2.15, constructs an embedding of the mon-
odromy manifold into (CP')*/C*, where the quotient is taken with respect to scalar
multiplication. The image of this embedding is described as the zero set of a poly-
nomial, given explicitly in Definition 2.14, minus a curve.

This embedding allows us to study algebro-geometric properties of the mon-
odromy manifold. Our third main result, Theorem 2.17, focuses on the singularities
of the monodromy manifold and proves that it is smooth if and only if it excludes
reducible monodromy, i.e., if and only if the non-splitting conditions hold true.

Finally, our fourth main result, Theorem 2.20, identifies the monodromy mani-
fold with an explicit affine algebraic surface when the non-splitting conditions are
satisfied.

1.2. Notation. Here, we briefly describe the notation used in this paper. The
symbol o3 is the well-known Pauli matrix o3 = diag(1,—1). The g-Pochhammer
symbol is the (convergent) product

oo

(0)m = [[1—¢"2)  (z€0).

k=0

Note that the entire function (z;¢)~ satisfies

1
(423 @)oc = 77— (21 0)x,

with (0; ¢)oo = 1 and, moreover, possesses simple zeros at ¢~. The g-theta function
04(2) = (2100 (a/230)0 (2 €C"), C":=C\{0}, (1.6)
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is analytic on C*, with essential singularities at z = 0, co, and has simple zeros on
the ¢-spiral ¢%. It satisfies

0u(a2) = ~204(2) = 0,(1/2) (17)

For n € N*, we use the common abbreviation for repeated products of these func-
tions

O4(z1,- .y 2n) = 04(z1) - .. - Og(2n),
(21,205 Q)oo = (213 @) o0 * -+ - (Zn @) -

We will refer to the complex projective space CP! as P! and, for positive integer
k, denote the k-fold direct product P* x ... x P! by (P1)*. (We remind the reader
that P! x P! is not the same space as P2.)

1.3. Outline of the paper. In Section 2, we give the precise statements of the
main results of the paper. Section 3 is devoted to the Jimbo-Sakai linear sys-
tem. Here, we renormalize the linear system of [21] and describe the outcomes of
Birkhoff’s classical theory [2] for this system. In Section 4, we study the solvability
of RHP I, defined in Definition 2.7, and prove Theorem 2.12. Section 5 concerns the
monodromy manifold and proofs of Theorems 2.15, 2.17 and 2.20 are given there.
We conclude the paper with a conclusion in Section 6.

1.4. Acknowledgments. The authors thank Peter Forrester, Marta Mazzocco,
Yousuke Ohyama and Andrea Ricolfi for stimulating discussions about topics re-
lated to the work presented in this paper.

2. DETAILED STATEMENT OF RESULTS

In order to state our main results, we recall the Jimbo-Sakai linear problem for
qPv1 and define the corresponding monodromy manifold and mapping in Section
2.1. In Section 2.2, we formulate the associated RHP via Birkhoff’s theory. In
Section 2.3 we state our first main result, Theorem 2.12. Then, in Section 2.4, we
state our main results on the monodromy manifold, that is, Theorems 2.15, 2.17
and 2.20.

2.1. The Jimbo-Sakai linear system. Suppose xk = (Ko, k¢, K1, koo) € C%, all
nonzero, are given and t € T lies on a discrete g-spiral T = ¢%to. Consider the
linear system

Y(qz) = A(z,t)Y (2), (2.1)
A(z,t) = Ao(t) + zA1(t) + 2% As, (2.2)
where A(z,t) is a 2 x 2 matrix polynomial with determinant given by
[A(z, )] = (2 = 5 )2 = 57 1) (2 = w7 (2 = m7), (2:3)
and assume that
wo=no (1 8 )uo e (L) e

for an H = H(t) € GL2(C). This is the Jimbo-Sakai linear problem [21], which we
have scaled to remove redundant parameters (see Section 3.1 for details). Through-
out this paper we assume that the parameters x and ty satisfy the non-resonance
conditions (1.4), which ensure that the linear problem is fully non-resonant (see
[22][Definition 1.1]).
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By Carmichael [3], the linear system (2.1) has solutions Yy(z,t) and Yoo (z,t)
respectively given by convergent series expansions around z = 0 and z = oo of the
following form,

Yo(z,t) = 218D W (2, 1) 25078, Uo(z,t) = H(t) + Z 2"My(t), (2.5a)
n=1
Yoo (z,t) = 298G =10 (2, 8)2F>73 W (2,t) =T+ Z 27N, (t), (2.5b)
n=1

where ¢% = k; for j = 0,00. The matrix functions W (z,t) and Wo(z,t)~! extend
to single-valued analytic functions in z on P\ {0} and C respectively. Furthermore,
their determinants are explicitly given by

gt _q1qt q 19
|lI/oo(Zat)|: (H?_I;a"it I;aﬁii_l;aﬁll;;q)ooa (263.)
o=, 0 7 = [H7 (62 0 2 e 2 ) (2.6D)
o0

A central object of study in this paper is the connection matriz
C(z,t) := Uo(2,t) W (2,1).

This matrix is single-valued in z on C* and is related to Birkhoff’s connection
matrix
P(z,t) := Yo(2,t) ' Yao (2, 1),
by
P(z,t) = 2'°8a(2/at) ;=koos 01 (5 ) zkeo0s,
For our purposes, it is more convenient to work with C(z,t), rather than P(z,t),
due to its single-valuedness. We will also refer to the connection matrix C(z,t) as
the monodromy of the linear system (2.1).
For any fixed t, C(z,t) has the following analytic characterisation in z.

(1) It is a single-valued analytic function in z € C*.
(2) It satisfies the g-difference equation

t
Clgz,t) = —rp*C2, )k ®.
z
(3) Its determinant is given by

O, 0 = ey (W2 w712 i 2071 2)

for some ¢ € C*.
We correspondingly make the following definition.
Definition 2.1. We denote by €(k,t), for any fixzed t € C*, the set of all 2 x 2
matrixz functions satisfying properties (1)-(3) above.

Next, we consider deformations of the linear system (2.1), as t — gt, which leave
the matrix function P(z,t) invariant, i.e. such that P(z,qt) = P(z,t), which is
equivalent to

C(z,qt) = zC(z,t).
We call such a deformation isomonodromic.
Jimbo and Sakai [20] showed that, upon introducing the following coordinates’

(f7 g7 w) on A,
A12(27t> = K;olw(z - f)v (273“)

Ao (fit) = q(f — w1)(f — K79, (2.7b)

1See equations (8.7) for a full parametrisation of A with respect to {f, g, w}.
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isomonodromic deformation of the linear system (2.1) is locally equivalent to (f, g, w)
satisfying ¢P{1" (K, to). Building on this, we prove the following lemma in Section

3.2.
Lemma 2.2. Let (f,g,w) be any solution of ¢Py;" (k,t0) and denote
M={meZ:(f(qd"t),9(¢"t)) # (00, ko) } - (2.8)

Then, the linear system A(z,t) is reqular in t on ¢™ty and the corresponding con-
nection matriz is given by

C(z,t) = 2"D()Co(2), (t=q™to,m €M), (2.9)

for a matriz Co(z) € €(k, ty), unique up the left-multiplication by diagonal matrices.
Here D(t) is a diagonal matriz which may be eliminated from equation (2.9) by
rescaling H(t) — H(t)D(t) in equation (2.4).

In Lemma 2.2, we have the freedom of rescaling the auxiliary variable w by
w— w = dw, d € C*, which is equivalent to gauging the linear system by a
constant diagonal matrix,

A(z,t) = D' A(z,)D, D= (é 2) ,

and thus rescaling the matrix Cy(z) € €(k,tg) as
C()(Z) — Co(Z)D
Hence, Lemma 2.2 provides us with a mapping

(f,9) = [Co(2)], (2.10)

which associated to any solution (f, g) of ¢Pv1(k, to) the equivalence class of Cy(z) in
€(k, tp) quotiented by arbitrary left and right-multiplication by invertible diagonal
matrices. This warrants the following definition.

Definition 2.3. We define M(k,to) to be the space of connection matrices €(k,to)
quotiented by arbitrary left and right-multiplication by invertible diagonal matrices.
We refer to M(k,to) as the monodromy manifold of qPyi(k,to).

Correspondingly, we call the mapping (2.10), which associates with any solution
(f,9) of qPvi(k,to), a point on the monodromy manifold, the monodromy mapping.

Remark 2.4. The space M(k,ty) was first introduced and studied in Ohyama et
al. [29][84.1.1], where it is denoted as F. Ohyama et al. [29] showed how this
space can naturally be endowed with the structure of a complex algebraic variety,
under certain assumptions of genericity including the non-resonance (1.4) and non-
splitting conditions (1.5). Compatible with this structure, we endow M (k, tg) with
the structures of a complex manifold and algebraic variety, in Theorems 2.17 and
2.20 respectively. The proof that these structures are compatible with those in [29]
is postponed to the end of the paper, see Remark 5.6.

In Section 3.3, we prove the following lemma concerning injectivity of the mon-
odromy mapping.

Lemma 2.5. The monodromy mapping, defined in Definition 2.3, is injective.

2.2. The main Riemann-Hilbert problem. In this paper, we analyse the mon-
odromy mapping through the, via Birkhoff’s theory [2], corresponding Riemann-
Hilbert problem (RHP).

To introduce this RHP, we return to the single-valued matrix functions Wy(z,t)
and ¥, (z,t), defined in equations (2.5). Let us denote t,, = ¢™to for m € Z. By
Lemma 2.2, we may choose H such that

Uoo(z,tm) = Uo(z,tm) 2™ Co(2), (2.11)
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for m € M.

Next, we need to choose Jordan curves "™, m € Z, which separate the points in
the complex plane where U .(z,t,,) and ¥o(z,t,,) are respectively non-invertible
and singular. These points are precisely the zeros of the determinants (2.6a) and
(2.6b) respectively. We thus make the following definition.

Definition 2.6. Consider a family (v"™),cz of positively oriented Jordan curves
in C* and denote by DT) and D™ the inside and outside of ¥™ respectively, for
m € Z. Then we call this family of curves admissable if, for m € Z,

yA —1 —1 (m)
q >0 {K‘ttmaﬁt tma"q‘la"q‘l }g D7 b

Z —1 —1 (m)
q <0 '{K/ttmaﬁt tva’vi’l }g DJ,_ 9

where we use the notation U -V = {uv : uw € U,v € V'} for compatible sets U and
V, and

D("H‘l) c p™
see Figure 2.1.

Rz

-1
Ky 't

FIGURE 2.1. An example of two contours v™ and y™*1 satisfy-
ing the conditions in Definition 2.6, where t = ¢ty and the red
lines denote the four spirals ¢® - z, = € {ntﬂto, f{lﬂ}.

We can always construct an admissible family of curves and it follows that

(m)
gm(z) = {xlfoo(z,tm) z€ Dy,

2.12
\Ifo(z,tm) z € Dim, ( )

defines a solution of the following RHP, with C'(z) = Cy(z), for m € .

Definition 2.7 (RHP I). Given a connection matriz C € €(k,ty) and a family
of admissable curves (Y"™)mez, for m € Z, find a matriz function U™ (z) which
satisfies the following conditions.

(i) ¥™(z) is analytic on C\ ™.
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(ii) U™ (2') has continuous boundary values VY (z) and V"™ (z) as 2’ ap-
proaches z € Y™ from DT) and D respectively, related by
U (z) = 0™ (2)2"C(z), =ze~™.
(iii) W™ (z) satisfies
() =1+0(27") 2z— o0
The matrix function ¥ (z), defined in equation (2.12), is uniquely characterised

as the solution of RHP I. Indeed, we have the following lemma, which we prove in
Section 3.3.

Lemma 2.8. For any fited m € 7Z, if RHP I in Definition 2.7 has a solution
U™ (2), then this solution is globally invertible on the complex plane and unique.

From here on we say that ™ (z) exists if and only if RHP I has a solution for
that particular value of m, as justified by the uniqueness in the above lemma.

If RHP I is solvable, then we can construct a corresponding isomonodromic linear
system, by setting

22U (g2) KW (2) L if z € g7 (DI U™,
Az, ¢ o) = qmtO\Iﬂm)(qz)/ﬁgSC(Z)‘I’”m(z)_l if z € Dim Ng D™,  (2.13)
¢t ()G ()T iz € DI U,

This defines a matrix polynomial of the form (2.2) and the values of (f, g, w) may
be read directly from the solution of the RHP as follows (details are given in Section
3.3). Let

U (2) = H(tym) + O(2) (z —0), (2.14)
V() =T+ 27 U(tm) + O(272) (z — 00), (2.15)
and denote H = (h;;) and U = (U,;), then

w=(¢"" = Kz, (2.16a)
_1y hithao
1
f=tmkoo (Ko — kg ") W] (2.16b)
9= ¢ "R (f = Retm)(f = K7 )y s (2.16¢)
_ horw Kot
= f? 11 oz 2.16d
m= g (= ek g ) 4 2 (2.164)

2.3. Solvability of the main RHP. The notion of reducible monodromy, given
in the following definition, plays an important role in our main results.

Definition 2.9. We call a connection matriz C(z) € €(k,to) irreducible when none
of its entries are identically zero, otherwise we call it reducible. Similarly, we call
monodromy [C(z)] € M(k,to) irreducible when C(z) is irreducible and reducible
otherwise.

Lemma 2.10. The monodromy manifold M(k,to) does not contain reducible mon-
odromy if and only if the non-splitting conditions (1.5) hold true.

Remark 2.11. This lemma can be inferred from Ohyama et al. [29][Theorem 4.3].
We give a proof in Section 4.1.

We are now in a position to state our first main result, which we prove in Section

4.1.
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Theorem 2.12. Consider RHP I defined in Definition 2.7. If the connection ma-
triz C(z) € €(k,to) is irreducible, see Definition 2.9, then this RHP is solvable.
More precisely, for any m € Z, at least one of the solutions W™ (z) and W™+ (z)
of RHP I ezists.

Let (f,g,w) be the unique corresponding solution of qPy;" (k,t0) via equations
(2.16). Then, for m € Z, 9" (2) fails to exist if and only if (f(tm),g(tm)) =
(00, Koo)-

Corollary 2.13. If the non-splitting conditions (1.5) hold true, then the mon-
odromy mapping is bijective.

Proof. Due to Lemma 2.5, the monodromy mapping is injective. Take any mon-
odromy in the monodromy manifold. Then, by Lemma 2.10, it must be irreducible.
Theorem 2.12 thus shows that there exists a solution of Py with that monodromy.
So the monodromy mapping is also surjective and the corollary follows. [

For reducible monodromy, solvability of RHP I is more subtle than in the irre-
ducible case handled in Theorem 2.12. We discuss this in Section 4.2, where we
show that the RHP with reducible monodromy can be transformed into the stan-
dard Fokas-Its-Kitaev RHP [10,11] for certain orthogonal polynomials. We further
show that the corresponding solutions of ¢Pv1 can be expressed in terms of determi-
nants containing Heine’s basic hypergeometric functions. We thus see that special
function solutions occur when the monodromy of the linear problem is reducible, a
phenomenon well-known for the classical sixth Painlevé equation [28].

2.4. Results on the monodromy manifold. Our second main result is the iden-
tification of the monodromy manifold with an explicit surface. To state this result,
we define a set of coordinates on the monodromy manifold M (k,tp), using a con-
struction introduced in our previous paper [22].

Firstly, we require the following notation: for any 2 x 2 matrix R of rank one, let
Ry and Ry be respectively its first and second column, then we define 7(R) € P!
by

Rl = W(R)RQ,

with 7(R) = 0 if and only if R = (0,0)T and 7(R) = oo if and only if Ry = (0,0)%.
Take a connection matrix C(z) € €(x,tp) and denote

(z1, 29,73, 74) = (Kito, Ky “to, k1, k7). (2.17)

Let 1 < k < 4, then |C(z)| has a simple zero at z = xj and thus C(xy), while
nonzero, is not invertible. We define the coordinates

pe =m(Clzr)), (1<k<4).

Note that (p1, p2, p3, pa) are invariant under left multiplication of C(z) by diagonal
matrices. However, multiplication by diagonal matrices from the right has the effect
of scaling

(plap25p3ap4) — (Cpl,cpg,cp3,cp4), (218)

for some ¢ € C*.
Therefore, the coordinates p naturally lie in (P!)*/C* and we obtain a mapping

P+ M(s, to) = (P1)*/C*, [C(2)] = [p], (2.19)

which is easily seen to be an embedding (see Lemma 5.1).
We proceed in giving an explicit description of the image of the monodromy
manifold under P. To this end, we make the following definition.
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Definition 2.14. Define the quadratic polynomial

T(p: k,to) = Tiap1p2 + Ti3p1p3 + Thapipa + Tazpaps + Toapaps + Taapzpa,

with coefficients given by
Tio =04 (nt,nf) 04 (non to, Ko 1/1;31150) K2,

T34 =04 (nt,n%) 04 (nonooto, Ko Iiooto) ,
2

—1 —1,.-1 —-1

T3 =—04 (ntnl to, Ky mto)ﬁ (ntmno Koo » KOKtK1Kog )HOO,
Toy = —0 Mo, ky MRato) 04 ot

24 = —Ug (Ktkq lo, Ky Kilo Hofﬁtfimoo,fitfﬁfﬁoofio

2
t
2
1

)
T4 =04 (mtmto, mt_lﬁflto) 04 (fimoomo Ht s K0K1 KooKy 1) K
) K2,

-1 -1 -1 -1
To3 =04 (mtmto,mt K] to) 04 (fimoomo f<51 s KoKtKook]

Note that T is homogeneous and multilinear in the variables p = (p1, p2, p3, pa)-
Therefore, if we denote its homogeneous form by

T (zyzyzymy)_yynyﬁﬁﬁﬁ (2.20)
hom\P15P15P25P2,P35P3,P45P1) = P1P2P3P4 yoroyYsr Yy Y ? :
P1 P2 P3 Pi

then, using homogeneous coordinates p, = [p} : pj) € P!, 1 < k < 4, the equation

Thom (P, P P2, 5. P53, P, P1, P4) = 0, (2.21)
defines a surface in (P1)*/C*. We denote this surface by

S(k.to) = {lp] € (B")*/C* : T(p: k,to) = 0}.

Our second main result is given by the following theorem, which is proven in
Section 5.1.

Theorem 2.15. Denote by K the tuple of complex parameters k after replacing
ko — 1. Then the image of the monodromy manifold M(k,ty) under the mapping
P, defined in equation (2.19), is given by the surface S(k,to), minus the curve

X (ko) := S(k, to) N S(R, to). (2.22)
Let us denote
S*(k,to) = S(k,to) \ X(k, o), (2.23)
then, the mapping
M(k,to) = 8*(k,t9), where [C(z)] — P([C(2)]),
is a bijection.
The curve X (k,tp) in the above theorem has a geometric interpretation, which

is described in the following remark.

Remark 2.16. The curve X = X (k,to) does not depend on ko and can be written
as the intersection

m 8()\03"{‘%"{‘13"{‘00)1’-0)' (224)
Ao ECH

Informally, one can think of points on the curve X in S(k,tg) as corresponding
to connection matrices C(z) € €(k,tg) whose determinant is identically zero, i.e.
they satisfy properties (1) and (2) of Definition 2.1, but property (3) with ¢ = 0.
Therefore, these coordinate values do not lie in the image of P. In the proof of
Theorem 2.15, we obtain an explicit parametrisation of X, see equation (5.20).
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We note that, any point [p] € S(k,to) with more than two coordinates zero or
more than two coordinates infinite, necessarily lies on the closed curve X, defined
in equation (2.22), and is thus not a point on the surface S*(k, to).

However, when one of the non-splitting conditions (1.5) is violated, one of the
coefficients of the polynomial T'(p), in Definition 2.14, vanishes. In that case, there
exist points [p] € S(k,to) with precisely two coordinates zero or two coordinates
infinite. Such points cannot lie on the closed curve X (as this would imply that
ko € ¢%), and are in one to one correspondence with reducible monodromy on the
monodromy manifold.

For example,

{[(Oa Oap3ap4)] L P3, P4 S Pl \ {0}} lf T34 = 0,
0 otherwise,

{[ples*:plpz()}{

and

* {[(pl,pQ,O0,00)] :plapQE(C} ifT34:05
€8 ps = py = o0} =
{le] p3 = pa = oo} { 0 otherwise.

If Ko = Kooto, so that T34 = 0, then these two subspaces correspond respectively
to the equivalence classes of the collection of upper-triangular connection matrices

C(z) = O (“fzt(;’zt_?) Ci]q((é’:if“) (ce C,veCr),

K1’

and the equivalence classes of the collection of lower-triangular connection matrices

00 (i 52 0 :
C(z) = ceqqyitofjt;w:;ﬁoo) 0 (Kil,zm) (ceC,veCr),

in the monodromy manifold.

Furthermore, these two subspaces intersect at the single point [(0,0, 00, 00)] €
S*(k,to), which corresponds to the equivalence class of the diagonal connection
matrix in the monodromy manifold given by setting ¢ = 0 in any of the above two
formulas.

By Theorem 2.15, the monodromy manifold inherits any topological properties
of the space §*(k,tp) via the mapping P. Diagonal monodromy, or anti-diagonal
monodromy, form singularities on the monodromy manifold, which is the content
of our third main result, proven in Section 5.2.

Theorem 2.17. If the non-splitting conditions (1.5) hold true, then the monodromy
manifold M(k,to) is a smooth complex surface.

On the other hand, if one or more of the non-splitting conditions are violated,
then the set

Miing == {[C(2)] € M(k,to) : C(z) is diagonal or anti-diagonal},

s non-empty (but finite), its elements form singularities of the monodromy manifold
and away from them the monodromy manifold is smooth.

Remark 2.18. We note that the above theorem implies the assertion in Conjecture
7.10 of Ohyama, Ramis and Sauloy [29]. This conjecture is made under the con-
ditions (1.4), (1.5) and additional assumptions on the parameters, but our proof
shows that the result holds without these additional assumptions.
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In our fourth and final result we identify the monodromy manifold with an
explicit affine algebraic surface via an embedding into C. To construct this em-
bedding, let us denote by

T'(p) = Tap1p2 + Ti3p1p3 + Tiap1ps + Togpaps + Toypaps + T3ap3pa,

the quadratic polynomial T'(p) = T'(p; &, to) after replacing ko — 1.
Take 1 <14 < j <4 and consider the coordinate

Tijpip;

Mij = 2 oy
T Oy(ko, 5o T (p)

So, for example, 12 is given by

1 Thapt p3 04 P4
0q(r0, kg 1) Tiapip3p5ps + Tisppspspi + - + Toapip3p5og
in homogeneous coordinates.

Note that n;; is invariant under scalar multiplication p — cp, ¢ € C*. Further-
more, the denominator of n;; does not vanish on S*(k,to), as any such point [p]
would necessarily lie on the curve X, see equation (2.22).

This means that the n;;, 1 < i < j < 4, are six well-defined coordinates on
S*(k,to), and thus on the monodromy manifold Mk, o), which lie in C°. Further-
more, by construction, they satisfy the following four equations,

e =

Mz + M3 + 4+ 723 + n2a + 134 = 0, (2.26a)
ai2mi2 + a13M13 + @14714 + 23123 + Q24724 + a34734 = 1, (2.26D)
Manza — M2nzabr =0, (2.26¢)
Man2s — Manzabz = 0, (2.26d)

where the coefficients a;; = T};/T;j, 1 <1i < j <4, read

9‘1 (KB)H‘Z (Ht;o to) Hq (Kg)eq (Hooto)
alp = —_—, A4 = _
- el_:{l 0 (Hgfigolto) " el_:{l QQ(HBKOOtO)

_ 0q(K5)0q (rer1r) B 0q(K§)0q(Ker1koo)
e egl 04 (“0“’5“1“00 ) , e egl 0q (“Bﬁtﬁl"ioo) ,
e [ PO ) )

e=+1 ACTEA HWOO) 7 e=+1 QQ("B“t“flﬁoo) 7

and
T13T54 by — T14To3

T12T34 2T ToTea
Definition 2.19. We denote by F(k,to) the affine algebraic surface in

by =

{ (12,13, M14, 723, 24, m34) € C®}
defined by equations (2.26). We correspondingly denote by

D : 8" (k,to) = F(k,to), [p] = 0,
the mapping defined through the n-coordinates (2.25) and write
DOy =DPoP: M(k, to) = F(k,to),[C(2)] — 1,
where P is the mapping defined in equation (2.19).

Our fourth and final main result is given by the following theorem, which is
proved in Section 5.3.



ON THE MONODROMY MANIFOLD OF ¢Pvi 13

Theorem 2.20. Let k and ty be parameters satisfying the mon-resonance condi-
tions (1.4) and the non-splitting conditions (1.5). Then the mapping ®aq, given in
Definition 2.19, is an isomorphism between the monodromy manifold M(k,to) and
the affine algebraic surface F(k,to).

Remark 2.21. We note that the algebraic surface F(k,to) is invariant under the
translations

to — qto, kj—qk; (J=0,t1,00),
since the coefficients in equations (2.26) are invariant under them.

The surface F(k,tp) can be identified with the intersection of two quadrics in
C*. This can be seen by using equations (2.26a) and (2.26b) to eliminate any two
of the six variables.

For example, consider eliminating {724, 734} from (2.26) using (2.26a) and (2.26b).
The relevant determinant is given by

1
a24 A34

Gq(HB)Q

g (K§Rootos K§RLE1Foo)

= KiK1Foolq(Ky Y o, kerakZoto) H 7
e==+1

Let us assume that k162 to & ¢%. If not, then we can instead choose another
pair of coordinates to eliminate. The non-resonance conditions (1.4) and non-
splitting conditions (1.5) now guarantee that the above determinant is non-zero.
Upon eliminating {n24, 734}, equations (2.26¢) and (2.26d) respectively become

Uonfz + u1mi2m13 + U2n12M14 + U3N12723 + UaN14M23 + UsT12 = 0, (2.27)

Vo 77%3 + v1M12M13 + V2N13N14 + V3N13723 + V414723 + V5113 = 0,

with coefficients given by

to 0 (Iie)
q 0
Ug = 7Iit Iilﬂ 9 (toﬂtlil, m t77
thvl 0 ,-€
oo e=—+1 9,1 (Hoc /io)
0, (K§)
_ 2,2 2,2 .2 q\Fo
ulfntnlﬁq(ntnl,n ) — ,
e=+1 b4 ( L mg)
0, (K§)
_ 2,2 2.2 2 q \Ko
U2 = K1k 9(] (Hl’ioo’ ’it) o ke ’
e=+1 04 ( 1m°° HB)
0, (K§)
_ 2 q 0
uz = Htli 04 ( “1) ,
Ktk
e=+1 04 ( t}alw mg)

2 e _to ,.€
2 .2 2 Lo
1 Oq (nt,nl) 04 (torik1KS,) Oq (HOa oo “0)
Ug = —KR I I ,
2 to RKi1Koo € KtKoo ,.€
0 (tonml) 04 (mm) e=+10q ( =R, P KO)

Iitlﬁllioolio)
us = s [ |

e=%1
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and
tok? 04 (K§)
2.2 0Moo q \"v0
vy = —Kik] O (tofﬁtm, — — 0
tiR1 Kiki
e=+1 9(; ( Ko R )
0, (K§)
2 2 q \Ko
v1 = tokik Og (65, K2) —
0 to €
e=+1Yq | L oFo
2
2.2 toky tok1kg, 0, (K§)
Vg = KK b4 T ,
1 t Kikoo o€
e=+1 Gq( Iitoc HO)
2
_ 22 g (Torn fokikin 0, (K§)
V3 = KRiKoo Ug PR P ke ’
t 1 tKoo ,.€
e=+1 9q( o HO)
t t 2 2
Lokt loR1 KiK1
A Gq( one f08 ) 04 (tokik1KS,) 04 (HO, . HO)
V4 = R 5 ; 5
0 Kikoo € Koo €
0 (tonml) 04 (mm) e=t1 Gq( et e “0)
tOKfooKfO
Us = KtK1Koo )

e=%+1

Thus, for generic parameter values, the monodromy manifold of gPvyy is iso-
morphic to the intersection of the two quadrics defined by equations (2.27) in C*.
Intersections of two quadrics in P are known as Segre surfaces and it is well-known
that they are isomorphic to Del Pezzo surfaces of degree four, see e.g. [15].

It is interesting to contrast this with the monodromy manifolds of the classical
Painlevé equations. They are isomorphic to affine cubic surfaces [31]. In particular,
their corresponding projective completions are Del Pezzo surfaces of degree three
[15].

We further note that Chekhov et al. [4] conjectured explicit affine Del Pezzo
surfaces of degree three as the monodromy manifolds of the g-Painlevé equations
higher up in Sakai’s classification scheme [34] than ¢Pvr.

From Corollary 2.13, Theorem 2.17 and Theorem 2.20, we obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary 2.22. Let k and to be such that the non-resonance conditions (1.4) and
non-splitting conditions (1.5) are fulfilled. Then, composition of the monodromy
mapping with P, defined in Definition 2.19, yields a bijective mapping from the
solution space of qPyi(k to) to the smooth algebraic surface F(k,to),

{(f,g) solution of qPvi(k to)} — F(k,to). (2.28)

In particular, we may write the general solution of ¢Pyi(k,t9) as
f(t) = f(t7 K, to, 77)7
g(t) = g(ta ) tOv 77)5

with t € ¢“ty and 1 varying in F(k,to).

Remark 2.23. By identifying the domain of the mapping (2.28) with the initial
value space of ¢qPyr at ¢ = ¢y, the mapping becomes a bijective correspondence
between complex (algebraic) surfaces. One can show that this correspondence is a
biholomorphism using standard arguments. Namely, one observes that the matrix
functions U,(z,tg), j = 0,00, defined in equations (2.5), can be chosen locally
analytically in (f, g) as long as one stays away from the exceptional lines above the
base points b7y and bg. The corresponding connection matrix is then locally analytic
in (f,g) and, consequently, so are the n-coordinates. To prove the latter statement
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around points on the exceptional lines above b7 and bg, one simply applies the
argument with ¢ = gty rather than ¢ = ¢y, recalling that the time-evolution is a
biholomorphism beween the initial value spaces at t = tg and t = gtg. It follows
that the mapping (2.28) is a bijective holomorphism and thus biholomorphism.

Remark 2.24. By specialising to the parameter setting

NI

Ko = Kt, Koo =D ‘K1, D=4, (2.30)
the gPv1(k) equation collapses to its symmetric form

(h — kM) (h — k')

¢SPyi: hh= s
(h— s (h— k1)

where
h=h(t), h=h(pt), h=h(t/p),
and h is related to (f, g) as

h(p*™to) = f(q™t0), h(P*™ 'to) = g(¢"t0) (m € Z).

As both the non-resonance and non-splitting conditions (1.4) and (1.5) are generi-
cally not violated by (2.30), all the aspects of our treatment of ¢Py; can be carried
over to gSPy1. We further note that gSPvyp is also known as ¢Pyyp in the literature
[23].

Remark 2.25. Regarding Painlevé VI, and its associated standard linear problem,
the corresponding monodromy mapping was thoroughly studied by Inaba et al. [16].
The associated monodromy manifold can be identified with an explicit affine cubic
surface, a fact which first appeared in Fricke and Klein [13] and was rediscovered by
Jimbo [18] in the context of Painlevé VI. Our construction of the surface F(k, o),
in Theorem 2.20, may be considered as a g-analog of this. Iwasaki [17] studied the
smoothness of the Painlevé VI monodromy manifold and associated cubic. Theorem
2.17 can be considered a g-analog of [17][Theorem 1] in the non-resonant parameter
regime.

3. THE LINEAR PROBLEM

Consider the linear system
Y(qz) = A(2)Y (2), (3.1)
where A(z) is a complex 2 x 2 matrix polynomial of degree two,
A(z) = Ag + 2A; + 2% Ay,

with both Ay and A, invertible and semi-simple.

Jimbo and Sakai [21] showed that isomonodromic deformation of such a linear
system, as the eigenvalues of A as well as two of the zeros of the determinant of
A(z) evolve via multiplication by ¢, defines an evolution of the coefficient matrix
A(z) which is birationally equivalent to ¢P{”.

In Section 3.1, we show that the linear system (3.1) can always be normalised
to the standard form (2.1) we use in this paper. Then, in Section 3.2, we formulate
the main results of Jimbo and Sakai [21] regarding isomonodromic deformation of
the linear system (2.1) and prove Lemma 2.2.

Finally, in Section 3.3, we show how the linear system (2.1) can be recovered
from RHP I, defined in Definition 2.7, yielding in particular Lemma 2.5.
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3.1. Normalising the linear system. In this section we normalise the linear
system (3.1) to the standard form (2.1).

Recall that Ay and A, are semi-simple and we denote their eigenvalues by
{o1,02} and {u1, 2} respectively. By means of gauging the linear system with
a constant matrix, Y (z) — GY (z), so that A(z) — GA(2)G~!, we may ensure that
As = diag(p1, pe2) is diagonal.

We further denote the zeros of the determinant of A(z) by zx, 1 < k < 4, so that

|A(2)] = prpa(z — 21) (2 — 22) (2 — 23)(2 — 24). (32)
Evaluating this determinant at z = 0 gives the identity
0102 = U1 42T1T2T3T4.
By means of a scalar gauge as well as a scaling of the independent variable,
Y (2) = g(2)Y(cz), g(z):= 2% ¢ seC,
so that the linear system transforms as A(z) — sA(cz), we may ensure that
pipz =1, x3x4 =1, 0102 = T170.

We introduce a time variable ¢, satisfying t> = 0109, and four nonzero parameters
k = (Ko, Kt, K1, Koo ), through

_ .+l _ 1 _ 1 _ 1
01 = kg t, r1 = K{ ¢, r3 =Ky , w =K,
-1 -1 -1 -1
02 = Kq t, T2 = Ky ¢, Ty =Ky, Mo = K,

and note that the linear system (3.1) has now been normalised to the form (2.1).

3.2. Isomonodromic deformation of the linear system. In this section we
state important results by Jimbo and Sakai [21] on the isomonodromic deformation
of the linear system (2.1). Here we recall that isomonodromic deformation stands
for deformation as t — ¢t such that P(z,qt) = P(z,t), or equivalently, such that
the connection matrix satisfies

C(z,qt) = 2C(z,1) (3.3)

Theorem 3.1 (Jimbo and Sakai [21]). Considering the linear system (2.1), equa-

tion (3.3) holds if and only if both Yy(z,t) and Yoo (2,1), defined in equations (2.5),
satisfy

Y(z,qt) = B(z,t)Y (z,1), (3.4)

for an (a posteriori unique), rational in z, matriz function B(z,t), which takes the

form
221 + 2By(t)

(z— g 't)(z — qry 't)

B(z,t) =

We proceed in making the time-evolution defined by (3.4) more explicit. Note
that compatibility of the linear system (2.1) and time deformation (3.4) amounts
to the following evolution of the coefficient matrix A,

A(z,qt)B(z,1) = B(gz, 1) A(z, 1), (3.5)
as well as the following evolution of the diagonalising matrix H(t) in (2.4),
H(qt) = Bo(t)H(t). (3:6)

We use the standard coordinates f = f(t),g = g(¢t) and w = w(t), defined by
equations (2.7), on the linear system, whose definition we repeat here for conve-
nience of the reader,

Apa(z,t) = ktw(z — f), (3.7)
Az (fit) = a(f —r1)(f = K7 1)g.
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Then the linear system is given in terms of {f, g, w} by

(el = F)z— ) £ ) pdw(z — f)
Alz 1) = ( oo vz +6) k(2= £)(z — B) +g2>) !
where
g1 =q hd (f — wet)(f — Ky H)g ™, (3.8)

92 = qkioo(f — K1) (f — K1 g,

and, temporarily using the notation & = x + x~1,

1 . . .
T a—2)f (K2.91 — Kookiot + g2 + (et + F1) f — 2f%)
1 i 2y o
B = Gy (Rt — ocil + g2 et ) f = 262 %),

Y=g1+ g2+ [P+ 2+ P)f +af — (t* + kit + 1),
§=f71( (91 +af)(g2 + BS)),
Equation (3.5) is equivalent to the following conditions on the matrix By(t),
Algni 't gt) (ari "t + Bo(t)) = 0,
(qriE'tT + Bo(t)A(kEM, 1) = 0,
Ao(qt)Bo(t) = qBo(t)Ao(1).
The first two equations follow from the fact that both the left and right-hand side
of (3.5) are necessarily analytic in z € C and the third follows from equating the
degree one terms in z of both sides of equation (3.5).

These equations form an over-determined system for By = By(t). They allow
one to express By explicitly in terms of {f, g, w}, for example

9 (FLF_ f_ _a(@=w)
#5(3-2) &0+a-7-0)

and Jimbo and Sakai [21] showed that equations (3.2) are then equivalent to the
qPy1” time evolution of (f, g, w).

Furthermore, by means of a direct computation, one can check that equations
(2.4) and (3.6) translate to the elements of the diagonalising matrix H = (hi;)1<s,j<2
satisfying

h11 _qt Koo(g — Kot)

F _ : m7 (3.9a)
Z_i _ Bt f}o;fa - m07 (3.9¢)
Z_i T ff;oja —thg ! (3.9d)

We are now in a position to prove Lemma 2.2.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. We start by showing that the linear system A = A(z,t) is
regular in ¢ away from values where (f,g) = (00, ko). To this end, consider the
parametrisation of A = A(z,t) with respect to (f, g, w). By direct inspection, one
can see that this parametrisation is regular for all values of (f,g) € C* x C* and
w € C*. The same is true near each of the six basepoints b, 1 < k < 6, defined in
equation (1.3).
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For example, consider the basepoint bg = (k:t,0). We apply a change of variables,
f*h}tt:FG, g:G,

so that {F € C,G = 0} lies on the exceptional line above bs, after a local blow up.
The parametrisation of the matrix polynomial A is regular at G = 0, and takes the
form
[ Reo((z — Kit)(z — ) + ¢1) Ktw(z — kqt)
Az, t) = -1 -1 )
(Core o™ Sl )
with
g1 = q 'kt (k1 — Ky DLE.

Geometrically, the line {F' € C, G = 0}, above b3, parametrises coefficient matrices
A whose second column vanishes at z = k;t. The one remaining point on the
exceptional line above b3, which does not lie on this line, is an inaccessible initial
value. Namely, the corresponding formal solution of ¢Pv1 never takes value in
C* x C* and is thus not a genuine solution. We conclude that A is regular for
(f,g) near bs. Similarly, it is shown that A is regular near the other basepoints by,
1<k<6,k#3.

The situation is slightly more involved for the remaining base-points b7 and
bs, as the auxiliary equation (1.2) is singular at these points. Firstly, as (f,g)
approaches bg = (00, kg~ !), g approaches ko, and consequently w vanishes, due
to the auxiliary equation. Consider thus the change of variables

f=F' g—klq'=FG, w=FW.

In the local chart {F, G, W}, the coefficient matrix A is regular at F' = 0. Geomet-
rically, the line {F = 0,G € C}, above bg, parametrises coefficient matrices A for
which the entry Aj3(z) is constant. In particular, A is regular near bs.

Finally, by the same reasoning, it follows that w — oo, as (f,g) approaches
b7 = (00, Ko ), and that the coefficient matrix A is thus singular there.

We conclude that A(z,t) is singular at ¢t = ¢, if and only if (f(t.),g(t«)) =
(00, Koo ). Correspondingly, we write

M= {meZ:(f(q") 9(¢"t0)) # (00, Koo)}} - (3.10)

For every t € ¢™'ty, we choose any H(t) satisfying (2.4), but not necessarily
(3.6), and let C(z,t) denote the corresponding connection matrix. We proceed
with proving equation (2.9) in the lemma.

To prove (2.9), it is enough to show that, for any m € 9,

C(z,qtm) = zAC (2, tm),
for some diagonal matrix A, if m + 1 € 9, and
C(2z,¢°tm) = 22 AC(2,tm), (3.11)

for some diagonal matrix A, if m 4+ 1 ¢ 9 (so that necessarily m + 2 € 9).

The first case is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.1. We may further ensure
that A = I by imposing equation (3.6) at t = t,,.

As to the second case, we note that, analogues to the proof of Theorem 3.1 by
Jimbo and Sakai [21], one can show that P(z,q¢*t) = P(z,t) if and only if Yy(z,t)
and Y. (z,t) both satisfy

Y(z,¢*) = F(z,0)Y (2,1),

for an (a posteriori unique), rational in z, matrix function F'(z,t) which takes the
form
AT + 23 Fy(t) + 22 Fy (t)

Fel) = i —m i) m DG - D)
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The corresponding time evolution of the coefficient matrix
A(z,¢%t) = F(qz,t)A(z,t)F(2,t) 7,
is equivalent to two iterations of ¢Py{", and
F(z,t) = B(z, qt)B(z,t).

By specialising to ¢t = t,,, we obtain (3.11). We may further ensure that A = I, by
imposing
H(q*t) = Fo(tm)H (tm)

This establishes equation (2.9).
The last statement of the lemma, follows from the fact that, rescaling H(¢t) —
H(t)D(t), yields Wo(z,t) = Uo(z,t)D(t) and thus C(z,t) — D(t)"1C(z,¢). O

3.3. On the ¢Pvyi RHP. In Section 2.2, we formulated the main Riemann-Hilbert
problem for the ¢Pvy1 equation, RHP I, in Definition 2.7. Let (f, g) be a solution of
qPvi(k,t9) and [C(z)] be its corresponding monodromy in the monodromy mani-
fold via the monodromy mapping, see Definition 2.3. Then equation (2.12) defines
a solution of RHP I. In this section, we show now we may reconstruct the solu-
tion (f,g) from the solution of RHP I, giving in particular formulas (2.16). This
furthermore yields a proof of Lemma 2.5.
Firstly, we prove Lemma 2.8.

Proof of Lemma 2.8. Note that the determinant of 2" C(z) may be written as
2m _ -1 +1 7 1 * 41 -1 _ m
2 C ()| = ¢,y Oq | K7 ;o h JKY 2Ky 2 ), tm = q"to,
m

for some ¢, € C*. Assume we have a solution ¥ (z) of RHP I, defined in Defini-
tion 2.7. Then its determinant A" (z) is analytic on C\ 4™, it satisfies the jump
condition

z z
A(}rn)(z) = A(In)(z) C'r_nleq ’%;rl_a K;l_a Hflza Hflz (Z € ,y(m)),
tm tm
and A™(2) =1+ 0(z71) as 2 — .
This scalar RHP is uniquely solved by
A B (ﬁfl%,m;l%,ﬁflg,mflg;q)m if z€ Dy, 319
| (Z)| - +1 2z —12z +1 -1 - . ( . )
em (K267 2k 2k 2q) . ifze D

Indeed, the right-hand side satisfies this scalar RHP and, denoting the quotient
of the left- and right-hand side of (3.12) by g¢(2), it follows that g(z) is an entire
function on the complex plane satisfying g(z) — 1 as z — oo. By Liouville’s
theorem, g(z) = 1, which yields equation (3.12). In particular, the solution U™ (z)
is globally invertible on C.

Suppose we have another solution @"”(z) of RHP I, then the quotient

R(z) = 3™ (2) W™ (2) 7,

is analytic on C\ 4. Furthermore, R(z) has a trivial jump on ™, i.e. Ry(z) =
R_(z). Therefore, R(z) extends to an analytic function on the entire complex
plane. Finally, we know that R(z) = I + O(z7!) as 2 — oo, thus R(z) = I, again
by Liouville’s theorem, and the lemma follows. ([

Starting with a solution of ¢Pv1, we showed how to obtain a connection matrix
in Section 2.2. Therefore, we obtain a solution of RHP I — see (2.12). We now
describe how conversely, any solution of RHP I leads to a solution of ¢Pvyr.
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Take a connection matrix C(z) € €(k,t) and suppose RHP I has a solution for
at least one m € Z. We write

M:={m e Z: V™ (z) exists}.

For m € M, define A(z,q™ty) by equation (2.13). Due to the jump conditions of
U™ (z) in RHP I, the matrix A(z, ¢™t) has trivial jumps on 4™ and ¢~ !4 and
thus extends to a single-valued function on the complex z-plane. Furthermore, it
follows from the global analyticity and invertibility of ¥™(z), see Lemma 2.8, that
A(z,q™1p) is entire. Finally, as U (z) = I + O(z7!) as z — oo, it follows that
A(z,q™to) is a degree two matrix polynomial satisfying

A(z,q"to) = 22k + O(2) (2 = 00),
A(0,q™t0) = H(q™to)q torG* H(g™t0) ™", H(q™to) := ™(0),
and, due to equations (3.12) and (2.13),
A(z, 4™ 0)| = (= — keq™0) (= — K7 q™0) (= — K1) (= — K7,

Thus, A(z,q™tg) is a coefficient matrix of the form (2.2), for m € 9. By con-
struction, the connection matrix associated with A(z, ¢™ty) is given by 2™C(z),
m e M.

For all m € 91, assume that

A12(Z, qmto ié 0. (313)

)
Then the corresponding coordinates (f, g, w) are well-defined on A, via equations
(2.7), and they form a solution of ¢P{*(k,to). Furthermore, we can read the values
of (f, g, w) directly from the solution ¥ (z) of the RHP through formulas (2.16).
These formulas are derived as follows. By expanding equation (2.13) around
z = 00, and considering the (1,2) and (1, 1) entry, we respectively obtain

— Kog)urg, a=(1—q Yun — [, (3.14)

The first equation is precisely equation (2.16a) for w. The formula (2.16b) for
f follows by subtracting (3.9¢) from (3.9d) and solving for f. By substituting
a=(1—-qg Yui1 — f in equation (3.9¢c) we obtain equation (2.16d) for g;. Finally
formula (2.16¢) for g now follows from equation (3.8).

We are now in a position to prove Lemma 2.5.

w = (q

Proof of Lemma 2.5. We have shown that, for any solution (f,g) of ¢Pvi(k,to),
there exists a connection matrix C(z) € €(k,tg), such that the values of (f, ¢g) may
be read directly from the solution ¥ (z) of RHP I in Definition 2.7, via equations
(2.13). Here [C(2)] = M € M(k,to) is the monodromy attached to (f,g) via the
monodromy mapping.

To prove the lemma, it remains to show be shown that these formulas are in-
variant under choosing a different representation [5 (2)] = M of the monodromy,
so that (f,g) indeed only depends on the class M. We proceed in proving this
statement.

As [C(z)] = [C(z)], there exist invertible diagonal matrices D; 5 such that

C(z) = D1C(2)Ds.
Thus, the solution W™ (z) of RHP I, with C/(z) — C(z), is related to ¥™(z) by

() D' U™ (2)Dy  if z € DY,
Z) =
D™ ()Dytif z € DTV,
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Consequently, the matrix function H and U, defined by equations (2.14) and (2.15)
for U™ (z), are related to H and U by

H(t)=D;'H(t)D7*, U(t) = Dy 'U(t)Ds.

The formulas (2.16b) and (2.16¢) for f and g are invariant under such rescaling and
the lemma follows. U

We finish this section with some remarks on assumption (3.13). Firstly, note
that this is a necessary assumption for the coordinates (f, g, w) to be well-defined.
Now, suppose that Aj2(z,¢™to) = 0, for some m € M, and write t,, = ¢"tg. Then,
we have

A (2,tm) = Foo(z —01)(2 = 02),  Aza(2,tm) = K (2 — v3)(2 — va),
where, by equation (2.3),

{’1}1,’1}2,'[}3,’1}4} — {Hjltmaﬁ;ltma’k‘:flaﬁfl}'

Furthermore, as the eigenvalues of A(0,t,,) are noﬂtm, necessarily

{Koov1v2, kg v3va} = {A11(0, 1), A22(0, )} = {Kotm, kg ‘tm }-

By comparing the different possible values of v1, ..., v4 in the above two equations,
it follows that the parameters must satisfy

Kk RI'REE =1 or KRSt =1,
for some €; € {£1}, j = 0,t,1,00. So, at least one of the non-splitting conditions
(1.5) is violated.

Furthermore, from the defining equations of ¥y and U, equations (2.5), it
follows that W (z,t,,) is lower-triangular and either (o), (2,tm) or (¥o),5 (2, tm)
is identically zero. In particular, either C12(z) = 0 or Caz(2) = 0, which means
that C(z) is reducible, see Definition 2.9.

We discuss RHP I with reducible monodromy in further detail in Section 4.2.

4. SOLVABILITY, REDUCIBLE MONODROMY AND ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS

In this section we study the solvability of RHP I, defined in Definition 2.7, and
consequently the invertibility of the monodromy mapping introduced in Definition
2.3. In Section 4.1, we prove Lemma 2.10 and Theorem 2.12. In Section 4.2, we
discuss RHP I with reducible monodromy.

4.1. Solvability. We start this section by proving Lemma 2.10. To this end, we
briefly recall some fundamental properties of g-theta functions, i.e. analytic func-
tions 6(z) on C* such that 0(z)/0(¢gz) is a monomial. For a« € C* and n € N, we
denote by V,,(«) the set of all analytic functions 6(z) on C*, satisfying

0(gz) = az7"0(z). (4.1)

We note that V,, (@) is a vector space of dimension n if n > 1, see e.g. [30].
For r € R4, we call
Dy(r) == A{lglr < [2| <7},
a fundamental annulus. As described in the following lemma, g-theta functions are,
up to scaling, completely determined by the location of their zeros within any fixed
fundamental annulus.

Lemma 4.1. Let « € C*, n € N and 0(z) be a nonzero element of V,,(c). Then,
within any fized fundamental annulus, 6(z) has precisely n zeros, counting multi-
plicity, say {a1,...,a,}, and there exist unique ¢ € C* and s € Z such that

0(z) = cz®4(2/a1, ..., 2/an), a=(=1)"¢ar-...-an. (4.2)
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Conversely, for any choice of the parameters, equation (4.2) defines an element of

V().
Proof. See for instance [30]. O
We proceed in proving Lemma 2.10.

Proof of Lemma 2.10. Take a connection matrix C(z) € €(k,tp) and suppose that
C(z) is reducible. Then C(z) is triangular or anti-triangular.
Assume C(z) is triangular, then

C11(2)Ca2(2) = |C(2)| = cly(zrety s zr 1yt 21, 267 1),
for some ¢ € C*, where the second equality follows from Definition 2.1. Writing
(x1, 22,23, 24) = (Keto, k7 “to, k1, kT L),
it follows from Lemma 4.1 that
Ci1(2) = c11bq(2/xi, 2/xj) 2", Coa(2) = ca2by(2/xk, 2/21)27", (4.3)

for some labeling {7, j, k,1} = {1,2,3,4}, ¢11,c00 € C* and n € Z.
Furthermore, by Definition 2.1,

Cll(qz) _ -2 ko 022(112) __—92keo
=z "—to, =z “—to,
011(2:) Roo 022(2) Ko
which implies
ﬂTfo = xix;q", H;.Oto = zEmq ", (4.4)
Roo Ko

violating the non-splitting conditions (1.5).
Similarly, if C(z) is anti-triangular, then

Kokoolo = Tix;q", to = xpr19” ", (4.5)

RoRco
for some re-labeling {i,7,k,l} = {1,2,3,4} and n € Z, again violating the non-
splitting conditions (1.5).

Conversely, if the non-splitting conditions (1.5) do not hold true, then either
equalities (4.4) or equalities (4.5) can be realised by a re-labeling {i,j, k,I} =
{1,2,3,4}, for some n € Z. In the former case, equations (4.3) with Ci2(z) =
C1(z) = 0 define a reducible connection matrix in €(x, tg).

It follows similarly that €(k, ¢g) contains reducible monodromy in the latter case
and the lemma follows. O

To study the solvability of RHP I, in Definition 2.7, it is helpful to consider the
following slightly more general RHP.

Definition 4.2 (RHP II). Given a connection matriz C € €(k,ty) and a family of
admissable curves (Y™ )mez, for m,n € Z, find a matriz function ™™ (z) which
satisfies the following conditions.

(i) ™™ (2) is analytic on C\ ™.
(i) W™m™(2") has continuous boundary values W™ (z) and W™ (2) as 2’
approaches z € v™ from D" and D(J_m respectively, related by
P (2) = U (2)2MC(2), 2 €4,
(i) w™"(z) satisfies
()= (I+0(z71)) 2" 2z — .
By comparison with RHP I in Definition 2.7, we can identify U9 (z) = ¥ (z).

More generally, for any fixed n € Z, RHP II is equivalent to RHP I, with C(z2)
replaced by C(z)z~"?¢. In particular, we have the following analog of Lemma 2.8.
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Lemma 4.3. For any fixed m,n € Z, if RHP II in Definition 4.2 has a solution
Wmm(2), then this solution is globally invertible on the complex plane and unique.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Lemma 2.8. O

Given the uniqueness in the above lemma, we say that U™ (z) exists if and
only if RHP II has a solution for that value of m,n € Z.

The main reason for considering the more general RHP above, is that we have
the following result due to Birkhoff [2].

Lemma 4.4. For any fized m € Z, the solution U™ (z) to RHP II, in Definition
4.2, exists for at least one n € Z.

Proof. See Birkhoff [2][§21] or the proof of Lemma 4.4 in [22]. O

Our next step is to study the dynamics of U™ ™ (z) as n varies, with the ultimate
goal to obtain criteria for the existence of U™ (z) at n = 0, as these will allow us
to prove solvability of RHP I and thus prove Theorem 2.12.

To this end, if U™ (2) exists, we denote its expansion around z = oo by

T (2) = (I + 271 U™™ 4 272V 43 emm 4 0(274)) 278, (4.6)

as z — 00, and associate a coefficient matrix A ™ (z) as in equation (2.13),

22U (g2) T (2) 7 if z € g (DY UY™),
A"”’”)(z) _ qmtO\Iﬂm’")(qZ)HSS'C(Z)‘I/(m’")(Z)_l ifz € D(J_n) N q—lDf”), (4.7)
g oW (q2) RGBT () if z.€ D™ UA™.

Then A"™™(z) is a degree two matrix polynomial of the form (2.2) except for a
generally different normalisation at z = oo,

A (2) = 22(q" Koo )7 + O(2) (2 — 0).

In particular, the corresponding coordinates f™(¢™tg), g™ (¢"™to) and w™ (¢™tg)
define a solution of ¢Pyi(k™, tg) with

n n
K’( = (K’OvKlthllvq ’100)7

if RHP II is solvable in m for that value of n.
We have the following lemma regarding solvability of RHP II as n varies.

Lemma 4.5. Fix m,n € Z and suppose that the solution W™ (z) of RHP II in
Definition 4.2 exists. Then, recalling the definition of the matrices U = (u;;) and
V = (vij) in equation (4.6), either
(i) uly™ #0, in which case W™V (2) exists.
(i) ul5™ = 0 but v{3"™ # 0, in which case W™ V(%) does not erxist but
Wt (2) does erist.
(iii) u{y™ =0 and v{5""™ = 0, in which case W™K (2) does not exist for any
k>0 and necessarily C12(z) =0 or Ca(z) = 0.
Similarly, either
(1) uyy’™ # 0, in which case W™=V () exists.
(I) uy?™ = 0 but v # 0, in which case W™V (2) does not exist but
Wmn=2() does exist.
(ITD) uyy™ =0 and vy]"™ = 0, in which case W™K (2) does not exist for any
k>0 and necessarily C11(2) =0 or Cz1(2) = 0.

Proof. We start with the fundamental observation that, for any k£ € Z, the solution
Ymntk)(2) exists if and only if there exists a matrix polynomial R(z) which satisfies

R(2)U™ ™M (z) = (I + Oz~ 1))z HH)7s, (4.8)
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Indeed, if such a matrix R(z) exists, then W™ +P (2) = R(2)¥U™" () solves RHP
I1. Conversely, suppose ™" %) (2) exists, define

R(z) = Wm0 () wmm ()

then R(z) has a trivial jump on 4" and consequently extends to an analytic matrix
function on the whole complex plane, satisfying

R(z)= T +0(z")NF (T +0(="1) (2= ).

It follows that R(z) is a matrix polynomial and equation (4.8) follows directly from
the normalisation of W +P(2) at z = oo.

By the above observation, the existence of W™ "+%(z) can be studied through
examining the solvability of equation (4.8), which is how we proceed in establishing
the lemma.

Firstly, we consider k¥ = 1. The matrix R(z) must take the form

o 1 0 T11 T12
we==(p o)+ ()

and equation (4.8) reduces to the following linear system of equations,

0 1 0 711 7’[1,(1”21’”)
(m,n) (m,n) _ (m,n)
Uyg 22 0 T2 | = | —V12
m,n
0 0 u<12 ) T21 1

This system is solvable if and only if u{5™ # 0. Consequently, ¥™"+D (%) exists
if and only if u{y"™ # 0. This establishes part (i) of the lemma.
Next, assume u}5"" = 0 and we proceed in studying the solvability of equation

(4.8) with k = 2. The matrix R(z) must take the form

(1 0) L (0, (i
wa==( 0) = (8 )+ (3 %)

and (4.8) reduces to

0 1 0 0 0 i —ylmm

0 ugy™ 0 W0 i —wyy"

0 0 0 0 o] = 0
oy ™ 0wy 0 riy 0

0 0 o™ 0w ) \pl 1

It follows from direct computation that the above linear system has a solution if
and only if v{5""™ # 0. We therefore conclude that, if u{y"™ = 0, then Wm:n+2)(z)

exists if and only if v{3"™ # 0. This establishes part (ii) of the lemma.
Finally, consider the case when both u{3"™ = 0 and v{5"™ = 0. Then it fol-

lows directly from equation (4.7) that the entry A{%"™(2) of the matrix polynomial
A™™(z) is identically zero, by considering its expansion around z = co. Further-
more, as

\I/”"’")(qz) — z_2A<m’")(z)\I/<m’m(z)l<a;O‘T3,
for z € ¢ 1D, it follows that ¥{3"™(z) =0 on D".

Now, consider equation (4.8) for any k > 0. Its (2, 2)-entry reads

Rys(2) W5y (2) = 2 " M1+ O(z7), (4.9)

as z — 0o. However, recall that
Uy (2) = 27" (1+0(z7),

and thus equation (4.9) has no polynomial solution Ry (2). It follows that W+ ()
does not exist, for any k£ > 0.
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Finally, we prove that one of the entries of C(z) must be identically zero. To
this end, note that

UM (gz) = gt A (2) WY (2) kg 72, (4.10)
for z € D). There are two options, either
AT(0) = g™ toko, Ay ™(0) = ¢ tokg
in which case it follows from (4.10) that ¥{5""™(z) = 0 on D" and consequently
that Ci2(z) = 0; or
ATP0) = qMtorg ', Agy™(0) = ¢ torko,
in which case it follows from (4.10) that ¥{7"™(z) = 0 on D" and consequently

that Ca2(z) = 0. This proves part (iii) of the lemma.
Parts (I)-(IIT) of the lemma are proven analogously. d

Note that we have the following immediate corollary from Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5.

Corollary 4.6. Consider RHP II in Definition 4.2 and assume C(z) is irreducible.
Then, for any m,n € Z, the solution ¥™™(z) or ™"+ (2) exists.

We now have all the ingredients to prove Theorem 2.12.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. Take an irreducible connection matrix C(z) € €(k, ). In
RHP II, see Definition 4.2, we have an additional integer parameter n and we denote
its solution by ¥ ™(z), when it exists. For n = 0, this RHP is precisely RHP 1.
Proving the first part of Theorem 2.12, is thus equivalent to showing that, for any
fixed m € Z, the solution W9 (z) or Wm+L.0(2) of RHP II exists. We do this via
a proof by contradiction.

Take m € Z and suppose that neither ™0 (z) nor Um+1.0/(2) exists. As C(z)
is irreducible, Corollary 4.6 implies that W™ ~Y(z) and W™TL=b (%) necessarily
exist.

To deduce a contradiction, we define the following matrix function

WAL =b () gm = ()=l if z€ D" U™,
B(z) =  Um+L=b()=mC(2)~tum-b(z)=1 if z € D™ N DT"H), (4.11)
2P ML =D () pm=b () =1 if z e D™D Y ymtD,

The jump conditions of RHP II that U™*5 =D (2) and W™ ~b(z) satisfy imply that
B(z) has only trivial jumps on v™ and v™*bY. Consequently, B(z) extends to a
meromorphic function on the complex plane.

The only possible source of singularities (i.e., poles) on the right side of Equation
(4.11), is the term C(z)~!. (Note that ¥("™™) are analytic functions of z, which
moreover are invertible for all z, see Lemma 4.3.) In D" N D" we know
that the determinant of C(z) only vanishes at z = kg™t g, so that C(z)~! has
(simple) poles there. Therefore, B(z) has simple poles at z = nflqmﬂto. This,
combined with the fact that B(0) = 0 and B(co) = I, yields

Z2I —|— ZB()
(z — Keq™ o) (2 — Ky g™ )

B(z) =

for a constant matrix ByZ.

We now turn our attention to the coefficient matrices A™ =Y (2) and A™+1.=1(2)
related to =1 (z) and U™+ =1 (%) via equation (4.7). It follows from the defin-
ing equation of B(z), equation (4.11), that these coefficient matrices are related
by

A™TL=D (A B(2) = Blgz)A™ Y (2). (4.12)

2Note that this is essentially the derivation of the forward implication of Theorem 3.1.
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To deduce this, it suffices to note that, for z € ¢~'D{", compatibility of the first
rows of the right-hand sides of equations (4.7) and (4.11), yields equation (4.12).
By analytic continuation, equation (4.12) holds globally.

Now, recall that U™ (z) has an asymptotic expansion at infinity, see equation
(4.6), of the form

Pomm () = (I + 27y 4 2y e (9(273)) 2" U = (uiz), V = (vy).

Due to part (i) of Lemma 4.5, we know that u{5"™" = 0 and w3 """ = 0. We
will proceed in showing that also vg"*l) = 0, which, due to part (iii) of Lemma

4.5, means that C'(z) is not irreducible, giving us the desired contradiction.

To get there, we first note that, by considering the expansion of B(z) as z — o0
in the first row of equation (4.11), we obtain (Bg)12 = 0.

Similarly, as ug’_b = 0, it follows from the first row of the right-hand side of
equation (4.7) that the (1,2) entry of A satisfies A\3 " V(z) = O(1) as z — oc.
Namely

AV =¢, (4.13)
where c is a constant.

We now show that, equations (4.12), (4.13) and the fact that (Bg)12 = 0 imply
that v{2 " = 0.

Firstly, by comparing the determinants of the left and right-hand sides of equa-
tion (4.12), we obtain

|21 + Bo| = (z — keq™ o) (2 — k7 g™ ).
As (Bg)12 = 0, this implies the following dichotomy: either

m+1
[ —kKiq to 0
(I) BO - ( b21 —Hthm+1t0>’ or
-1 m+1
—K;  q to 0
II) By = t ,
() Bo ( ba1 thmHtO)

for some by; € C.
Secondly, the left-hand side of equation (4.12) is analytic at z = /ﬁtﬂqmto, but
B(qz), on the right-hand side, has a pole at those two points. This means that

(kE ™ oI + Bo) A™ V(s g™ o) = 0. (4.14)
We now consider the (1,2)-entry of equation (4.14) for the two choices of the sign
=+. The positive choice leads to a tautology in Case (I), while the negative choice
gives
(ki = ki)™ o = 0.
On the other hand, the positive choice in Case (II) gives
(ke — Ky )™ Mtge = 0,

while the negative choice is a tautology. Due to the non-resonance conditions (1.4),
k2 # 1, and so it follows from the above results that ¢ = 0. Therefore, A%~V (2)
is identically zero, by equation (4.13).

Since A is lower triangular, it follows from equation (4.7) that ¥ ~1(2) must
be lower triangular for z € D(J_"). In particular, ug’fl) = v(f’;’*l) = 0, which, due to
part (iii) of Lemma 4.5, means that C(z) is not irreducible, giving us the desired
contradiction.

We conclude that solution W™ (z) or W™+ (z) of RHP I exists for any m € Z,
establishing the first part of the theorem.

Let (f, g, w) be the corresponding solution of ¢P{” (k,to) via (2.16). The second
part of the theorem asserts that for m € Z, U™ (z) fails to exist if and only if

(f(tm)vg(tm)) = (OO, ’100)'
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So, suppose m € Z is such that ¥ (z) fails to exist. If (f(tm),9(tm)) #
(00, Koo ), then it follows from Lemma 2.2 that the coefficient matrix A(z,t,,) is
well-defined. But then equation (2.12) would yield a solution of RHP I, that is,
U™ (z) exists, which contradicts our assumption. Thus (f (), g(tm)) = (00, Koo )-

On the other hand, if ¥ (z) exists, then A(z,t,,) is well-defined, via equation
(2.13), and consequently (f(tm),g(tm)) # (00, Kx0), by Lemma 2.2. So, indeed,
U™ (2) fails to exist if and only if (f(tm),g(tm)) = (00, keo). This completes the
proof of the theorem. O

4.2. Reducible monodromy, orthogonal polynomials and special function
solutions. In the case of Py, it is well-known that reducible monodromy yields
special function solutions — see Mazzocco [28]. Furthermore, in such case, the
solution of the standard RHP for Py, when solvable, can be solved explicitly in
terms of certain orthogonal polynomials [8,9].

In this subsection, we show that the same phenomenon occurs for ¢Pvyr. Recall
that the monodromy manifold contains reducible monodromy if and only if condi-
tions (1.5a) or conditions (1.5b) are violated. We discuss one example from each of
these two sets of non-splitting conditions.

Firstly, we consider the case where

Ro = RtR1KRo,

violating one of the conditions in (1.5a), and consider RHP II, defined in Definition
4.2, with the following upper-triangular connection matrix C(z) € €(k, to),

C(z) = 0q (ﬁ(’;ﬂ”‘%) CZZ Ei{t:%) . (4.15)

Here c € C and v € C* are two monodromy datums that can be chosen at pleasure.
Writing ¢, = ¢"™to, the jump matrix of U™ (z) in RHP II can be written as

KO ( z , i) ™0 ( z , zv )
ZmC(Z) _ (_1)mq%m(m+1)t70n 79\ Kitm 7 K1 4\ vtm’ Kokoo
0 Ky "0q (57, 2R
We bring RHP II into the standard Fokas-Its-Kitaev RHP form [10,11] for orthog-
onal polynomials, by applying a transformation

Y () — DIYUmm () FM(2)~1Dy  if 2 € DY,
DR (N F™(2)7 Dy if 2 € DY,
where D; and D5 diagonal matrices and Fy""(z) and F™(z) analytic and invertible
matrix functions on respectively D" and DS:”).
After such a transformation, the jump matrix of Y™™ (z) reads
J"™(z) = Dy Vg™ ()2 C(2) Fi (2) ™' Dy,

and we wish to choose D; 2 and Fj o such that this jump matrix is upper-triangular
with diagonal entries constant and equal to 1. To this end, we choose Fj o so that
they cancel the g-theta functions on the diagonal,

) 0
F(m)(z) = ( : - > ( t ’
o0 0 atm _4 )

Ktz nlz’q

z 2.
Fy™ () = (sim 7). | :
0 (%,zm;q)
m 0o
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and we choose D; and Dy to normalise the now constant diagonal entries so that
they equal 1,

v™ 0 m Lm(m m (VR0
D1<0 >7 D2:(71) q2 (Jrl)tO( Ot 1>'

m
Ky

Then the jump matrix reads

where

w(z,t) =

; : (4.16)
Z Z. a9 .

(/{tt’ Kl’q)oo (nt;ﬂ nlz’q)oo
and Y™™ (z) solves the following RHP, if it exists.

Definition 4.7 (RHP III). For m,n € Z, find a matriz function Y™™ (z) which
satisfies the following conditions.

(i) Y™™ (z) is analytic on C\ ™.

(i) Y™™ (2') has continuous boundary values Y™ (z) and Y™™ (2) as 2’

approaches z € ™ from D" and D(J:m respectively, related by

mn mn I w(ztm m
v =y (o ) e,

where w(z,t) is the weight function defined in equation (4.16).
(i) Y™™ (2) satisfies

Ymm(z) = (I+0(271)) 2" 2z — .

RHP III is the standard Fokas-Its-Kitaev RHP for orthogonal polynomials on
the contour 7™ with respect to the weight function w(z,t,,). We refer to Deift
[5] for more background information on the theory of orthogonal polynomials and
corresponding RHPs.

We proceed to draw some immediate conclusions from the equivalence between
the RHPs II and III, given in Definitions 4.2 and 4.7 respectively, and the theory
of orthogonal polynomials. If n < 0, then RHP III is unsolvable for every m € Z
and thus the same holds true for RHP II.

When n = 0, RHP III is solvable for every m € Z and the solution is explicitly

given by -
Ym0 (z) = ((1) —C [w(l'atm)] (z)) ’

where C™ denotes the Cauchy operator on "™,

C(m) [h()] (Z) = QLM ﬁ(m) %dl‘ (h() c L2(’7(m)))-

When n > 0, RHP III is solvable if and only if the Hankel determinant of
moments

Mo M1 .. Hn—1
251 M2 Hn 1
Ap(tm) =1 . o B IR 2—7{ 2wz tm)dz (k€ Z),
. . . : T Joym)
HUn—-1 Hn ... H2n-—2

is nonzero, in which case the solution of the RHP is explicitly given by

mn) () — 1 pn(2itm) —C™ [pn (5t )w (-, tm)] (2)
Y (z) = Ay (tm) <pn—1(Z;tm) —C™ [pn—1(3tm)w(-s )] (Z)> ’
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where p,,(z;t,,), for n > 0, denotes the (generically) degree n polynomial

Ho Hr oo Hn
H1 H2 eeo fntl
pn(zitm) = | S :
Hn—-1 HMn ... H2n—1
1 zZ ... "

The latter polynomials satisfy the orthogonality condition
1
27i ?{ PU(2s tm)pn (2, tm)w (2, tm)dz = An(tm) Any1(tm)din  (I,n €N),
()

and thus form a sequence of orthogonal polynomials with respect to the complex
functional

211

Clz] = C,p(z) — = 7{(7“) p(2)w(z, tm)dz, (4.17)

when none of the Hankel determinants vanish.
We denote
M, :=={m € Z : ™" (z2) exists},
and assume ¢ # 0. We may employ a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem
2.12, to show that, for any m € Z, m € 9MM,, or m + 1 € M,,. We thus obtain a
corresponding solution (w™, f™, ¢g™) of ¢Py1 (K™, tg), where

(n) _ — _
K - (H07 Kt, K1, Hoo,n)y ’ioo,n ‘= (4 Roo, Ko = RtR1Roo,

for n > 0.
We proceed to derive explicit formulas for f™ and ¢™. To this end, we note
that the next to highest order coefficient, in the asymptotic expansion

Y (2) = (1427 4+ 0 (272)) 2" 2z — oo,

can be written explicitly as

7£n(t7n) AAn+1(tnL)
m,n n(tm n(tm
e = (GEE S,

n—1(tm

Ay (tm) Ay (tm)

where A, (t,,) denotes the n-th Hankel determinant of moments and

Ho M1 R Hn
251 M2 cee Hn—1 Hn1
Ty, (tm) = N )
Hn—2 HMHn—1 ... HU2n—4 HU2n—2
Hn—1 Hn coe H2p—3  H2n—1

with T'y (t,) = p1 and Ty () = 0.
By direct substitution of the corresponding asymptotic expansion of U™ (%)
around z = oo into equation (2.13), we find

W) = =0 0 1) (£ ) Sl

ki) Apltm)

and

fro) = Sen =L Inlt) P =1 D (1)
a2, —LAL()  qr2,, — 1 Anya(t)

where ¢t = ¢,,, and the linear term L reads

ke(k] — 1) + k(K] — 1)t

Ktk1 (qﬁgo,n - 1)

+ L(1), (4.18)

L(t) = ket + k1 +
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Upon substituting the explicit formula for w™ into the auxiliary equation (1.2),
and solving for g, we obtain

VAn (t/Q)An—i-l (t) - HtAn(t)An-H (t/q)

VAL D1 (1) — KD (6) D (H D)0 (4.19)

g(n)(t) = Koo,n

Note that, by the above formulas, A, (t) = 0 if and only if f"™(¢) = co and g™ (¢) =
Koo,n, consistent with Theorem 2.12.

Furthermore, the moments pui = uk(t) can be expressed explicitly in terms of
Heine’s basic hypergeometric functions. Indeed, a residue computation yields that
the k-th moment equals

pr =51 + Sa,

1+k 9kg

), (g)’ﬁ“M

c g 0q(grv) (q

S| =
(6 D)oo (@/KF1 D)oo (@' TFRG10) oy \ Kt 0, (Tt)
t
1+k
1,9 qt
X ) b) b)
2¢1l q2+k% q Htm}

k20, (mu) (q1+k q'*;o’q) 4 Lo (k)
K1

k(43 @)oo (0/KF @)oo (M TFRS5 )

1+k 2
% ¢ aq g q
2¢1 q2+k y 4y Kokt .

»—Am|<: N

Sakai [33] first derived special function solutions of ¢Pvyi, written in terms of
Casorati determinants of Heine’s basic hypergeometric functions, which correspond
to setting v = :‘it_l or v = k3 /k: in the above, so that S; = 0 or Sy = 0 respectively.

Ormerod et al. [12] related a family of semi-classical orthogonal polynomials to
qPv1, via the Jimbo-Sakai linear system, and derived formulas similar to (4.18) and
(4.19) above. To relate the orthogonal polynomials in this section to those in [12],
we write the complex functional (4.17) in terms of g-Jackson integrals. Assuming
that |xo| < |¢|~ 2, a residue computation gives

1
211

gk “tm
jé Ptz = (ticv) / D)W (2, b ) g2
’Y m

ar]
+ aa(tm; ¢, u)/ p(2)W (2, tm)dqz,
0

for any entire function p(z), where the right-hand side integrals are standard Jack-
son integrals, W(z,t) is the weight function

W(z,t) ==z (T’ q o := 2log, ko,

i
,’f-i

/
“I



ON THE MONODROMY MANIFOLD OF ¢Pvi 31

and the dependence of the integral operator on the monodromy data {c, v} is hidden
in the coefficients in front of the Jackson integrals,

K1Vt
D R G

altier) = G oG oL 0 (i;—t)
- 0, (qml/t, %)
az(tic,v) = G ;)Iz;;q)io 0, () 0

Note that both coefficients satisfy a(qt) = ﬁa(t) and the orthogonal polynomials
in Ormerod et al. [12] then coincide with the polynomials p,, above, up to scalar
multiplication, in the case when v is chosen such that «q(t) = —a2(t). In other
words, v = v(tp) is chosen such that

t
() (mur2452)

0y (avmto, =)

Next, we briefly consider an example coming from one of the conditions in (1.5b)
being violated. Namely, we set

Rt

Ko = Koolo,

and consider RHP I, defined in Definition 2.7, with a corresponding upper-triangular
connection matrix of the form,

zZ_ 2k 24, 24,1
B eq(mto’to) ceq(ﬁoy,ﬁou )

C(z) = 0 0, (ﬁaml)

where the monodromy datums ¢ € C and v € C* can again be chosen at pleasure.
We note that the jump matrix z™C/(z) can be rewritten as

qm(erl)t%m@q ( z znt) c@q(:_oy z 1/71)

Kttm ? tm ’ Ko

2"C(z) = 0 0, (/{il’z"{’l)

where we denoted t,, := ¢™tp.
We apply the transformation

—lym m - mos : m
y<m>(z){D1 U (2)FE(2) " D12 if z € DY,

DO () F™ (2) 1 if z€ D",
where
gkttm  gtm .
2 ’E’q) 0
= (U5 B0,
0 (. %ia)
mmg) o
Fém)(z): ( ttm? tm 50 7
0 (ﬁ,zm;q)
and )
- tO— mq—m(m+1) 0
py = (17 0,

Then the jump matrix for Y™ (z) reads

e = (5 TG,
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where

cby(Zv, Kiol/’l)

)
zZ Ktz. gk1 q .
(55 45a) (2 7%00)
[e’e} [e’e}

and Y™(z) solves the following RHP, if it exists.

@(z,t) = (4.20)

Definition 4.8 (RHP IV). For m € Z, find a matriz function Y™ (z) which
satisfies the following conditions.
(i) Y™ (2) is analytic on C\ ™.
(ii) Y™ (2') has continuous boundary values Y™ (z) and Y{™(z) as 2’ ap-
proaches z € Y™ from D™ and DT) respectively, related by

e =vme) (o TEG) e,

where W(z,t) is the weight function defined in equation (4.20).
(ili) Y (2) satisfies

Y™(z)=(I+0(27")) 2" 2z — o0

This RHP takes the form of the Fokas-Its-Kitaev RHP for orthogonal polyno-
mials, but with the contour v and weight function w(z,t,,) scaling with the
‘degree’ m of the corresponding orthogonal polynomials. In particular, RHP IV is
unsolvable for m < 0 and thus so is RHP I in Definition 2.7.

For m = 0, RHP IV is solvable and its solution is given by

N )

From equation (2.13) it follows that the corresponding linear system A(z,t) at
t =ty takes the upper-triangular form

Feoo(2 — Kito)(z — Ky o) A12(z,t0)

A = ’ . 4.21

(2,t0) ( 0 Kl (z — k1) (z — k1Y) (4.21)
For m > 0, RHP IV is solvable if and only if the mth Hankel determinant

of moments for the weight function w(z,t,,), with respect to the contour v, is

nonzero. We denote

M:={m eZ:¥"™(z) exists},

then M C N and, if ¢ # 0, then, by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem
2.12, we may show that, for any m >0, m € 9 or m + 1 € 9. Thus the domain
of the corresponding solution (f, g) is given by the semi g-spiral ¢'¢¢.

Note that, by equation (4.21), the value of g at t = t is given by

-1,.-1 1

g(to) = ¢ 'kt = ¢ kg Mo,

and thus equation (1.1) has a singularity at ¢t = ¢~ #¢ which cannot be resolved. In
particular, there exists no isomonodromic continuation of the solution past ¢t = tg,
see also [6][Prop. 4.1].

This phenomenon has also been observed for solutions of other discete Painlevé
equations associated with orthogonal polynomials, see e.g. Assche [1].

We emphasise that, also in this case, one can derive explicit expressions for
f(g™to) and g(¢™tg), m > 0, in terms of determinants of moments, but with the
sizes of the determinants growing with m.

Finally, note that, if we set ¢ = 0, so that C(z) is diagonal, we have w(z,t) = 0
and Aj2(z,t9) = 0. In this singular case, 9t = {0} and there is no solution (f, g) of
qPvi1(k,to) corresponding to this monodromy.
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We finish this section by noting that, in general, the domain where RHP I,
defined in Definition 2.7, is solvable,
M:={meZ:¥"™(z) exists},

can take one of five particular forms when C(z) is reducible, characterised by

(1) YmeZ, meMorm+1e M

(2) Imo € M such that M C Z>,,, and Vm > mo: m € Mor m+ 1 € M,

(3) Imo € M such that M C Z<,y,, and Vm < mo: m € Mor m — 1 € M;

(4) Emo E M such that M = {mop};

(5) M

In the first example of this section, we saw cases (1) and (5). In the second example,
we saw cases (2) and (4) with mg = 0.

5. THE MONODROMY MANIFOLD

This section is devoted to the monodromy manifold defined in Definition 2.3. In
Sections 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3 we prove Theorems 2.15, 2.17 and 2.20 respectively.

5.1. On the embedding of the monodromy manifold. In Section 2.4, see
equation (2.19), we defined a mapping P of the monodromy manifold to (P1)*/C*.
In this section we show that this mapping is an embedding and determine its image,
proving Theorem 2.15.

Firstly, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. The mappings P, defined in equation (2.19), is injective.

Proof. Take any two connection matrices C(z), C(z) € €(k, to) and suppose that
their respective coordinate values p and p are identical up to scaling, i.e. p = ¢p,
for some ¢ € C*. Then the matrix function

D) =€) (5 U)o
is analytic on C*. But D(z) satisfies
D(qz) = rg* D(2)rg ™,
and, as k2 ¢ ¢Z, it follows from the general theory of g-theta functions, see e.g.
Lemma 4.1, that D(z) = D must be a constant diagonal matrix. Therefore, [C(z)]

and [C(z)] represent the same point on the monodromy manifold. The thesis fol-
lows. (]

To determine the image of the monodromy manifold under P, it is convenient
to consider a related embedding into (P!)* of a finer quotient of the space €(k, tg),
given in the following definition.

Definition 5.2. We define M (k,tg) to be the space of connection matrices €(k, to)
quotiented by arbitrary left-multiplication by invertible diagonal matrices. We de-
note the equivalence class of C(z) € €(k,to) in M(k,to) by [C(2)] and denote
by

v 2 M(k,to) = M(k, to), [C(2)] — [C(2)],

the quotient mapping of M (k,ty) onto the monodromy manifold.
Note that the coordinates p = (p1, p2, p3, pa) introduced in Section 2.4, i.e.
Pk = W(C(xk)), (1 S k S 4)7 (1’1,1‘2,$3,$4) = (’ittoa Ii;lto,lﬂl,lﬁfl),

are invariant under left-multiplication by diagonal matrices and are thus well defined
on equivalence classes in M (k,tp). We thus obtain a mapping

P: M(k,ty) — (PH* [C(2)] = p. (5.1)
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This mapping is an embedding, by the same argument as given in the proof of
Lemma 5.1, with ¢ set equal to 1.
Let tp denote the quotient mapping

w s (PH* — (PH*/C*. (5.2)
The proof of Theorem 2.15 revolves around the diagram

M (k,tg) —2— (P1)*

JLM l” (5.3)

Mk, o) —2— (PY)*/C*,

which is commutative, because right multiplication by a diagonal matrix translates
to scalar multiplication of p as shown in equation (2.18). We first determine the
image of M (k,to) under P, following the technique developed in our previous paper
[22], and then obtain Theorem 2.15 by projecting this image into (P!)*/C* via tp.
To describe the image of M (k,ty) under P, we make the following definition.

Definition 5.3. Recall the definition of the quadratic polynomial T'(p : k,to) as well
as its homogeneous form Thom in Definition 2.14. Using homogeneous coordinates
pr = [p§ : pl] € P, 1 < k < 4, the equation
Thom(pf; p:ll/a pga pga pga pga pia pZ) =0
defines a threefold in (P1)*, which we denote by
S(rite) = {p € (BY)*: T(p: s, to) = O},
Regarding the image of M (k,ty) under P, we have the following result.

Proposition 5.4. Denote by k the tuple of complex parameters k after replacing

ko — 1. The image of M(k,to) under the mapping P, defined in equation (5.1), is
given by the threefold S(k,tog) minus the codimension one subspace

X(k,to) == S(r,t0) N SR, to) = (| SN0, kit K1, Ko, to)- (5.4)
Ao EC*

We denote by S*(k,to) the space obtained by cutting this subspace from S(k,to),
then the mapping

Mk, tg) — S*(k,to), where [C(z)] — P([C(2)]),
is a bijection.

Proof. Let us take a connection matrix C(z) € €(k,tp). It will be convenient to
work with the following uniform notation,

(01,02) = (Koto, kg To)s (k1 p12) = (Koo, Kioe)s (5.5a)
($1)$2)$3)$4) - (K‘tthK‘t_ltO)Hlaﬁl_l)' (55b)

For any 1 < i,j < 2, the matrix-entry C;;(z) is an element of the two-dimensional
vector space

Vij = {analytic functions 0 : C* — C satisfying 6(qz) = 22_29(2)} ,
2%}

see equation (4.1), and we know that
C11(2)Ca2(2) — C12(2)Ca2(2) = cOy(z/ 21, 2/ 22, 2/ X3, 2/ T4), (5.6)

for some ¢ € C*.
For each 1 < k < 4, the equation 7(C(zy)) = px translates to

ppCii(zk) — prCra(zr) =0,  ppCor(zk) — prCo(xk) =0, (5.7)
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where we used homogeneous coordinates py = [p} : p}].

We proceed in studying equations (5.7) by choosing explicit bases of the vector
spaces Vij, 1 < ¢,7 < 2. To this end, we introduce the following eight g-theta
functions,

uil(2) = 6, <z/z1,zx1%) , uz'(2) = 0, (z/xg,z:cg%) ,
=6, (z/acg,zxg—) =6, (z/x4,zx4—) ,
=6, (z/xl,le—) , =6, (z/xg,zxg—) ,
=0, <z/z3,z:c3—) , =0, (z/x4,z:c4—) )

For any 1 < i,j < 2, the collection {u}(2),uy (2)} forms a basis of V;;. We may
thus write

Cij( 2) = o uy () + ol uy (=), (5-8)

for some coefficients o/, o € C.
Equations (5.7) now translate to eight equations among the coefficients in (5.8),
which we group into the following two homogeneous systems,

0 P%uél(xl) *Plul (zl) P1U2 (zl) 04%1 0
gt 0 gl —psul(e) | (b ] _[0) o)
pyut'(x3)  pius’(x3) 0 _Psuz (353) Qaj o’
pluit(za)  pius'(zra) —pfui’(za) 0 ay? 0

and

0 plus' (1) —pfui®(z1) —pfuz’(a1)\ [af 0
P (en) 0 —ppulen) (e | [ | o] g
psuit(zs) pyus(xs) 0 —p3uy” (z3) a3 0
Pl (zs) pludlwi) —pfu(a) O o2)  \o

As the determinant of C'(z) cannot be identically zero, we know that both vectors
on the left-hand side of equations (5.9) and (5.10) are nonzero. This in turn implies
that the determinants of the 4 x 4 matrices on the left-hand side are zero. By
means of a lengthy calculation, one can check that both determinants, coincide, up
to some nonzero scalar multipliers, with the equation

Thom (07, 01, 05, 0%, 05, P4, P, p4) = 0,

where Thom is defined in Definition 2.14. We refer the interested reader to our
previous work [22][Appendix B] where an analogous computation is given.

It follows that P embeds M (k,to) into the threefold S(x,to).

We proceed to determine those coordinate-values in S(k,%y) which cannot be
realised by any connection matrix C(z) € €(k, to).

Take any p € S(k, to), then we know that both homogeneous equations (5.9) and
(5.10) have non-trivial solutions. Let us take a solution of each respectively,

(ol 03", al? 082) ", (aF', 08,03, 08?)" (5.11)

and let C(z) denote the corresponding matrix function via equations (5.8).
Then we know that C(z) is analytic on C*, it satisfies

C(qz) = 2 2tor§* C(2)k 72, (5.12)
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and |C(zx)| =0 for 1 < k < 4. Furthermore, by construction,
C’ll(z) % 0 or 012(2) ié 0, and (513&)
021 (Z) % 0 or CQQ(Z) ié 0. (513b)

There are two options, either equation (5.6) holds for some ¢ € C*, which means
that C(z) € €(k,tg) and thus p lies inside the range of P; or the determinant of
C(z) is identically zero,

011(2)022(2’) = 012(2)021(2). (514)

In the latter case, p does not lie inside the range of P. To show this, suppose on
the contrary that there is a C(z) € €(k,tp) with 7(C(xy)) = pr for 1 < k < 4.
Then, by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.1, we have

C(z) = DC(z), (5.15)

for some diagonal matrix D. However, as the determinant of C(z) is identically
zero, we must have |D| = 0. Consequently, equation (5.15) contradicts equations
(5.13). It follows that, in the case when the determinant of C(z) is identically zero,
p indeed does not lie in the range of P.

Therefore, to prove the proposition, it remains to be shown that the determinant
of the matrix C(z), constructed above, is identically equal to zero if and only if the
coordinate-values p lie in X = X (k, tp), and that this space X is a codimension one
subspace of S(k,tg).

To this end, let us note that equations (5.13) and (5.14) imply that either

(1) C’U(z) =0 and Czl(z) = 0,
(ii) Ci2(z) =0 and Caz(z) =0, or

(iii) 011(2)022(2:) = 012(2)021 (Z) 7_é 0.

Case (i) corresponds, via equations (5.9) and (5.10), to the four lines
{pe®PHY ipi=pi=pr=0} (1<i<j<k<4). (5.16)

Indeed, Ci1(z) = 0 implies that the coefficients ail, al! in equation (5.9) are
zero. A non-trivial solution of (5.9) with these constraints exists if and only if
the coordinate-values p lies inside one of the above four lines.

Similarly, case (ii) corresponds to the four lines

{pe®Y ipi=pij=pr =00} (1<i<j<k<4). (5.17)

Note that the eight lines, defined in (5.16) and (5.17), indeed lie inside X.
Finally, in case (iii), C'(z) must take the form

C(z) = <0119q(2/ul)9q(2/?)1) 0129q(Z/U1)9q(2/U2)) ,
2104(2/v1)0q(2/v2) 2204 (2/u2)0q(2/v2)
with
Uy = KotoT, U = HOOT_l, = Ii;olT_l, Vg = ﬁaltoT,
for some 7 € C* and nonzero constant multipliers satisfying cj11c22 = c¢12¢21. The
corresponding p-coordinates of this matrix are given by

o 0q(Thoo) _tn *

pr=co(ter) (1<k<4), o) := By(@ /i)’ c= p_~ e C. (5.18)
Consequently, for any choice of ¢,7 € C*, equation (5.18) defines a point on the
threefold S(k,tg). We now make the important observation that formulae (5.18)
are ko-independent. That is, equation (5.18) defines a point on S (g, kt, K1, Koo, t0),
for any value of A\g. Thus these points lie in the subspace X.

To prove the proposition, it suffices to show that, conversely, any point in X lies
either on one of the eight lines (5.16) and (5.17), or is given by (5.18) for a choice
of ¢, 7 € C*. To this end, let us take a point p € X which is not on one of the eight
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lines. Construct a corresponding matrix C(z) via equations (5.9) and (5.10), see
equation (5.11). So C(z) is analytic on C*, it satisfies (5.12) and equations (5.13)
hold true. B

As p € X C S(1, k¢, K1, Koo, to), We can similarly construct a matrix C(z) via
equations (5.9) and (5.10), which satisfies

C(qz) = 2 20C(2)r 73,
This matrix function is also analytic on C*, and satisfies (5.13).

Now suppose, for the sake of obtaining a contradiction, that p is not given
by (5.18) for some ¢,7 € C*, so that |C(z)| # 0. Consider the quotient D(z) =
C(2)C(z)~ . As, by construction, C(z) and C(z) have the same p-coordinate values,
it follows that D(z) is an analytic function on C*. However, D(z) satisfies the ¢-
difference equation

D(gz) = D(2)rg 7,
and therefore, by Lemma 4.1, D(z) = 0 and consequently C (z) = 0, which contra-

dicts the fact that C(z) satisfies (5.13).
We conclude that the subspace X is explicitly parametrised by

X =cd{(co(rz1),cd(tx2), cd(T23), c Pp(T24)) 1 0,7 € C*}), (5.19)
where ¢ is the function defined in (5.18) and the closure is taken in (P!)*. Thus X
is a codimension one closed subspace of S(k,tg). Furthermore, we have shown that
X consists precisely of the points in the threefold S(k,to) that cannot be realised
as coordinate-values p of any connection matrix C(z) € €(k,tg). Thus the image
of M(k,tp) under the embedding P is given by S(k,tp) \ X and the proposition
follows. O

Proof of Theorem 2.15. Recall from Definition 5.2 that elements of M (k,to) are
connection matrices C' equivalent under left multiplication by a diagonal matrix,
while the entries of M(k, to) are those equivalent under right and left multiplication
by diagonal matrices. Note that the desired bijection is already proved for M (&, tg)
in Proposition 5.4. So the proof of the present theorem will follow under an ap-
propriate quotient mapping M (k,ty) to M(k,tp) and the corresponding quotient
from S*(k,to) to S*(k,to). Recall that Definition 5.2 denotes the former quotient
by ¢ar. The latter quotient is denoted by tp, defined in equation (5.2).

Now, consider the commutative diagram (5.3). By Proposition 5.4, the image of
P is given by S*(k,to). Therefore, the image of the composition ¢p o P is given by
S*(k,tp). As tpr is surjective, it follows from the commutativity of diagram (5.3)
that the image of P is given by S*(k,to).

In Lemma 5.1, it was shown that P is injective and it thus follows that P is a
bijection, which proves the theorem. ([

Proof of Remark 2.16. We note that, by equation (5.19), we have the following
explicit parametrisation of the curve X = X (k, to),
X = cl({(d(r21), d(r22), d(T23), $(T24)) : T € C'}),
04(Tkoo) (5.20)
olr) = Jallrio)
4(7/Foo)
where the closure is taken in (P')*/C* and zj, 1 < k < 4, are as defined in equation
(2.17). Note that this parametrisation is xo-independent, which implies

XC () S(ho. ki, K1, Koo to).
Ao EC*

By the definition of X, equation (2.22), the right-hand side is also a subset of X
and they are therefore equal, yielding the desired result, equation (2.24). O
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5.2. Smoothness of the monodromy manifold. In this subsection, we study
the smoothness of the monodromy manifold M(k, t9) and prove Theorem 2.17.

The monodromy manifold does not naturally come with a topology. However,
due to Theorem 2.15 and Proposition 5.4, we have the following refined version of
a commutative diagram (5.3),

M (k,to) —2— S*(k,to)

lLM lLS* (5.21)

M(k,to) —2— S*(k,tg),

where both P and P are bijective, and tg« denotes the quotient mapping tp re-
stricted to S*(k,tp). The monodromy manifold inherits a topology from S*(k,tg)
via P. Similarly, M (kg,to) inherits a topology from the threefold S*(x,to).

To prove Theorem 2.17, we first study the smoothness of the space S*(k, tg). We
then deduce corresponding results for the surface $*(k, ), by taking the quotient
with respect to scalar multiplication. Finally, we translate the results for $*(k, tg)
to the monodromy manifold.

The following proposition describes the singular set of the space S*(k,to) and
shows that it is empty if and only if the non-splitting conditions hold.

Proposition 5.5. The space S*(k,tg) is a complex 3-manifold singularities at
points in the finite set

:ing = S*(KvtO) n 65 (522)

where
O := {(0,0,00,00),(0,00,0,00),(0,00,00,0), (523)
(00,0,0,0), (00,0, 0,0), (00, 00,0,0)}. (5.24)

Furthermore, all these singularities are ordinary double-point singularities.

In particular, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) The space S*(k,to) is smooth.
(ii) The set S%;,,, is empty.

(iii) The non-splitting conditions (1.5) hold true.

Proof. Recall that the space S*(k, to) is defined as S(k, to) \ X (k, to), where S(k, to)
is the zero locus of the polynomial T'(p; k,to) in (P')* and X (k,to) denotes a sub-
space of S(k,tg), defined in equation (5.4). From here on, we will often suppress
the explicit parameter dependence on (k,ty) of T'(p), S, X and S* = 5\ X.

Firstly, as X is, by definition, the zero locus of two polynomials, it is closed in
S. Hence, S* is open in S. To prove the first part of the proposition, we study
whether the gradient of T'(p) vanishes anywhere on the open subset S* of S.

We start by considering whether S* has any singularities in its affine part S*NC*.
The zero locus of the gradient of T'(p1, p2,p3, p4) is characterised by the linear
equation

H- (p17p25 PBaP4)T =0, (525)

where H is the Hessian matrix of T, i.e.

0 T2 Tiz Tus
T2 0 Tbhy Toy
Tiz Tos 0 Ty
Tyy Tos T34 0

We proceed to show that the determinant of H is nonzero. This implies that
equation (5.25) has only one solution 0 := (0,0,0,0) € X, which does not lie in S*.
In particular, S* has no singularities in its affine part.

H= (5.26)
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In fact, we will prove that the determinant of H is given explicitly by
|H| = n&%@ff-@%nio@q (Ii%, K2, K2, nio)Q 04 (Iitﬂlto, Kkek] o, Ky TRato, H;lliflto)2 ,
(5.27)
so that |H| # 0, due to the non-resonance conditions (1.4).
To this end, we first note that |H| depends analytically on each of the parameters
k; € C*, j =0,t,1,00, and ty € C*. We begin by studying the dependence of the
determinant on kg and denote
h= h(Ho) = |H|
Since each of the entries of H satisfies the g-difference equation
Tj(aw0) = 4~ ' rg *Tij (o),
1 <4< j <4, we have
h(gq ko) = q kg Sh(ko). (5.28)
It follows from Lemma 4.1 that h has precisely eight zeros, counting multiplicity,
in {xo € C*}, modulo ¢%. We further note the following helpful symmetries,

h(kg ') = h(ko), W (kg ) = —kEH (ko). (5.29)
A direct calculation yields that h, evaluated at kg = 1, formally factorises as
h(l) = H [+H009q(/§§,ﬂ%,ﬂgolto,liooto)
e1,ea€{£1}

-1 -1 -1
+€1’1009q(’it“1’ioo;’it’fl’ioovnt’il tO;’ilnt tO)
-1 -1 -1, -1
+ e2k1k10g (K KiKoo, KtK] Koo, Ktkito, K] Ky to)}.

The factor with €¢; = e = —1 vanishes identically by the addition law for theta
functions, hence h(1) = 0. it furthermore follows from symmetries (5.29) that
K/ (1) =0, so that kg = 1 is at least a double zero of h.
An analogous computation shows that kg = —1 is at least a double zero of h.
Similarly, it follows that ko = q% is a zero of h. To show that it is at least a
double zero, we take the derivative of equation (5.28),

qh’(q ko) = q_4568h'(m0) - 8q_4569h(n0).

By evaluating this identity, and the second equation in (5.29), at kg = q_%, it
follows that h/(g%) = 0 so that ko = ¢ is at least a double zero of h. The same
statement follows analogously for kg = —q%.

In conclusion, we have found four zeros of h, ko = =1, iq%, each at least of

degree two. But h is a degree 8 theta function. It follows from this, and equation
(5.28), that

h = kg 20, (H%)2E,

where £ is a function independent of k.
By following the same procedure with respect to the variables ki, K1, Koo, We
obtain

2 2 .2 2 2

-2,.2,.2 2 2 -1 -1 -1,.-1, \2
h = cry  kiRTR20q (KG, K7, K1, ko) Og (Kekito, keky o, iy ' Kito, Ky KT 'to)

for some constant ¢ which may only depend on tg and q.

At this point, one simply evaluates both sides at kg = kKt = K1 = Koo = 1, tO
obtain ¢ = 1, which yields equation (5.27).

We now return to the proof of the proposition. We have already established
that S* has no singularities in its affine part. It remains to study whether S* has
singularities with one or more of their coordinates equal to co. Note that we only
have to check the cases where one or two of their coordinates are equal to oo, as
points, with more than two coordinates equal to oo, lie in X and thus not in S*.
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Let us start by considering whether there are any singularities in
S* N {(p1, p2,p3,0) : pi € C for 1 < k < 3}. (5.30)

To this end, we evaluate the gradient of
1
P4
at p§ = 0, yielding

VF|y—o = (T1a; Tos, Tsa, Trapi + Toaps + Taap5)" .

For this gradient to vanish, it is required that T4 = Ts4 = T34 = 0, which cannot
be realised without violating one of the non-resonance conditions (1.4). Therefore,
S* has no singularities with p4 = 0o and the remaining coordinates finite. Applying
the same argument in the three other cases, it follows that the manifold S* has no
singularities with precisely one of their coordinates equal to co.

Next, we consider the existence of singularities on S* with two of their coordi-
nates infinite. Let us for example consider ps = py = oo with p; and ps finite.
Setting p§ = pf =0 in

Yy Yy pfﬂ%/’%pii
Pzt (pi” s Py’ pZ) "
reduces it to
T34p1p5p5p5 = 0.
Therefore,

: C if T34 =0
{p cS* D p3 = pa = OO} — {(plaanooaoo) p1,p2 € } 1 34 ' ) (531)
0 otherwise.

In turn, 734 = 0 if and only if Iia_lliooto S qZ or Iio_llﬁooto € qZ. Thus T34 # 0 when
the non-splitting conditions (1.5) hold true.

More generally, if the non-splitting conditions (1.5) hold true, then all of the
coefficients T;;, 1 < i < j < 4, are nonzero and consequently there are no points
on S* with two coordinates equal to oco. Thus we can conclude that S* is smooth
when conditions the non-splitting conditions hold true.

Returning to the example above, i.e. p3 = py = oo, under the assumption that
T34 = 0, evaluation of the gradient of

1 1
F= pypyT (pza pza Ty _)
3F4 1> P2 pg PZ
at p§ = pY =0, yields

V| pv=0 = (0,0, T1apf + Toaph, Tizp} + Tosps)”
which vanishes at p7 = p§ = 0, and only at this point, as

2
Ty Tog

— |H| #0,
Ti3 Ta3 |H] #

where H the Hessian of T' defined in equation (5.26).

The determinant of the Hessian of F' at the point (p{, p3, p4, p4) = 0 equals |H|,
which is nonzero, and thus this point is a non-degenerate saddle point of F. In
particular, {F' = 0} has an ordinary double point singularity at 0, by the complex
Morse lemma. Therefore, the manifold S* has an ordinary double point singularity
at p = (0,0, 00,00), when Iia_lliooto € qZ or Fao_lliooto S qZ.

More generally, if some of the non-splitting conditions (1.5) are violated, then
the intersection S3;,, of © and S* is non-empty, and at each point in 5§, ,, S* has
an ordinary double point singularity and S* is smooth elsewhere. Otherwise, .S

*
sing
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is empty and in that case we have already shown that S* has no singularities. This
completes the proof of the proposition. O

We now proceed to prove Theorem 2.17 by using Proposition 5.5.

Proof of Theorem 2.17. The first part of the proof is to show that the smoothness
properties of the 3-manifold S*(k,to), established in Proposition 5.5, are preserved
by the quotient map to S*(k, tg). The second step will be to translate these results
to the monodromy manifold Mk, o).

Recall that S*(k, to) is the zero set of the polynomial T'(p; &, to), given in Defini-
tion 2.14. Due to Proposition 5.5, it can be singular only at points in the finite set
©, given in equation (5.23). Recall also that S%,,  refers to the subset of singular
points lying on the 3-manifold S*(k,ty). Consider the smooth complex 3-manifold

§*(Hat0) = S*("ﬁa tO) \ Ssing-

We denote the image of © under the quotient map tg« by ©, so that the image of

S*(k, to) under tg- is given by

S*(k,to) = S*(k, 1) \ S* Ee =8 (K, to) N O.

sing? sing

As (non-zero) scalar multiplication acts smoothly on S*(x, to), and no element of
S* (K, to) is invariant under this operation, it follows that g*(li,to) is a smooth
complex surface.

Now, consider a point pg € Ssing. Since this point is invariant under the smooth
action p — cp, c € C*, it is easy to see that the quotient space S* is not Hausdorff

near its image [po]. In fact, near points in Sy, the space S* even fails to locally
be a T space. In particular, the smooth structure on S* (K, to) cannot be extended
to include points in Sging-

To complete the proof of the theorem, we translate the results on S*(k,#g) to
M(k,to) via the mapping P. To this end, recall that P maps the finite set Ming
onto Sging-

We have shown that S*(k,%9) \ Ssing is a smooth complex surface. Hence
M(k,to) \ Mging is a smooth complex surface. Furthermore, elements of Mg
form singularities on the monodromy manifold, as points in Sy;n4 are singularities
on §*(k, to).

Finally, we note that M4 is non-empty if and only if Sg;p4 is non-empty, and
the latter holds true if and only if some of the non-splitting conditions are violated,
by the equivalence in Proposition 5.5. The theorem follows. (|

5.3. The monodromy manifold as an algebraic surface. In this section, we
prove Theorem 2.20, which allows us to identify the monodromy manifold with
an affine algebraic surface embedded in CS. Furthermore, we describe how the
monodromy manifold can also be embedded in (P!)3.

Proof of Theorem 2.20. The mapping ® is composed of two parts: P : M — S*
and ® : §* — F. The mapping P is a (topological) isomorphism due to theorem
2.15. Hence, it only remains to show that the mapping ® is an isomorphism. To
prove this, we construct a continuous inverse, which we denote by ¥, of ®.

We start by recalling that S*, defined in equation (2.23), is locally described by
coordinates [p] in the ambient space (P!)*/C*. Similarly, F is described by the
coordinates 7;;, 1 <i < j <4, in CS.

The mapping ® is a continuous mapping from S* to F, described by equation
(2.25) with respect to the above coordinates. In particular, note that, due to
equation (2.25), for any labeling {4, 4, k,l} = {1,2, 3,4}, we have

N =0 < p;=0o0r p; =0 or p =00 or p; = 0. (5.32)
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This means that ® maps the open subdomain Sy C §*, given by
So:={lp] € S*: pr #0,00 for 1 < k <4},
into the subspace
Fo:=FN(C°,

of the co-domain.

We proceed by defining an inverse of ® on this subdomain and co-domain, and
subsequently extending this inverse to one on the full domain.

The relevant mapping on Fy is the following,

T: T: T:
\I/|}-0 cFo — (P1)4/(C*,77—> {( 34713 134723 124723 1)]

Tisnza’ Tognzs’ Tosnoa’

which we now show to be an inverse of ®|s,. By equations (2.26a), (2.26¢) and
(2.26d), the image of ¥| £, is contained in S. Furthermore, due to (2.26b), any point
in the image cannot lie in X. It thus follows that the image of ¥|z, is contained
in §*. Furthermore, as Fy by definition excludes any of the n-coordinates to equal
zero, U|z, maps Fo into Sp. Finally, note that, for any point p € Sp,

U 0 Dl () = | (Lo Lostes Towmss
Fo So L Thansa’ Toznzs’ Tosnos’

= [(p1/pa, p2/pa, p3/pa; 1)]
= [(p1, p2, p3, pa)],

where, in the second equality, we used equation (2.25).

Similarly, it can be seen that ®|s, o U|x, is the identity map on Fy. It follows
that ¥|z, is a (continuous) inverse of ®|s,.

The set Sy is an open dense subset of the domain S and, similarly, F; is an open
dense subset of the co-domain. It remains to deal with the special cases where one
or more of the py, 1 < k < 4, is zero or infinite, and equivalently one or more of
the n;5, 1 <14 < j <4 is zero.

We handle each of these cases separately. The cases are described by

8P = {[p] € 8" : pi =0, py ¢ {0, 00} for k # i},
Sjoo = {[p] €S Pj = OO, Pk ¢ {0,00} for k 7& j}a (533)
S =A{[p) € 8" : pi = 0,p; = 00, pr ¢ {0,00} for k # i, j},

for 1 <i,j <4 with i # j. Note that Sg’joo provides the boundaries of SY and S5°.
Since no point on Sy can have two or more components all zero or all infinite, the
sets defined in equation (5.33) glue together to provide all the boundaries or limit
sets of Sy within S*.

We now express the surface $* as a disjoint union of all of these cases with Sy,
that is,

S =S uSfusSIusSIusy
US®USE USE USY®
LS S USSP USy T U US USYS,

where the last line indicates disjoint union of all S?’joo, 1 <i,j <4, with i # j.
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We correspondingly decompose the codomain F into disjoint components. Mo-
tivated by equation (5.32), we define these components by

Fli={neF:ic{kl} < nu=0, for 1 <k <l<4},

Fr={nmeF :j¢{kl} <= nu=0, for 1 <k <Il<4},

FX={neFrie{kl}andj¢{kil} < nu=0,
for 1 <k<l<d4}.

(5.34)

Equations (2.26) imply that any element 7 of F has either zero, three or four
components equal to zero and the components in (5.34) indeed cover all of F \ Fo.
Then, inspired by (5.32), we correspondingly decompose F as a disjoint union,

F=FoUF UF)uF)uF]
Lo U5 U Fs LU Fg°
0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00 0,00
UFy UF s UF g UF T U UFy UFS,
Due to (5.32), ® maps each component in the decomposition of $* into the corre-
sponding component in the decomposition of F. We extend ¥ to a global inverse
of ® on F, by locally defining it on each of the components in the decomposition
of F. The arguments for each of the three types of components are similar, and so
we give the details for one of each type below to illustrate the details.
For example, for
F={n€F :ma2=ms =nu=0and a3, nos, 34 # 0},

we set

T T
‘I’|f;’ :}-{) *)S?,?]H [(0 34723  £247)23 lﬂ ,

" Toanza’ Toznoa’
which defines an inverse of ®|so. Similarly, for

Fi°={n€ F:n3 =mn2 =n3a =0 and n12,m3, M4 # 0},

we define
M2 T3 T4
Ulreo : F° =5 S0 (oo, 0—, —, — ||,
17 ! Lol [< T2 Tis T14)]

which is an inverse of ®|s=. For the third and final example

f?jé"’ ={neF :mo=m3=mnm4=mn3 =0 and 13,724 # 0},
we take
| F0oe _, g0 s M2
\II|]_—10,,§O tFiy = 81 nr {<0,oo, Ty’ T24>] ,
which is an inverse of ®|g0,c.
1,2

This extends ¥ to a glébal inverse of ® on F. ¥ is continuous on each of the
separate components and it is straightforward to check that its continuations to
common boundary points of different components agree with each other. (I

We finish this section by describing an embedding of the monodromy manifold
into (P!)3. We assume that the non-splitting conditions (1.5) hold true. In partic-
ular, all the coefficients of the polynomial T'(p : ,tg) are nonzero and, therefore,
there are no points p € S*(k, tp) with two or more components all zero or all infinite.
Thus,

pij =2 eP, (1<i<j<4),
Pj
form six well-defined coordinates on the surface S*(k,tp) and thus also on the
monodromy manifold M (x, to).
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Ohyama et al. [29] study the gPv1 monodromy manifold using these coordinates®.
Theorem 2.15 yields explicit algebraic relations among them. For example, p12, po3
and ps34 are related by

Ti2p12035 + Tizpi2pas + Tiapi2paspss + Taspas + Toapaspyy + Tsapss = 0. (5.35)

Analogously to the proof of Theorem 2.20, we can show that these three coordinates
yield an embedding of the monodromy manifold into (P*)3,

M(k,to) = (P, [C(2)] = (P12, pas psa);

with range given by the surface (5.35) minus a curve. This curve is defined by the
intersection of (5.35) as kg varies over C*.

Remark 5.6. Assuming the non-splitting conditions (1.5), the six coordinates p;;,
1 < i,j < 4, are analytic rational functions from F(k,tg) to CP', which together
embed the surface into (CP')®. The same statements holds true for these coor-
dinates, as functions on the monodromy manifold M(k,tp), with respect to the
structure of a complex algebraic variety defined in Ohyama et al. [29]. Tt follows
that this structure is compatible with the one induced by Theorem 2.20.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the qPv1 equation through its associated linear prob-
lem. Assuming non-resonant parameter conditions, we defined the corresponding
Riemann-Hilbert problem, which captures the general solution of ¢Pvr. This prob-
lem was shown to be solvable for irreducible monodromy, leading to a one-to-one
correspondence between solutions of ¢Pyp and points on the corresponding mon-
odromy manifold, when the non-splitting conditions are satisfied.

In turn, we constructed an explicit embedding of the monodromy manifold into
(CP')*/C*, whose image is described by the zero locus of a single quadratic poly-
nomial, minus a curve. This allowed us to show that the monodromy manifold is a
smooth complex surface, when the non-splitting conditions hold true. We further
proved that it can be identified with an affine algebraic surface, under the same
assumptions. This surface can be described as the intersection of two quadrics in
C* and its projective completion is thus a Segre surface.

The results of this paper suggests a possible framework for tackling several open
questions. These include, for example, the classification of algebraic or symmetric
solutions of ¢gPvr, the construction of (classes of) special transcendental solutions
via the geometry of the monodromy manifold, and the derivation of solutions with
distinctive (e.g. bounded) global asymptotic behaviours.
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