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HEUN EQUATION AND PAINLEVE EQUATION
KOUICHI TAKEMURA

ABSTRACT. We relate two parameter solutions of the sixth Painlevé equation and
finite-gap solutions of the Heun equation by considering monodromy on a certain
class of Fuchsian differential equations. In the appendix, we present formulae on
differentials of elliptic modular functions, and obtain the ellitic form of the sixth
Painlevé equation directly.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we make a study on two differential equations. One is the Heun
equation, and the other is the sixth Painlevé equation.

Heun’s differential equation (or the Heun equation) is a differential equation given
by

4 <<%)2+ (% T (i 1w - t) % - w(wa—ﬁqf)(_wq— t)) flw)=0

with the condition
(1.2) Yy+d+te=a+p+1.

The Heun equation is the standard canonical form of a Fuchsian equation with four
singularities. It is well known that the Fuchsian equation with three singularities is
the hypergeometric differential equation.

In the 1980’s, Treibich and Verdier [16] found that the Heun equation is related with
the theory of the finite-gap potential, and several others have produced more precise
statements and concerned results on this subject. Namely, integral representations
of solutions, global monodromy in terms of hyperelliptic integrals and the Hermite-
Krichever Ansatz for the case v,d,e,a0 — 8 € Z + % are investigated (see [T}, 2, Ol 1T,
T2, [T3, [T4] etc.).

The sixth Painlevé equation is a non-linear ordinary differential equation written
as

(1'3) CF_)\:} <1+L+L) (@)2_ (}_‘_L_FL) @
ez 2\ X A—1 X—t dt t t—1 X—t) dt
AMA=1)A=t) (kX w2t kK2 (t—=1) (A—=rHtlt-1)
2(t —1)2 {7‘?? 2 (A—1)2 2 (A—t)2}'
A remarkable property of this differential equation is that its solutions do not have
movable singularities other than poles. Although generic solutions of the sixth Painlevé
equation are trancedental, it may have classical solutions for special cases. If ko =
K1 = K¢ = Koo = 0, then Eq.([C3) has two parameter solutions called Picard’s solution
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[, and if kg = K1 = Kt = ke = 1/2, then Eq.(C3]) has two parameter solutions
called Hitchin’s solution [3].

In this paper we investigate a family of solutions to the sixth Painlevé equation
including Hitchin’s solutions by applying Hermite-Krichever Ansatz which is used to
study the Heun equation in [I4]. More precisely, we develop the Hermite-Krichever
Ansatz for a certain class of Fuchsian differential equations which include the lin-
ear differential equation that produce the sixth Painlevé equation by monodromy
preserving deformation. By considering monodromy preserving deformation for the
solutions to the linear differential equation, we obtain solutions to the sixth Painlevé
equation including Hitchin’s solutions.

This paper is organized as follows. In section B, we obtain integral representations
of solutions to a certain class of Fuchsian differential equations and rewrite them
to the form of the Hermite-Krichever Ansatz. In section Bl we apply the results in
section B for the Heun equation. In section B, we show that the solutions to the
linear differential equations considered in section B produce two parameter solutions
to the sixth Painlevé equation by monodromy preserving deformation. Some explicit
solutions that include Hitchin’s solution are displayed. In section B we give conclud-
ing remarks and present an open problem. In the appendix, we present formulae
on differentials of elliptic modular functions, and obtain the ellitic form of the sixth
Painlevé equation directly.

2. FUCHSIAN DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION AND HERMITE-KRICHEVER ANSATZ

In this section, we consider differential equations which have additional apparent
singularities to the Heun equation. More precisely, we consider the equation

(2.1)

> Loy I ey KN\ d
{dw2+< w +w—1+w—t+zw—l~pi, dw

i'=1

(Z?:o I + Z?’/Izl ri) (=1 =1+ Z?:l li + Ef\’il ri)w +p+ Z?’/Izl wo_i;;i,
i Tw(w —1D)(w—1)

flw) =0,

for the case l; € Zso (0 < i < 3), 1y € Zsy (1 < ¢ < M) and the regular singular
points by (1 < < M) are apparent. Here, a regular singular point z = a of a linear
differential equation of order two is said to be apparent, if and only if the differential
equation does not have a logarithmic solution at x = a and the exponents at x = «a
are integers.

Let p(z) be the Weierstrass p-function with periods (2w, 2ws). We set wy = 0,
w =1/2 w3 =7/2, wy = —w; —ws and ¢; = p(w;) (1 = 1,2,3). It is known that, if
t # 0,1, 00, then there exists a value 7 € R++/—1Rs( such that t = (es—e;)/(ea—e1).
By a certain transformation, Eq.(2J]) is rewritten in terms of elliptic functions such
as

(2.2) (Hy — E)fg(SC) =0,
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where
d? My p’(a:) d M
23) Hy=——t+y — 0 [y A lor1-5
3 M 5
+ L + Dp(r +w;) + —Zl,
2 bl + Dl + ) Z;mw—p@o
(24) @0s)=0by, (i'=1,...,M).
The parameter 3; (i = 1, ..., M) corresponds to the parameter 6,, and the parameter

p corresponds to E. Apparency of the singularity at w = 446y on Eq.([23) inherits
from apparency of the singularity at w = by on Eq.(21).

We now review the propositions on solutions to Eq.(Z2) obtained in [T5]. The first
one is an integral representation of solutions in terms of elliptic functions. We set

M
Uy(z) = [J(o(x) = p(6:))" /2.
=1
Proposition 2.1. [T5] Assume thatly, ..., l3 € Zso, 11, ...,k € Z>1, and the reqular

singular points {by, ..., by} are apparent. Then there exists an even doubly-periodic
function =Z(x) and a value @ such that

(2.5) Ay(z) = U (2)\/Z(x) exp \/—dx

is a solution to the differential equation (Z2).

For the constructions of Z(x) and @, see [15]

We now show that a solution to Eq.(22]) can be expressed in the form of the
Hermite-Krichever Ansatz. In our situation, the Hermite-Krichever Ansatz asserts
that the differential equation has solutions that are expressed as a finite series in
the derivatives of an elliptic Baker-Akhiezer function, multiplied by an exponential
function. We set

o(r 4w, — a)
o(r 4+ w;)

where o(z) (resp. ((x)) is the Weierstrass sigma (resp. zeta) function. Then we have

(2.6) O;(z,a) = exp(((a)x), (1=0,1,2,3),

(2.7) (%)j Oi(2 + 2wy, @) = exp(—2nr + 2wiC(a)) (%)j oi(z, )

fori=0,1,2,3, j € Z>o and k = 1,3, where n, = ((wg) (k = 1,3). The following
proposition asserts that a solution to Eq.(Z232) is written in the form of the Hermite-
Krichever Ansatz.

Proposition 2.2. [I5] (i) Set ly = lo+ 30" v and l; = I; (i = 1,2,3). The function
Ay(x) in Eq.(Z3) is expressed as

(2.8) Ay(z) = exp(kz) Z 3 b (%)J ®,(z, )
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for some values a, K cmdl;y) (1=0,...,3,7=0,...,0; = 1), or

(2.9) Ay(z) = exp(Ra)p(z)

for some value kK and doubly-periodic function p(x). (For a detailed expression of

p(x), see [15].)
(i) If lo, ..., ls € Z>o, T1,...,7% € Z>1, and the regular singular points {b,... by}
are apparent, then there exists a non-zero solution to Eq.(Z2A) that is expressed as

FEq.(Z8) or Eq.(23).

The monodromy of the function A,(z) is expressed in terms of a and «. In fact, if
the function A, (z) is written as Eq.([ZH), then

(2.10) Ag(x + 2wg) = exp(—2mpa + 2wi () + 2kwi ) Ay (z), (kK =1,3).

3. HEUN EQUATION

For the case M = 0, Eq.(2]) is regarded as the Heun equation (see Eq.([1])), and
it is transformed to the equation

(3.1) (‘dd—; + Z Li(li + Dz + Wz)) flz) = Ef(x),

If Iy, 11, Iy, I3 € Zg, then the function 327 1;(l; + 1)p(z + w;) is called the Treibich-
Verdier potential, and is an example of algebro-geometric finite-gap potential (see
16, 2, O, 03]). For the case M = 0 and ly,ly,l2,l3 € Z>¢, there is no constraint
relation for the apparency of additional regular singularity. Hence Propositions 2]
and 222 holds true. The function Z(x) in Proposition Bl is written as

3 ;-1

(3.2) E(x) = co(B)+ Y Y b (E)plw +w)

i=0 j=0

where the coefficients ¢y(F) and bgi)(E) are polynomials in F, they do not have
common divisors and the polynomial ¢o(E) is monic. The value @ is expressed as

(33) Q=E(a)’ (E = 2 lilli+ gl + wi)> + %E(I)di(f) B i <d3(;)) '

It follows from Eq.([B]) that @ is independent of x, and it is a monic polynomial in
E (see [I1]). A solution to Eq.(B1l) is expressed by an integral (see Eq.(Z2H)), and
it is also expressed in a form of the Hermite-Krichever Ansatz (see Proposition E2).
It is shown in [T4] that the values p(«), ¢'(a)/v/—@Q and k//—Q are expressed as
rational functions in F, and it follows that global monodromy of the Heun equation
for the case ly,l1,l2,l3 € Z>( is written as an elliptic integral. On the other hand,
it is known that global monodromy is also expressed by a hyperelliptic integral (see
[13]). By comparing the two expressions, we obtain a hyperelliptic-to-elliptic integral
reduction formula (see [14]).

We expressed the functions appeared in this section for the case lg = 2, |1 = [y =
I3 = 0. Note that Eq.([BJ) for the case l; = ly = [3 = 0 is called the Lamé equation.
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3.1. The case M =0, ly = 2, l; = ls = I3 = 0. The differential equation (see
Eq.(d)) is written as

(3.) (455 + 60l)) S0) = B10).

Set
(3.5)  E(z) =9p(x)? +3Ep(x) + E* —9g,/4, Q = (E*—3g,) H(E — 3e;),

where go = —4(e1e9 + ee3 + ezeq). Then the function
V—Qdx
E(x)

is a solution to Eq.(B4l). The monodromy formula in terms of hyperelliptic integral
is written as

(3.6) Ay(z) = /E(@) exp /

dE

592 2 — g2 €;

for k =1, 3.

The function A,(z) is also expressed in the form of the Hermite-Krichever Ansatz
as

(3.8) Ay(z) = exp(kx) {b( Oz, ) + b dd Oy (x, a)}

for the case E? # 3g,, and the values o and k are determined as

. E3 — 2793 . 2 —(E — 361)(E — 362)(E — 363)
S e # CEE

where g3 = 4ejeses. The monodromy is written by using the values o and k (see
Eq.(Z1Id)). By comparing two expressions of monodromy, we obtain that

(3.10) EdE |
/ \/453—925 9 / V(B2 = 30) TT H<E—3ei>
—392/2
(3.11) k= —=
I

(1 =1,2,3) for the transformation

dE + /
(B —3e) 3es \/453

— go€ — 93

E3 — 2793

(3.12) £ = _79(E2 “ g

These formulae reduce hyperelliptic integrals of genus two to elliptic integrals.
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4. SIXTH PAINLEVE EQUATION

We consider the Fuchsian differential equation (1) for the case M =1, r; = 1.
Then Eq.( 1) is transformed to

(4.1)
> o) d 5 > 5
—_— V-t —— LG+ Dol +w) — B ) = 0.
{ 2 o) — e d T o) —pon) T & il Dele b = B o o(a)
We set
3 3 I

4.2 by =p(61), p1= ! £y
(4.2) 1=9(0), 403 — goby — g3 ; 2(by — )

3
(43) p = E — 2(l1l263 + lglgel + l3l162) + Z lz(lzﬁ’z + 2(6,’ + bl))

i=1

The condition that, the regular singular points x = +4; is apparent, is written as

L+l
(4.4) p = (46 — gaby — g3) § —p7 + by — Z‘,ul
i=1 t
—b(li+ 1+l —lo)(l1+ 1o+ 15+ 1o+ 1).

From now on we assume that ly, [1, ls, 3 € Z>( and the eigenvalue E satisfies Eqgs. (3
E7)). Then Propositions 20 and 22 hold true. It is known [I5] that the function Z(x)
in Proposition .l is written as

=2(x) =c¢ do Doz + w;)l
) =) =t Ty 2 2t el e

Ratios of the coefficients ¢y /dy and bgi)/do (1=0,1,2,3,j=0,...,l; — 1) are written
as rational functions in variables b; and p;. The value @ in Proposition ZT] is ex-
pressed as a rational function in b; and py; multiplied by d2. By Proposition 22 the

eigenfunction Ay(x) in Eq.(20) is also expressed in the form of the Hermite-Krichever
Ansatz. Namely, it is expressed as

3 Li-1 j
(4.6) Ay(z) = exp (kx) Z ~§-2) (%) ;(x, @)

(4.7) Ay(z) = exp (Rx) p(x)

for some doubly-periodic function p(x), where | = lg+ 13 + 1o + I3+ 1, lo=1ly+1 and
l; =1; (i=1,2,3). For the values « and k, we have

Proposition 4.1. [15] Assume that M =1, ry =1, ly,l1,ls,l3 € Z>¢ and the value
p satisfies Eq.({4-4). Let o and k be the values determined by the Hermite-Krichever
Ansatz (see Eq.[{{-0)). Then p(a) is expressed as a rational function in variables by
and p1, ' (@) is expressed as a product of /—Q and a rational function in variables by
and p1, and k is expressed as a product of /—Q and a rational function in variables
bl and M-
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If @ # 0 (mod 2w Z & 2wsZ), then the function Ay(x) is expressed as Eq.([EH) and
we have

(4.8) Ay(x + 2wy) = exp(—2npa + 2w; () + 2kw)Ay(z), (k=1,3).

We now discuss the relationship between the monodromy preserving deformation
of Fuchsian equations and the sixth Painlevé equation. For this purpose we recall
other expressions of the sixth Painlevé equation. The sixth Painlevé equation given
as Eq.([3) is also written in terms of a Hamiltonian system by adding the variable
i, which is called the sixth Painlevé system:

d\ _9Hy;  du  OHy;

(4.9) dt ou )

with the Hamiltonian
1 2
(4.10) Hy; T {AA=1D(A—t)p
—{roA =1 A =t) + kK AA —t) + (ke — DAXA = D} p+r(A—=1)},

where r = ((ko+ K1 + k¢ — 1)* — £2.) /4. The sixth Painlevé equation for A is obtained
by eliminating p in Eq.(@3). Set w; = 1/2, ws = 7/2 and write
€3 — €1

5) —
(4.11) poaza _pglzea
€2 — €1 €2 — €1

Then the sixth Painlevé equation is equivalent to the following equation (see [6, [10]):

(4.12)
d*s 1 (K% K2 1 K2 T+1 K2 T
N S-S0 ) WA Uy i S A+ —= _t'<5 _>
dr? 47r2{2@()+2@<+2)+2g‘)(+2)+2p t3)
where ¢'(2) = (0/02)p(z). In the appendix, we obtain the elliptic form of the sixth
Painlevé equation (i.e., Eq.([EI2))) from the original sixth Painlevé equation (i.e.,
Fo. (3).
It is widely known that the sixth Painlevé equation is obtained by the monodnomy

preserving deformation of a certain linear differential equation. Let us introduce the
following Fuchsian differential equation:

d? d
(4.13) T+ i) S5+ palw)y = 0,
where
- 1 — Ko 1 — K1 1 — Rt 1
(4.14) pr(w) = ” = -
(4.15) polw) = — t(t —1)Hy, AN = 1)p

ww—1) ww—-1)(w-—1t) ww-—1)(w—=2N)

This equation has five regular singular points {0, 1,¢ 00, A} and the exponents at
w = A are 0 and 2. It follows from Eq.([I0) that the regular singular point w = A is
apparent. Then the sixth Painlevé equation is obtained by the monodromy preserv-
ing deformation of Eq.([@3), i.e., the condition that the monodromy of Eq.([I3) is
preserved as deforming the variable ¢ is equivalent to that p and A satisfy the Painlevé
system (see Eq.( X)), provided ko, k1, ki, Koo & Z. For details, see [H.
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We transform Eq.(Z13]) into the form of Eq.(@Tl). We set

r)—e _
(4.16) w=W A [T(o(x) — e,
€2 & i=1
_ b —
(4.17) t=20 A= o) =h
€y — €1 €y — €1

Then we obtain Eq.(#Jl) by setting

(418) /€0211+1/2, H1:ZQ—|—1/2, Iit:l3+1/2, /ioo:lo+1/2,
(419) W= (62 — 61),[11, KR = (l1 —|—lg —|—lg +lo -+ 1)([1 +ZQ +l3 — lo),
1 D+ Kes
4.20 Hy; = A(l— A
e = (e )

(see Eqgs.(@ZHET)), and Eq.( D) is equivalent to Eq.(#4l), that means that the
apparency of regular singularity is inheritted. Note that the monodromy preserving

deformation of Eq.(E13) in ¢ corresponds to the monodromy preserving deformation
of Eq.( ) in 7.

Now we consider the monodromy preserving deformation in the variable 7 (w; =
1/2,ws = 7/2) by applying solutions obtained by the Hermite-Krichever Ansatz for
the case l; € Z>o (i = 0,1,2,3). Let a and x be values determined by the Hermite-
Krichever Ansats (see Eq.([@8)). We consider the case Q # 0. Then a basis for
solutions to Eq.([22) is given by A,(x) and Ay(—x), and the monodromy matrix
with respect to the cycle z — = 4 2wy (k = 1,3) is diagonal with the eigenvalues
exp(£(—2nra+ 2w () + 2kwy)) (see Eq.[S)). The values —2n,a+ 2wy (o) + 2Kwy,
(k = 1,3) are preserved by the monodromy preserving deformation. We set

(4.21) —2ma + 2wi((a) + 2kw, = T/ =10,

(4.22) — 2nza0 + 2wl (@) + 2kws = T/ —1C5,

for contants C; and Cs. By Legendre’s relation njws — m3w; = mv/—1/2, we have
(4.23) a = Cyw, — Chws,

(4.24) Kk = ((Crwsz — Cawi) + Czmy — Cis,

From Proposition B, the values p(Csw; — Chws))(= p(a)), @ (Cawy — Crws)/v/—Q
and (¢(Chws — Cswy) + Csmp — C1m3)/+/—Q are expressed as rational functions in
variables b; and pp. By solving these equations for b; and u; and evaluating them
into Eq.(#T), the monodromy of the solutions to the differential equation () on
the cycles x — = 4 2wy, (k = 1, 3) are preserved for the fixed values C and Cj. Thus
we obtain the following proposition which was established in [T5].

Proposition 4.2. [15] We set wy = 1/2, wy = 7/2 and assume that l; € Z>y (i =
0,1,2,3) and Q # 0. By solving the equations in Proposition[f.1]in variable by = (©(d1)
and py, we express o(01) and py in terms of p(a), ¢'(«) and k, and we replace p(a),
p/(Oé> and Kk with p(C’gwl —Clwg), @/(ngu)l —Clw3> and §(01w3 —ngl) +Cg7]1 —017]3.
Then 61 satisfies the sizth Painlevé equation in the elliptic form

3

2
=0
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We observe the expressions of b; and p; in detail for the cases lp =1, =1lo =13 =0
andl():l, llzlgzlgzo.

4.1. The case M =1, =1, 1y =1; =1y =13 = 0. We investigate the case M = 1,
r1=1,1lp =1 =1y =3 =0 in detail. The differential equation (IJ]) is written as

& O'(®)  d  pa(4b] — g2b1 — g3)
4.2 —_— - — =
(4.26) { dx? + o(x) — b dzx o(x) — b P tolw)

We assume that b; # e, es, e3. The condition that the regular singular points z = 46,
(p(d1) = by) are apparent is written as

(4.27) p = —(4b} — gaby — g3)pii
(see Eq.(#4)). The doubly-periodic function =
(

+ (667 — g2/2) 1
(x) (see Eq.(EH)) is calculated as

— 1
4.28) H(ZL’) = 2,&1 + 7@(1’) — bl.
The value () is calculated as
(429) Q = 2/11(2[&1(61 — bl) + 1)(2(62 — bl)ul + 1)(2[&1(63 — bl) + 1)
We set
Qd
(430) Mofo) = VE@ o) —hexp [ Yo

Then a solution to Eq.(E2H) is written as A,(z), and is expressed in the form of the
Hermite-Krichever Ansatz as

(4.31) Ay(z) = l;(()o) exp(kz)Po(z, )

for generic (p1,b1). The values @ and k are determined as

1 oV V0@
(4.32) (o )—51—2—M1 (o) = — 2,u CRE
Hence we have
(1.33) ==t b= pfa) — 21

From Proposition EE2), the function §; determined by
' (Crwz — Cawi)
2(¢(Chws — Cswr) — (Cims — Csm))
is a solution to the sixth Painlevé equation in the elliptic form (see Eq.(2H)). This
solution coincides with the one found by Hitchin [3].

Now we consider the case @ = 0. If Q =0, then yy =0 or g = 1/(2(by — ¢;)) for
some i € {1,2,3}. For the case pu; = 0, the function d;, which is determined by
Dyns — Dym
D1W3 — Dgwl ’

(4.34) ©(01) = b1 = p(Crws — Cawy) +

is a solution to the sixth Painlevé equation for constants D; and Ds. For the case
w1 =1/(2(by —¢;)) (i € {1,2,3}), the function ¢; determined by
(92/4 — 2€7)(D1ws — Dswy) + €;(D1n3 — D)
ei(Dyws — Dawi) + (D1nz — D)
is a solution to the sixth Painlevé equation.

(436)  p(6) =b =




10 KOUICHI TAKEMURA

Eqgs. (@38 A30) are also obtained by suitable limits from Eq.([34) (see [19]), and
the space of the parameters of the solutions to the sixth Painlevé equation (i.e. the
space of initial conditions) for the case [y = [ = [, = [3 = 0 is obtained by blowing
up four points on the surface C/(2mv/—17Z) x C/(2m\/—17Z). This reflects the A; x
Ay x Ay x A; structure of Riccati solutions by Saito and Terajima [S].

4.2. The case M =1, r, =1, lo =1, l; = I, = I3 = 0. The differential equation
BT for this case is written as
&? O(x) d (40} — gabr — g3)
4. —— — — 2 — =
(4.37) { dz? * o(x) — by dx p(x) — b +20(z) = fol2)

We assume that b; # eq, es, e3. The condition that the regular singular points z = 46,
(p(d1) = by) are apparent is written as

(4.38) p = —(4b} — gabi — ga)pii + (607 — g2/2)p1 + 2b1.
The doubly-periodic function Z(x) is calculated as
(4.39) E(z) =p(x) + ((—4b} + bigs + gs)uT + (67 — g2/2) 11 — by)

+ (=46} + b1gz + g3)i /2 + 3b) — g2/4)/(p(x) — by),
and the value () is calculated as
(4.40)
Q = —((2(40} — biga — g3)ui — (1267 — go)pii + 4)(2(07 + exby + ezes ) — 201 — e1)
(2(b3 4 egby + eren)py — 201 — €2)(2(b? + esby + eres) g — 2by — e3).
We set

(1.41) Ay() = /@ (p@) —br) exp fwx

Then a solution to Eq.[ 3D) is written as Ay(x), and it is expressed in the form of
the Hermite-Krichever Ansatz as

(4.42) Ay(z) = exp(kx) {B((]O)éo(a:, a) + Bgo)%%(x, a)}

for generic (p1,b1). The values o and  are determined as
(4.43)
ola) = 2(4b7 — bigs — ga)bipd + (—24b7 + 4gaby + 3g3) 7 + (2467 — 2g2) 1 — 8y
2(4b7 — biga — g3)pi — (1207 — go) i + 4 ’
—4((46} = bigs — gs)p} — (1267 — go)puf + 1201111 — 4) J=0
(2(4b3 — bigs — gs)pu} — (120F — g2)pif + 4)? ’

210
K = —Q.
2B~ bigs — gyt — (1202 — g2 14V ¢

o () =

Hence we have

_ 2p(a)r’ = 3/ ()K? + (6p(a)’ — ga)k — p(a)g/(a)
b= 20" — 3p(a)s + 7(a)

2(k° = 3p(a)k + ¢ (@)K
—2¢/(@)K? + (12p(@)? — go)K? — 6p(a)p/ (@)K + ¢/ (a)?

Y

(4.45) M1 =
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From Proposition 2], the function é; determined by
(4.46)

(51) = by

2p(w)(¢ ( ) = 1) 4 3¢’ (W) (C(w) = 1)* + (6p(w)* — g2) (C(w) — 1) + p(w)g' (W)
2((C(w) = n)? = 3p(w)(C(w) —n) — ¢'(w)) ’
(w= Ciwz — Cswy, n=Cing—Camy),

is a solution to the sixth Painlevé equation in the elliptic form (see Eq.(=ZH)). In the
sixth Painlevé equation, it is known that the case (ko, k1, Kt, foo) = (1/2,1/2,1/2,3/2)
is linked to the case (Ko, k1, ki, Koo) = (1/2,1/2,1/2,1/2) by Bécklund transformation
(see [I7]). By transformating the solution in Eq.(34)) of the case (Ko, k1, Kt, Koo) =
(1/2,1/2,1/2,1/2) to the one of the case (ko, k1, ki, koo) = (1/2,1/2,1/2,3/2), we
recover the solution in Eq.(E44]).

Now we consider the case () = 0. If ) = 0, then pu; is a solution to the equation
2(4b7 = bigz — ga) i — (1267 — go) i +4 = 0 or g = (2b1 +¢;)/ (2(0 +eiby + € — g2 /4))
for some i € {1,2,3}. We set w = Dijws — D3w; and n = Dyns — Dsny, where D,
and Ds are constants. For the case that p; is a solution to the equation 2(4b3 —
biga — g3)ps — (123 — g2) 2 +4 = 0, the corresponding solutions to the sixth Painlevé
equation are written as the function d;, where

40’ + gaw?n — 2g5w°
w(gaw? — 121?)
For the case py = (201 + ¢;)/(2(02 + e;by + €2 — g2/4)) (i € {1,2,3}), we have
—goeiw/2 + (6e7 — go)n
(62 — go)w — Ge;n

(4.47) p(01) = by =

(4.48) ©(61) = by =

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

The Heun equation (see Eq.(IT)) is the standard canonical form of a Fuchsian
equation with four singularities. By transforming the Heun equation to the form of
elliptic functions, we find that solving the Heun equation is equivalent to investigating
spectral and eigenstates of quantum BC; Inozemtsev model (see Eq.(Bl)). Note that
the Hamiltonian of the quantum BC) Inozemtsev model [ is given by

(5.1) :—EJFZZ (l; + Dp(z + wy).

On the other hand, by adding an apparent singularity to the Heun equation, we
obtain Fuchsian differential equations that produce the sixth Painlevé equation by
monodromy preserving deformation (see section H).

The sixth Painlevé equation is rewritten as Eq.([12), and it is equivalent to the
Hamiltonian system (see [10])

s oM dy
(52) 27T\/ _1d_7‘ = 0—7’ 27T\/ _1d_7‘

on
95’

(5.3) H = % (f S+ 1/2)%0(6 + wi)> .

1=0
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If we replace 2my/—1-L by 4 (s: time variable, independent of ) formally, we obtain
the classical BC Inozemtsev system []. In other words, the sixth Painlevé equation
is a non-autonomous version of the classical BC, Inozemtsev system. To summarize,
we present the following diagram.

adding apparent

Heun equation singularity Fuchsian equation with
(quamtum BC; Inozemtsev model) an apparent singularity

monodromy preserving

classical limit deformation

non-autonomous

Classical BCy version Sixth Painlevé equation
Inozemtsec model

Before starting this work, the author noticed that the parameters, that the mon-
odromy of solutions to the Heun equation have expressions in terms of elliptic or
hyperelliptic integrals, resemble the ones in the sixth Painlevé equation that has
explicit two-parameter solutions. Typical two-parameter solutions are Picard’s and
Hitchin’s solutions. In this paper, we partially obtain an explanation of this phenom-
ena by intermediating Fuchsian differential equations with an apparent singularity,
though the corresponding parameters on the sixth Painlevé equation are a little off
as O and O U Oy, where

1
(54) Ol = {(/{O,/{lal{taﬁoo)h{ﬂa'%l?l{t?ﬁ"oo S Z+ 5} ’
B Ko, K1, Kt Koo € 24
(5.5) O, = {(Ko, K1, Kt, Foo) Ko + K1 + Kt + Koo € 27 } '

For the case (Ko, K1, ki, Koo ) € O1, solutions of the linear differential equation are inves-
tigated by our method, and solutions of the sixth Painlevé equation follow from them
(see Proposition ). By Bécklund transformation of the sixth Painlevé equation (see
[17] etc.), Hitchin’s solution (i.e., solutions for the case (ko, k1, ft, koo) = (3,3, 3,3))
is transformed to the solutions for the case (ko, K1, ki, Koo) € O1 UOy. But we cannot
obtain results on integral representation and the Hermite-Krichever Ansatz by our
method for the case (Ko, K1, ki, Koo) € O2. Note that the condition (kg, k1, ki, Feo) €
O, corresponds to the condition [y, ..., I3 € Z + %, lo+ 1 +1:+ 13 € 2Z. How can we
investigate solutions and their monodromy of the linear differential equation for the

cases lg,...,lgGZ"‘%,lo—i‘ll—'—lg—i‘lgezZ?

APPENDIX A. ELLIPTIC FORM OF SIXTH PAINVE EQUATION

We calculate the differentiation of modular functions, which will be used to rewrite
the sixth Painlevé equation.
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Proposition A.1. (c.f. [6]) Set wy =1/2, w3 =7/2,t = (e3 —e1)/(e2 —e1). Then

we have

d 1 . m+ 63/2
A2 i (omer) = e e
(A.3) C% ((e2 —e1)®) = _ 2m +7T€3>\/£_€12 —e)”
Proof. Set w = (z —e1)/(ea — €1). Then
(A.4)

r (147)/2 e s
[l
2 1/2 e ¢()

_ /62 dz _ 1 /1 du
e 2/(z—e)(z—e)(z—e3) 2(e2—e)? )y Julu—1)(u—t)
(A.5)

1 /°° dz B 1 /°° du
2 e 2V (z—e)(z—e)(z—e3) 20ea—e)? Sy Vulu—1)(u—t)
By differentiating Eq.([A4) in variable 7, we have

(A.6) % :% (2(62 _161)1/2> /01 Vulu —dzlL)(u —1)

T
2 \dr ) 2(ex —e)V? J, (u—t)\/u(u—l)(u—t)’
and it follows from Eq.([A) that

1 1 du €2 dz
(A7) 2(eg — e1)'/? /0 (u—t)y/ulu —1)(u —t) = (& —e) /el (p(x) — es3)g'(x)

(14+7)/2
€y — €1
= 2) —e3)d
(e3 —ea)(e3 —e1) /1/2 (pl@+7/2) = es)de
€y — €1

— (e3 — e2)(e5 — 1) (—n(1/2+7)+n(1/2+7/2) — e37/2)
— (63— ea)(es — 1) (—n3 — e37/2).

Hence

(A8) %: (e — o)7L (ﬁ) L1 (dt) (e2 — e1) (= — ex7/2)

7-0l7' ey — €1) 2 \dr (e3 —e2)(es — e1)

Similarly it follows from differentiating Eq.([A25) that

w0 0=t (grmaym) 3 () e
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From these equalities we have

(A.10) (dt) (&2 —e)lrm =ms) _

% (63 — 62)(63 — 61)

By Legendre’s relation ;7 — n3 = mv/—1 and definition of ¢, it follows that
dt . (62 — 61)t(t — 1)

A1l — =
( ) dr v —1
Combining with Eq.([AJl), we obtain that
d 1 m + 63/2
A.12 — = .
( ) dr ((62 - 61)1/2) Vv —1(ez — e1)!/?
The derivation of the function (e; — e1)* is calculated as
(A.13)
d d 1 a(2m +e3)(e2 —er)”
i . a_ _9 . atl/2 > (- - )
d7(62 er) ales —e) ir \(es—e)172 1
U
Proposition A.2. Set go = —4(ejes + exe3 + eze1). We have
de;  —me;+ e — g6
(A14) de; _ —2mei+ef — go/ ’
dr T/ —1
fori=1,23.
Proof. Tt follows from Proposition [A]] that
d (211 + e3)(eg — €1)*!
A.15 —(e2 — €)™ = :
(A-15) a2 =) /=1
Combining with Eq.([A]), we obtain that
d (2m + ea)(e3 —e1)
Al —(e3 —e1) = — :
( 6) dr (63 61) 7_(_\/_—1
By adding two functions, we have
d —6eym + 2eqe3 — €3
A7 —(—3e1) = — .
( ) dT( 1) 7/ —1
Hence, we obtain Eq.([A14) for the case i = 1. Eq.[AI4) for the case i = 2 (resp.
i = 3) follows from Eqs.([AI7, [ATH) (resp. Eqgs.(AI7 [AT4)). O
Proposition A.3.
d —n? 4
(A18) dm _ —mi+g2/48
dr T —1
Proof. Tt follows similarly to Eq.([A) that
1 [ du (e — €1)3/?
A.19 — / = +e3/2).
( ) 2Jo (u—1t)y/ulu—1)(u—t) (63—62)(63—61)(n1 +/2)
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We differentiate Eq.[AJ9) in ¢. From the 1.h.s, we have

3 du _ 3 (2—e)”? et D) — o
2/0 2u— )2/ u(u— D)(u—1) 2(e3—e2)?(es —e1)? /1/2(@( +7/2) —es)7dr,

/ (ol +7/2) — ex)dr = / : (% despla+7/2) + e+ f;) "

1/2 1/2

1 g
=2 — 5 (4 53)

From the r.h.s, we have

et L+ 2) (- 2) Tt (2}

Hence, we obtain

d €3 1 62 g2
A2 4 Gy~ - G _ 92
(A.20) dr (m + 2) m/—l{ 7o mes+ 5~ g
and Eq.([(AIS). O

We now we show that the sixth Painlevé equation (see Eq.([3))) can be rewritten
to an elliptic form (see Eq.([EI2)).

Proposition A.4. [6] Set

_ 5) —
(A.Ql) w1 = 1/2’ Wy = 7-/2’ t = €3 61’ \ = @( ) 61‘
€2 — €1 €y — €1

Then the sizth Painlevé equation

2N 1/1 1 1 d\\ 2 1 1 1\ d)
(A.22) ﬁ—é(ﬁ—A e )(dt) _<t+—t—1+—)\— )a

AA=1)(A—=1) B m% (t—1) +(1—mt) tt—1)
t2t—1 2>\2 2(>\—1)2 2 (A—1t)?
15 equivalent to the equation

(A.23)
d*5 1 (K%, K, 1 K, T+1 K2,
ﬁ“@{?“‘”*?@(‘”ﬁ)*? (5+T)+3 (‘”2)}

Proof. 1t follows from the relation A = (p(d) — e1)/(e2 — €1) that

(A-24) 0= /05 = [.: e;’@;ldu ~ 2(es —161)1/2 [-: Vu(u _d?)(u —t)

We differentiate Eq.([AZ24]) by the variable 7. Then we have

ds 7’1+€3/25+ (e2 —e)Pt(t —1) | dX 1
dr — mv/—1 2my/—1 dt /AN —1)(A—t)

1 A du
+5/oo (u—t)/ulu — 1)(u—t)}’

(A.25)
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Note that we used Proposition Al We differentiate Eq.[A2H) once more. By ap-
plying formulae on the differentiation of modular functions, we obtain that

(A.26)

P5_P(= 1P (e = ) S
dr? —272 \//\(A —1(A—1t) [ d?

S S S U 47 N S U S B
2\ A=1 A—t dt t t—1 X—t/) dt

1 A (u? + 2tu — 2u — t)du
+4t(t - 1) /oo (u—t)2y/u(u — 1)(u—t)

)

and we have

A (u? 4 2tu — 2u — t)du o [AA =T
(A.27) /OO (u _ t)2\/u(u — 1)(u — t) - ()\ - t)3 .
It follows from A = (p(d) — e1)/(e2 — e1) that

©(6+1/2) t

(A.28) @/(5) =2(ey — 62)3/2\/>\()\ —1(A—1), W = BV
p’(5+(7+1)/2)_ t—1 p’(6+7/2)_t(1—t)
©'(0) (A=Y ) (A=t

By combining Eqs. (A 26HA2]), we obtain the equivalence of Eq.([A22]) and Eq.([A23]).

U
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