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ABSTRACT. In this paper we propose a geometric approach to study Painlevé equations
appearing as constrained systems of three first-order ordinary differential equations.
We illustrate this approach on a system of three first-order differential equations
arising in the theory of semi-classical orthogonal polynomials. We show that it can be
restricted to a system of two first-order differential equations in two different ways on
an invariant hypersurface. We build the space of initial conditions for each of these
restricted systems and verify that they exhibit the Painlevé property from a geometric
perspective. Utilising the Painlevé identification algorithm we also relate this system
to the Painlevé VI equation and we build its global Hamiltonian structure. Finally, we
prove that the autonomous limit of the original system is Liouville integrable, and the
level curves of its first integrals are elliptic curves, which leads us to conjecture that
the 3D system itself also possesses the Painlevé property without the need to restrict it
to the invariant hypersurface.
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1. INTRODUCTION

At the turn of the 20th century Paul Painlevé and his school carried out a program
aiming to classify all second-order differential equations in the complex domain ad-
mitting at most movable poles of solutions [32, 34, 64, 65]1. The main outputs of this
program were six equations, nowadays known as the Painlevé equations and denoted
PI, PII, . . . , PVI, whose solutions are transcendental functions not yet defined at that
time. We refer to the book of Edward L. Ince [40] for an extended explanation of the
original work of Painlevé and his followers.

During the 20th century Painlevé equations and their discrete counterparts appeared
in many problems, both theoretical and applied. In particular, they play a prominent
rôle in the theory of semi-classical orthogonal polynomials, see [87] and the numerous
references therein. These reasons keep fueling the interest in Painlevé equations
nowadays.

One of the main advancements in the theory of Painlevé equations was made in the
late 70’s by Kazuo Okamoto who proposed a completely new approach by means of
the construction of the space of initial conditions for each of PI, . . . ,PVI, which allows
Painlevé’s results to be understood in algebro-geometric terms [60]. After the discrete
analogues of Painlevé equations were introduced, see [31, 38, 70], this approach was
extended to a unified framework for Painlevé equations and their discrete analogues by
Hidetaka Sakai [72]. We call this approach to Painlevé equation the (Okamoto-Sakai)
geometric theory of Painlevé equations. It allows one to partially bypass the classi-
cal complex analytic setting, by associating to a second-order differential equation
(or equivalently a system of two first-order differential equations) a complex ratio-
nal surface [3] obtained from a suitable compactification of the affine plane via a
sequence of blow ups. The main idea behind this association is that Painlevé-type
equations are related to the so-called generalised Halphen surfaces, see [72], with
zero-dimensional anti-canonical linear system whose unique member consists of a
configuration of (−2)-curves. This configuration identifies the equation-type uniquely.
Moreover, the dynamics is vertical on the (−2)-curves. For instance, the “most degen-
erate” Painlevé equation, i.e. PI, is associated to a rational surface with a configuration
of (−2)-curves intersecting according to the E(1)

8 Dynkin diagram, while the “least

degenerate” Painlevé equation, i.e. PVI, is associated to the Dynkin diagram D(1)
4 , see

Figure 1, through its configuration of (−2)-curves.
Since its introduction the geometric theory of Painlevé equations has been a valu-

able tool to describe properties of Painlevé equations such as Lax pairs, Bäcklund
transformation symmetries, particular rational and/or hypergeometric solutions, and
asymptotics, see the survey [45] and references therein for a complete account of these
developments. It is remarkable that the geometric theory of Painlevé equations solves
(to a certain extent) a version of the so-called Painlevé equivalence problem [12]. Given
a system either known or suspected to be equivalent via birational transformation
to one of PI,PII, . . . ,PVI, this problem consists in determining which one, and finding
the transformation to the standard form of the relevant Painlevé equation explicitly.

1To be more precise, Painlevé and his school considered equations of the form x ′′(t ) = F (x(t ), x ′(t ); t )
where F is polynomial in x ′(t ), rational in x(t ), and analytic in t .
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The identification procedure was first formulated in the discrete case in [26] and then
adapted to the differential case in [27]. It is based on constructing the minimal space
of initial conditions for the system under consideration and matching it with that of
a standard form of a Painlevé equation, which consists in building an identification
between two generalised Halphen surfaces and their configurations of (−2)-curves.
This algorithm was applied successfully to identify different Hamiltonian forms of
Painlevé equations [24, 29], and recently extended to the case of Hamiltonian systems
with the quasi-Painlevé property in [20], using the results of [46].

In this paper we are interested in a system of three first-order differential equations
coming from the work of Chao Min and Yang Chen [56]. Therein the polynomials
orthogonal with respect to a measure, called the degenerate Jacobi unitary measure,
were studied. In particular, in [56] several equations satisfied by their recurrence
coefficients, and certain auxiliary functions, were derived, see Section 2 for more
details. It is worth mentioning that the results of [56] extend the results of [11,17] where
special cases of the same weight were considered, and connections with particular
cases of PVI were presented.

We will show in Section 2 that the results in [56] relate the recurrence coefficients
and the auxiliary functions with the solutions of the following system of three non-
linear ordinary differential equations in three dependent variables x(t ) = (x, y, z)(t ):

(t −1)t x ′ = x(κ+β−αt −βt +2t y −2(t −1)z − t )+ (t −1)x2 −κ(β+2z),

(κ−1)t 2x y ′=t x
(
n(n +γ)(x(t −1)+1)+ t x y

(
y +2n +γ)+ (κ−β−1)y(1−x)

)
− z

(
β(κ−2)κ+x

(
(1− t )β+ (

t (2y +2n +γ)+β)
(x(t −1)+1)

))
− z2 (

(κ−2)κ− ((t −1)x +1)2 +1
)

,

(t −1)z ′ = t y ′,

(1.1)

where α, β, γ are complex constants, and κ=α+β+γ+2n +1, such that x(t ) satisfy
the following non-linear, time-dependent constraint:

St := {
ht := h(x, y, z; t ) = 0

}⊂C3
t , (1.2)

where

ht = t x y(2n(κ+ (t −1)x)+ t x(γ+ y −2z)+ (x −κ)(2z −α−γ))

+ (κ+ (t −1)x)
(
x

(
nt (γ+n)− z(β+2nt +γt )+ (t −1)z2)+κz(β+ z)

)
.

(1.3)

That is, the solutions of the system (1.1) have to satisfy the additional condition:

ht (x(t ); t ) ≡ 0, ∀t ∈ B , (1.4)

for a domain B ⊂C.
Note that it is not evident if the hypersurface St admits a rational parametrisation,

so that we can obtain a restriction of the system (1.1) to a system of two rational first-
order differential equations. In this paper, we will show that it is possible to obtain
such a restriction in at least two different ways: one deduced from results in [56], and
another through a purely algebro-geometric analysis of the hypersurface. To be more
precise, we will prove the following statement about the system (1.1).

Theorem I (Theorems 3.2 and 4.10 and Propositions 4.2, 5.5 and 6.8). The system (1.1),
complemented with the invariant hypersurface condition (1.2) restricts to a 2D system,
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FIGURE 1. The Dynkin diagram of D(1)
4 .

admitting a space of initial conditions whose (−2)-curves intersect according to the
Dynkin diagram D(1)

4 . In addition, we show:

• the restricted system can be birationally mapped to Painlevé-VI in a Hamiltonian
form, and inherits a Hamiltonian structure on its space of initial conditions;

• the polynomial defining the hypersurface St (1.3) is a time-dependent Darboux
polynomial for the system (1.1), i.e. the hypersurface St is a Darboux surface,
see Section 4.1;

• the system (1.1) admits a Liouville–Poisson integrable autonomous limit such
that the fibration defined by the integrals is given by elliptic curves.

Before presenting the plan of the paper, we give some comments on this main
result. First, we observe that as stated in Theorem I (and previously), we will reduce
the 3D system (1.1) to two 2D systems. In previous papers, see [23, 25–27, 50], the
Painlevé identification procedure was applied to 2D systems coming from orthogonal
polynomials theory with respect to various semi-classical weights2. So, to the best
of our knowledge, this is the first time the geometric theory of Painlevé equations is
applied to recognize a higher-dimensional system subject to a constraint as a Painlevé
equation. However, it is worth mentioning that the relation between the degenerate
Jacobi weight and PVI is not new [56]. The idea of this paper is to develop the tools to
identify Painlevé equations appearing as constrained higher-dimensional systems. We
also remark that asking that the solutions of the system (1.1) lie on the hypersurface
St is stronger than the existence of the Darboux polynomial.

Finally, we underline that many questions about the full 3D system (1.1) remain
open. From our viewpoint, the main open question is whether the system in its
full generality possesses the Painlevé property. As stated in Theorem I, we prove
that there exists an autonomous limit which is multi-Hamiltonian and it defines an
elliptic fibration. So, from the known relationship between elliptic fibrations and
Painlevé equations, see e.g. [6,22,73,86], this gives a strong indication for the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 1. The 3D system (1.1) possesses the Painlevé property, and it is possible to
construct a space of initial conditions for it whose fibres are rational threefolds with
zero-dimensional anti-canonical linear system.

Note that, a crucial difference in the surfaces providing spaces of initial conditions
between the autonomous and the non-autonomous cases is the following. In the

2The two components of the system usually represent coefficients from the three-term recurrence for
the orthogonal polynomials, or some auxiliary functions defined using the method of ladder operators,
see, for instance, [87, Chap. 4] and the references therein.
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autonomous case (differential or difference equations solved by elliptic functions)
the linear system associated to the anti-canonical divisor of the surface constructed
after blow up has positive dimension, while in the non-autonomous case (Painlevé or
discrete Painlevé equations) it has dimension zero. See again [5, 36] for examples in
the discrete setting.

We defer the study of the 3D system to future research, because the geometry of
higher dimensional differential equations seems to be much harder in comparison
with the well-known two-dimensional one. Though some examples of differential
equations in higher dimensions have been studied geometrically [47–49, 74, 75, 79,
81], the construction of a space of initial conditions relies strongly on knowing that
the system under consideration has the Painlevé property. We mention that also in
the corresponding discrete case going beyond dimension two greatly increases the
difficulty of problem and the involved computations, see e.g. [5, 36, 84, 85].

Outline of the paper. In Section 2 we present a derivation of the system (1.1) and the
foundations of the Okamoto-Sakai geometric theory of Painlevé equations. Moreover,
we introduce the notion of a space of initial conditions in algebro-geometric language
and we recall the notion of symplectic and Hamiltonian atlases for it. In Section 3
we consider a system of two first-order differential equations giving the flow of (1.1)
restricted to the hypersurface (1.2) using a parametrisation derived from the results of
Min-Chen [56], construct a space of initial conditions for it, and build an identification
with the standard PVI equation. In Section 4 we show that the hypersurface (1.2) is in
fact the zero locus of a (time dependent) Darboux polynomial [35] for the system (1.1).
Then, using ideas from resolution of singularities we obtain another parametrisation
of the hypersurface, and we construct a space of initial conditions for the restriction
of the system (1.1) in this parametrisation. Also, we play again the identification game
compactifying the rational parametrisation to the Hirzebruch surface F1 = Blp P

2. In
the subsequent Section 5 we end our study of the restricted system by discussing its
Hamiltonian structure in both parametrisations. In Section 6 we prove, in the same
spirit as [1] does for the PVI equation, that system (1.1) admits a Liouville–Poisson
integrable autonomous limit, with the particular properties described above. We give
some conclusions and an outlook as complete as possible on the prospective future
developments in Section 7. In Appendix A, we review some results on the geometry
of PVI. Then, in Appendix B we highlight some analogy between system (1.1) and the
σ-form of PVI. In Appendix C, we explain issues which can arise in the construction of
a space of initial conditions from a non-optimal choice of compactification, namely
the appearance of apparent singularities which should not be blown up. Finally, in
Appendix D we present two autonomous exponential limits of system (1.1).

2. BACKGROUND MATERIAL

In this section, we give the basic tools we need in the paper. First, in Section 2.1 we
show how to derive the system (1.1) using the results in [56], and in Section 2.2 we
provide a general introduction to the geometric theory of Painlevé equations. Later, in
Section 2.3 we recall the main properties of the intersection pairing on smooth projec-
tive surfaces and how Hirzebruch surfaces are related by elementary transformations.
Then, in Sections 2.4 and 2.5 we introduce the notion of space of initial conditions,
and we explain Okamoto’s models in terms of Sakai surfaces. Finally, in Section 2.6
we recall the notion of symplectic and Hamiltonian atlases necessary to prove the
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existence of global Hamiltonian structures of Painlevé equations on their spaces of
initial conditions.

We will keep our discussion to a minimum, and we will introduce additional tools
as needed to complete specific steps of the proof of Theorem I later.

Notation 2.1. From now on, throughout the paper for the sake of simplicity, we will
refer to systems of first-order differential equations simply as “systems”. Moreover, we
sometimes omit the explicit dependence on the independent variable t , e.g. x = x(t ),
when no possibility of confusion arises.

2.1. The 3D model. In this subsection we shall present the system of three first-order
differential equations which will be the main object of study of this paper, and explain
how it can be derived from various relations in [56].

Consider the space L2([0,1],dµ) where:

dµ= w(x, t )d t , (2.1)

with the following weight function:

w(x, t ) = xα(1−x)β|x − t |γ(A+Bθ(x − t )), x, t ∈ [0, 1], α, β, γ> 0, (2.2)

where θ(x) is the Heaviside step function, and A ≥ 0, A+B ≥ 0, and t ∈C are parameters.
The orthogonal polynomials with respect to this weight are called the degenerate Jacobi
unitary polynomials, and are denoted by Pn(z), where the non-negative integer n ≥ 0
is the degree of Pn(z), see [56].

Using the theory of ladder operators, see again [87, Chap. 4], one defines two func-
tions An(z) and Bn(z) such that they satisfy the so-called lowering operator equation:(

d

d z
+Bn(z)

)
Pn(z) =βn An(z)Pn−1(z), (2.3)

and the raising operator equation:(
d

d z
−Bn(z)−v′0(z)

)
Pn−1(z) =−An−1(z)Pn(z), (2.4)

where
v0(x) =−α ln x −β ln(1−x), α, β> 0. (2.5)

The expansions as z →∞ of the functions An and Bn are governed by six auxiliary
functions Rn(t ), rn(t ), xn(t ), yn(t ), αn(t ), βn(t ), where αn(t ) and βn(t ) are recurrence
coefficients for the sequence of the associated monic orthogonal polynomials. This is
the content of the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2 ( [56, Theorem 2.4] ). As z →∞, An(z) and Bn(z) have the following series
expansions:

An(z) = γ+ (t −1)Rn − t xn

z2
+ γ(t +αn)+ (t 2 −1)Rn − t 2xn

z3

+ γ(t 2 +α2
n + tαn +βn +βn+1)+ (t 3 −1)Rn − t 3xn

z4
+O

(
1

z5

)
,

Bn(z) =−n

z
+ (t −1)rn − t yn −nt

z2
+ γβn −nt 2 + (t 2 −1)rn − t 2 yn

z3

+ γβn(t +αn +αn−1)+ t 3(rn − yn −n)− rn

z4
+O

(
1

z5

)
.

(2.6)
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There are numerous difference (with respect to n) and differential-difference rela-
tions among the auxiliary functions Rn(t ), rn(t ), yn(t ) and the recurrence coefficients
αn(t ), βn(t ). The relations relevant to our discussion are summarised in the following
theorem which collects some of the results in [56].

Theorem 2.3. The variables αn and βn satisfy the following Toda-like equations:

tα′
n =αn + rn − rn+1,

tβ′
n =βn(2−Rn +Rn−1).

(2.7)

Furthermore, the recurrence coefficients αn and βn have the following expressions in
terms of rn , yn and Rn :

(κ+1)αn = 2(t −1)rn −2t yn − (t −1)Rn + tα+ (t −1)β+ t ,

κ(κ−2)βn = [
t yn − (t −1)rn

]2 − (t −1)(2nt +γt +β)rn

+ t
[
(t −1)(2n +γ)−α]

yn +n(n +γ)(t 2 − t ),

(2.8)

and the following relation between the variables rn and yn holds:

(t −1)r ′
n(t ) = t y ′

n(t ). (2.9)

Finally, the coefficient yn satisfies:

yn = 1

2tRn

{
t (t −1)R ′

n − (t −1)R2
n

+ [
2(t −1)rn + (α+β+1)t −κ−β]

Rn +κ(2rn +β)
}

,
(2.10)

and there is a polynomial equation relating rn with Rn and R ′
n of the form:

N (Rn ,R ′
n)rn −D(Rn ,R ′

n) = 0. (2.11)

Theorem 2.3 summarises the results of [56, Sec. 3]. In particular, equations (2.7)
are [56, Eqs. (3.5) and (3.2)], equations (2.8) are the content of [56, Prop. 3.1], relation
(2.9) is [56, Eq. (3.6)], while equation (2.10) is [56, Eq. (3.21)], and the final rela-
tion (2.11) is [56, Eq. (3.22)]. We omit the explicit expressions of the two polynomials
N , D because they are too cumbersome, see [56, p. 9180].

From this we get the following result.

Proposition 2.4. Relabel the variables in Theorem 2.3 as:

x(t ) = Rn(t ), z(t ) = rn(t ), y(t ) = yn(t ). (2.12)

Then, the relations in Theorem 2.3 imply that these three variables satisfy the system (1.1)
subject to the condition (1.2).

Proof. Solve (2.8) with respect to αn(t ), βn(t ) and substitute them and their derivatives
into the Toda-type equations (2.7). Solve the resulting equations with respect to r ′

n(t )
and y ′

n(t ) in terms of Rn(t ), rn(t ), yn(t ) and R ′
n(t ). Substituting R ′

n(t ) from (2.10) and
using equation (2.9) gives the desired equations. Finally, the constraint can be derived
from (2.10) and (2.11) by eliminating R ′

n and substituting (2.12). □

Remark 2.5. We remark that in [56, Prop. 3.2, Thm. 3.4, and Thm. 3.5] it was proved
by a direct computation that the functions rn(t ) and yn(t ) are related to the σ-form of
PVI, see [44] and Appendix B, and the function Rn(t ) is related to a particular solution
of PVI. From our perspective, it is more natural to consider the system (1.1), together
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with the invariant hypersuface condition (1.2). As anticipated in the Introduction we
consider the restriction of system (1.1) to a two-dimensional one and relate it to PVI

via a geometric argument. Moreover, we will comment in Appendix B, on how to relate
system (1.1) to the σ-form of PVI.

2.2. Painlevé equations. The celebrated six Painlevé equations PI, PII, . . . , PVI naturally
arise in numerous problems in mathematics and mathematical physics. They have
many remarkable properties, including Hamiltonian structures, symmetries forming
affine Weyl groups, and relation with isomonodromic deformation of linear differential
equations [13, 30, 39, 58]. Recall that the only singularities of solutions of the Painlevé
equations which are movable, i.e. their locations in the complex plane depend on
initial conditions, are poles. This is usually referred to as the Painlevé property, and PI,
. . . , PVI are characterised by the fact that they have this property but are not solvable
in general in terms of elementary functions or classical special functions which satisfy
linear differential equations.

Recall that the sixth Painlevé equation in its standard scalar form is given by:

f ′′ = 1

2

(
1

f
+ 1

f −1
+ 1

f − t

)(
f ′)2 −

(
1

t
+ 1

t −1
+ 1

f − t

)
f ′

+ f ( f −1)( f − t )

t 2(t −1)2

(
A+B

t

f 2
+C

t −1

( f −1)2
+D

t (t −1)

( f − t )2

)
,

(2.13)

where A, B , C , D are arbitrary (complex) parameters. The Painlevé property of equa-
tion (2.13) means that any (locally defined) solution f (t ) can be continued to a single-
valued meromorphic function on the universal covering space of B =C\ { 0,1 }, where
the need to take the universal cover arises because solutions may be branched about
fixed singularities.

One of the standard forms of PVI as a system of two first-order equations appears in
the survey [45] of Kajiwara, Noumi and Yamada (KNY):

f ′ = ( f −1) f ( f − t )

t (t −1)

(
2g

f
− a0 −1

f − t
− a3

f −1
− a4

f

)
,

g ′ =− f 2(g +a2)(g +a1 +a2)− t g (g −a4)

t (t −1) f
,

(2.14)

where a0, . . . , a4 are complex parameters subject to the single constraint

a0 +a1 +2a2 +a3 +a4 = 1. (2.15)

The two forms (2.13) and (2.14) are equivalent, via elimination of g , up to the
following identification of parameters:

A = a2
1

2
, B =−a2

4

2
, C = a2

3

2
, D = 1−a2

0

2
. (2.16)

The system (2.14) is of Hamiltonian form

f ′

f
= ∂H KNY

VI

∂g
,

g ′

f
=−∂H KNY

VI

∂ f
, (2.17)

with Hamiltonian given by

H KNY
VI = ( f −1)( f − t )g

t (t −1)

(
g

f
− a0 −1

f − t
− a3

f −1
− a4

f

)
+ a2(a1 +a2)( f − t )

t (t −1)
. (2.18)
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2.3. Intersection form and elementary transformations. Given a smooth projective
surface S denote by Div(S) its divisor group, i.e. the free abelian group generated by
its irreducible codimension-one subvarieties. In this subsection we recall the main
properties of the intersection product on Div(S), see [3] for more details. Moreover,
we will briefly explain how elementary transformations relate different Hirzebruch
surfaces, see [41, Example V-5.7.1].

Recall [41, Theorem V-1.1] that there is a unique symmetric bilinear form

Div(S)×Div(S) Z

(C ,D) C .D,

named intersection pairing, such that:

• if C ,D ⊂ S are non-singular curves meeting transversally then C .D = |C ∩D|;
• it only depends on linear equivalence classes, i.e. if C ,D,D ′ ∈ Div(S) are divisors

then C .D =C .D ′ whenever D ∼ D ′.
The following lemma is a direct consequence of the defining properties of the

intersection pairing.

Lemma 2.6. Let ε : Blp S → S be the blow up of a smooth projective surface S centered
at a point p ∈ S. Then, the exceptional curve L = ε−1(p) is a smooth rational curve of
self-intersection L2 =−1.

Let also p ∈ C ⊂ S be an irreducible curve passing through p, and smooth at p.

Consider its proper transform D = ε−1(C \
{

p
}
). Then, we have C 2 = D2 −1.

Recall the definition of Hirzebruch surface.

Definition 2.7 (Hirzebruch surface). A Hirzebruch surface is the datum of a smooth
projective surface S and a morphism S →P1 with all fibres isomorphic to P1.

Remark 2.8. Hirzebruch surfaces are naturally indexed by non-negative integers. Under
this identification, the k-th Hirzebruch surface is the projectivisation of the rank-two
vector bundle OP1 ⊕OP1 (k), i.e.

Fk
∼= ProjP1 (OP1 ⊕OP1 (k)).

For instance, we have F0 =P1 ×P1 and F1 = Blp P
2. Moreover, the fibration Fk →P1 has

two sections C+,C− such that C 2+ =−C 2− = k. More details on Hirzebruch surfaces can
be found in [41, Chapter V].

Any two Hirzebruch surfaces are birational to each other. The birational tranforma-
tions relating them are sequences of the so-called elementary transformations.

Figure 2 describes the elementary transformation relating Fk and Fk+1. Each curve is
labeled by its self-intersection. Notice that at each step self-intersections are computed
via Lemma 2.6.

2.4. Spaces of initial conditions and the Painlevé property. The fact that the sixth
Painlevé equation (2.13) has the Painlevé property is closely related to the existence of
a space of initial conditions, as defined and constructed for PI, . . . , PVI by Okamoto [60].
His construction consists in considering an equivalent system of two first-order differ-
ential equations and then, through a combination of compactification and birational
transformations, constructing an augmented phase space of which the flow of the
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Fk

0 0

k

−k

(∞,0) (∞,∞)

(0,∞)(0,0)

Fk+1

0 0

k +1

−k −1

(∞,0) (∞,∞)

(0,∞)(0,0)

Bl(∞,∞)Fk+1

0

k

−k −1

−1

−1

Bl(0,∞)Fk

FIGURE 2. The elementary transformation relating Fk and Fk+1.

system defines a uniform foliation. Okamoto worked with polynomial first-order sys-
tems with meromorphic t-dependence of coefficients. Since we will be working with
rational systems we give a formal definition of a space of initial conditions in algebro-
geometric language. Before that, recall the notion of uniform foliation as used in the
context of Painlevé equations [47, 60, 78].

Definition 2.9 (Uniform foliation). Consider a triple (E ,π,B) consisting of a complex
manifold E with a surjective holomorphic map π : E → B onto some domain B ⊂ C.
A uniform foliation of (E ,π,B) is a nonsingular foliation F of E into complex one-
dimensional analytic subsets called leaves such that

• each leaf of F intersects every fibre Et =π−1(t ), for t ∈ B , transversally;
• any path ℓ in B with starting point t∗ ∈ B and any point p ∈ Et∗ , can be lifted

to the leaf passing through p.

Consider a non-autonomous system of two first-order differential equations

q ′ = F (q, p; t ), p ′ =G(q, p; t ), (2.19)

where F,G are rational in q, p with coefficients being rational functions of t regular on
some domain B ⊂ C. Regarding q, p as coordinates on C2, the system (2.19) defines
a rational vector field on C2 ×B . We will sometimes refer to B as the independent
variable space for the system (2.19).

Definition 2.10 (Indeterminacy point). A point b = (q∗, p∗) in C2 × { t∗ } such that both
the numerator and denominator of F or G in equation (2.19) vanish is said to be an
indeterminacy point.

If equation (2.19) admits a one-parameter family of local holomorphic solutions
(qµ(t), pµ(t)), parametrised by µ ∈C, all passing through the same point at t = t∗, i.e.
(qµ(t∗), pµ(t∗)) = (q∗, p∗), then (q∗, p∗) is an indeterminacy point.
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Remark 2.11. Since we are working with smooth projective surfaces, the intersections
of the zero loci of the numerator and the denominator of F or G in equation (2.19)
consist of a finite number of points. In order to regularise the system the main strategy
consists in resolving these indeterminacy points and separating the solution curves
passing through them to achieve a nonsingular foliation. The correct tool for this is
the blow up of the surface at the intersection points. Indeed, roughly speaking this
procedure decreases the tangency multiplicity of the two curves at meeting points. For
instance, transversal curves are separated by blow ups.

Definition 2.12 (Space of initial conditions). A space of initial conditions, or space of
initial values, for the system (2.19) is a commutative diagram

D X C2 ×B

B
πD

ϕX

πX

πB

(2.20)

where

• πX is a proper morphism, ϕX is a birational map and πB is the natural projec-
tion,

• X is a smooth variety and the fibres X t of πX over each t ∈ B are complex
smooth rational projective surfaces,

• the restrictions (ϕX )|X t are birational for all t ∈ B ,
• D ,→ X is a closed immersion, and the restriction D t ⊂ X t defines a non-empty

codimension 1 subvariety3,
• the restriction to E = X \D of the pullback via ϕX of the system (2.19) defines a

uniform foliation of (E ,πX |E ,B), regarding E as a complex manifold.

Notation 2.13. Whenever no confusion arises we will encode the data in (2.20) in a
pair (X ,D) omitting the morphisms. Sometimes, with abuse of notation we will also
refer to the variety X as a space of initial conditions. In what follows D = ∑

i mi Di

will be a divisor, but by abuse of notation we will sometimes use the same symbol to
indicate the underlying subvariety D =∪i Di .

Definition 2.14. We say that a space of initial conditions is minimal if any birational
projective morphism to another space of initial conditions is an isomorphism.

Remark 2.15. In a space of initial conditions X , the pullback of the system is devoid
of indeterminacy points on X \ D . However it is important to note that achieving this
kind of regularisation of a system does not alone guarantee that it defines a uniform
foliation, and it must be shown that solutions do not reach D, usually by invoking
the Painlevé property of the equation, though to some extent this can be done from
knowledge of (X ,E) [82].

Remark 2.16. We also remark, the condition of being minimal for a space of initial
conditions says that there are no curves that can be contracted without introducing
new singularities. In the discrete setting, that is when dealing with iterations of bira-
tional maps, one requires that the pullbacks to X of the original map and its iterates
has no divisorial contractions in the indeterminacy locus. In other terms one asks that
the map is algebraically stable, see for instance [5, 36].

3Actually, this is a Cartier divisor, see Section 4.2.
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Let us explain Okamoto’s construction of a space of initial conditions for PI, . . . ,PVI

and how it relates to Definition 2.12. For each Painlevé equation, Okamoto considered
an equivalent system of two first-order differential equations, see equation (2.19), with
F and G polynomials in q, p with coefficients analytic in t on a domain B ⊂C obtained
removing the locations of fixed singularities of the Painlevé equation4. The systems
in question are the polynomial Hamiltonian forms of the Painlevé equations which
were provided by Okamoto [62, 63], though they appeared much earlier in the work of
Malmquist [51].

As for a non-autonomous system of two first-order differential equations the phase
space of (2.19) can be initially taken to be C2 ×B . The Painlevé property means that
for any path ℓ in B with starting point t∗ ∈ B , the solution of any initial value problem
for system (2.19) at t = t∗ can be meromorphically continued in C2 ×B along ℓ.

The system (2.19) defines a nonsingular foliation of C2 ×B . However the presence
of movable singularities of solutions means that solutions may not stay in C2 ×B and
the foliation is not uniform. This gives rise to the need to compactify the fibres of the
phase space.

By compactifying C2 to some projective rational surface S (common choices include
P2, P1×P1 or more generally Hirzebruch surfaces Fk for any k ≥ 0) one extends the sys-
tem (2.19) to the trivial bundle S×B . In general, the flow of the system does not define
a nonsingular foliation since there may now be families of infinitely many solutions
passing through a common point in the fibre over some t ∈ B , i.e. there can be families
of infinitely many solutions with movable poles at the same location. Such families of
solutions are parametrised by a free coefficient in the Laurent expansion about such a
movable pole, classically known as a resonant parameter, see for instance [88, §IV]. To
remedy this, one performs a sequence of blow ups of the fibre over t ∈ B (of possibly
t-dependent points). Geometrically, this procedure separates the families of solutions
and desingularises the foliation, see Remark 2.11. Finally, in order to reach a minimal
space of initial condition, as Okamoto did, one might need to contract some rational
curves. For instance in Section 3, we have this necessity, while in Section 4 we do not
need further contractions.

This leads to a rational surface X t on which the system extended from (2.19) defines
regular initial value problems everywhere away from a collection D t =⋃

i D t ,i of curves.
It can be shown using the Painlevé property of system (2.19) that analytic continuations
of the solutions of these initial value problems will never reach these curves. Removing
from X t the subvariety D t yield the fibre Et of the complex analytic bundle π : E → B .
Moreover, the flow of the system defines a uniform foliation of E . In particular, any
solution to an initial value problem for the system extended from (2.19) at t∗ ∈ B can
be holomorphically continued in E along any path ℓ with starting point t∗. In this
sense each fibre Et parametrises the set of solutions and is called a space of initial
conditions.

Remark 2.17. With regards to classical terminology, note that the terms “space of
initial conditions”, “initial value space” or “space of initial values” are traditionally
used, following Okamoto, to refer to a fibre Et = X t \ D t of πX |E over t ∈ B , i.e. the
surface X t with divisor D t removed. The divisor D t or its components in the fibre over
t are usually called vertical leaves of the foliation of X with respect to the projection of
X to B , or inaccessible divisors since leaves passing through points in Et will not reach

4For example B =C\ { 0,1 } in the case PVI.
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them. We will sometimes refer to X t as the compact surfaces and Et = X t \ D t as the
open surfaces. In the case of Painlevé equations, the total space E is called a defining
manifold and has the structure of a complex analytic fibre bundle over B , but this is
not algebraic and the isomorphisms between different fibres comes from the flow of
the Painlevé equation, which is in general transcendental.

2.5. Generalised Halphen surfaces. For each Painlevé equation, a minimal space of
initial conditions is a family of generalised Halphen surfaces, as defined by Sakai [72].
A generalised Halphen surface is a smooth complex projective rational surface X
with an effective anti-canonical divisor of canonical type, i.e. D ∈ | −KX | whose
decomposition into irreducible components D =∑

i mi Di is such that the intersection
pairing KX .[Di ] = 0 vanishes for all i , see Section 2.3. A generalised Halphen surface
X has anti-canonical linear system |−KX | of dimension equal to either zero or one.
In the latter case X is a rational elliptic surface, with the anti-canonical linear system
providing its elliptic fibration, see [77]. In the former case there is a unique effective
anti-canonical divisor D , and we call such X a Sakai surface.

As anticipated in the introduction there is a strong relation between affine root
systems and Sakai surfaces. For a Sakai surface, the intersection graph of the irre-
ducible components of the anti-canonical divisor D is an affine Dynkin diagram of
type ADE. In the cases of Sakai surfaces associated with Painlevé differential equations,
the irreducible components are the curves removed from the fibre in the last step of
Okamoto’s construction, see Section 2.4 and Notation 2.13. We list the corresponding
types of Dynkin diagrams in Table 1.

PI PII PIII PIV PV PVI

E (1)
8 E (1)

7 D (1)
8 D (1)

7 D (1)
6 E (1)

6 D (1)
5 D (1)

4

TABLE 1. Dynkin diagrams from intersection graphs of irreducible com-
ponents of D on Sakai surfaces for differential Painlevé equations

Remark 2.18. Sakai surfaces are minimal as spaces of initial conditions for Painlevé
equations, see Definition 2.14. Indeed, in order to contract a curve C on a space of
initial conditions without introducing new indeterminacies the curve C has to be a
vertical leaf of the foliation, i.e. an inaccessible divisor. On Sakai surfaces associated
with differential Painlevé equations the inaccessible divisors are all (−2)-curves, which
cannot be contracted on smooth points, see [41, Theorem 5.7 and Remark V-5.7.2].

2.6. Hamiltonian structures of Painlevé equations. We start this subsection by fixing
our notation.

Notation 2.19. Throughout this subsection we denote by E a complex analytic fibre
bundle π : E → B over a domain B ⊂ C, with fibre Et over t ∈ B equipped with a
holomorphic symplectic form ωt . Moreover, we will denote by d the exterior derivative
on the total space of E , and by dt the exterior derivative on the fibre Et , so that dt t = 0.

For each Painlevé equation, the equivalent system, in the form (2.19), considered by
Okamoto is of Hamiltonian form, i.e.

q ′ = ∂H

∂p
, p ′ =−∂H

∂q
, (2.21)
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for some Hamiltonian function H = H(q, p; t ) which is polynomial in q, p with coeffi-
cients analytic in t ∈ B . The Hamiltonian form of the system (2.21) extends to a global
Hamiltonian structure of the system on E . Roughly speaking, this means that E admits
an atlas such that the system is of Hamiltonian form in all charts. However, the system
(2.21) is non-autonomous and the gluing of E is t-dependent since the construction
involves blow ups of t-dependent points. As a consequence, a global Hamiltonian
structure does not automatically follow from the Hamiltonian form (2.21) in the chart
(q, p; t ) and, further, it only exists in certain atlases, as we will explain below.

Suppose that in some local coordinates (q, p) for the fibre Et the symplectic form
is written as ωt = dt q ∧dt p. Then, further suppose that in this chart we have a non-
autonomous system of differential equations of Hamiltonian form (2.21). We can
extend this system to E , and its Hamiltonian structure is preserved if we have an atlas
of canonical coordinates in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 2.20 (Symplectic atlas for E). A symplectic atlas for E is the datum of an
atlas U for E , and a choice of coordinates (xU , yU ; t), for each U ∈ U , such that the
symplectic form ωt is written on each U ∈U as

ωt = dt xU ∧dt yU . (2.22)

Remark 2.21. Notice that, as a consequence of Definition 2.20, the local coordinates
of a symplectic atlas are canonical coordinates for ωt . They are also called Darboux
coordinates.

Consider a chart U1 ∈U of a symplectic atlas U . A system of differential equations
of Hamiltonian form

x ′
1 =

∂H1

∂y1
, y ′

1 =−∂H1

∂x1
(2.23)

in the chart U1 transforms under the (possibly t-dependent) gluing

(x1, y1; t ) 7→ (x2(x1, y1; t ), y2(x1, y1; t ); t ) (2.24)

to be of Hamiltonian form

x ′
2 =

∂H2

∂y2
, y ′

2 =−∂H2

∂x2
, (2.25)

in any other chart U2 ∈ U , where the Hamiltonians H1(x1, y1; t) and H2(x2, y2; t) are
related under (2.24) by

∂H2

∂x1
= ∂H1

∂x1
−

(
∂x2

∂x1

∂y2

∂t
− ∂y2

∂x1

∂x2

∂t

)
,

∂H2

∂y1
= ∂H1

∂y1
−

(
∂x2

∂y1

∂y2

∂t
− ∂y2

∂y1

∂x2

∂t

)
. (2.26)

The key difference from the autonomous case is that the Hamiltonians H1 and H2 will
not necessarily coincide under the gluing if it has non-trivial t-dependence, as can be
seen in equation (2.26). The global Hamiltonian structure of a system of differential
equations on E is not provided by a single Hamiltonian function. Instead, it is provided
by a collection of Hamiltonians, one in each chart U of a symplectic atlas U , which
define a common two-form on E written as

Ω= d xU ∧d yU +d HU ∧d t . (2.27)

It is possible to relax the requirement that the atlas consists of canonical coordinates
such that the system is still of Hamiltonian form with respect to ωt in each chart. To
explain this we make the following definition.
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Definition 2.22 (Local Hamiltonian structure of a system of ODEs on E). Let (x, y ; t )
be a local chart of E in which the symplectic form ωt on Et is written as

ωt = F (x, y ; t )dt x ∧dt y, (2.28)

where F is a rational function in (x, y ; t). We say that a system of ODEs on E has a
local Hamiltonian structure with respect to ωt in the chart (x, y ; t) if there exists a
Hamiltonian function H(x, y ; t ) such that in this chart the system reads as follows:

F (x, y ; t )x ′ = ∂H

∂y
, F (x, y ; t )y ′ =−∂H

∂x
. (2.29)

When the coefficient function F (x, y ; t ) does not have t-dependence, the following
lemma ensures that a local Hamiltonian structure for a system on E survives under
changes of coordinates. The proof is by calculation, and we remark that the case when
F1(x1, y1; t ) = 1, F2(x2, y2; t ) = 1 appears in [78].

Lemma 2.23. Consider the non-autonomous Hamiltonian system

F1(x1, y1)x ′
1 =

∂H1

∂y1
, F1(x1, y1)y ′

1 =−∂H1

∂x1
, (2.30)

with Hamiltonian function H1(x1, y1; t ) rational in x1, y1, with coefficients rational in
t and regular on B. Let ϕ : C3 → C3 be a transformation between copies of C3, with
coordinates (x1, y1; t ) and (x2, y2; t ) respectively, given by

ϕ : (x1, y1; t ) 7→ (x2(x1, y1; t ), y2(x1, y1; t ); t ), (2.31)

and denote its restriction to C2 × { t } by ϕt . Suppose that it satisfies the condition:

F1(x1, y1)dt x1 ∧dt y1 =ϕ∗
t

(
F2(x2, y2)dt x2 ∧dt y2

)
, (2.32)

for rational functions F1, F2 whose coefficients are independent of t . Then, there exists
H2(x2, y2; t ), unique up to functions of only t , such that

F1(x1, y1)d x1 ∧d y1 +d H1 ∧d t =ϕ∗ (
F2(x2, y2)d x2 ∧d y2 +d H2 ∧d t

)
. (2.33)

Further, the system (2.30) is transformed under ϕ to

F2(x2, y2)x ′
2 =

∂H2

∂y2
, F2(x2, y2)y ′

2 =−∂H2

∂x2
. (2.34)

Therefore for a local Hamiltonian structure to extend to the whole of E we require
an atlas such that the symplectic form is independent of t in all charts.

Definition 2.24 (Hamiltonian atlas for E). A Hamiltonian atlas for E is the datum of
an atlas U , and a choice of coordinates (xU , yU ; t ), for each U ∈U , such that on each
U ∈U the symplectic form ωt is written as

ωt = FU (xU , yU )dt xU ∧dt yU , (2.35)

with FU independent of t .

Having a Hamiltonian atlas guarantees that a local Hamiltonian structure of a system
of ODEs in a single chart extends to all charts of the atlas by Lemma 2.23.

Definition 2.25 (Global Hamiltonian structure of a system of ODEs on E). Given
a Hamiltonian atlas U on E , a global Hamiltonian structure of a system on E is a
collection of Hamiltonian functions HU on each U ∈U defining a two-form Ω on E
via

Ω= FU (xU , yU )d xU ∧d yU +d HU ∧d t . (2.36)
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In the case of the Painlevé equations, the divisor associated to the symplectic form
ωt , i.e. the form with respect to which the Hamiltonian structure is defined, is the
unique effective anti-canonical divisor D t ∈ |−KX t |, see Section 2.5. After Okamoto’s
construction for PII, . . . , PVI, Kyoichi Takano and his collaborators constructed sym-
plectic atlases for E in the sense of Definition 2.20 [53, 55, 78]. The system extended
from Okamoto’s Hamiltonian form of the corresponding Painlevé equation then has
a global Hamiltonian structure and all Hamiltonians H = HU (xU , yU ; t), for U ∈ U ,
are polynomial functions of xU , yU . Further, Takano’s school showed that this is the
unique holomorphic global Hamiltonian structure extending meromorphically to X ,
so in this sense the manifold E determines the Painlevé equation uniquely.

We will present the space of initial conditions, symplectic atlas and global Hamil-
tonian structure for the sixth Painlevé equation in Appendix A.

3. THE SYSTEM ON THE HYPERSURFACE IN THE FIRST PARAMETRISATION

In this section we provide our first example of a system of two first-order differential
equations governing the restriction of system (1.1) to the hypersurface (1.2). The main
result of this section is Theorem 3.2 where we show that the restriction considered
possesses the Painlevé property, which is part of Theorem I.

3.1. The first parametrisation and the associated 2D system. In this subsection we
show how to derive a system of two first-order equations from (1.1). We adopt the
notation x̃(t ) = x(t ) = Rn(t ) and ỹ(t ) = R ′

n(t ).
In order to eliminate all the derivatives but ỹ ′(t ), we start by differentiating the first

equation of system (1.1) with respect to t and use other equations of the system to
eliminate the derivatives. Now, ỹ ′(t ) is expressed as a function of rn(t ), yn(t ) and x̃(t ).
The first equation of the system is also linear in yn(t ), and we can use it to solve with
respect to yn(t ). Substituting it into the expression for ỹ ′(t ) writes ỹ ′(t ) only in terms
of rn(t) and x̃(t). Finally, from (2.11), we get the following system of two first-order
differential equations:

x̃ ′ = ỹ , ỹ ′ = φ(x̃, ỹ ; t )

2(t −1)2t 2x̃(κ− x̃)(κ+ (t −1)x̃)
, (3.1)

where, φ is the polynomial:

φ=−(t −1)x̃4 (
6κ2 −β2 +4n

(
t 2 −6t

)
(κ−n)+ t 2(α+β+1)(α+β+2γ+1)

−t
(
2α(κ−2n)+2β(γ+1)+2γ+5(κ−2n)2))

−x̃2 (
κ2 (−κ2 +6β2 +4nt (κ−n)+ t 2 (

β2 −α2 +1
)+ t (2α(κ−2n)

−5β2 +2β(γ+1)+2γ
))+3t 2(t −1)3 ỹ2 +2κt

(
t 3 −5t 2 +6t −2

)
ỹ
)

+2(t −1)x̃3 (
(t −1)2t ỹ −2κ

(
β2 −κ2 +2nt (β+γ+n)+βγt + (κ−1)(α+1)t

))
−2κx̃

(−(
(t −2)(t −1)2t 2 ỹ2)+κt

(
2t 2 −3t +1

)
ỹ +β2κ2(t −2)

)
−κ2 (

β2κ2 − (t −1)2t 2 ỹ2)− (t −1)3x̃6 +2κ(t −2)(t −1)2x̃5.

(3.2)

Note that we also have the parametrisation of the invariant hypersurface in terms of x̃
and ỹ .



THE PAINLEVÉ EQUIVALENCE PROBLEM FOR A CONSTRAINED 3D SYSTEM 17

3.2. Space of initial conditions. We now construct a space of initial conditions for
the system (3.1). Moreover, by proceeding as in [27] we identify it with the KNY
Hamiltonian form (2.14) for the sixth Painlevé equation. As outlined in Section 2.4,
we consider the system as a rational vector field on C2 ×B , where B = C \ { 0,1 } has
coordinate t .

Now, to construct the space of initial conditions, see Section 2.4, we compactify the
fibres of the canonical projection πB : C2 ×B → B to the product P1

[x0:x1] ×P1
[y0:y1] by

considering the following identification:

x̃ = x0

x1
, ỹ = y0

y1
, (3.3)

where as usual we have omitted the t-dependence from x̃, ỹ and xi , yi for i = 0,1.
Precisely, each fibre (P1 ×P1)t , over t ∈ B , is covered by the four coordinate charts:

(x̃, ỹ),

(
x̃,

1

ỹ

)
=

(
x0

x1
,

y1

y0

)
,

(
1

x̃
, ỹ

)
=

(
x1

x0
,

y0

y1

)
,

(
1

x̃
,

1

ỹ

)
=

(
x1

x0
,

y1

y0

)
. (3.4)

After compactification the phase space for system (3.1) is then the trivial bundle
(P1 ×P1)×B over B . We perform a sequence of blow ups of the fibres over each t ∈ B ,
of points where the rational vector field defining the system has indeterminacies. We
perform the blow up at a point (x, y) = (a,b) as prescribed in [28, Propositions IV-21 &
IV-25]. This procedure introduces two charts whose coordinates we denote by (u, v)
and (U ,V ). In this setting the blow up map is given by

(u, v) (a +uv,b + v) = (x, y),

(U ,V ) (a +V ,b +UV ) = (x, y).
(3.5)

In these coordinates, the exceptional divisor of the blow up has local equations v =
V = 0.

We initially find the following points of indeterminacy on (P1 ×P1)t for the system
(3.1):

p1 =
(
[0 : 1] ,

[
βκ : t (1− t )

])
, p2 =

(
[0 : 1] ,

[
βκ : t (t −1)

])
,

p3 =
(
[κ : 1− t ] ,

[
(1−α)κ : (t −1)2]) , p4 =

(
[κ : 1− t ] ,

[
(1+α)κ : (t −1)2]) ,

p5 =
(
[κ : 1] ,

[
γκ : 1− t

])
, p6 =

(
[κ : 1] ,

[
γκ : t −1

])
,

p7 = ([1 : 0] , [1 : 0]) .

(3.6)

A direct computation shows that the indeterminacies at p1, . . . , p6 are resolved after
a single blow up. After blowing up p7, the system still has an indeterminacy point
on the corresponding exceptional curve. Precisely, adopting as usual the coordinates
coming from [28, Propositions IV-21 & IV-25] the indetermincy point is

p8 : (U7, V7) = (0,0). (3.7)

Then, if we blow up also p8 we find two further indeterminacies:

p9 : (u8, v8) = (−t ,0), p10 : (u8, v8) = (t ,0). (3.8)

Finally, the blow up of these two points regularises the system.
Denote by St the blow up of the fibre (P1 ×P1)t with center at the points pi , i =

1, . . . ,10. The inaccessible divisors on St are the proper transforms of the lines

{ x̃ = 0 } ,
{

x̃ = κ

1− t

}
, { x̃ = κ } , { x̃ =∞ } ,

{
ỹ =∞}

,
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and of the exceptional divisors over the points p8, p7, see Figure 3. Denote by D t

their union. Then, system (3.1) defines a uniform foliation of St \ D t , assuming D t

is inaccessible. Rather than establishing this directly by analysis of equation (3.1) on
St , we will deduce this via the transformation to the Hamiltonian form (2.14) of PVI.
Therefore, we have constructed a space of initial conditions for system (3.1).

Remark 3.1. We remark that, with abuse of notation, in Figure 3 we have denoted by
the same symbol Li the exceptional divisor over the point pi , for i = 1, . . . ,10, and its
proper transforms under blow up.

If we want to run the identification procedure, we need now to reach a minimal
space of initial conditions, i.e. a Sakai surface (see Remark 2.18). A direct computation
shows that St is not minimal as we can contract two curves without introducing new
indeterminacies, see Remark 2.16.

The first is the proper transform in St of the coordinate line { x̃ =∞ }, which has self-
intersection −1 and is inaccessible. The second is the image under the first contraction
of the exceptional line coming from the blow up of p7, which similarly is inaccessible
and it has self-intersection −1, see Lemma 2.6. Denote by D t the union of the (−2)-
curves on the resulting surface X t . Again a direct computation shows that the induced
system on X t has no indeterminacies and any contraction onto a smooth surface
does. Then we get a family X over B , and after removal of D t from each fibre we have
πX |E : E → B with fibre Et = X t \ D t such that the system (3.1) defines regular initial
value problems everywhere on E and a uniform foliation assuming D t is inaccessible
as will be confirmed below (see Remark 3.3). Summing up, this procedure leads
to a minimal space of initial conditions (X ,D) in the sense of Definition 2.12 and
Definition 2.14.

We depict the configuration of (−2)-curves of X t in the bottom-right corner of Fig-
ure 3. Precisely, curves of self-intersection −1, −2 are coloured in red, blue respectively,
see Section 2.3.

3.3. Relation between the first 2D system and PVI. Following the procedure in [27],
we can obtain a change of variables between the system (3.1) and the Hamiltonian
form (2.14) of PVI. This is the content of the following theorem and it is a part of
Theorem I.

Theorem 3.2. System (3.1) transforms to the Hamiltonian form (2.14) of the sixth
Painlevé equation with parameters

a0 =−γ, a1 = κ, a2 =−n −α, a3 =−β, a4 =α, (3.9)

via the transformation

f = κ+ (t −1)x̃

κ
, (3.10)

g = (t −1)
(
α−β−γ−1

)
x̃2 −κ(

1−α+2β+γ+ (α−β−1)t
)

x̃ +κ(
βκ+ (t −1)t ỹ

)
2(t −1)(x̃ −κ)x̃

.

(3.11)

The inverse transformation is given by

x̃ = κ( f −1)

t −1
, (3.12)
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1
ỹ = 0
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1−t
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p6

p7

p8
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p10

Blp1...p7
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p11
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Blp11

FIGURE 3. Sequence of blow ups and contraction from (P1 ×P1)t to X t .
Curves of self-intersection −1,−2,−3 are coloured in red, blue, green
respectively. See Remark 3.1 for notation.

ỹ = κ
[
(1−α)t + (

α−γ−1+ (α−β−1)t
)

f + (
1−α+β+γ)

f 2 +2( f −1)( f − t )g
]

(t −1)2t
.

(3.13)

This result comes from an isomorphism between X constructed in subsection 3.2
and the space of initial conditions X KNY for the KNY form of PVI in Appendix A. Inter-
preting the transformation (3.10-3.11) as a birational map C2

x̃,ỹ ×B 99KC2
f ,g ×B , this
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pulls back to a birational map X → X KNY, which is verified to be an isomorphism by
checking in charts. Then D and DKNY coincide under the pullback, as do the rational
vector fields defined by systems (3.1) and (2.14).

Remark 3.3. The identification in Theorem 3.2 also confirms that D t ⊂ X t from the
space of initial conditions constructed above for system (3.1) are inaccessible, since
DKNY

t are for system (2.14) on X KNY.

In particular, the function f defined in terms of the solution (x̃, ỹ) of the system
(3.1) solves the sixth Painlevé equation (2.13) with parameters

A = κ2

2
, B =−α

2

2
, C = β2

2
, D = 1

2
(1−γ2). (3.14)

Thus, we recover [56, Th. 3.5].

Remark 3.4. We remark that the identification of the system (3.1) with the Hamiltonian
form (2.14) of PVI presented in Theorem 3.2 is not unique. Indeed, the identification
is up to the action of the extended affine Weyl group of Bäcklund transformations
leaving PVI invariant. In Theorem 3.2 as a target representative we choose the same
copy of PVI as in [56], i.e. with parameters (3.14). We observe, that this is not the only
possible choice. In particular, in the theory of orthogonal polynomials there might be
additional considerations to choose a representative properly. For instance, matching
the evolution in n of the recurrence coefficients with some standard example of a
discrete Painlevé equation, or relating initial conditions for the recurrence coefficients
with the solutions of the Riccati equation which solves the sixth Painlevé equation for
a particular choice of parameters.

4. THE SYSTEM ON THE HYPERSURFACE IN THE SECOND PARAMETRISATION

In this section we analyse the system (1.1) subject to the constraint (1.4) as its
restriction to a Darboux surface. First, in Proposition 4.2 we prove the existence of a
Darboux surface and then, in Theorem 4.10, we identify the restriction with PVI, so
proving part of Theorem I.

4.1. The algebraic Darboux hypersurface St . In Section 2.1 we recalled how the sys-
tem (1.1) and the invariant algebraic surface St (1.2) arise from the theory of degener-
ate Jacobi unitary polynomials. In this subsection we show that the hypersurface St

(1.2) is defined by a Darboux polynomial for the system (1.1).
We recall that, given a system of (non-autonomous) first-order differential equations:

x′ = Ft (x), (4.1)

a Darboux function Pt = Pt (x) is a scalar function such that, on each solution of (4.1),
we have:

P ′
t (x) =Ct (x)Pt (x), (4.2)

for some function Ct , see [19, 67] and the book [35, Section 2.5] for a modern account
of this theory. The function Ct is usually called the cofactor of Pt . Moreover, when Pt

is a polynomial, it is usually called a Darboux polynomial, and its zero locus is said to
be a Darboux hypersurface.

Remark 4.1. We observe that looking for Darboux polynomials is a non-trivial task. In
the autonomous setting the problem of finding Darboux polynomials of an assigned
degree can be reduced to a problem of solving some polynomial equations, which can
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be addressed using tools from computational algebra, see e.g. [2]. On the other hand,
in the non-autonomous setting finding Darboux polynomials of an assigned degree
is a much harder problem involving the solution of a system of algebraic differential
equations.

The following proposition guarantees the existence of a Darboux polynomial for the
system (1.1), and it is part of Theorem I.

Proposition 4.2. The polynomial ht in (1.3) is a Darboux polynomial for the system
(1.1), i.e.:

h′
t =Ct ht , (4.3)

where the cofactor Ct is a rational function of t and x.

Proof. The proof consists of a direct computation which can be carried out with a com-
puter algebra system, e.g. Maple [52] or Mathematica [54]. For the sake of readability
we omit the explicit expression of Ct . □

We observe that the existence of a Darboux surface gives information about the
solutions of the system (1.1).

First of all, let us notice that given a solution x(t ) = (x, y, z)(t ) of the system (1.1), we
can write the general solution of (4.3) as

ht = h∗ηt , ηt = exp

(∫ t

Cξ(x(ξ))dξ

)
, (4.4)

where h∗ is a constant of integration. Clearly, if h∗ ≡ 0 then the solution x(t ) belongs
to the surface for all t ∈C\ { 0,1 }.

Second, the asymptotic behaviour near a movable singularity can be used to deter-
mine whether or not a solution stays in the surface. Indeed, let us assume that we have
a solution x∗(t ) of the system (1.1), admitting a pole-like movable singularity at t = t∗.
Then, since ht is a polynomial we have ht ∼ (t − t∗)λ for λ ∈ Z in a neighbourhood
of t∗. So, if a solution of the system (1.1) is devoid of essential singularities then the
functions ht and ηt are the same up to a potentially vanishing constant factor, i.e.
ht ∼ ηt or ht = 0. On the other hand, this forces Ct = µ(t − t∗)−1 +O(1) with µ ∈Z. If,
near a movable singularity t = t∗, the cofactor Ct has a different asymptotic behaviour,
then ht ≡ 0 along x∗(t ).

For instance, the system (1.1) admits a class of solutions x∗(t) with the following
behaviour in a neighbourhood of a movable singularity at t = t∗:

x∗(t ) = t∗(t − t∗)−1 +a0 + A(a0)(t − t∗)+O
(
(t − t∗)2) ,

y∗(t ) = t∗(t∗−1)2

κ−1
(t − t∗)−2 + 2t∗(t∗−1)

κ−1
(t − t∗)−1 +O(1),

z∗(t ) = t 2∗(t∗−1)

κ−1
(t − t∗)−2 + 2t∗(t∗−1)

κ−1
(t − t∗)−1 +O(1).

(4.5)

Here a0 is an arbitrary constant and A(a0) is a known rational function of a0 that can
be computed with a computer algebra system, e.g. Maple [52] or Mathematica [54],
but whose expression we omit for the sake of readability. Then, in a neighbourhood of
t = t∗ the cofactor Ct with respect to the solution (4.5) behaves as:

Ct =−κ−3

κ−1

1

t − t∗
+O(1), (4.6)
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implying ηt ∼ (t − t∗)−
κ−3
κ−1 . Since for generic values of κ the behaviour of ηt gives raise

to a branch point, we conclude that, for the class of solutions in (4.5) we have h∗ ≡ 0.
Hence, the family is entirely contained in the surface St .

As stated in the Introduction, in what follows we will prove that the system (1.1)
restricts to St in such a way that the resulting two-dimensional system possesses the
Painlevé property. Whether or not the “full” system (1.1) might possess the Painlevé
property remains an open problem, see Conjecture 1. We postpone its study to subse-
quent works. However, in Section 6 we will present some strong evidence for it. That
is, we will prove that there exists an algebraically integrable autonomous limit of the
system (1.1) whose dynamics is associated to an elliptic fibration. This is a strong indi-
cation that the system (1.1) possesses the Painlevé property since the two-dimensional
Painlevé equations can be constructed as de-autonomisations of two-dimensional
systems admitting an invariant elliptic fibration [73].

4.2. Parametrisation of the hypersurface. In this section, we produce a parametrisa-
tion for the surface St . The study of the singularities of St is crucial in our construction.
The issue in finding the parametrisation is that this surface is singular making it hard
to find a rational parametrisation. Our strategy to overcome this problem is to blow
up the surface St along a non-Cartier divisor in order to make it less singular and then
to look for a parametrisation, see [28, Example IV-27] and [21, App. A].

Definition 4.3. Let X be a quasi-projective variety. Recall that a Weil divisor is a formal
Z-linear combination of irreducible codimension-one subvarieties of X .

Remark 4.4. Recall that, when a codimension-one subvariety Y ⊂ X is Zariski locally
defined by one equation it is a Cartier divisor, see [41, Section II.6]. Similarly given a
Cartier divisor G = {

f m1
1 · · · f ms

s = 0
}
, with fi prime for all i = 1, . . . , s, we can cook up

the Weil divisor

DG =
s∑

i=1
mi ·

{
fi = 0

}
.

We will often implicitly make use of this identification.

Remark 4.5. Whenever X is smooth, the notions of Weil and Cartier divisors agree. For
an example of a Weil divisor which is non-Cartier, consider the line { x = z = 0 } on the
quadric cone

{
x y − z2 = 0

}⊂C3.

Definition 4.6. Let Y ⊂ X be a variety and a Weil divisor. The blow up of X centered
at Y is a birational projective morphism of varieties

BlY X Xε (4.7)

such that the preimage5 ε−1Y is a Cartier divisor, called the exceptional divisor, and
such that any other morphism having the same property factors through ε.

Remark 4.7. The blow up of a Weil divisor always exists and it is unique up to unique
isomorphism, see [28]. As for the basic case of the blow up of a singular point on
a surface, the blow up of a non-Cartier divisor is a powerful tool in the theory of
resolution of singularities.

5Here the notion of preimage is purely algebraic and the precise definition can be found in [41,
Caution II-7.12.2]. However, we omit it as it is unnecessary for our purpose.
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All the instances we consider will be blow ups of X with center Y , where Y is a
complete intersection in the ambient space where X is located. In this case the blow
up can be computed as explained in [28, Propositions IV-21 & IV-25].

We start by considering a suitable compactification S t of St . Namely, first we con-
sider the inclusion

St P2
[y0:y1:y2] ×P1

[x0:x1]

(x, y, z) ([y : z : 1], [x : 1])

(4.8)

and then we consider the closure S t ⊂P2
[y0:y1:y2] ×P1

[x0:x1].

Remark 4.8. We stress that, as in previous sections, we omit the t-dependence im-
plicitly assuming we are working with the fibres of a trivial B-bundle, e.g. in the case
(C2 ×P1)×B , we write C2 ×P1 in place of (C2 ×P1)t to denote the fibre over t ∈ B .

In technical terms, the equation of the surface S t can be obtained by replacing

y = y0

y2
, z = y1

y2
, x = x0

x1
(4.9)

in ht , see (1.3). A direct check shows that the hypersurface S t has only isolated singu-
larities.

We focus now on the affine chart

S1,1,t =
{

([y0 : y1 : y2], [x0 : x1]) ∈ S t

∣∣∣ x1, y1 ̸= 0
}
⊂ S t . (4.10)

The surface S1,1,t is singular at

P1 =
{

x0 + κ

t −1
= y0 = y2 = 0

}
, P2 =

{
x0 −κ= y0 −1 = y2 = 0

}
. (4.11)

We blow up now the non-Cartier divisor

Y = {
x0(1− t + t y0)−κ= y2 = 0

}⊂ S1,1,t (4.12)

passing through both P1 and P2. A direct check shows that this blow up resolves the
two singularities P1,P2 ∈ S1,1,t . We also remark that the curve Y is an indeterminacy of
system (1.1). The surface S1,1,t lives in the affine space C3 with coordinates y0, y2, x0.
Hence, the blow up BlY S1,1,t lives in BlY C

3 [28, Propositions IV-21]. We have

BlY C
3 =

{
((y0, y2, x0)(t ), [u : v](t )) ∈C3 ×P1

∣∣∣∣ rank

(
u v
y2 x0(1− t + t y0)−κ

)
≤ 1

}
.

(4.13)
Since we look for a rational parametrisation, it is worth restricting to the chart

S̃t ⊂ BlY S1,1,t given by

S̃t =
{

(y0, y2, x0, [u : v]) ∈ BlY S1,1,t
∣∣ u ̸= 0

}
. (4.14)

The equation of S̃t is derived by replacing

y2 = v(x0(1− t + t y0)−κ) (4.15)

in the equation of S1,1,t and dividing by the equation of the exceptional divisor in
BlY C

3.
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Finally, we notice that y0 is a rational function of x0 and v . This gives us the surface
parametrisation. Explicitly:

y0 =
(κ+ (t −1)x0)

(
1+nt v2x0(γ+n) (κ+ (t −1)x0) − v

(
βκ−x0(β+2nt +γt )

))
t x0

(
nt v2x0(γ+n) (κ+ (t −1)x0)+ v

(
κ(κ−β−1)+x0(−α+ (2n +γ)(t −1))

)+1
) .

(4.16)

4.3. The 2D system in the second parametrisation. Now, we study the restriction,
to the hypersurface S̃t , of the lift to the blow up BlY C

3 of the system (1.1). Via the
parametrisation obtained above, it consists of two equations in the variables x0 and v .
Namely, by direct computation from equation (4.16) the system reads:

x ′
0 =

v
(
((t −1)x0 +κ)(x0 −β)− t x0(α+1)

)+2

(t −1)t v
,

v ′ =− η(x0, v, t )

(t −1)t x0 (κ−x0) (κ+ (t −1)x0)
,

(4.17)

where

η(x0, v ; t ) = κ2 −nt v2x2
0(γ+n) (κ+ (t −1)x0) 2

+ v
(
x0

(
x0

(
(t −1)x0

(−2(κ+β)+ t (2α+2β+1)− (t −1)x0
)

−κ(5β+κ+ t (α(t −2)+β(t −6)−1))
)

−2βκ2(t −2)
)−βκ3)+2κ(t −2)x0 −3(t −1)x2

0 .

(4.18)

Remark 4.9. The birational transformation between S̃t and St is

S̃t St

(x0, v)

(
x0,

−y0

v
(
κ+x0

(
t −1− t y0

)) ,
−1

v
(
κ+x0

(
t −1− t y0

))) (4.19)

and it has inverse

St S̃t

(x, y, z)

(
x0,

1

x(t y − t z + z)−κz

)
.

(4.20)

Now, Theorem 3.2 implies that given a solution ( f , g ) of system (2.14) with parame-
ters chosen according to (3.9), the triple x, y, z defined by

x = κ( f −1)

(t −1)
,

y = ( f 2 − g (1+ t ))
(
α+n − g

)2 + t
(
α− g

)(
κ−1− g

)− g (α+n − g )
(
γ+β)

(κ−1)t
,

z =
( f −1)

(
f 2

(
α+n − g

)2 + t g
(
g −α)− f

(
g −α−n

)(
(n +γ)− (1− t )− tα+ (t +1)g

))
(t −1)(κ−1) f

,

(4.21)
is a solution of the system (1.1) lying on St , and we have

f = κ+ (t −1)x

κ
, g = n +α+ κ((κ+ (t −1)x)z − t x(n + y))

(t −1)(κ−x)x
. (4.22)
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Note that the birational transformations

C2
t St

( f , g ) (x, y, z)

Ψ St C2
t

(x, y, z) ( f , g )

Φ

(4.23)

defined in (4.21) and (4.22) are inverse to each other, i.e. they satisfy

Φ◦Ψ= IdC2
t

and Ψ◦Φ= IdSt . (4.24)

Summing up, we obtain the following equivalence between system (4.17) and the
Hamiltonian form of PVI, which is part of Theorem I.

Theorem 4.10. The systems (4.17) and (2.14) are related by the change of variables

f = (t −1)x0 +κ
κ

, g = κ+x0v ((α+n)(x0(t −1)+κ)−αtκ)

(t −1)x0(x0 −κ)v
, (4.25)

with parameters identified in the same way as in Theorem 3.2, i.e. according to

a0 =−γ, a1 = κ, a2 =−n −α, a3 =−β, a4 =α. (4.26)

Remark 4.11. The change of variables inverse to (4.25) is

x0 = κ( f −1)

(t −1)
, v =− 1− t

κ( f −1)
(

f (α+n − g )+ t (g −α)
) . (4.27)

Remark 4.12. The transformations to the KNY Hamiltonian form (2.14) from system
(3.1) in Theorem 3.2 and from system (4.17) in Theorem 4.10 lead to the following
relation between the two parametrisations:

x̃ = x0, ỹ = 2+ v
(
(t −1)x2

0 +
(
κ+β− t (α+β+1)

)
x0 −βκ

)
t (t −1)v

. (4.28)

4.4. Space of initial conditions. We now turn to the problem of constructing the
space of initial conditions for the system (4.17). For the sake of readability, first we
rescale the variable x0 as x0 → κx0 in system (4.17), and abuse notation rather than
introduce a new symbol. Then, for convenience we compactify the parametrisation to
the first Hirzebruch surface F1 [43] instead of the more common compactification to
P1 ×P1 = F0, see Section 2.3.

Following, for instance, [83] the surface F1 can be defined as the gluing of four affine
charts with coordinates:

(ξ0,υ0) =
(

1

ξ1
,ξ1υ1

)
=

(
1

ξ2
,
ξ2

υ2

)
=

(
ξ3,

1

υ3

)
(ξ1,υ1) =

(
1

ξ0
,ξ0υ0

)
(ξ2,υ2) =

(
1

ξ0
,

1

ξ0υ0

)
(ξ3,υ3) =

(
ξ0,

1

υ0

)
.

(4.29)

Notice that, in (4.29), we have given some transition functions of the given atlas.
Note also that the lines C+ = {υ2 = 0 }∪ {υ3 = 0 } and C− = {υ0 = 0 }∪ {υ1 = 0 } have self
intersection 1 and -1 respectively, see Section 2.3. This can be seen by noting that
the union of the first and the second chart (resp. the third and the fourth chart) is
isomorphic to the total space of the line bundle OC+(1) (resp. OC−(−1)), see Section 2.3.
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Let us rewrite the system (4.17) in terms of the coordinates of the zeroth chart of F1

via (x0, v) = (ξ0,υ0):

ξ′0 =
υ0

(
ξ0

(
β+κ− t (α+β+1)+ (t −1)ξ0

)−βκ)+2

(t −1)tυ0
,

υ′0 =− η(ξ0,υ0, t )

(t −1)tξ0 (κ−ξ0) (κ+ (t −1)ξ0)
,

(4.30)

where η(ξ0,υ0, t ) is the function in (4.18) evaluated at (x0, v, t ) = (ξ0,υ0, t ).
Then, the system (4.30) has the following indeterminacy points:

π1 : (ξ3,υ3) = (0,0), π2 : (ξ3,υ3) = (0,κβ),

π3 : (ξ3,υ3) = (1,−tn), π4 : (ξ3,υ3) = (1,−(γ+n)t ),

π5 : (ξ3,υ3) =
(
− 1

t −1
,0

)
, π6 : (ξ3,υ3) =

(
− 1

t −1
,− tα

t −1

)
π7 : (ξ1,υ1) = (0,0).

(4.31)

The first six are contained in the third chart and resolved after a single blow up, while
indeterminacy point π7 is located at the origin of the first chart and it requires one
further blow up to be resolved.

Adopting the same notation as in Section 3, we denote by (ui , vi ) and (Ui ,Vi ) the
coordinate charts covering the exceptional divisor over the point πi , for i = 1, . . . ,7, see
(3.5). In these coordinates, the eighth indeterminacy point is given by:

π8 : (u7, v7) = (κ(1− t ),0) . (4.32)

After blowing up the point π8 we get a surface X t whose configuration of (−2)-curves
D t ,i , for i = 0, . . . ,4 is depicted in the bottom picture in Figure 4. Precisely, they
intersect according to the D(1)

4 configuration associated with PVI and their union
D t =⋃4

i=0 D t ,i is the inaccessible divisor. After removing D t from X t , we get the space
E over B , with fibre Et = X t \ D t , of which the system defines a uniform foliation.

Note that the surface obtained after blowing up the eight points πi , i = 1, . . . ,8 is
minimal, in the sense of Definition 2.14. Theorem 4.10 provides an isomorphism
between X constructed from system (4.17) and X KNY in Appendix A.

Remark 4.13. We observe that we could resolve the indeterminacy points of the system
(4.17) considering the more common compactification F0 =P1 ×P1. However, in this
particular case we have to underline that compactifying the system (4.17) inside F0

present an additional difficulty: a seemingly infinite cascade of indeterminacy points.
This fact underlines again the importance of the choice of compactification: albeit the
final results will be equivalent upon minimisation, the number of steps to reach it can
be different. See Appendix C for an extended discussion of this phenomenon and its
solution.

5. HAMILTONIAN STRUCTURE OF THE 3D SYSTEM ON THE HYPERSURFACE

In this section we construct the Hamiltonian structures of the system (1.1) of differ-
ential equations restricted to the hypersurface (1.2), as considered in Sections 3 and 4.
In Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.10 we identified the systems (3.1) and (4.17) with a
Hamiltonian form of the sixth Painlevé equation. The systems having as spaces of ini-
tial conditions the ones constructed in Sections 3.2 and 4.4 and system (2.14) from [45]
are related by a birational equivalences of the associated surfaces with X KNY

t after
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F1

υ0 = 0 υ1 = 0

υ3 = 0 υ2 = 0

ξ0 = 0

ξ3 = 0 ξ2 = 0ξ3 = 0

ξ1 = 0ξ0 = κ ξ0 = κ
1−t

π1

π2

π3

π4

π5

π6
π7

π8

Blπ1...π7

π8

Blπ8

D0

D2

D1 D3

D4

Blπ1...π8

FIGURE 4. Sequence of blow ups and surface for system (4.17) with F1

compactification, with (−1)-curves in red and (−2)-curves in blue.

appropriate matching of parameters, see Appendix A. Moreover, the birational trans-
formations relating them allow us to pull back the Hamiltonian atlas in Appendix A
from E KNY to the respective manifolds. Then, both systems have a global Hamiltonian
structure, which is exactly that of the sixth Painlevé equation. We will present this
structure in Proposition 5.5 which is part of Theorem I of the Introduction.

Remark 5.1. The systems in the coordinates (x̃, ỹ) and (x0, v), in (3.1) and (4.17) re-
spectively, do not have a local Hamiltonian structure, because the symplectic form
associated with the anti-canonical divisor is t-dependent when written in these charts.
We expand on this in the next section.

5.1. Local Hamiltonian structures. In this subsection we provide a local Hamiltonian
structure for the second system (4.17) by considering the compactification F1. A similar
approach also works for the first system (3.1), as we will explain at the end of this
subsection.

In the chart (x0, v) the rational two-form ωt providing the anti-canonical divisor D t

as its divisor of poles is given by

ωt = kdt x0 ∧dt v

x0(x0 −κ)((1− t )x0 −κ)v2
, (5.1)

uniquely up to the non-zero constant k ∈C∗. Indeed, in these coordinates we cannot
find a local Hamiltonian structure for the system (4.17) with respect to ωt , because of
the t-dependence in (5.1). That is, there is no function H(x0, v, t ) rational in x0 and v
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with coefficients analytic in t such that system (4.17) is written as

κx ′
0

x0(x0 −κ) ((1− t )x0 −κ) v2
= ∂H

∂v
,

κv ′

x0(x0 −κ) ((1− t )x0 −κ) v2
=−∂H

∂x0
. (5.2)

Indeed, equations (5.2) are incompatible when regarded as a pair of partial differential

equations for H , i.e. ∂2H
∂x0∂v ̸= ∂2H

∂v∂x0
.

Therefore, for the system (4.17) we aim to find coordinates in which the symplectic
form is t-independent.

Recall the atlas for the Hirzebruch surface F1
∼= Blp P

2 as in the previous section, i.e.
the four charts (ξi ,υi ), for i = 0,1,2,3, with gluing defined by (4.29).

Again regarding the variables x0 and v from the system (4.17) as the coordinates
for the chart (ξ0,υ0) via ξ0 = x0, υ0 = v , the rational two-form (5.1) is written in these
coordinates as

ωt = kdtξ0 ∧dtυ0

ξ0(ξ0 −κ)((1− t )ξ0 −κ)υ2
0

, (5.3)

where k is possibly t-dependent and will be chosen appropriately later. We need to
remedy the t-dependence in the factor ((1− t)ξ0 −κ), and we do this by obtaining a
change of our atlas for F1 such that the problematic t-dependent divisor is not visible
in one of the new charts, and in this chart the system will have a local Hamiltonian
structure. We represent this procedure to find the coordinate change in Figure 5.

First contract the (−1)-curve C− on F1, with local equations υ0 = 0, υ1 = 0, to get
P2, denoting by π : F1 →P2 the contraction, see Remark 2.8. For P2 take the following
homogeneous coordinates

[Z0 : Z1 : Z2] = [ξ0υ0 : υ0 : 1] = [υ1 : ξ1υ1 : 1] (5.4)

so that the point p =π(C−) is at the origin in the coordinates

(r, s) =
(

Z0

Z2
,

Z1

Z2

)
= (ξ0υ0,υ0) = (υ1,ξ1υ1) . (5.5)

The two-form (5.3) pushed forward under π is then given by

π∗(ωt ) = kdt r ∧dt s

r (r −κs)((1− t )r −κs)
. (5.6)

Consider the linear system of lines in P2 passing through p, which is written in coordi-
nates

L = {
Lλ :λ0Z0 +λ1Z1 = 0

∣∣ λ= [λ0 :λ1] ∈P1 }∼=P1. (5.7)

The poles of π∗(ωt ) then correspond to the lines

L[1:0] = { Z0 = 0 } , L[1:−κ] = { Z0 = κZ1 } , L[t−1:κ] = { (1− t )Z0 = κZ1 } . (5.8)

We look for a change of homogeneous coordinates for P2, say

[Z0 : Z1 : Z2] ↔ [Ẑ0 : Ẑ1 : Ẑ2], (5.9)

corresponding to a Möbius transformation of L , that fixes the origin in the (r, s) chart
as well as the line at infinity { Z2 = 0 }. We want this to be such that in the linear system{

L̂λ̂ : λ̂0Ẑ0 + λ̂1Ẑ1 = 0
∣∣ λ̂= [λ̂0 : λ̂1] ∈P1 }

(5.10)

the lines on which the two-form has poles are given by

L̂[1:0] =
{

Ẑ0 = 0
}

, L̂[1:−1] =
{

Ẑ0 = Ẑ1
}

, L̂[0:1] =
{

Ẑ1 = 0
}

. (5.11)
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A direct calculation shows that this is achieved by a change of coordinates

Z0 = AẐ0,

Z1 = A
κ

(
(1− t )Ẑ0 + t Ẑ1

)
,

Z2 = B Ẑ2,

Ẑ0 = 1
A Z0,

Ẑ1 = 1
At ((t −1)Z0 +κZ1) ,

Ẑ2 = 1
B Z2,

(5.12)

where A,B are nonzero and possibly t-dependent, and will be chosen appropriately

below. Now, taking the coordinates (r̂ , ŝ) =
(

Ẑ0

Ẑ2
, Ẑ1

Ẑ2

)
, we blow up the origin (r̂ , ŝ) = (0,0)

reaching a new copy of F1. The projection π̂ : F1 → P2 is given in coordinates by
π̂ : (ξ̂0, υ̂0) 7→ (r̂ , ŝ) = (ξ̂0υ̂0, υ̂0), and we have the new coordinates (ξ̂i , υ̂i ), i = 0,1,2,3,
defined by

ξ̂0 = tξ0

κ+ (t −1)ξ0
, υ̂0 = B

At
υ0 (κ+ (t −1)ξ0) , (5.13)

and the remaining ξ̂i , υ̂i with the same gluing as before, i.e. (4.29) with hats.
By design, the problematic t-dependent pole of ωt is not visible in the chart (ξ̂0, υ̂0).

Indeed, we have

ωt = −B

Aκt

kdt ξ̂0 ∧dt υ̂0

ξ̂0(ξ̂0 −1)υ̂2
0

, (5.14)

so we choose A = 1, B = κt . We also choose k = κ for neater matching with the Hamil-
tonian system for ( f , g ) through Theorem 4.10, but this is without loss of generality.
Then the system becomes Hamiltonian in these coordinates as follows.

Proposition 5.2. In the coordinates

ξ̂0 = tξ0

κ+ (t −1)ξ0
, υ̂0 = κυ0 (κ+ (t −1)ξ0) , (5.15)

the system (4.17) has a local Hamiltonian structure with respect to ωt . Explicitly,

κξ̂′0
ξ̂0(1− ξ̂0)υ̂2

0

= ∂H

∂υ̂0
,

κυ̂′0
ξ̂0(1− ξ̂0)υ̂2

0

=−∂H

∂ξ̂0
,

H = κ(βυ̂0 −κ)

(t −1)ξ̂0υ̂
2
0

+ (κ+nυ̂0)(κ+ (n +γ)υ̂0)

t (t −1)(1− ξ̂0)υ̂2
0

+ ακ

t υ̂0
.

(5.16)

This Hamiltonian structure coincides with that of the KNY form (2.14) of PVI under
the identification in Theorem 4.10. The identification induces a birational transforma-
tion ϕ :C2 ×B 99KC2 ×B , for B =C\ { 0,1 }, defined in coordinates (ξ̂0, υ̂0; t) 7→ ( f , g ; t)
explicitly as

ξ̂0 = t ( f −1)

(t −1) f
, υ̂0 = κ(t −1) f

( f −1)
(

f (α+n − g )+ t (g −α)
) , (5.17)

or conversely

f = t

t − (t −1)ξ̂0
, g = tκ+ ξ̂0

(
κ(1− t )+ (n +α(t −1)(ξ̂0 −1))υ̂0

)
(t −1)(ξ̂0 −1)ξ̂0υ̂0

. (5.18)

Under ϕ we have the equality of rational two-forms

ϕ∗ (
ωKNY +d H KNY

VI ∧d t
)=ω+d H ∧d t , (5.19)

where

ωKNY = d f ∧d g

f
, ω= κd ξ̂0 ∧d υ̂0

ξ̂0(1− ξ̂0)υ̂2
0

, (5.20)
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and H KNY
VI is given by (2.18).

F1

C−
y0 = 0 y1 = 0

y3 = 0 y2 = 0

x0 = 0

x3 = 0

x1 = 0

x2 = 0

x0 = κ x0 = κ
1−t

∼

F1

ŷ0 = 0 ŷ1 = 0

ŷ3 = 0 ŷ2 = 0

x̂0 = 0

x̂3 = 0

x̂1 = 0

x̂2 = 0

x̂0 = 1

π

P2

Z2 = 0

Z0 = 0

L[1:0]

Z1 = 0

L[0:1]L[1:−κ] L[t−1:−κ]

rs

π̂

∼

P2

Ẑ2 = 0

Ẑ0 = 0

L̂[1:0]

Ẑ1 = 0

L̂[0:1]L̂[1:−1]

r̂ŝ

FIGURE 5. Coordinate change for F1 in order to obtain a local Hamil-
tonian structure for system (4.17), with locations of poles of ωt in blue.

A similar trick can be employed in the case of system (3.1) in the first parametrisa-
tion studied in Section 3, to obtain coordinates, related in a relatively simple way to
x̃, ỹ , in which the system (3.1) has a local Hamiltonian structure.

Recall the sequence of blow ups and blow downs performed to construct a minimal
space of initial conditions for system (3.1) from the P1×P1 compactification, as shown
in Figure 3. In this case the rational two-form with respect to which the Hamiltonian
structure should be defined is given in coordinates x̃, ỹ by

ωt = kdt x̃ ∧ ỹ

x̃(x̃ −κ)((1− t )x̃ −κ)
, (5.21)

again unique up to the choice of the possibly t-dependent constant k. This is similar
to the two-form considered above in the (x0, v)-chart as in (5.1), but with the P1 ×P1

compactification this has not only poles along the lines {x̃ = 0}, {x̃ = κ} and {x̃ =
κ

1−t }, but also zeroes along {x̃ =∞}. These zeroes are an artifact of the contractions
Blp12 ◦Blp11 as in Figure 3 required to arrive at a minimal space of initial conditions on
which the two-form has only poles.
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The problematic t-dependent factor ((1− t )x̃ −κ) in the two-form (5.21) can be
dealt with by a combination of elementary transformations and the same trick as
above. After the blow up of P1 ×P1 centred at p7 : (x̃, ỹ) = (∞,∞), if we contract the
proper transform of the line {x̃ =∞} we arrive at a copy of F1, i.e. we have performed
an elementary transformation P1 ×P1 = F0 99K F1 as in Figure 2. Then we are in a
similar situation to that considered above, with three lines along which the two-form
has poles, one of which is t-dependent. We make a coordinate change for F1 then
go back to P1 ×P1 via another elementary transformation. The result is the following
counterpart to Proposition 5.2.

Proposition 5.3. After making the birational change of variables from (x̃, ỹ) to (x̂, ŷ)
according to

x̂ = t x̃

κ+ (t −1)x̃
, ŷ = t (t −1)ỹ

2(κ+ (t −1)x̃)
, (5.22)

the system (3.1) has a local Hamiltonian structure with respect to

ωt = dt x̂ ∧dt ŷ

x̂(x̂ −1)
. (5.23)

Explicitly, the system (3.1) after the change (5.22) reads

x̂ ′

x̂(x̂ −1)
= ∂H

∂ŷ
,

ŷ ′

x̂(x̂ −1)
=−∂H

∂x̂
, (5.24)

where H = H(x̂, ŷ ; t ) is a Hamiltonian function, rational in its arguments, that can be
computed explicitly.

Let us give more details of the geometric meaning of the transformation (5.22), as
depicted in Figure 6. After arriving at the copy of F1 as explained above, we contract

the (−1)-curve given in coordinates by
{

ỹ = 0
}∪{

x̃
ỹ = 0

}
. We then arrive at P2 with

homogeneous coordinates [Z0 : Z1 : Z2] = [1 : x̃ : ỹ], perform an appropriate change
[Z0 : Z1 : Z2] 7→ [Ẑ0 : Ẑ1 : Ẑ2], then blow back up to F1, similarly to in Figure 5. This
provides a genuine change of atlas for F1, with (x̂, ŷ) as set of affine coordinates
corresponding to (ξ3,υ3) in the atlas as shown in the top-left picture from Figure 4.
We then perform the same steps in reverse, i.e. blow up the point ( 1

x̂ , ỹ
x̃ ) = (0,0), then

contract the proper transform of the curve
{ 1

x̂ = 0
}

to a point p̂7 : (x̂, ŷ) = (∞,∞).
This leads to P1 ×P1 with (x̂, ŷ) as an affine chart, and we regard the transformation
(x̃, ỹ) 7→ (x̂, ŷ) in (5.22) as a birational mapping between two copies of P1 ×P1. The
problematic t-dependent line

{
x̃ = κ

1−t

}
is sent under this to p̂7, so it is not visible in

the (x̂, ŷ) coordinates. This explains the form of the transformation (5.22), in particular
the denominators of the rational functions giving x̂, ŷ .

Remark 5.4. The propositions above can also be obtained analytically. However, an
appropriate Ansatz is needed. For the system (4.17) in the second parametrisation one
can search for a transformation in the form

ξ̂0 = f1(t )ξ0

κ+ (t −1)ξ0
, v̂0 = f2(t )v0(κ+ (t −1)ξ0)

with functions f1 and f2 to be determined. Notice that choosing f1(t) = t causes
the factor (t ξ̂0 − f1) in the denominator of the rational expression for v̂ ′

0 to factorise,
and f2 can be taken as a constant. Then the system for ξ̂0 and v̂0 can be written in
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Hamiltonian form with respect to the two-form as above. For the system (3.1) in the
first parametrisation, taking a similar Ansatz

x̂ = f1(t )x̃

κ+ (t −1)x̃
, ŷ = f2(t )ỹ

κ+ (t −1)x̃
and similar considerations yield f1(t) = t . Then f2 is chosen according to the com-
patibility condition of the pair of partial differential equations for the Hamiltonian
function, which gives (1−2t ) f2 + (t −1)t f ′

2 = 0.

5.2. Global Hamiltonian structure. As remarked above, the identification of the sys-
tem on the hypersurface in either parametrisation with the Okamoto Hamiltonian
form of PVI means that it inherits a global Hamiltonian structure on the space of initial
conditions. Using the identifications in Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.10, the global
Hamiltonian structure of PVI in Appendix (A.2) is inherited by systems (3.1) and (4.17).
This is the content of Proposition 5.5 which is part of Theorem I in the Introduction.

Proposition 5.5. The coordinates (xi , yi ), i = 0,1, . . . ,5, of the symplectic atlas in Propo-
sition A.2 for E KNY from the KNY Hamiltonian form of PVI can be pulled back under the
identification in Theorem 4.10 to provide a symplectic atlas for the space E constructed
in Section 4 from the system in the second parametrisation (4.17).

Similarly they can be pulled back under the identification in Theorem 3.2 to provide
a symplectic atlas for the space constructed in Section 3 from the system in the first
parametrisation (3.1).

Further, the system on the hypersurface in either parametrisation has a global Hamil-
tonian structure provided by the pullback of ΩKNY in Corollary A.3 under the corre-
sponding identification.

Proof. The proof consists of a direct check comparing the coordinates (xi , yi ; t ) with
those introduced according to the convention (3.5). This can be done using a com-
puter algebra system, e.g. Maple [52] or Mathematica [54]. Concretely, note that the
coordinates (x0, y0) from the symplectic atlas for E KNY in Proposition A.2 are related to
the variables (x̃, ỹ) from system (3.1) via the identification in Theorem 3.2 by

x0 = 1+ (t −1)x̃

κ
,

y0 =
κ

[
(t −1)(α−β−γ−1)x̃2 +κ(βκ+ t (t −1)ỹ)−κ(

1−α+2β+γ+ t (α−β−1)
)

x̃
]

2(t −1)x̃ (x̃ −κ) (κ− (t −1)x̃)
,

(5.25)
with the remaining coordinates (xi , yi ), i = 1, . . . ,5, related to x̃, ỹ via the gluing in
Proposition A.2 together with (5.25). It can be directly checked that these provide an
atlas for E as constructed in Section 3.

Similarly the charts from the symplectic atlas are related to the variables (ξ0,υ0) in
system (4.17) via Theorem 4.10 by

x0 = 1+ (t −1)ξ0

κ
,

y0 =
κ

[
κ+κ(n +α− tα)ξ0υ0 + (t −1)(α+n)ξ2

0υ0
]

(t −1)ξ0(ξ0 −κ)(κ+ (t −1)ξ0)υ0
,

(5.26)

with the remaining coordinates (xi , yi ), i = 1, . . . ,5, related to ξ0,υ0 via the gluing in
Proposition A.2 together with (5.26). It can be directly checked that these provide an
atlas for E as constructed in Section 4.
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ŷ = 0

x̂ = 0 1
x̂ = 0x̂ = 1

p̂7

Blp̂7Blp7

Blp7

(
P1 ×P1

) L7

Blp̂7
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FIGURE 6. Construction of the birational map P1 × P1 99K P1 × P1,
(x̃, ỹ) 7→ (x̂, ŷ) in Proposition 5.3. (−1)-curves are coloured in red, and
components of div(ωt ) are indicated by dashed lines.

□
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6. AN AUTONOMOUS LIMIT OF THE SYSTEM OF THREE FIRST-ORDER DIFFERENTIAL

EQUATIONS

In this section we examine in details an autonomous limit of the three-dimensional
system (1.1) which reduces to autonomous, i.e. time-independent, system of three
ODEs and we prove part of Theorem I in Proposition 6.8. In particular, we show the
existence of an integrable autonomous limit whose orbits are elliptic curves. This
suggests that the full three-dimensional system might possess the Painlevé property.

We recall that in the case of second-order Painlevé differential equations similar
autonomous limits are integrable in terms of elliptic functions. The same is true
in the case of discrete Painlevé equations whose autonomous limits, including QRT
maps [68, 69], have spaces of initial conditions consisting of rational elliptic surfaces
[6, 22, 86].

Remark 6.1. We remark that also the opposite procedure is possible, i.e. the deau-
tonomisation of differential and difference equations. We recall the Painlevé α-test [13,
37, 88] for the continuous case, and the preservation of singularity patterns [37, 38] in
the discrete setting. We just mention that those methods usually become unpractical
for systems in dimension higher than two, due to the complexity of the calculations
involved.

We start this section by reviewing some key tools to build the associated Poisson
tensor and prove Liouville integrability for the autonomous system.

6.1. Construction of a Poisson bracket from first integrals. Recall that a system of
(autonomous) first-order ODEs (4.1) is said to be volume preserving if there exists a
volume form Ω, such that the Lie derivative of Ω along the vector field defined by the
system vanishes. More explicitly, let Ft = F = (F1(x), . . . ,Fn(x)) be the right-hand side
of (4.1). Then the associated vector field is:

Γ=
n∑

i=1
Fi (x)∂xi , (6.1)

and a volume form has the coordinate expression Ω= w(x)d x1∧. . .∧d xn . So, denoting
by LΓ the Lie derivative, the condition of being volume preserving is LΓΩ = 0. In
coordinates, one has the expression:

LΓΩ=
n∑

i=1

∂

∂xi
(w(x)Fi (x)) = 0. (6.2)

Remark 6.2. Throughout this section, when no confusion is possible, we omit the
subscript t on a function not depending explicitly on time.

In what follows, we will make extensive use of the following results regarding au-
tonomous systems.

Theorem 6.3 ( [4, Proposition 3] ). Consider a system of autonomous first-order ODEs.
Assume that:

• the system preserves the volume form Ω;
• there exist I1, . . . , In−2 functionally independent first integrals.

Then, choosing the n-multivector τ such that τ⌟Ω= 1, the 2-tensor:

J = τ⌟d I1⌟ . . .⌟d In−2, (6.3)

is a Poisson tensor for the system of autonomous first-order ODEs.
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In particular, in the case of integrable three-dimensional systems we have the fol-
lowing statement.

Corollary 6.4 ( [4, Corollary 16] ). Consider a three-dimensional system of autonomous
first-order ODEs. Assume that the system is integrable, in the sense that it admits two
functionally independent first integrals I1, I2, and a preserved volume Ω. Then, the
system is multi-Poissonian with Poisson structures J1 = τ⌟d I1 and J2 = τ⌟d I2 where the
n-multivector τ satisfies τ⌟Ω= 1.

The most delicate point in Theorem 6.3 is to find a preserved volume, a problem
for which, in general, there is no finite algorithm. However, there are cases where an
algorithmic construction is possible, as highlighted in the following result.

Lemma 6.5. Consider a system of autonomous first-order ODEs. Let P be a Darboux
function whose cofactor satisfies:

C =
n∑

i=1

∂Fi

∂xi
. (6.4)

Then, the volume form:

ΩP = 1

P (x)
d x1 ∧ . . .∧d xn (6.5)

is preserved by the ODE system.

Proof. By the condition of volume invariance written as in equation (6.2) we have:

LΓΩP =
n∑

i=1

∂

∂xi

(
Fi (x)

P (x)

)
= 1

P 2(x)

n∑
i=1

(
P (x)

∂Fi

∂xi
−Fi (x)

∂P

∂xi

)
. (6.6)

Using the defining property of a Darboux function whose cofactor is given by (6.4) we
obtain the vanishing of the last sum. This ends the proof. □

6.2. Autonomous limit of PVI. As noted above, constructing autonomous limits is in
general a tricky task, as there is no algorithm for it. So, before proceeding to discuss
autonomous limits of system (1.1), we review some known autonomous limits of PVI.

One such limit is given for instance in [1, Eqs. (14), (15)]. In our notation, let
the function f (t) solve equation (2.13) with parameters A, B , C , D. Let us denote,
with abuse of notation, by f (s) the composition f (a +εs), for a ̸= 0,1. Then, fixing
parameters

A = (a −1)2a2b

ε2
, B = ac(a −1)2

ε2
, C = a2d(a −1)

ε2
, D = ae(a −1)

ε2
(6.7)

and taking the limit ε→ 0, the function f (s) solves the so-called I49 equation, see [40],
given by

f ′′ = 1

2

(
1

f −a
+ 1

f
+ 1

f −1

)
( f ′)2 + f ( f −1)( f −a)

(
b + c

f 2
+ d

( f −1)2
+ e

( f −a)2

)
. (6.8)

Equation (6.8) can be solved in terms of elliptic functions. This equation is variational
with the following Lagrangian:

L49 = ( f ′)2

2 f ( f −1)( f −a)
−b f + e

f −a
+ d

f −1
+ c

f
+ d∆

d t
, (6.9)

where ∆=∆(t , f ) is an arbitrary function (gauge function). It is worth mentioning that
in [18] this Lagrangian is derived through the Jacobi Last Multiplier.
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We can argue similarly with the two-dimensional differential system (2.14). Indeed,
taking the same change of the independent variable t = a +εs, scaling the dependent
variables as ( f (t ), g (t )) → ( f (s), g (s)/ε), and rescaling the parameters as

α→ α̃

ε
, β→ β̃

ε
, γ→ γ̃

ε
, n → ñ

ε
(6.10)

in the limit ε→ 0 yields the following autonomous analogue of the two-dimensional
differential system (2.14):

f ′ = f (α̃(a +1)−aβ̃− γ̃+ (γ̃+ β̃− α̃) f )+2( f −1)( f −a)g − α̃a

a(a −1)
,

g ′ =−ag (g − α̃)+ f 2(ñ + α̃− g )(ñ + β̃+ γ̃+ g )

a(a −1) f
,

(6.11)

where the differentiation is with respect to s. System (6.11) gives equation (6.8) with
parameters:

b = κ̃2

2a2(a −1)2
, c =− α̃2

2a(a −1)2
, d = β̃2

2a2(a −1)
, e =− γ̃2

2a(a −1)
, (6.12)

where
κ̃= α̃+ β̃+ γ̃+2ñ. (6.13)

In fact the system (6.11) is still Hamiltonian with the same symplectic form as the
original symplectic structure, see equation (2.17):

H49 = (g − ñ − α̃)(ñ + β̃+ γ̃+ g ) f + ((α̃− β̃)a + α̃− γ̃− (a +1)g )g f

a(a −1)
+ g (g − α̃)

(a −1) f
, (6.14)

see for instance (2.18). We observe that this Hamiltonian formalism does not arise
as the one obtained from the variational formalism (6.9) (up to the additional gauge
function).

Remark 6.6. The autonomous limit proposed in [1] is not the only possible one for
the PVI equation. For instance, in [42] the exponential-like limit t → 0 was considered
by replacing t → eτ and taking eτ → 0. A similar reasoning can be done near t = 1.
It is possible to take similar limits of the 3D system (1.1), but we will not give a full
treatment of these two cases, since they are singular, i.e. the system collapses to a
two-dimensional one. For the sake of completeness, a short description of the result
obtained in such singular cases, is reported in Appendix D.

6.3. Integrable autonomous limit of system (1.1). Following the construction in [1]
for PVI with the scaling on the dependent variables:

x(t ) → 1

ε
x(s), t = a +εs, (6.15)

and the scaling (6.10) of the parameters, the system (1.1) becomes:

x ′ =
(
κ̃+ β̃+2ay −a(α̃+ β̃)−2(a −1)z

)
x − κ̃(

β̃+2z
)+ (a −1)x2

(a −1)a
,

y ′ =

[
a

(
(a −1)ñ

(
γ̃+ ñ

)+ (
(a −1)γ̃+2(a −1)ñ − α̃)

y +ay2)x2

−(
(a −1)x2 (

a
(
γ̃+2ñ

)+ β̃+2ay
)+ β̃κ̃2)z − (

κ̃2 − (a −1)2x2)z2

]
a2κ̃x

,

z ′ = ay ′

a −1
.

(6.16)
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This system is clearly autonomous. The associated hypersurface St degenerates to the
following time-independent surface:

Sa = {
ha(x, y, z) = 0

}
, (6.17)

where

ha = ax y
((

aγ̃+2añ − α̃− γ̃−2ñ +ay −2(a −1)z
)

x + κ̃(
α̃+ γ̃+2ñ −2z

))
+ (κ̃+ (a −1)x)

(
x

(
añ

(
γ̃+ ñ

)− (
aγ̃+2añ + β̃)

z + (a −1)z2)+ κ̃(
β̃+ z

)
z
)= 0.

(6.18)

Moreover, its defining polynomial ha is still a Darboux polynomial, and it has cofactor:

Ca =
(
κ̃+ β̃+2ay −a(α̃+ β̃)−2(a −1)z

)
x − κ̃(

β̃+2z
)+ (a −1)x2

(a −1)ax
. (6.19)

Remark 6.7. We remark that in the singular limit a → 0, the Darboux surface Sa

becomes reducible:

S0 =
{

z
(
β̃+ z

)
(κ̃−x)2 = 0

}
. (6.20)

This already highlights why one has to carefully deal with the value of the parameters
in the autonomous limits. A similar occurrence will be displayed in Appendix D while
analysing other possible autonomous limits.

The existence of the Darboux polynomial is crucial in the proof of the following
proposition which constitutes part of Theorem I in the Introduction.

Proposition 6.8. The system (6.16) has the following properties:

(1) it admits two functionally independent first integrals given by:

I1 = ay − (a −1)z, I2 = ha(x, y, z)

x
; (6.21)

(2) it preserves the following volume forms:

Ω(1)
a = d x ∧d y ∧d z

x
, Ω(2)

a = d x ∧d y ∧d z

ha(x, y, z)
; (6.22)

(3) the level curves of the invariants form an elliptic fibration;
(4) the system admits two pairs of Poisson structures, which we denote by J (i )

a, j , for
i , j = 1,2.

Proof. The two invariants in point (1) can be obtained as follows.
For I1 integrate the third equation in (6.16) with respect to s. While, for I2 note

that the ratio of ha and x is a first integral as both are Darboux polynomials with the
same cofactor Ca , see equation (6.19).

Point (2) follows from Lemma 6.5. Indeed, the volume forms Ω(i )
a , for i = 1,2, are

obtained by noting that the cofactor Ca satisfies the condition of Lemma 6.5. As a
consequence, again by Lemma 6.5, the system preserves both Ω(1)

a and Ω(2)
a .

Let us now prove point (3). First, fix an admissible initial condition (x0, y0, z0). To it
is assigned a value of the two first integrals I1 = ι1 and I2 = ι2 where ιi = ιi (x0, y0, z0).
Since I1 is linear, we can solve it with respect to z and plug the solution into I2. After
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clearing the denominators we see that the variables (x, y) satisfy the following relation:(
ñ(ñ + γ̃)a2 −aκ̃y + ((κ̃+ ι1 − α̃) ι1 − ñ(ñ + γ̃))a

)
(a −1)2x2

+2

[(
(β̃+ α̃)a −2ι1 − κ̃− β̃

) aκ̃

2
y + (ñ + γ̃)

ñκ̃

2
a2

+
(
(κ̃− β̃)

(
ñ + γ̃

2

)
ι1 − ι1(β̃+ α̃)+ ñ(ñ + γ̃)

2
β̃− ñ3

− (α̃+3γ̃)ñ2 + γ̃(α̃+ γ̃)ñ + ι2
2

)
a + ι1κ̃(β̃+ ι1)+ ι2

2

]
(a −1)x

+ (ay − ι1)(aβ̃+ay − β̃− ι1)κ̃2 = 0,

(6.23)

depending on ιi , for i = 1,2. Using the command genus from the Maple package
algcurves [52] we check that the curve (6.23) has genus one, i.e. it is an elliptic
curve. As a consequence, generically the level curves of I2 are elliptic curves possibly
degenerating to singular ones. Indeed, the orbits of the system (6.16) are exactly given
as the intersections of the planes

{
ay − (a −1)z = ι1

}
with the hypersurface Sa . The

fibration is given by varying the values of ι1, ι2.
Finally, the proof of point (4) follows from Theorem 6.3 and Corollary 6.4 applied

to the two volume forms Ω(i )
a and the first integrals Ii , for i = 1,2. For instance, the

Poisson structure associated to Ω(1)
a and I1, has the following matrix form:

J (1)
a,1 =−x

6

 0 a −1 a
1−a 0 0
−a 0 0

 . (6.24)

The other Poisson structures can be derived analogously and their explicit expres-
sions are rather cumbersome. For this reason, and as their computation consists of a
standard computer routine, we omit them. This ends the proof of the proposition. □

Remark 6.9. We give some final remarks on Proposition 6.8.

• It is possible to prove points (1) and (3) also with a different approach. Indeed,
after noting that the invariant I1 is trivial, one can use it to reduce immediately
to a two-dimensional system. It is then straightforward to show that the system
is variational with a Lagrangian of the form:

L = µ(x)

2
(x ′)2 −V (x,I1). (6.25)

Through E. Noether’s theorem [57] one immediately gets the other invariant,
and the statements follow.

• Using the construction in point (4), it is possible to find multiple Hamiltonian
functions for the system (6.16). That is, we have:

x′ = J (i )
a, j∇H (i )

j , (6.26)

where:

H (1)
1 = 6

a2(a −1)κ̃
I2, H (2)

1 = 6

a2(a −1)κ̃
logI2,

H (1)
2 =− 6

a2(a −1)κ̃
I1, H (2)

2 =− 6

a2(a −1)κ̃

I1

I2
.

(6.27)



THE PAINLEVÉ EQUIVALENCE PROBLEM FOR A CONSTRAINED 3D SYSTEM 39

6.4. Projection of the autonomous limit in 2D. We conclude this section showing that
we can restrict the three-dimensional autonomous system (6.16) to an autonomous
system in 2D. Indeed, the autonomous versions of the transformations (4.21) and
(4.22) are

x = κ̃( f −1)

a −1
,

y =

[
f 2(ñ + α̃− g )2 +a(α̃− g )(κ̃− g )− f (ñ + α̃− g )(ñ(a +1)

+α̃(a +1)+ β̃+aγ̃− (a +1)g )

]
aκ̃

,

z =
( f −1)

[
f 2(ñ + α̃− g )2 − f (ñ + α̃− g )((a −1)ñ

+ag (g − α̃)+aα̃+ (a −1)γ̃− (a +1)g )

]
κ̃(a −1) f

(6.28)

and

f = (a −1)x

κ̃
+1, g = ñ + α̃+ κ̃((κ̃+ (a −1)x)z −ax(ñ + y))

(a −1)x (κ̃−x)
, (6.29)

respectively. We stress the fact that they enstablish a birational equivalence between
Sa and the affine plane.

The associated system is as follows:

f ′ = (β̃− α̃+ γ̃+2g ) f 2 + ((α̃− β̃)a −2(a +1)g + α̃− γ̃) f −a(α̃−2g )

(a −1)a
,

g ′ = (ñ + α̃− g )(ñ + β̃+ γ̃+ g ) f 2 −ag (α̃− g )

(a −1)a f
.

(6.30)

The system keeps integrability, because the invariant I1 upon substitution of (6.28)
becomes (up to an inessential multiplicative factor and an additive constant):

(a −1)aĨ1 = (g − ñ − α̃)(ñ + β̃+ γ̃+ g ) f − (a +1)g 2

+ (a(α̃− β̃)+ α̃− γ̃)g + ag (g − α̃)

f
,

(6.31)

which is a first integral for the system (6.29). Moreover, the first integral (6.31) is a
Hamiltonian function for the system (6.29) with respect to the same symplectic form
as the original symplectic structure, see equation (2.17).

7. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we studied the 3D system of first-order differential equations (1.1).
This system is constrained on an invariant hypersurface (1.2) obtained from the results
of [56] on the asymptotic expansion as z →∞ of the coefficients of ladder operators
for degenerate Jacobi unitary polynomials.

We showed in Sections 3 and 4 that this system can be restricted to a 2D system of
first-order differential equations in two different ways. In both cases, we were able to
reduce these systems to the standard Hamiltonian form of the sixth Painlevé equation.
Then, we turned to the study of an autonomous version of the 3D system and found
out that it admits many properties akin to the equations of Painlevé type. This justifies
Conjecture 1 about the non-autonomous 3D system.

From our perspective, the main ideas behind our work are the following two:
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(1) in some cases, it can be easier to derive higher-dimensional differential equa-
tions from the theory of orthogonal polynomials, together with appropriate
invariant surfaces, rather than looking directly for 2D systems;

(2) the relation between the obtained higher-dimensional systems and the Painle-
vé equations can be obtained through parametrisation of the invariant surface
followed by the application of the geometric theory of Painlevé equations.

However, both points raise several further open and very interesting general ques-
tions, which we will outline in the following paragraphs.

First of all, for our result it is crucial that we are able to parametrise the hypersurface.
As far we are aware, this is a very complicated problem in algebraic geometry named
the rationality problem, see [66]. For smooth surfaces in C3, there is a classical criterion,
known as the Castelnuovo criterion [7], which characterises the rationality of the
surface. Practical algorithms to construct the parametrisation were introduced only
recently in [76]. In the case of singular surfaces we are not aware neither of the
existence of a general rationality criteria, nor of algorithms capable of producing a
parametrisation. These two are clearly challenging problems that could be addressed
in the context of algebraic geometry and computational algebra.

Another open problem, is whether the construction of a space of initial conditions
for the general 3D system (1.1) is possible, see Conjecture 1. Indeed, despite the
success obtained with autonomous limits, the problem in three dimensions is much
harder. The difficulty of this problem can be understood also by considering the step
that we made to obtain a parameterisation in Section 4. The choice of the “good”
compactification therein made was not evident at all. The same consideration applies
to the choice of compactification to make for the full system. From some preliminary
computations, we assess that choosing different compactifications presents a sort of
trade-off between the number of charts and the number of singularities. To be more
specific, compactifying the system (1.1) to

(
P1

)×3
gives rise to a “less singular” system

in comparison to the choice of compactifying it to P3. The picture is also complicated
by the presence of indeterminacies of different natures, i.e. points and potentially
intersecting lines, rather than just points as in the two-dimensional case. In Figure 7
are depicted the configurations of the indeterminacies of the system with respect two
different compactifications. Another complication is a consequence of the fact that the
counterparts of minimal surfaces for threefolds are in general singular [71]. A complete
geometric study of these singularities, their resolution, and the precise relationship
with the ones of the two-dimensional system will be the object of further research.

In general, we hope that this kind of research on the geometry of the three-dimen-
sional systems could pave the way to a theory similar to the one of Okamoto-Sakai
for two-dimensional systems. Indeed, a classification of Painlevé-like equations in
three or more components via spaces of initial conditions is currently lacking, though
sporadic examples are known in the literature, see for instance [14–16, 33, 59, 80]. The
reason for this absence is that systems with three or more components exhibit a
more complicated and varied behavior than two-dimensional ones, as highlighted
by Chazy’s equation, which possesses a movable singularity that serves as a natural
boundary for its solutions [9, 10]. In particular, we expect that a geometric description
of Painlevé-like equations in higher dimensions may be used to classify differential
equations reducible to Painlevé equations. For instance, treating equations similar to
the σ-forms of the standard Painlevé equations. Looking at appropriate autonomous
limits, as we did in Section 6, might help in the classification problem.
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FIGURE 7. Configurations of the indeterminacies of the system with
respect the compactifications

(
P1

)×3
and P3.

We conclude by mentioning that another possible research direction is to determine
if phenomena similar to the ones we unveiled in this paper can arise also in the case
of discrete systems. For instance, given that the notion of Darboux polynomials, and
hence of Darboux surfaces, is available also in the discrete setting [8], it would be
interesting to see whether or not there are 3D non-autonomous discrete systems that
can be put in relation with discrete Painlevé equations through restriction on Darboux
surfaces.
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APPENDIX A. STANDARD REALISATION OF THE SPACE OF INITIAL CONDITIONS FOR THE

SIXTH PAINLEVÉ EQUATION

In this appendix we recall the construction of the minimal space of initial conditions
for PVI coming from the standard model of Sakai surfaces of type D(1)

4 , see [45]. Most
of the contents were also provided in [26, Appendix], but we include this in order to
make the present paper self-contained.

A.1. Surfaces. The usual construction of the space of initial conditions for system
(2.14) proceeds as follows. For the compactification, take P1

[ f0: f1] ×P1
[g0:g1] with f , g

providing an affine chart via [1 : f ] = [ f0 : f1], [1 : g ] = [g0 : g1]. The standard atlas for
P1

[ f0: f1]×P1
[g0:g1] is then provided by the four charts ( f , g ), (F, g ), ( f ,G), (F,G) defined by

[ f0 : f1] = [1 : f ] = [F : 1], [g0 : g1] = [1 : g ] = [G : 1], (A.1)

so F = 1/ f and G = 1/g on the overlaps of coordinate patches. The eight indeterminacy
points of the system are given in (A.2), where we use arrows to indicate infinitely near
points. In this case the points b4 and b8 lie on the exceptional divisors of the blow
ups of b3 and b7 respectively. We express their locations according to the convention
established in Sections 3.2 and 4.4 and given explicitly in equation (3.5).

b1 : (F, g ) = (0,−a2), b2 : (F, g ) = (0,−a1 −a2),

b3 : ( f ,G) = (t ,0) ← b4 : (u3, v3) = (t a0,0),

b5 : ( f , g ) = (0,0), b6 : ( f , g ) = (0, a4),

b7 : ( f ,G) = (1,0) ← b8 : (u7, v7) = (a3,0).

(A.2)

Blowing up these points, and denoting by Li the exceptional divisors over the point
bi , for i = 1, . . . ,8, we get for fixed a = (a0, a1, a2, a3, a4) the surface X KNY

t , as shown in
the right hand side of Figure 8.

The unique effective anti-canonical divisor of the surface X KNY
t has irreducible

components D0,t ,D1,t ,D2,t ,D3,t ,D4,t , where D0,t is the proper transform of L3, D1,t is
the proper transform of

{
f =∞}

, D2,t is the proper transform of
{

g =∞}
, D3,t is the

proper transform of L7 and D4,t is the proper transform of
{

f = 0
}
. This is the pole

divisor of the rational two-form ωt defined in the ( f , g )-chart by ωt = dt f ∧dt g
f . We then

get a bundle E KNY over B with fibre, over the point t ∈ B , the open surface E KNY
t =

X KNY
t \ DKNY

t , where DKNY
t = ⋃4

i=0 D t ,i on which the system of differential equation
(2.14) defines a uniform foliation. Summarising all of this, we have the following.
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t

FIGURE 8. Graphic depiction of the construction of X KNY. In blue (−2)-
curves, in red (−1) curves.

Lemma A.1. We have a space of initial conditions for (2.14) in the sense of Definition
2.12 with

• B =C\ { 0,1 } being the independent variable space of (2.14);
• X = X KNY being the family of surfaces parametrised by B, where π−1

X (t ) = X KNY
t ,

for t ∈ B;
• D = DKNY being the locus in X cut out by DKNY

t in X KNY
t ;

• ϕX being the composition ϕX |X KNY
t

: X KNY
t →P1 ×P1 99KC2, where the first map

is the blow up of b1, . . . ,b8 and the second corresponds to taking the affine coor-
dinate chart ( f , g );

• E = E KNY being the family of open surfaces E KNY
t = X KNY

t \ DKNY
t over B, for t ∈ B.

A.2. Symplectic atlas and global Hamiltonian structure. If we introduce coordinates
as usual on the blow up Blb1,...,b8 (P1 ×P1), the resulting atlas for E is neither Hamilton-
ian nor symplectic, which can be verified by direct calculation, see Section 2.6. We use
instead the symplectic atlas constructed by Takano et al in [78]. Rather than starting
from the system (2.14) in coordinates ( f , g ) and compactifying to P1×P1, this requires
first changing variables to (q, p) = ( f , g / f ). The resulting system is, up to a relabelling
of parameters, the Hamiltonian form of PVI due to Okamoto [62], explicitly

q ′ = ∂H Ok

∂p
, p ′ =−∂H Ok

∂q
, (A.3)

where:

H Ok = q(q −1)(q − t )p2 + (
(a1 +2a2)q(q −1)+a3(t −1)q +a4t (q −1)

)
p

t (t −1)

+ a2(a1 +1)q

t (t −1)
.

(A.4)

We then have the following symplectic atlas for E KNY, which up to relabeling of the
parameters is the same as that constructed by Takano et al [78].

Proposition A.2. The bundle E KNY admits the symplectic atlas U = {U0, . . . ,U5 }, where
Ui are coordinate patches with coordinates (xi , yi ; t), for i = 0, . . . ,5, with gluing and
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relation to the original variables f , g given as follows:

x0 = q = f , y0 = p = g

f
,

x1 = f (g +a2) = a2x0 + y0, y1 = 1

f
= 1

x0
,

x2 = f (g +a1 +a2) = (a1 +a2)x0 + y0, y2 = 1

f
= 1

x0
,

x3 =
g

(
a0 f + t g − f g

)
f 2

= y0
(
a0x2

0 −x0 y0 + t y0
)

x4
0

, y3 = f

g
= x2

0

y0
,

x4 = g (a4 − g )

f
= y0

(
a4x0 − y0

)
x3

0

, y4 = f

g
= x2

0

y0
,

x5 =
g

(
g +a3 f − f g

)
f 2

= y0
(
a3x2

0 + y0 −x0 y0
)

x4
0

, y5 = f

g
= x2

0

y0
.

(A.5)

Corollary A.3. The system on E KNY extended from (2.14) has a global Hamiltonian
structure with respect to the two-form ωKNY

t on the fibre given in the original coordinates
( f , g ) by

ωKNY
t = dt f ∧dt g

f
. (A.6)

This is defined by the two-form ΩKNY on E KNY written in each chart Ui ∈ U of the
symplectic atlas from Proposition A.2 as

ΩKNY = d xi ∧d yi +d Hi ∧d t , (A.7)

where

H0(x0, y0; t ) = x0(x0 −1)(x0 − t )y2
0 +a2(a1 +a2)x0

t (t −1)

+
(
x2

0(a1 +2a2)+x0t (a3 +a4)−x0(a1 +2a2 −a3)− t a4
)

y0

t (t −1)
,

(A.8)

and the remaining Hi are determined according to Lemma 2.23.

APPENDIX B. RELATION OF THE 3D SYSTEM WITH THE σ-FORM OF THE PVI EQUATION

In [56, Prop. 3.2, Th. 3.3, Th. 3.4] a connection between the solution of the system
(1.1) coming from the degenerate Jacobi weight and the σ-form of the sixth Painlevé
equation was established. The authors present only how rn(t ) and yn(t ) (that is, z(t )
and y(t ) in our notation) are related to an auxiliary function H(t ) and its derivatives
(see formulas in [56, Prop. 3.2]). This function satisfies a non-linear second-order
differential equation of degree two [56, Th. 3.3] which is then related to the σ-form of
the sixth Painlevé equation [56, Th. 3.4] via an affine transformation. We give more
details below following [56].

The σ-form of the sixth Painlevé equation is given by [61, p. 346]

σ′(t (t −1)σ′′)2 + (2σ′(tσ′−σ)− (σ′)2 −ν1ν2ν3ν4)2

− (σ′+ν2
1)(σ′+ν2

2)(σ′+ν2
3)(σ′+ν2

4) = 0,
(B.1)
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where σ=σ(t ), σ′ = d
d tσ, and ν1, . . . ,ν4 are parameters. In our notation, the parameters

of the σ-form and the parameters in the weight are related by [56]:

ν1 = α+β
2

, ν2 = β−α
2

, ν3 = 2n +α+β
2

, ν4 = 2n +α+β+2γ

2
. (B.2)

The function H = H(t ) defined by

σ= H −
(
n(n +α+β+γ)+ (α+β)2

4

)
t + 2n(n +α+β+γ)+ (α+β)β− (α−β)γ

4
(B.3)

satisfies a second-order second-degree differential equation [56, Th. 3.3] of the form

H(H , H ′, H ′′; t ) = 0, (B.4)

where H is a polynomial functions of its arguments, of degree two in H ′′, which we do
not reproduce here for the sake of brevity. This is equivalent to the σ-form (B.1) via
the relation (B.3).

If one differentiates equation (B.4) with respect to t , the result is a non-autonomous
third-order differential equation for H of degree one. We rewrite this as a first-order
system by taking (H0, H1, H2) = (H , H ′, H ′′), so H ′

0 = H1, H ′
1 = H2, and H ′

2 = H ′′′ is
known from the third-order equation. We shall refer to this as the 3D system for H ,
and similarly refer to the differentiated σ-form, recast as a first-order system, as the
3D system for σ. For the sake of readability we do not present either of these here.

By construction the 3D system for H has the first integral H(H0, H1, H2; t ), with H as
in (B.4), and the level sets

Γc := {H(H0, H1, H2; t ) = c } ⊂C3
t , c ∈C, (B.5)

are invariant hypersurfaces for the 3D system for H . The second-degree equation (B.4)
corresponds to the restriction of the 3D system for H to the particular level set Γ0.

We will show that this restriction of the 3D system for H to Γ0, or equivalently the
3D system for σ subject to (B.1), can be identified with the system (1.1) subject to the
constraint (1.4).

As remarked above, [56] provides expressions for y and z in terms of H and its deriva-
tives, so we just require the expression for x, which was not given in [56]. This can
be obtained from the 3D system for H in addition to the second-order second-degree
equation (B.4). However, the computations and the final expression is extremely cum-
bersome, so we only outline the steps involved so that the results can be reproduced
in any computer algebra system. One needs to first substitute the expressions

z = H − t H ′+n(n +α+γ)

2n +α+β+γ , y = H − (t −1)H ′−n(n +β+γ)

2n +α+β+γ , (B.6)

from [56, Prop. 3.2] into the system (1.1). From the second of the resulting equations,
one can obtain x2 in terms of x, H , H ′ and H ′′. Then one differentiates this expression
with respect to t and substitutes H ′′′ as a rational function of H , H ′, H ′′ according
to the third-order equation for H . Then restriction to the level set Γ0 is imposed
by replacing (H ′′)2 by a polynomial in H , H ′ with coefficients rational in t according
to (B.4). Finally, using the first equation of the system (1.1) for x ′, with y and z
replaced according to (B.6), and replacing the powers of x using the known expression
for x2 one can finally find the cumbersome rational expression for x in terms of
H , H ′, H ′′. It can be checked that this, together with the expressions (B.6) for y and z,
provides a birational transformation between the copies of C3 with coordinates x, y, z
and H0, H1, H2 respectively. This restricts to a birational transformation between the
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hypersurface (1.2) and the particular level set Γ0. Under this restriction the 3D system
(1.1) on the hypersurface (1.2) is transformed to the 3D system for H on Γ0, or similarly
via (B.3) to the 3D system for σ subject to (B.1). This provides an additional description
of the connection to the σ-form of PVI identified in [56].

APPENDIX C. AN APPARENT SINGULARITY OF THE SYSTEM IN THE SECOND

PARAMETRISATION WITH P1 ×P1 COMPACTIFICATION

In this appendix we exhibit how the choice of the compactification might lead to
complications in the identification procedure.

Consider the system (4.17), and choose as compactification P1 ×P1 rather than F1

as was done in Section 4.4. With this choice, we find the following eight indeterminacy
points given in coordinates as follows:

c1 = ([0 : 1], [1 : κβ]), c2 = ([κ : 1], [1 : −nκt ]),

c3 = ([κ : 1], [1 : −(n +γ)κt ]), c4 = ([κ : 1− t ], [1− t :ακt ]),

c5 = ([0 : 1], [1 : 0]), c6 = ([κ : 1− t ], [1 : 0]),

c7 = ([1 : 0], [0 : 1]), c8 = ([1 : 0], [1 : −n(n +γ)t ]),

(C.1)

where, the standard affine chart centred at ([0 : 1], [0 : 1]) has coordinates (x0, v). All of
them but two, namely c7, c8, require only one blow up to resolve, i.e. that the system is
free of indeterminacy points on the exceptional divisors of these blow ups introduced
according to (3.5). The indeterminacy point c7 is resolved after three blow ups in total,
first of c7 then of two further indeterminacy points given in coordinates by

c9 : (U7, V7) = (0, 0), c10 : (u9, v9) =
(

1

1− t
, 0

)
.

After blowing up c8, if one proceeds to then repeatedly look for further indeterminacy
points on the exceptional divisor and blow these up, one observes that this procedure
does not terminate after a reasonable number of iterations. In fact, the indeterminacy
point c8 constitutes an apparent singularity and should not be blown up at all, as we
shall explain next. We give a schematic representation of the surface obtained by the
blowing up c1, . . . ,c7,c9,c10 and indicate the indeterminacy point c8 in Figure 9.

Consider a non-autonomous 2D system of the form (2.19) as a rational vector field
on C2 ×B , and assume that this has the Painlevé property in the sense that it has a
space of initial conditions. Then, choose some compactification Σ of the fibre C2 and
consider the system as a rational vector field on Σ×B . The blow ups that must be
performed in order to achieve a uniform foliation are centred at the points in the fibre
Σ through which infinitely many solutions pass. Such points are always indeterminacy
points of the system but the converse is not true.

It might be possible that an indeterminacy point does not require blowing up. Two
possible reasons for this follow. The first is that there are actually no solutions passing
through the point and it should be removed as part of the inaccessible divisors, see [27]
for such a case. The second is that there is only one solution passing through the point.
The latter is what is happening in the case of c8, which can be seen as follows.

Consider the proper transform on Blc1...c10P
1 ×P1 of the line x0 =∞, on which the

problematic indeterminacy point Bl−1
c1...c10

(c8) lies. This is a (−1)-curve and we can
contract it to a point, say p, at the origin of the chart with coordinates (x, y) given
by x = 1

x0v , y = 1
x0

. Pushing the rational vector field forward under the contraction to
one in local coordinates (x, y), we see that it becomes regular at p. Then existence



THE PAINLEVÉ EQUIVALENCE PROBLEM FOR A CONSTRAINED 3D SYSTEM 47

and uniqueness theorems for ordinary differential equations give a unique solution in
(x, y) coordinates passing through this point for a fixed t∗, which when lifted back up
to Blc1...c10P

1 ×P1 must be the single solution passing through the point c8. Indeed it
can be verified by direct calculation in this case that the unique solution of the regular

initial value problem for the system (4.17) transformed to coordinates (x, y) =
(

1
x0v , 1

x0

)
with initial condition (x(t∗), y(t∗)) = (0,0) corresponds to one passing through c8 at
t = t∗.

We must remark that care must be taken of apparent singularities such as c8 only
when performing blow ups based purely on consideration of indeterminacy points.

In his original work, Okamoto have chosen the centres of blow up by studying
infinite families of solutions passing trough points. In this way there would be no risk
of confusion regarding what needs to be blown up, but this requires a preliminary
analysis.

P1 ×P1

v = 0

v =∞

x0 = 0 x0 =∞x0 = κ x0 = κ
1−t

c1

c5

c2

c3

c4

c6

c7

c8

c9 c10

Blc1...c7

C1

C5

C2

C3

C4

C6

c8

c9

c10

Blc9

C1

C5

C2

C3

C4

C6

c8

c10

Blc10

Blc1...c7c9c10

C1

C5

C2

C3

C4

C6

c8

C10

FIGURE 9. Sequence of blow ups and surface for system (4.17) with
P1 ×P1 compactification. In red (−1)-curves and in blue (−2)-curves.

APPENDIX D. ADDITIONAL AUTONOMOUS LIMITS FOR THE 3D SYSTEM

In this appendix we discuss the exponential-type autonomous limits for the sys-
tem (1.1). We recall that, following [42], this autonomous limits are obtained through
the change of independent variable:

t → eτ+ t0, t0 ∈ { 0,1 } , (D.1)

then taking eτ→ 0.
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D.1. Exponential type autonomous limit as t → 0. Consider the case t0 = 0 in (D.1).
Then, in the limit above, system (1.1) collapses to the following system of algebro-
differential equations:

x ′ =(κ−x)(β−x +2z),

z ′ =z(κ−x)(β+ z)(κ+x −2)

x(κ−1)
= 0,

(D.2)

where differentiation is with respect to τ. Note that we had to multiply both sides of
the second equation of the non-autonomous system by eτ and then let eτ→ 0. We see
that the variable y completely disappeared.

Then z must be constant z = z∗ and the hypersurface St degenerates to a double
plane:

S0 : z∗(z∗+β)(κ−x)2 = 0, (D.3)

which is consistent with Sa from the first subsection when a = 0 and ε→ 0 by taking
(6.15) and (6.10), that is, with (6.20).

In the end, we see that this autonomous system is trivial, in the sense that it admits
only the trivial solutions:

x = κ, z = z∗,

x =−α−β−γ−2n +1, z =−1

2
α−β− 1

2
γ−n + 1

2
,

x = κe(β−κ)(λ+τ) −β
e(β−κ)(λ+τ) −1

, z∗ = 0,

x =−βe(β+κ)(λ+τ) +κ
e(β+κ)(λ+τ) −1

, z∗ =−β,

(D.4)

where λ is an arbitrary constant.

D.2. Exponential type autonomous limit as t → 1. Consider now t0 = 1 in (D.1). Then,
in the limit described above the system (1.1) becomes the following:

x ′ = x(κ−α−1+2y)−κ(β+2z), y ′ = 0,

(κ−1)xz ′ = x2 y(y −α)+x
(
n(γ+2y −2z +n)+ y(α+γ−2z)− z(β+γ)

)
− z(β+ z)

(
(κ−1)2 −1

)
,

(D.5)

where the differentiation is with respect to τ. From the second equation of (D.5), we
see that y is constant. This system has the following invariant algebraic hypersurface:

S1 =
{

h1(x, y, z) = 0
}

, (D.6)

where

h1 = κx
(
n2 +n(γ+2y −2z)+ y(α+γ−2z)− z(β+γ)

)+x2 y(y −α)+κ2z(β+ z). (D.7)

Note that the hypersurface S1 is obtained from the hypersurface Sa in (6.17) as
a → 1, and ε→ 0 by taking (6.15) and (6.10). Division by x of the defining polynomial
of the hypersurface does not give the first integral as before.

Let us now discuss the properties of the solutions of the system (D.5). We observe,
that using the constancy of y we obtain a single second-order equation for x. This
equation has the following form:

x ′′+ (κ−2)(x ′)2

2(κ−1)x
+V ′

3(x) = 0, (D.8)
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where V3 is an assigned function, of which we omit the explicit expression for the sake
of brevity. From its shape, it is evident that equation (D.8) has the first integral I

defined by

x1− 1
α+β+γ+2n I =β2κ2 +x2 (

(β+γ)2 +4n(n +β+γ)+4y(κ−1)
)

−2xκ
(
β(β+γ)+2n(n +β+γ)+2y(κ−1)

)− (x ′)2.
(D.9)

For generic values of the parameters the level curves of the function I are not algebraic
curves. For this reason, in general, the system (D.8) will not possess the Painlevé
property.
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[24] A. Dzhamay, G. Filipuk, A. Ligȩza, and A. Stokes, Different Hamiltonians for differential Painlevé
equations and their identification using a geometric approach, J. Differential Equations 399 (2024),
281–334.

[25] A. Dzhamay, G. Filipuk, and A. Stokes, On differential systems related to generalized Meixner and
deformed Laguerre orthogonal polynomials, Integral Transforms and Special Functions 32 (5–8)
(2021), 483–492.

[26] A. Dzhamay, G. Filipuk, and A. Stokes, Recurrence coefficients for discrete orthogonal polynomials
with hypergeometric weight and discrete Painlevé equations, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53 (2020), no.
49, 495201, 29 pp.

[27] A. Dzhamay, G. Filipuk, and A. Stokes, Differential equations for the recurrence coefficients of
semiclassical orthogonal polynomials and their relation to the Painlevé equations via the geometric
approach, Stud. Appl. Math. 148 (2022), no. 4, 1656–1702.

[28] D. Eisenbud and J. Harris, The Geometry of Schemes, Springer, New York, 1991.
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