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In a 1977 paper of McCoy, Tracy and Wu [ there appeared for the first time the solution
of a Painlevé equation in terms of Fredholm determinants of integral operators. Specifically,
it was shown that a one-parameter family of solutions of the equation

() () = % sinh 2¢) + 2a't ™! sinh ¢, (1)

a special case of the Painlevé III equation, is given by
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This is clearly expressible in terms of the Fredholm determinants of the kernels
e tu (u - 1>ai§
u+viu+1

acting on L?(1,00). The proof in [f] is complicated, and the purpose of this note is to give
a more straightforward one.

First we give an equivalent formulation of the solution in terms of the kernel

K(z,y) =

e—t(x+:c*1)/2 ’37 —12a

T+y x+1

acting on L?(0,00). This is the representation
A A
¥ =log det(l+§K)—log det([—gK),

where K is the operator with kernel K (x,y). (This is very likely known but seems not to
have been writtten down in the literature before.) To derive this second representation of
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¢ we make the changes of variable u; = (z; + x; 1)/2 in the multiple integral in the first

representation. Then
U + 1 € + 1 1 2 dSL’j
— dus = = (22 — 1) —2
V=1~ z,—17 Y 3 (@) >x§’

and the integral becomes
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Let f be an eigenfunction for K with eigenvalue A,
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Then the substitutions x — 7!, y — y~! show that 7! f(z7!) is also an eigenfunction
correesponding to the same eigenvalue. Hence any eigenfunction can be written uniquely
as the sum of an “even” eigenfunction f, satisfying z7'f, (z7!) = f.(z) and an “odd”
eigenfunction f_ satisfying 7! f_(x71') = —f_(z). The change of variable y — =1 and the
relations y 1 fi(y™!) = £ f+(y) show that
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We deduce that f are eigenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalue A\ for the operators
K+ on L*(1, co) with kernels

et (z4+z~1)/2 T — 1.2
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Hence the last displayed multiple integral equals

and it follows that
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= log det(I+%K) —log det(I—%K),

as claimed.



II.

Direct proofs of the fact that this function ¢ satisfies the Painlevé equation when o = 0
have already been given [[, J]. We shall make use of some of the results of [f] here and
therefore follow that paper’s notation, more or less.

First, we introduce parameters r and s, define

E(z) = \/é erars /2 | z_: " K(y) - E(x) E(y)’

and let K be the operator with this kernel K (z,y). (In the notation of [B], r = t1, s =1t_;.
The formulas we quote from there will be in terms of our parameters r and s.) Define

@(r,s) :=log det (I + K) —log det (I — K).

Then ¥(t) = p(—t/2,—t/2). We know from [[J] that ¢ satisfies the sinh-Gordon equation

P 1
= —sinh 2¢p. 2
oros 2o @)
In order to deduce ([l) from this we must first find a connection between the r and s
derivatives of p. (When oo = 0 the determinants, and so also ¢, depend only on the product
rs and ([) in this case is almost immediate.) To this end we observe that the determinants
are unchanged if K (x,y) is replaced by K (x,y) := sK(sx, sy). This is the same as replacing

E(z) by
- A o
B(z) =/ 5 e(rse+a™t)

~ X

st — 1ja
sr+1

Now

) E(x),
which gives

stry — 1 ~ -

O.K(x,y) =r E(z) E(y) + 2a D) E(z) E(y).

(The denominator z + y in K (z,y) was cancelled by its occurrence also as a factor in both
summands.) Hence -
Oslog det (I + K) = 0slog det (I + K)

(5722 8—2?;(;2;2 - 1) E(x) E(y)).

=tr (I + k)_l[rﬁ(x) E(y) + 2a

(We abused notation here by writing in the bracket the kernel of the operator that is meant.)
Now we undo the variable change we made, which means we replace z by x/s and y by y/s
and divide by s in the expressions for the kernels, and we obtain

r 2c0 rzy — 1

d,log det (1 + K) = tr (I + K)™' [g E(x) E(y) + = DG =T E(z) E(y)].




If we had differentiated with respect to r without making a preliminary variable change we
would have obtained

Oylog det (I + K) = tr (I + K)_1 E(x) E(y).
Hence we have shown that
ry — 1
2 —1)(y* - 1)

Replacing K by —K and subtracting gives the relation (we use subscript notation for deriva-
tives)

s0Oslog det (I + K) —r 0, log det (I + K) = 2atr (I+K)_1{( E(x) E(y)}

xy — 1
=T P Ew)] 3)

This is the desired connection between the r and s derivatives of .

ro, —sps = datr (I—Kz)_l[

I11.

We want to show that (t) = p(—t/2, —t/2) satisfies ([l), but because of those awkward
factors —1/2 we prefer to derive the equivalent equation

2 d
ﬁgp(t, t)+ t_laap(t, t) = 2 sinh 2p(t,t) — 4ot ™' sinh (¢, 1). (4)
We are going to use
2 d
ﬁ@o(tv t) = 2@?8&? t) + QOM(t, t) + QOSS(tv t)v %‘p(tv t) = @T(tv t) + Qos(tv t)’ (5>

Now we know that ¢(r, s) satisfies the sinh-Gordon equation (f]) so let us see what identity
we have to derive. Set

ry — 1
(2 = 1)(y* = 1)

Differentiating (J) with respect to r and s gives

T=tr(I-K*)"| E(z) E(y)].

T O+ @p — SOps = 4Ty, T — S5 — s = da T
Therefore

—(T—I—S)(,OT»S—FT(,OM»—I-SQOSS—I-QDT—I-QDS:404(TT,—T8),

(T_‘_S)QDTS‘I’TQPM’_‘_SQOSS_‘_QOT—‘_QPS:2(T+3)S0rg+4a(Tr—Ts).

Setting r = s =t and using ([]) we get
s (40) + Lot 1) = At ora(t, 1) + 4o (Th — T)(L, 1)
7%) - = rs\l; a(Ly — L)L, 0).
FTEAA PTG 14
Hence, by (@),

2

%cp(t,t) + t_1%¢(t, t) =2 sinh2¢(t, ) + 4at (T, — T,)(t, ).

It follows that () is equivalent to
(T, — Ts)(t, t) = —sinh p(t, ).



IV.

The functions
Qi == ([ - K2>_1EZ', Pz == (I - Kz)_lKEZ’

will arise in the computations leading to this identity. We have

ﬂ—ﬂzuU—KW%@L%%;_DQF£MMQE@}
ry — 1

+tr (0, — )1 — K*)7' |

BT P Ew)] (6)

Now
(0, — 00) B(x) B(y) = 5z — ™ +y —y™) Blx) B(),

which gives
rzy — 1 lyy—at z—y?
0, — 0s) E(x) E(y) = = E(2) E(y).
($2—1)(y2—1)( ) E() E(y) 2( v — 1 TE ) () E(y)
Hence the first summand in (f]) equals

(Qo, F1) = (@1, Fo). (7)

Next, using the notation a ® b for the operator with kernel a(x) b(y), we have ([f], p. 4)

(0,01~ K7 = L(Ry® Qo+ Qoo Py~ P1 @ Q1+ Q18 Py)
and it follows that the second summand in ([l) equals
(Qo, F1) (Po, F1) — (Qo, Fo) (Po, Fo) — (Q-1, F1) (P-1, 1) + (Q-1, Fo) (P, Fo).  (8)
We introduce notations for the various inner products:
Uiy = (Qi, Fy), Vig= (B, F).
These are analogous to the inner products
uij = (Qi, Ej), vij = (B, Ej)
which play a crucial role in [f] and will here, also. We have shown that
T, —Ts=Up1 —U_10+ Up1 Upy — Upo Voo — U110 Vo1 + U190 Voo, 9)
There are relations among the various quantities appearing here. If we set

Uiy = U5, Vi = Vo, U, = Uo,z‘, Vi= Vb,i



then we have the recursion formulas
IQz(x) - Qz’+1(I) =V Qo(x) — U; PO(x)v
x Py(z) + Piy(z) = u; Qo(x) — v; Po(x).

(The first is formula (9) of [B], the second is obtained similarly.) Taking inner products with
E; gives the formulas

Uijp1 = Uil = ViUj — UiV, Vg1 + Vigrj = U Uj — V5 Vj (10)

of [f] and taking inner products with Fj gives the analogous formulas

Uijs1 = Uiprj =viUj —w; Vi, Vi +Vigr; = w Uy — o V. (11)
Observe the special case i = j = —1 of the second part of ([[0):
wr +1=(14+v_)% (12)

(The w; ; are symmetric in ¢ and j.) In fact ([f], p. 8),
u_y; =sinhep, 1+ wv_; = coshe.
We see from the above formulas that all the U; ; and V; ; may be expressed in terms of
the U; and V; (with coefficients involving the u; and v;). But notice that F;, o — F; = E; (here
we use the form of F; for the first time). This gives U; 1o — U; = u;, Vipo — Vi = v; and using

this also it is clear that everything can be expressed in terms of the four unknown quantities
Uy, Vo, Uy and Vi (and the u; and v;). Using ([[2) also we compute that (B) equals

—U_1 U1 +u_q ‘/1 + Uu_q
+ U Vi=Us Vo — (1 +v-1) Up — uy Vo) (u—1 Up — (1 +v_1) Vo) (13)
+H((1+v_) Uy —ug Vi —usq) (uma Uy — (T + ) Vi —vyg).

Now we are going to use, as we did before, the fact that conjugation by the unitary
operator f(z) — z!f(z7!) has the effect on K of interchanging r and s. Thus K is
invariant under this conjugation when r = s. Since E; is sent to £_; ; and F; to —F_; 1 we
find that when r = s

Up=—(Q-1, Fo1) = —(1 +v_1) Uy +u_1 Vg,
Up=—(Q-1, Fo) =—1+v_) U1 +u Vo = =1 +v_g) (Up —u_q) +u_y (Vi — o).
From these we deduce that

Vo= =0y, Vi=—U -1 (14)

V_1 V_1

Using these we find that when r = s ([[3) simplifies to
U
2—1(UZ - U}).

(O]

Since u_; = sinh ¢ we have reduced the problem to showing that

Ut )2 — Un(t,1)? = %v_l(t, . (15)



V.

Let us compute d/dt of both sides of the desired identity. Of course, d/dtUy(t,t) =
(0- + 0s) Up(t, ), etc., so we begin by writing down these derivatives. We have

2(87“ _I'as) Ez = Ez'—i—l +Ei—la 2(87“ +85)E - F;'+1 +F;'—1>

1
2(0,+095) (I —K*) ™' = §(P0®Qo + QP+ P 1®Q 1+ Q_1®Py).

(For the last, see [B], p. 4.) Using these we compute
20, +0)U; = 2Uip1 +2uo Vi + (1 4+ v | + (1 +v_1)?) Uimy — 2u_y (1 +v_1)* Vi_,.

Taking ¢ = 0 and 1 and using ([[4) and ([3) we find that when r = s

EUv(] — 2’0_1 Ul,

V-1

2(8T+83)U0:2u0

2(87«4—85)(]1 :2UOEU1—2’U_1U0.

V-1

Hence ”
(0 + 05) (U} = U3) = 2ug — (U} = U3). (16)

V-1

Now we compute in a similar way (cf., [J], p. 5)
20, +0s) vy =u_1Ug +V_1Ug + Vg + V11 F U1 —1U1+V_1 1V +V_oF+V_1 .
Again applying the operator f(z) — 271 f(z™!) we find that when r = s we have
U-1,—1 = Up, V-1,-1 ="V, V—2=7v_171,

so the above is
2 (u_1 Uy + V_1 Vg + Vg + U—l,l)-

Applying the second part of ([[0) with i = —1, j = 0 gives vy +v_11 = u_; ug — v_; vy, and
so we have shown that when r = s

(8,, + 88) V.1 = 2U_1 Ug = 2U0 E V_1q.
vV

This relation and () show that U, (¢, )% — Up(¢,t)? and v_y(¢,t) are equal up to a constant
factor, and to deduce ([[3) it remains only to compute this factor. We do this by determining
the asymptotics of both quantities as ¢ — —oco. For convenience we evaluate everything at
r=s=—tand let t - +o0.
We have
va=((I-K)'KE, E,).



If we were to replace (I — K?)~! by I we would be left with

(KE, E_4 // :L"+y _1dydx ;(/OOOE(ZE)2dZL')2

since the main contributions to the integrals come from neighborhoods of x =y = 1. It is
an easy exercise to show that

1,2a

/ * tre [T 2
0

1
T dr ~ T(a + 2)2 20 4—a—y o2 (17)

and so

A2 1
(KE, E_1) ~ T [(a+ 5)2 P

The error caused by our replacement of (I — K?2)~! by I is of smaller order of magnitute. This
follows from the fact that the square of the L? norm of E is O(t_o“% e~?"), as shown above,
and hence so is the operator norm of K. Thus the error, which equals (I —K?)"'K3* E, E_;),
is O(t~*@=2¢78). Therefore we have shown

2

1
’U_l ~ Z F(Oé + 5)2 2—406—1 t—20¢—1 6_4t.

Next,
Up—Ug= (I = K)7'E, (x+1)7'E), Ui+Us=((I-K*)'E, (x-1)"'E)

and U7 — UZ is the product of these. As before, replacing (I — K?)~! by I in each factor
will not affect the first-order asymptotics of the product. After this replacement the first
inner product becomes A\/2 times the integral in ([7) but with an extra factor x 4+ 1 in the

denominator. Thus ) ]
U1 - Uo ~ 5 F(OK + 5) 2_20_1 t_a_% 6_2t.

After the replacement the second inner product becomes \/2 times

/oo e—t(x-i—:c*l) z
0

x+1’ x—1

This is a little trickier since when we make the variable change z = 1 4+ y to compute
the asympotics we must use the second-order approximations z + z=! — 2 4+ y? — y® and
(r+1)72* — 272%(1 — ay). But it is still straightforward and we find that

A 1
Ui+ Uy ~ 5 F(Oz + 5) g—2a-l t_a_% e 2,

Thus It . )
U U2 ~ Z F(OK + 2) 2—4a—2 t_2a_1 6_4t ~ 5 V_1q.
We knew that (U? — UZ)/v_; is a constant and now we see that the constant equals 1/2.

This establishes ([[J) and concludes the proof.
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