arXiv:1611.08493v3 [math-ph] 27 Mar 2017

Modular forms, Schwarzian conditions, and symmetries of differential equations in physics

Y. Abdelaziz, J.-M. Maillard^£

£ LPTMC, UMR 7600 CNRS, Université de Paris 6, Tour 24, 4ème étage, case 121, 4 Place Jussieu, 75252 Paris Cedex 05, France

E-mail: maillard@lptmc.jussieu.fr

Abstract.

We give examples of infinite order rational transformations that leave linear differential equations covariant. These examples are non-trivial yet simple enough illustrations of exact representations of the renormalization group. We first illustrate covariance properties on order-two linear differential operators associated with identities relating the same_2F_1 hypergeometric function with different rational pullbacks. These rational transformations are solutions of a differentially algebraic equation that already emerged in a paper by Casale on the Galoisian envelopes. We provide two new and more general results of the previous covariance by rational functions: a new Heun function example and a higher genus_2F_1 hypergeometric function example. We then focus on identities relating the same_2F_1 hypergeometric function with two different algebraic pullback transformations: such remarkable identities correspond to modular forms, the algebraic transformations being solution of another differentially algebraic Schwarzian equation that also emerged in Casale’s paper. Further, we show that the first differentially algebraic equation can be seen as a subcase of the last Schwarzian differential condition, the restriction corresponding to a factorization condition of some associated order-two linear differential operator. Finally, we also explore generalizations of these results, for instance, to_3F_2, hypergeometric functions, and show that one just reduces to the previous_2F_1 cases through a Clausen identity. The question of the reduction of these Schwarzian conditions to modular correspondences remains an open question. In a_2F_1 hypergeometric framework the Schwarzian condition encapsulates all the modular forms and modular equations of the theory of elliptic curves, but these two conditions are actually richer than elliptic curves or_2F_1 hypergeometric functions, as can be seen on the Heun and higher genus example. This work is a strong incentive to develop more differentially algebraic symmetry analysis in physics.

PACS: 05.50.+q, 05.90.+m, 05.10.-a, 02.30.Hq, 02.30.lk,02.30.Gp, 02.40.Xx AMS Classification scheme numbers: 34M55, 47Exx, 32Hxx, 32Nxx, 34Lxx, 34Mxx, 14Kxx, 14H52

Key-words: Square Ising model, Schwarzian derivative, infinite order rational symmetries of ODEs, Fuchsian linear differential equations, Gauss and generalized hypergeometric functions, Heun function, globally nilpotent linear differential operators, isogenies of elliptic curves, Hauptmoduls, elliptic functions, modular forms, modular equations, modular correspondences, mirror maps, renormalization group, Malgrange pseudo-group, Galoisian envelope, Lattès transformations.

1. Introduction: infinite order symmetries.

In its simplest form, the concept of symmetries in physics corresponds to a (univariate) transformation x → R(x) preserving some structures. Whether these structures are linear differential equations, or more complicated mathematical objects (systems of differential equations, functional equations, etc ...), they must be invariant or covariant under the previous transformations x → R(x). Of course, these transformation symmetries can be studied, per se, in a discrete dynamical perspective†. Along this iteration line, or more generally, commuting transformations line, there is no need to underline the success of the renormalization group revisited by Wilson [5, 6] seen as a fundamental symmetry in lattice statistical mechanics or field theory.

The renormalization of the one-dimensional Ising model without a magnetic field (even if it can also be performed with a magnetic field [7]), which corresponds to the simple (commuting) transformations x → x^n (where x = tanh(K)), is usually seen as the heuristic “student” example of exact renormalization in physics, but it is trivial being one-dimensional. For less academical models one could think that no exact‡ closed form representation of the renormalization group exists, but can one hope to find anything better ? For Yang-Baxter integrable models [8, 9] with a canonical genusone parametrization [10, 11, 12] (elliptic functions of modulus k) exact representations of the generators of the renormalization group happen to exist. Such exact symmetry transformations must have k = 0 and k = 1 as a fixed point, be compatible with the Kramers-Wannier duality k ↔ 1/k, and, most importantly, be compatible with the lattice of periods of the elliptic functions parametrizing the model. Thus, these exact generators must be the isogenies [13, 14] of the elliptic functions (of modulus k). The simplest example of a transformation carrying these properties is the Landen transformation [9, 13] k −→ k_L = 2 √ k 1 + k

, (1)

with the critical point of the square Ising model (resp. Baxter model) given by the fixed point of the transformation: k = 1.

This algebraic transformation corresponds to multiplying (or dividing because of the modular group symmetry τ ↔ 1/τ) the ratio τ of the two periods of the elliptic curves τ ←→ 2 τ. The other (isogeny) transformations†† correspond to τ ↔ N · τ, for various integers N.

Setting out to find the precise covariance of some of the physical quantities related to the 2-D Ising model, like the partition function per site, the correlation functions, the n-fold correlations χ^{(n)} associated with the full susceptibility [16, 17, 18, 19], with respect to transformations of the Landen type (1), is a difficult task. An easier goal would be to find a covariance, not on the selected¶ linear differential operators that

† In their pioneering work Julia, Fatou and Ritt the theory of iteration of rational functions was seen as a method for investigating functional equations [1, 2, 3]. More generally, one can try to find all pairs of commuting rational functions, see [4].

‡ For instance, a Migdal-Kadanoff decimation can introduce, in a finite-dimensional parameter space of the model, rational transformations that can be seen as efficient approximations of the generators of the renormalization group, hoping that the basin of attraction of the fixed points of the transformation is “large enough”.

†† See for instance (2.18) in [15].

¶ They are not only Fuchsian, the corresponding linear differential operators are globally nilpotent or G-operators [20, 21, 22].

these quantities satisfy, but on the different factors of these operators. Luckily the factors of the operators associated with these physical quantities are linear differential operators whose solutions can be expressed in terms of elliptic functions, modular forms [20] (and beyond_4F_3 hypergeometric functions associated with Calabi-Yau ODEs [23, 24], etc ...).

Let us give an illustration of the precise action of non-trivial symmetries like (1) on some elliptic functions that actually occur in the 2-D Ising model [23, 24, 25]: weight-one modular forms.

Let us introduce the j-invariant♯ of the elliptic curve and its transform by the Landen transformation

j(k) = 256 ·

(1 − k^2 + k^4)^3 k^4 · (1 − k^2)^2

, j(k_L) = 16 ·

(1 + 14 k^2 + k^4)^3 (1 − k^2)^4 · k^2

. (2)

and let us also introduce the two corresponding Hauptmoduls [13] x = 1728 j(k) , y = 1728 j(k_L) , (3)

with the two Hauptmoduls being related by the modular equation [26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31]:

1953125 x^3y^3 − 187500 x^2y^2 · (x + y) + 375 xy · (16 x^2 − 4027 xy + 16 y^2) − 64 (x + y) · (x^2 + 1487 xy + y^2) + 110592 xy = 0. (4)

The transformation x → y(x) = y, where y is given by the modular equation (4), is an algebraic transformation which corresponds to the Landen transformation (as well as the inverse Landen transformation: it is reversible because of the x ↔ y symmetry of (4)). The emergence of a modular form [23, 24, 25] corresponds to the remarkable identity on the same hypergeometric function but where the pullback x is changed x → y(x) = y according to the modular equation (4) corresponding to the Landen transformation, or inverse Landen transformation

2F_1 ( [ 1 12 , 5 12 ], [1], y ) = A(x) ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 12 , 5 12 ], [1], x ) , (5)

where A(x) is an algebraic function given by:

1024 A(x)^{12} − 1152 A(x)^8 + 132 A(x)^4 + 125 x − 4 = 0. (6)

The emergence of a modular form is thus associated with a selected hypergeometric function having an exact covariance property [32, 33] with respect to an infinite order algebraic transformation, corresponding here to the Landen transformation, which is precisely what we expect for an exact representation of the renormalization group of the square Ising model [7, 13].

With the example of the Ising model one sees that the exact representation of the renormalization group immediately requires considering the isogenies of elliptic curves [13], and thus transformations, corresponding to the modular equations, x → y(x) which are (multivalued) algebraic functions.

In a previous paper [7], we studied simpler examples of identities on_2F_1 hypergeometric functions where the transformations x → y(x) were rational

♯ The j-invariant [13, 15] (see also Klein’s modular invariant) regarded as a function of a complex variable τ , is a modular function of weight zero for SL(2, Z).

functions. In that paper we found that the rational functions y(x) are differentially algebraic‡ [34, 35]: they verify a (non-linear) differential equation

A(y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 = A(x) · y^′(x) + y^{′′}(x). (7) where A(x) is a rational function (which is in fact a log-derivative [7]). This nontrivial condition coincides exactly with one of the conditions G. Casale obtained [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42] in a classification of Malgrange’s D-envelope and D-groupoids on P_1. Denoting y^′(x), y^{′′}(x) and y^{′′′}(x) the first, second and third derivative of y(x) with respect to x, these conditions read respectively¶ μ(y) · y^′(x) − μ(x) + y^{′′}(x) y^′(x) = 0, (8)

ν(y) · y^{′′}(x)^2 − ν(x) + y^{′′′}(x) y^′(x) − 3 2 · (y′′(x) y^′(x) )_2 = 0, (9)

together with γ(y)· y^′(x)^n − γ(x) = 0 and h(y) = h(x), corresponding respectively to rank two, rank three, together with rank one and rank nul groupoïds, where ν(x), μ(x), γ(x) are meromorphic functions (h(x) is holomorph). Clearly Casale’s condition (8) is exactly the same condition as the one we already found in [7], and this is not a coincidence ! In this paper we will refer to Casale’s first condition (8) as the “rank-two condition”, and to the Casale’s second condition (9) as the “rank-three condition”, or the “Schwarzian condition”. When our paper [7] was published we had no example corresponding to a Schwarzian condition like (9).

Without going into the details of Malgrange’s pseudo-groups [37, 42], Galoisian envelopes, D-envelopes of a germ of foliation [41], and D-groupoïds, let us just say that these concepts are built in order to generalize the idea of differential Galois groups to non-linear [43] ODEs‡ or non-linear functional equations† (see [44]). In an experimental mathematics pedagogical approach, we will provide more examples of rational transformations verifying rank-two condition (8), and new pedagogical examples of algebraic transformations verifying Schwarzian conditions like in (9). We hope that these (slightly obfuscated for physicists) Galoisian envelope conditions will become clearer in a framework of identities on hypergeometric functions. In a modular form perspective, we will show that the infinite number of algebraic transformations corresponding to the infinite number of the modular equations, are solutions of a unique Schwarzian condition (9) with ν(x) a rational function.

The paper is organized as follows. We first recall the_2F_1 results in [7] which correspond to rational transformations and rank-two condition (8) on these rational transformations. We then display a set of new results also corresponding to rational transformations with condition (8). Then focusing on a modular form hypergeometric identity, we show that it actually provides a first heuristic example of a Schwarzian condition (9) where ν(x) is a rational function and analyze them in detail. We

‡ All the non-linear differential equations we consider in this paper (see (24), see the Schwarzian equations (93), (150), ... below) are differentially algebraic [34, 35], i.e. y(x) is a solution of a polynomial equation P (x, y, y^′, y^{′′}, ...), as a consequence of the fact that the functions A_R(x) or W (x) in these equations are rational functions instead of general meromorphic functions (see (8), (9) below).

¶ More generally see the concept of differential algebraic invariant of isogenies in [14]. ‡ In the case of linear ODEs the D-envelope gives back the differential Galois group of the linear ODEs.

† The typical example is the (non-linear) functional equation f(x + 1) = y(f(x)), which is such that its Malgrange pseudo-group (generalization of the Galois group) will be “small enough” if and only if, there exists a rational function ν(x), such that the Schwarzian condition (9) is satisfied.

then show that the rank-two condition (8) is a subcase of the rank-three Schwarzian condition (9), the restriction corresponding to a factorization condition of some associated order-two linear differential operator. We then explore generalizations of the hypergeometric identity to_3F_2,_2F_2 and_4F_3 hypergeometric functions, and show that the_3F_2 attempt, in fact, just reduces to the previous_2F_1 cases through a Clausen identity.

2. Recalls: rational transformation and_2F_1 hypergeometric functions

We recall a few examples and results from [7] on the hypergeometric examples displayed in [45]. The hypergeometric function

Y (x) = x^{1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1 4 ], [ 5 4 ]; x ) = 1 4 · ∫_x 0 t^{−3/4} · (1 − t)^{−1/2} · dt = x^{1/4} · (1 − x)^{−1/2} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1 4 ], [ 5 4 ]; −4 x (1 − x)^2 ) , (10)

is the integral of an algebraic function. It has a simple covariance property with respect to the infinite order rational transformation x → −4 x/(1 − x)^2: Y ( −4 x (1 − x)^2 ) = (−4)^{1/4} · Y (x). (11)

This hypergeometric function can be seen as an ’ideal’ example of physical functions, covariant by an exact (rational) transformation. Three other hypergeometric functions with similar covariant properties were analyzed in [7]:

Y (x) = x^{1/3} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], x ) = 1 3 · ∫_x 0 t^{−2/3} · (1 − t)^{−2/3} · dt (12)

= (−8)^{−1/3} · R(x)^{1/3} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], R(x) ) , with: R(x) = x · (x − 2)^3 (1 − 2 x)^3 , as well as

Y (x) = x^{1/6} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1 6 ], [ 7 6 ], x ) = 1 6 · ∫_x 0 t^{−5/6} · (1 − t)^{−1/2} · dt (13)

= (−27)^{−1/6} · R(x)^{1/6} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1 6 ], [ 7 6 ], R(x) ) , with: R(x) = −27 x (1 − 4 x)^3 , which can be seen as a particular subcase (α = 1/2) of the identity on hypergeometric functions:

2F_1 ( [α, 1 − α 3 ], [

4 α + 5 6 ], x )

= (1 − 4 x)^{−α} ·_2F_1 ( [ α 3 , α + 1 3 ], [

4 α + 5 6 ], − 27 x (1 − 4 x)^3 ) , (14)

and, finally, the simple function Y (x) = tanh^{−1}(x^{1/2}) that one represents as a hypergeometric function:

Y (x) = x^{1/2} ·_2F_1 ( [1, 1 2 ], [ 3 2 ], x ) = 1 2 · ∫_x 0 t^{−1/2} · (1 − t)^{−1} · dt (15)

= (4)^{−1/2} · R(x)^{1/2} ·_2F_1 ( [1, 1 2 ], [ 3 2 ], R(x) ) , with: R(x) = 4 x (1 + x)^2 . Though not mentioned in [7], two other hypergeometric functions, also covariant under a rational transformation, could have been deduced from the previous hypergeometric examples using Goursat and Darboux identities (see Appendix B, and especially (B.3)):

Y (x) = x^{1/4} · (1 − x)^{1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1], [ 5 4 ], x ) = 1 4 · ∫_x 0 t^{−3/4} · (1 − t)^{−3/4} · dt = (−4)^{−1/4} · R(x)^{1/4} · (1 − R(x))^{1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 4 , 1 2 ], [ 5 4 ], R(x) ) (16)

where: R(x) = −4 · x · (1 − x) (1 − 2 x)^2

, (17) and Y (x) = x^{1/6} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 2 3 ], [ 7 6 ], x ) = 1 6 · ∫_x 0 t^{−5/6} · (1 − t)^{−2/3} · dt (18)

= (64)^{−1/6} · R(x)^{1/6} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 2 3 ], [ 7 6 ], R(x) ) with: R(x) =

64 x (1 + 18 x − 27 x^2)^2 . These six hypergeometric functions are incomplete integrals that are canonically associated with an algebraic curve u^N − P (t) = 0 of genus one for (10), (12), (13), (16) (18), and genus zero for (15)

Y (x) = 1 N · ∫_x 0 dt u(t) = 1 N · ∫_x 0 dt N√ P (t) , or: N · Y^′(x) = 1 u(x) , (19)

and are solutions of a second order linear differential operator:

Ω = ω_1 · D_x, with: ω_1 = D_x + A_R(x), (20) where D_x denotes d/dx, where a rational function A_R(x) is† the logarithmic derivative of a simple algebraic‡ function u(x) =^N √ P (x). The expressions of the rational functions A_R(x) read respectively for the four hypergeometric examples (10), (12), (13) and (15) 1 4 3 − 5 x x · (1 − x) , 2 3 · 1 − 2 x x · (1 − x) , 1 6 · 5 − 8 x x · (1 − x) , 1 2 · 1 − 3 x x · (1 − x) . (21)

and for the two new examples (16) and (18): 3 4 · 1 − 2 x x · (1 − x) , 1 6 · 5 − 9 x x · (1 − x) . (22)

In the interesting cases emerging in physics [9, 23, 24, 25], the operator Ω happens to be globally nilpotent [20], in which case A_R(x) is the log-derivative of the N-th root of a rational function. At first we do not require Ω to be globally nilpotent††, then we will see what this assumption entails.

Let us consider a rational transformation x → R(x) and the order-one operator ω_1 = D_x + A_R(x). The change of variable x → R(x) on the order-one operator ω_1 reads:

D_x + A_R(x) −→ 1/R^′(x) · D_x + A_R(R(x))

= γ(x) · L_1 = γ(x) · ( D_x + A_R(R(x)) · R^′(x) ) , (23)

† The fact that A_R(x) is the log-derivative of the N-th root of a rational function, here a polynomial, is a consequence of the fact that Ω is a globally nilpotent linear differential operator [20]. ‡ Note that u(x) being an algebraic function, these examples are such that N · Y^′(x) = 1/u(x), Y^′(x) is holonomic but also its reciprocal 1/Y^′(x).

†† Imposing the global nilpotence generates additional relations (see section (2.2) below).

with γ(x) = 1/R^′(x). Now imposing the order-one operator L_1 of the RHS expression (23) to be equal to the conjugation by γ(x) of ω_1 = D_x + A_R(x), namely γ(x) · ( D_x + A_R(x) ) · 1 γ(x) = D_x − d ln(γ(x)) dx + A_R(x), one deduces a rank-two functional equation [7] on A_R(x) and R(x):

A_R(R(x)) · R^′(x)^2 = A_R(x) · R^′(x) + R^{′′}(x). (24)

This condition is exactly the first rank-two condition of Casale given by (8). Using the chain rule formula of derivatives for the composition of functions, one can show, for a given rational function A_R(x), that the composition R_1(R_2(x)) verifies condition (24) if two rational functions R_1(x) and R_2(x) verify condition (24). In particular if R(x) verifies condition (24), all the iterates of R(x) also verify that condition¶: R(x) −→ R(R(x)), R(R(R(x))), · · · Keeping in mind the well-known example of the parametrization of the standard map x → 4 x · (1 − x) with x = sin^2(θ), yielding θ → 2 θ, let us seek a (transcendental) parametrization x = P (u) such that‡ R_{a1} ( P (u) ) = P (a_1 u) or: R_{a1} = P ∘ H_{a1} ∘ Q, (25)

where H_{a1} denotes the scaling transformation x → a_1 · x and Q = P^{−1} denotes the composition inverse of P . One can also verify an essential property that we expect to be true for a representation of the renormalization group, namely that two R_{a1} (x) for different values of a_1 commute, the result corresponding to the product of these two a_1: R_{a1} ( R_{b1} (x) ) = R_{b1} ( R_{a1} (x) ) = R_{a1 ·b1} (x). (26)

The neutral element of this abelian group corresponds to a_1 = 1, giving the identity transformation R_1(x) = x. Performing the composition inverse of R_{a1} (x) amounts to changing a_1 into its inverse 1/a_1. The structure of the (one-parameter) group and the extension of the composition of n times a rational function R(x) (namely R(R(· · · R(x) · · ·))) to n any complex number, is a straight consequence of this relation. For example, in the case of the_2F_1 hypergeometric function (12), the one-parameter series expansion of R_{a1} (x) reads:

R(a, x) = a · x + a · (a − 1) · S_a(x) where: (27)

S_a(x) = − 1 2 · x^2 + 1 28 · (5 a − 9) · x^3 −

(3 a^2 − 12 a + 13) 56 · x^4 + · · ·

This one-parameter series (27) is a family of commuting one-parameter series solution of the rank-two condition (24), and these solution series have movable singularities (more details in Appendix A). Defining some “infinitesimal composition” (Q = P^{−1}, ϵ ≃ 0) R_{1 + ϵ}(x) = P ∘ H_{1 + ϵ} ∘ Q(x) = x + ϵ · F (x) + · · · (28)

¶ This is in agreement with the fact that (24) is the condition for Ω = (D_x + A_R(x)) · D_x to be covariant by x → R(x): this condition is obviously preserved by the composition of R(x)’s (for A(x) fixed).

‡ This is the idea of Siegel’s linearization [46, 47, 48] (or Koenig’s linearization theorem see [49]).

we see, from (26), that R_{a1} (R_{1 + ϵ}(x)) = R_{1 + ϵ}(R_{a1} (x)). Using (28) and Taylor expansion one gets the following relations between R_{a1} (x) and the function† F (x): R_{a1} ( R_{1 + ϵ}(x) ) = R_{a1} ( x + ϵ · F (x) + · · · ) = R_{a1} (x) + dR_{a1} (x) dx · ϵ · F (x) + · · · = R_{1 + ϵ} ( R_{a1} (x) ) = R_{a1} (x) + ϵ · F (R_{a1} (x)) + · · · (29)

which gives at the first order in ϵ: dR_{a1} (x) dx · F (x) = F (R_{a1} (x)). (30)

For R(x) and for the n-th iterates of the rational function R(x) (which are in the one-parameter family R_{a1} (x)) relation (30) reduces to: R^′(x) · F (x) = F (R(x)), dR^{(n)}(x) dx · F (x) = F (R^{(n)}(x)), (31)

where: R^{(n)}(x) = R(R(· · · R(x)) · · ·).

From (28) one gets P (Q(x) + ϵ · Q(x)) = x + P^′(Q(x)) · ϵ · Q(x) + · · · = x + ϵ · F (x) + · · · and also P ∘ H_{1 + ϵ}(x) = P (x + ϵ · x) = P (x) + P^′(x) · ϵ · x + · · · = P (x) + ϵ · F (P (x)) + · · · yielding respectively

Q(x) · P^′(Q(x)) = F (x) and thus: x · P^′(x) = F (P (x)). (32) This last relation yields Q(x) · P^′(Q(x)) = F (x), which can also be written using P ∘ Q(x) = x (and thus P^′(Q(x)) · Q^′(x) = 1): Q^′(x) · F (x) = Q(x). (33)

Inserting (28) in the rank-two condition (24) one immediately finds (at the first order in ϵ) that F (x) is a holonomic function, solution of a second order linear differential operator Ω^∗ which can be seen to be the adjoint of the second order operator Ω defined by (20):

Ω^∗ = D^2_x − A_R(x) · D_x − A^′_R(x) = D_x · ( D_x − A_R(x) ) . (34)

2.1. New results: Q(x) and P (x) as differentially algebraic functions

The two functions Q(x) and its composition inverse P (x) = Q^{−1}(x) are differentially algebraic functions [34, 35] as can be seen in [7]. The function Q(x) is solution of the differentially algebraic equation:

A_R(x) · G(x) · G^′(x) − A^′_R(x) · G(x)^2 + 2 G^′(x)^2 − G(x) · G”(x) = 0, (35) where G(x) is the log-derivative‡ of Q(x), i.e. G(x) = Q^′(x)/Q(x). While equation (33) means that F (x) = 1/G(x), equation (35) is immediately obtained by imposing F (x) = 1/G(x) to be a solution of Ω^∗.

One remarks that this non-linear differential equation corresponds to a homogeneous quadratic equation in G(x) and its derivatives. In terms of Q(x) this equation corresponds to a homogeneous cubic equation in Q(x) and its derivatives: A_R(x) · ( Q^′(x)^2 − Q(x) · Q^{′′}(x) ) · Q^′(x) + A^′_R(x) · Q(x) · Q^′(x)^2 (36)

+ Q^{′′}(x) · Q^′(x)^2 + Q(x) · Q^{′′′}(x) · Q^′(x) − 2 Q(x) · Q^{′′}(x)^2 = 0.

† Generically, F (x) is a transcendental function, not a rational nor an algebraic function. ‡ With an extra log-derivative step equation (35) can be written in an even simpler form. Introducing H(x) = G^′(x)/G(x), equation (35) becomes A^′_R(x) − A_R(x) · H(x) + H^′(x) − H(x)^2 = 0.

The function P (x), being the composition inverse of a differentially algebraic function, is solution of the differentially algebraic [34, 35] equation¶:

A_R(P (x)) · P^′(x)^2 · ( x · P^{′′}(x) + P^′(x) ) + x · A^′_R(P (x)) · P^′(x)^4

+ x · P ”(x)^2 − x · P^′(x) · P^{′′′}(x) − P^′(x) · P ”(x) = 0. (37) For instance, for the hypergeometric function (10), one verifies straightforwardly that P (x) = sn^4(x, (−1)^{1/2}), given in [7], verifies (37) with A_R(x) given by the first rational function in (21).

2.2. Assuming that Ω is globally nilpotent

The rank-two condition (24) turns out to identify exactly with the first Casale condition (8), the only difference being that A_R(x) is not meromorphic as in Casale’s condition (8), but a rational function: in lattice statistical mechanics and enumerative combinatorics, the differential operators are linear differential operators with polynomial coefficients. In fact, the operators emerging in lattice models are not only Fuchsian, but globally nilpotent operators [20], or G-operators [21], thus their wronskians are the N-th root of a rational function [20]. This naturally leads us to examine the case where Ω is taken to be globally nilpotent. Given Ω globally nilpotent, there exists an algebraic function u(x) (N-th root of a rational function) such that A_R(x) is the log-derivative of u(x). Consequently Ω and Ω^∗, which read respectively Ω = u(x)^{−1} · D_x · u(x) · D_x and Ω^∗ = D_x · u(x) · D_x · u(x)^{−1}, are related by the simple conjugation:

Ω^∗ · u(x) = u(x) · Ω. (38) Thus, F (x) and Y (x) are related through the simple equation: u(x) · Y (x) = F (x). (39)

The fact that the holonomic function Y (x) is solution of Ω, amounts to writing that the log-derivative of Y^′(x) is equal to −A_R(x). If Ω is globally nilpotent then −A_R(x) is the log-derivative of the reciprocal 1/u(x), and the logarithm of Y^′(x) is equal to the logarithm of 1/u(x), up to a constant of integration ln(α), and thus: α · dY (x) dx = 1 u(x) or: α ·

Y^′(x) Y (x) = 1 u(x) · Y (x) . (40)

Recalling the fact that the rank-two condition (24) gives (33), namely that the log-derivative of Q(x) is equal to 1/F (x), one deduces by combining (39) with (40): Q^′(x) Q(x) = 1 F (x) = α · Y^′(x) Y (x) i.e. Q(x) = λ · Y (x)^α. (41)

Note that, without any loss of generality, one can restrict λ to λ = 1.

F (x) is solution of Ω^∗ as a consequence of the rank-two condition (24). This second order linear differential equation can be integrated into F^′(x) −A_R(x)· F (x) = u(x) · Y^′(x), and taking into account (40) this gives:

F^′(x) − A_R(x) · F (x) = 1 α . (42)

¶ Equation (37) can be obtained using the Faà di Bruno formulas for the higher derivatives of inverse functions.

For the new results (see sections (3) and (4) below), corresponding to a rank-two condition (24) like the hypergeometric examples seen in the beginning of this section, the holonomic function Y (x) is of the form (19). Thus the constant α is actually equal to a positive integer N (see the case where N = 3 in Appendix A for a worked example). Further one deduces from (41) that Q(x) is always a holonomic function: Q(x) = λ · Y (x)^N , for instance, for the hypergeometric functions (10), (12), (13), (15), (16) and (18), we have Q(x) = Y (x)^N with N = 4, 3, 6, 2, 4, 6 respectively.

Without assuming (19), the constant α is not necessarily a positive integer, thus Q(x) has no reason to be holonomic: it is just differentially algebraic (see (36)). The log-derivatives of Q(x) and Y (x) being equal up to a multiplicative factor α (see (41)), one deduces from the fact that (35) is a homogeneous (quadratic) condition in G(x) and its derivatives, that Q(x) and Y (x) verify necessarily the same differentially algebraic condition (36).

With this global nilpotence assumption, the differentially algebraic function P (x) is, in fact, solution of much simpler non-linear ODEs. From u(x) · Y (x) = F (x) one gets using (32):

u(P (x))^α · Y (P (x))^α = F (P (x))^α = ( x · P^′(x) )_α . (43)

Using Q(x) = λ · Y (x)^α, and Q(P (x)) = x, one deduces: x · u(P (x))^α = λ · ( x · P^′(x) )_α . (44)

3. More rational transformations: an identity on a Heun function

In this section we write an identity similar to the_2F_1 hypergeometric identities (10), (12), (13), but, this time, on a Heun function, that is a holonomic function with four singularities instead of the well-known three singularities 0, 1, ∞ of the hypergeometric functions.

Let us consider the rational transformation¶ x −→ 4 · x · (1 − x) · (1 − k^2 x) (1 − k^2 x^2)^2

, (45)

where one recognizes the transformation‡ θ → 2 θ on the square of the elliptic sine x = sn(θ, k)^2: sn(θ, k)^2 −→ sn(2 θ, k)^2 = = 4 · sn(θ, k)^2 · (1 − sn(θ, k)^2) · (1 − k^2 · sn(θ, k)^2) (1 − k^2 · sn(θ, k)^4)^2

. (46)

Denoting M = 1/k^2, the transformation (45) yields:

R(x) = 4 · x · (1 − x) · (1 − x/M) (1 − x^2/M)^2

. (47)

For a given M, the transformations θ → p θ give rational transformations x → R_p(x) on the square of the elliptic sine, x = sn(θ, k)^2, which are sketched for the first primes p in Appendix C. The series expansions of these rational transformations

¶ Emerging as a symmetry of the complete elliptic integrals of the third kind in the anisotropic Ising model (see [50]).

‡ The general case θ → p θ is laid out in Appendix C.

read R_p(x) = p^2 · x + · · · With these rational functions R_p(x) we have the following identity on a Heun function††: R_p(x) · Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , R_p(x) )_2

= p^2 · x · Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x )_2

. (48)

Using the formalism introduced in section (2), we write

A_R(x) = u^′(x) u(x) = − 1 2 (M − x) + 2 x − 1 2 x (x − 1) = 1 2 · 3 x^2 − 2 (M + 1) x + M x · (1 − x) · (M − x) , where: u(x) = ( x · (1 − x) · (1 − x/M) )_{1/2} . (49)

The Liouvillian solution of the operator Ω = (D_x + A_R(x)) · D_x corresponds to the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind (introducing u = sin^2(θ) and x = sin^2(ϕ)): F (ϕ, m) = ∫_ϕ 0 dθ (1 − m · sin^2(θ))^{1/2} = 1 2 · ∫_x 0 du u^{1/2} · (1 − u)^{1/2} · (1 − m · u)^{1/2} . This corresponds to a Heun function, or equivalently to the inverse Jacobi sine ¶: x^{1/2} · Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x ) = InverseJacobiSN ( x^{1/2}, 1 M^{1/2} ) . (50)

The Heun solution of Ω reads with x = sin^2(ϕ): Y (x) = x^{1/2} · Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x ) = 1 M^{1/2} · F ( ϕ, 1 M )

= 1 2 · ∫_x 0 du u^{1/2} · (1 − u)^{1/2} · (M − u)^{1/2}

. (51)

The Heun identity (48) amounts to writing a covariance on this Heun function given by: Y ( R_p(x) ) = p · Y (x). (52)

The adjoint operator Ω^∗ = D_x · (D_x − A_R(x)) has the following Heun function solution:

F (x) = x · (1 − x)^{1/2} · ( 1 − x M )_{1/2} · Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x ) . (53)

All the rational transformations R_p(x) verify a rank-two condition (24) with A_R(x) given by (49). More generally, the one-parameter series solution of the ranktwo condition (24) are, again, commuting series:

R(a, x) = a · x + a · (a − 1) · S_a(x) where: (54)

S_a(x) = −

(M + 1) 3 M · x^2 +

(2 · (M^2 + 1) · (a − 4) + (13 a − 7) · M) 45 · M^2 · x^3 − (M + 1) 315 · M^3 · ( (M^2 + 1) · (a − 4) · (a − 9) + (29 a^2 − 62 a − 6) · M ) · x^4 + · · ·

†† The Heun function is the Heun general function, HeunG function in Maple, not a confluent Heun function.

¶ The Jacobi sine function arises from the inversion of the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind.

with R(a_1, R(a_2, x)) = R(a_2, R(a_1, x)) = R(a_1 a_2, x). The one-parameter series (54) reduces to the series expansion of the rational functions R_p(x) for a = p^2 for every integer p. One thus sees that the rank-two condition (24) with A_R(x) given by (49), encapsulates an infinite number of commuting rational transformations R_p(x).

Finally, as far as the Koenig-Siegel linearization [46, 47, 48, 49] of the oneparameter series is concerned, one has Q(x) = Y (x)^2 and: P (x) = sn ( x^{1/2}, 1 M^{1/2}

)_2 . (55)

One easily verifies that this exact expression (55) in terms of the elliptic sine is solution of the differentially algebraic equation (37) with A_R(x) given by (49).

One can verify (though it is not totally straightforward) that the rational function (47), and more generally the R_p(x), have the decomposition 4 · x · (1 − x) · (1 − x/M) (1 − x^2/M)^2

= P (4 · Q(x)), R_p(x) = P (p^2 · Q(x)), (56)

with P (x) and Q(x) given respectively by (55) and Q(x) = Y (x)^2.

3.1._2F_1 hypergeometric functions deduced from the Heun example

We know from [51, 52] for example, that selected Heun functions can reduce to pullbacked_2F_1 hypergeometric functions. This is also the case for the Heun function (53) in section (3) for selected values of M. For M = 2 we have: Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x )

= (1 − x)^{−1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 4 , 3 4 ], [ 5 4 ], −x^2 4 · (1 − x) ) , (57)

for M = −1: Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x )

= (1 − x^2)^{−1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 4 , 3 4 ], [ 5 4 ], −x^2 1 − x^2 ) , (58)

and for M = 1/2: Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x )

= (1 − 2 x)^{−1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 4 , 3 4 ], [ 5 4 ], −x^2 1 − 2 x ) . (59)

Besides, the three previous values of M = 1/k^2 such that the Heun function (or the inverse Jacobi sine, InverseJacobiSN in Maple) reduces to pullbacked hypergeometric functions, correspond to a complex multiplication value of the j-function [53], namely [13] j = (12)^3 = 1728:

j = 256 ·

(M^2 − M + 1)^3 M^2 · (M − 1)^2

, j = 1728 ←→ M = 2, 1 2 , −1. (60)

The other complex multiplication values (Heegner numbers see [13]) do not seem to correspond to a reduction of the Heun function to pullbacked hypergeometric functions.

Recalling (57), (58), (59), and specifying the Heun identity (48), or (52), for M = 2, M = −1, and M = 1/2 respectively, one gets three identities on the hypergeometric function_2F_1([1/4, 3/4], [5/4], x). These three identities are in fact consequences of the simple identity:

Y (x) = x^{1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 4 , 3 4 ], [ 5 4 ], x ) = 1 2 · P(x)^{1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 4 , 3 4 ], [ 5 4 ], P(x) ) , (61)

where

P(x) = 16 · x · (1 − x) (1 + 4 x − 4 x^2)^2

, (62)

together with the “transmutation” relations P(p_k(x)) = p_k(P_k(x)), k = 1, 2, 3, (63) where the pullbacks P(p_k(z)) are transformation (47) for respectively M = 2, M = −1, and M = 1/2

P_1(x) = 8 · x · (1 − x) · (2 − x) (x^2 − 2)^2

, P_2(x) = 4 · x · (1 − x^2) (1 + x^2)^2 , P_3(x) = 4 · x · (1 − x) · (1 − 2 x) (1 − 2 x^2)^2

, (64)

and where p_k(x) are the pullbacks emerging in the_2F_1 representations (57), (58), (59) of the Heun function:

p_1(x) = − 1 4 · x^2 1 − x , p_2(x) = − x^2 1 − x^2

, p_3(x) = − x^2 1 − 2 x

. (65)

The hypergeometric function Y (x) given by (61), is solution of the order-two linear differential operator Ω = (D_x + A_R(x)) · D_x where

A_R(x) = 3 4 · 1 − 2 x x · (1 − x) , (66)

verifies the rank-two condition (24):

A_R(P(x)) · P^′(x)^2 = A_R(x) · P^′(x) + P^{′′}(x). (67) One notes that the hypergeometric functions (16) and (61) are associated with the same A_R(x) given by (66): one can easily show that these two hypergeometric functions are equal. Therefore (61) shares the same rank-two condition (24) with (66), a condition that is also verified for the rational transformation (17) together with the pullback (62), with (17) and (62) commuting. The hypergeometric function (61) verifies an identity with the pullback (17), namely Q(R(x)) = −4 · Q(x) with R(x) given by (17), where Q(x) = Y (x)^4.

Remark: For these selected values of M, one could be surprised that the function Q(x) in the case of the Heun function is such that Q(x) = Y (x)^2, when the Q(x) for the hypergeometric function (61) closely related to this Heun function (see identities (57), (58), (59)) is such that Q(x) = Y (x)^4. This difference comes from the pullbacks (65): the pullbacked hypergeometric functions (57), (58), (59) also correspond to Q(x) = Y (x)^2.

3.2. A comment on the non globally bounded character of the Heun function

Heun functions with generic parameters are generally not reducible to_2F_1 hypergeometric functions with one or several pullbacks¶.

Unlike_2F_1 functions the corresponding linear differential Heun operators are generally not globally nilpotent, and the series of Heun functions are not globally bounded. While, for Heun functions, the reducibility to pullbacked_2F_1 hypergeometric functions, the global nilpotence, and the global boundedness implicate each other in general, this is not true when the corresponding linear differential operator factors. Note that the series (53) as well as the series Q(x) = Y (x)^N for the various hypergeometric functions ((10), (12), (13), ... with N = 4, 3, 6, ...)) are not globally bounded‡.

In this light, the fact that the series (53) as well as the series Q(x) = Y (x)^N are not globally bounded, does not seem to be in agreement with the previous modular form emergence and the previous remarkable identities (52), or Q(R(x)) = 4 · Q(x). The series G(x) = Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , 4 M x ) , (68)

might not be globally bounded, yet it is “almost globally bounded”: the denominator of the coefficients of x^n are of the form 2 n + 1. Therefore one finds that the closely related series

G̃(x) = 2 x · G^′(x) + G(x)

= 1 + 2 (M + 1) · x + 2 (3 M^2 + 2 M + 3) · x^2 + 4 (M + 1) (5 M^2 − 2 M + 5) · x^3 + 2 · (35 M^4 + 20 M^3 + 18 M^2 + 20 M + 35) · x^4 + · · · (69)

is actually globally bounded for any rational number value of M: the coefficient of x^n is a polynomial in M with integer coefficients of degree n. G̃(x) is solution of an order-one linear differential operator and is an algebraic function: G̃(x) = (1 − 4 x)^{−1/2} · (1 − 4M x)^{−1/2}. Thus the series (69) is globally bounded for any rational number M.

Remark: To be globally bounded [25] is a property that is preserved by operator homomorphisms: the transformation by a linear differential operator of a globally bounded series is also globally bounded, however, it is not preserved by integration.

4._2F_1 hypergeometric function: a higher genus case

The_2F_1 hypergeometric examples (10), (12), (13), and (15) are associated with elliptic or rational (see (15)) curves. It is tempting to imagine the rank-two conditions (24) to be only associated with hypergeometric functions connected to elliptic curves, and with pullbacks given by rational functions†. This is not the case though, as we shall see in the next genus-two hypergeometric example with algebraic function pullbacks.

¶ This corresponds to the emergence of a modular form represented as a_2F_1 hypergeometric functions with two possible pullbacks [25]: the series expansion can be recast into a series with integer coefficients [54].

‡ A globally bounded series is a series that can be recast into a series with integer coefficients [25]. † Casale showed in [36] that the only rational functions from P_1 to P_1 with a non-trivial Denvelope are Chebyshev polynomials and Lattès transformations. Lattès transformations are rational transformations associated with elliptic curves (see for instance [55]).

Let us consider the hypergeometric function

Y (x) = x^{1/6} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 1 3 ], [ 7 6 ], x ) = 1 6 · ∫_x 0 (1 − t)^{−1/3} · t^{−5/6} · dt, (70)

solution of the (factorized) order-two operator Ω = (D_x + A_R(x)) · D_x where:

A_R(x) = 1 6 7 x − 5 x · (x − 1) = u^′(x) u(x) where: u(x) = (1 − x)^{1/3} · x^{5/6}, (71)

and one gets 6 · Y^′(x) = 1/u(x). Introducing u = 6 · Y^′(x), one can canonically associate to (71) the algebraic curve u^6 − (1 − x)^2 · x^5 = 0, (72) which is a genus-two algebraic curve. We are seeking an identity on this hypergeometric function (70) of the form:

A(x) ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 1 3 ], [ 7 6 ], x ) =_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 1 3 ], [ 7 6 ], y(x) ) . (73) Introducing the order-two linear differential operators annihilating respectively the LHS and RHS of (73), the identification of the wronskians of these two operators gives the algebraic function A(x) in terms of the pullback y(x): A(x) = ( −27 · x y(x) )_{1/6} . (74)

The pullback y(x) must be some symmetry (isogeny) of the genus-two algebraic curve (72). At first sight, this seems to exclude rational function pullbacks similar to the ones previously introduced. In fact, remarkably, there exists a simple identity on this (higher genus) hypergeometric function:

2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 1 3 ], [ 7 6 ], −27 · v · (1 − v) · (1 + v)^4 (1 + 3 v) · (1 − 3 v)^4

)_6

= (1 + 3 v)^2 · (1 − 3 v)^4

(1 − v)^2 · (1 + v)^4

·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 1 3 ], [ 7 6 ], v · (1 + 3 v) 1 − v )_6

. (75)

The two pullbacks in this remarkable identity (75) yield the simple rational parametrization x = v · (1 + 3 v) 1 − v , y = −27 · v · (1 − v) · (1 + v)^4 (1 + 3 v) · (1 − 3 v)^4

, (76)

which parametrizes the following genus-zero (i.e. rational) curve††:

− 27 · x · (x − 1)^4 · (y^2 + 1)

− (x^6 − 12 x^5 + 807 x^4 + 2504 x^3 + 807 x^2 − 12 x + 1) · y = 0. (77) The algebraic function y = y(x), defined by the genus-zero curve (77), is an example of a pullback¶ y(x) occurring in the_2F_1 hypergeometric identity (73). This (multivalued) algebraic function y = y(x) has the following series expansions:

y_1 = −27 x − 216 x^2 − 648 x^3 − 1944 x^4 − 648 x^5 − 27864 x^6 + 203256 x^7 − 2123928 x^8 + 21844728 x^9 − 233611992 x^{10} + · · · (78)

y_2 = − 1 27 x + 8 27 − 40 x 27 + 200 x^2 27 − 1192 x^3 27 + 8456 x^4 27 − 68264 x^5 27 + 604360 x^6 27 − 5722664 x^7 27 + 6332872 x^8 3 + · · · (79)

†† One should not confuse these two algebraic curves: the genus-two curve (72) is associated with integrant of the hypergeometric integral (70), when the rational curve (77) is associated with the pullback in the hypergeometric identity (73). ¶ This is a consequence of identity (75).

Note that the rational curve (77) has the obvious symmetry y ↔ 1/y (as well as the x ↔ 1/x symmetry, consequence of the palindromic form of (77)), therefore the series (79) is the reciprocal of (78): y_2 = 1/y_1. Clearly x and y are not on the same footing. The composition inverse of the previous series gives the series − y 27 − 8 y^2 729 − 104 y^3 19683 − 1672 y^4 531441 − 30248 y^5 14348907 − 196568 y^6 129140163

+ · · · (80) −27 y + 8 +

40 y 27 + 520 y^2 729 + 8552 y^3 19683 + 158344 y^4 531441 + 3151144 y^5 14348907

+ · · · , (81)

the second series being the reciprocal of the first one††.

Furthermore the two series (78) and (79) verify† the rank-two condition (24) with A_R(x) given by (71):

A_R(y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 = A_R(x) · y^′(x) + y^{′′}(x). (82) Do note that the series, corresponding to the composition inverse of these two series (78) and (79) (namely (80) and (81) where one changes y into x), also verify the rank-two condition (24) with A_R(x) given by (71). For example, introducing Q(x) = Y (x)^6, one finds that Q(y(x)) = −27 · Q(x) for y(x) the algebraic function corresponding to series (78). The composition inverse of series‡ (78) gives the (reversed) result: Q(x) = −27 · Q(y(x)).

Remark: The rank-two condition (82) with A_R(x) given by (71) has a oneparameter family of commuting solution series:

R(a, x) = a · x + a · (a − 1) · S_a(x) where: (83)

S_a(x) = − 2 7 · x^2 +

17 a − 87 637 · x^3 +

2 · (113 a^2 − 856 a + 3438) 84721 · x^4 − 3674 a^3 + 121194 a^2 − 552261 a + 2095059 38548055

· x^5 + · · · (84)

with R(a_1, R(a_2, x)) = R(a_2, R(a_1, x)) = R(a_1 a_2, x), where (83) reduces to the algebraic series (78) and (80) for a = −27 and a = −1/27 respectively. Consequently the occurrence of a higher genus curve like (72) is not an obstruction to the existence of a family of one-parameter abelian series.

5. Schwarzian condition on an algebraic transformation:_2F_1 representation of a modular form

The typical situation emerging in physics with modular forms [23, 24, 56] is that some “selected” hypergeometric function_2F_1([α, β], [γ], x) verifies an identity with two different pullbacks¶ related by an algebraic curve, the modular equation curve M(p_1(x), p_2(x)) = 0:

2F_1 ( [α, β], [γ], p_1(x) ) = Ã(x) ·_2F_1 ( [α, β], [γ], p_2(x) ) , (85)

where Ã(x) is an algebraic function.

†† Note that the rational curve (77) provides additional Puiseux series.

† These two series are related by y ↔ 1/y. Note that y ↔ 1/y is not a symmetry of (82) in general.

‡ Namely series (80) where one changes y into x.

¶ The modular forms occuring in physics often correspond to cases where the two different pullbacks p_1(x) and p_2(x) are rational functions, but they can also be algebraic functions [25, 30].

This representation of modular forms in terms of hypergeometric functions with many pullbacks, is well described in Maier’s papers [57, 58]. It is different from the “mainstream” mathematical definition of modular forms as (complex) analytic functions on the upper half-plane satisfying functional equations with respect to the group action of the modular group. However, this hypergeometric representation is the one we do need in physics [23, 24]. The reason why this hypergeometric function representation of modular forms exists is a consequence of a not very well-known equality between the Eisenstein [59] series E_4 (of weight four under the modular group), and a hypergeometric function of the (weight zero) modular j-invariant [13, 15] (see Theorem 3 page 226 in [32], see also page 216 of [60]):

E_4(τ) = 1 + 240 ∞∑ n=1 n^3 · q(τ)^n 1 − q(τ)^n =_2F_1 ( [ 1 12 , 5 12 ], [1],

1728 j(τ) )_4

. (86)

In terms of k the modulus of the elliptic functions, the E_4 Eisenstein series (86) can also be written as:

2F_1 ( [ 1 12 , 5 12 ], [1], 27 4 k^4 · (1 − k^2)^2 (k^4 − k^2 + 1)^3

)_4

= (1 − k^2 + k^4) ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1 2 ], [1], k^2

)_4

. (87)

Another relation between hypergeometric functions and modular forms corresponds to the representation of the Eisenstein series E_6 in terms of the hypergeometric functions†† (87) (see page 216 of [60]):

E_6 = (1 + k^2) · (1 − 2 k^2) · ( 1 − k^2 2 ) ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1 2 ], [1], k^2

)_6 (88)

= (1 + k^2) · (1 − 2 k^2) · ( 1 − k^2 2 )

× (1 − k^2 + k^4)^{−3/2} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 12 , 5 12 ], [1], 27 4 k^4 · (1 − k^2)^2 (k^4 − k^2 + 1)^3

)_6

. (89)

One can rewrite a remarkable hypergeometric identity like (85) in the form

A(x) ·_2F_1 ( [α, β], [γ], x ) =_2F_1 ( [α, β], [γ], y(x) ) , (90)

where A(x) is an algebraic function and where y(x) is an algebraic function corresponding to the previous modular curve M(x, y(x)) = 0.

The Gauss hypergeometric function_2F_1([α, β], [γ], x) is solution of the second order linear differential operator†:

Ω = D^2_x + A(x) · D_x + B(x), where: A(x) = (α + β + 1) · x − γ x · (x − 1) = u^′(x) u(x) , B(x) = α β x · (x − 1) . (91)

We would like now, to identify the two order-two linear differential operators of the LHS and RHS of identity (85). A straightforward calculation enables us to find the algebraic function A(x) in terms of the algebraic function pullback y(x) in (90): A(x) = ( u(x) u(y(x)) · y^′(x) )_{−1/2} . (92)

†† One easily verifies that the expressions (87) and (88) for respectively E_4 and E_6, are such that (E^3_4 − E^2_6 )/E^3_4 is actually the well-known expression of the Hauptmodul 1728/j given as a rational function of the modulus k (see (2) and (3)).

† Note that A(x) is the log-derivative of u(x) = x^γ · (1 − x)^{α+β+1−γ} .

Expression (92) for A(x) is such that the two order-two linear differential operators (of a similar form as (91)) have the same D_x coefficient. The identification of these two operators thus corresponds (beyond (92)) to just one condition that can be rewritten (after some algebra ...) in the following Schwarzian form: W (x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, (93) or: W (x) y^′(x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x) + {y(x), x} y^′(x) = 0, (94)

where

W (x) = A^′(x) +

A(x)^2 2 − 2 · B(x), (95)

and where {y(x), x} denotes the Schwarzian derivative [61]: {y(x), x} = y^{′′′}(x) y^′(x) − 3 2 · ( y′′(x) y^′(x) )_2 = d dx (y′′(x) y^′(x) ) − 1 2 · ( y′′(x) y^′(x) )_2 . (96)

In the identity (85), characteristic of modular forms, the two pullbacks p_1(x) and p_2(x) are clearly on the same footing, while identity (90) breaks this fundamental symmetry, seeing y as a function of x. We can perform the same calculations seeing the variable x as a function of y in (90). Despite the simplicity of condition (94) it is not clear whether x and y are on the same footing in condition (94). This is actually the case, since if one considers x as a function of y, we have the well-known classical result that the Schwarzian derivative of x with respect to y is simply related to (96), the Schwarzian derivative of y with respect to x: {y(x), x} = −y^′(x)^2 · {x(y), y}. (97) In other words, if one introduces the following Schwarzian bracket [y, x] = {y(x), x} y^′(x) = y^{′′′}(x) y^′(x)^2 − 3 2 · y^{′′}(x)^2 y^′(x)^3

, (98)

it is antisymmetric: [y, x] = − [x, y]. With this appropriate notation, x and y can be seen on the same footing. With this in mind we can now rewrite condition (94) in a balanced way: 2 · W (x) · dx dy + [y, x] = 2 · W (y) · dy dx + [x, y]. (99)

If one denotes by L(x, y) the LHS of (99) L(x, y) = 2 · W (x) + {y, x} y^′ , (100)

the Schwarzian condition (94), or (99), reads L(x, y) = L(y, x).

Being the result of the covariance (90), a Schwarzian identity like (99) has to be compatible with the composition of functions. For instance, from (90) one immediately deduces: 2F_1 ( [α, β], [γ], y(y(x)) ) = A(y(x)) ·_2F_1 ( [α, β], [γ], y(x) )

= A(y(x)) · A(x) ·_2F_1 ( [α, β], [γ], x ) . (101)

One thus expects condition (94) to be compatible with the composition of function (similarly to the previous compatibility of the rank-two condition (24) with the iteration of x → R(x)): this is actually the case. Recalling the (well-known) chain rule for the Schwarzian derivative of the composition of functions {z(y(x)), x} = {z(y), y} · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x}, (102) it is straightforward to show directly (without referring to the covariance (90)) that condition (94) is actually compatible with the composition of functions (see Appendix D for a demonstration).

The Schwarzian derivative is the perfect tool [61] to describe the composition of functions and the reversibility of an iteration (the previously mentioned x ←→ y symmetry): it is not a surprise to see the emergence of a Schwarzian derivative in the description of the modular forms [62, 63, 64] corresponding to identities like (90). We are going to see, for a given (selected ...) hypergeometric function_2F_1([α, β], [γ], x), that the condition (94) “encapsulates” all the isogenies corresponding to all the modular equations associated to transformations on the ratio of periods τ → N · τ (resp. τ → τ/N), for various values of the integer N corresponding to the different modular equations.

5.1. Schwarzian condition and the simplest example of modular forms: a series viewpoint

Let us focus on an example of a modular form that emerged many times in the analysis of n-fold integrals of the square Ising model [8, 9, 13, 25]. Let us recall the simplest example of a modular form and of a modular equation curve

A(x) ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 12 , 5 12 ], [1], x ) =_2F_1 ( [ 1 12 , 5 12 ], [1], y ) , (103)

where A(x) is an algebraic function and where y = y(x) is an algebraic function corresponding to the modular equation (4). The algebraic function y = y(x) is a multivalued function, but we can single out the series expansion†: y = 1 1728

· x^2 + 31 62208

· x^3 +

1337 3359232

· x^4 +

349115 1088391168 · x^5 + 20662501 78364164096

· x^6 +

1870139801 8463329722368

· x^7 + · · · (104)

One verifies easily that the Schwarzian condition (94) is verified with: W (x) = − 32 x^2 − 41 x + 36 72 · x^2 · (x − 1)^2 , A(x) = 3 · x − 2 2 x · (x − 1) , B(x) = 5 144 x · (x − 1)

. (105)

5.1.1. Other algebraic transformations: other modular equations The modular equations M_N (x, y) = 0, corresponding to the transformation τ → N · τ, or τ → τ/N, define algebraic transformations (isogenies) x → y for the identity (103) with A(x) given by an algebraic function.

Let us consider another important modular equation. The modular equation of order three corresponding to τ → 3 · τ, or τ → τ/3, reads¶:

k^4 + 12 k^3λ + 6 k^2λ^2 + 12 kλ^3 + λ^4 − 16 k^3λ^3 − 16 kλ = 0. (106)

† This series (104) has a radius of convergence 1, even if the discriminant of the modular equation (4) which vanishes at x = 1, vanishes for values inside the unit radius of convergence, for instance at x = −64/125.

¶ Legendre already knew (1824) this order three modular equation in the form (kλ)^{1/2} + (k^′λ^′)^{1/2} = 1, where k and k^′, and λ, λ^′ are pairs of complementary moduli k^2 + k^{′2} = 1, λ^2 + λ^{′2} = 1, and Jacobi derived that modular equation [65, 66].

Recalling that x = 27 4 · k^4 · (1 − k^2)^2 (k^4 − k^2 + 1)^3 = 1728 j(k) , y = 27 4 · λ^4 · ( 1 − λ^2

)_2

(λ^4 − λ^2 + 1)^3 = 1728 j(λ) , (107)

the modular equation (106) becomes the modular curve:

262144000000000 · x^3y^3 · (x + y) + 4096000000 · x^2y^2 · (27 x^2 − 45946 xy + 27 y^2) + 15552000 · xy · (x + y) · (x^2 + 241433 xy + y^2) + 729 x^4 − 779997924 x^3y + 1886592284694 x^2y^2 − 779997924 xy^3 + 729 y^4 + 2811677184 · xy · (x + y) − 2176782336 · x y = 0. (108) which gives the series expansion: y = x^3 2985984 + 31 x^4 71663616 + 36221 x^5 82556485632 + 29537101 x^6 71328803586048

+ · · · (109)

One can easily get the the polynomial with integer coefficients M_4(x, y), in the modular equation M_4(x, y) = 0 corresponding to the transformation τ → 4 · τ, or τ → τ/4, as follows: if one denotes by M_2(x, y) the LHS of the modular equation (4), the polynomial M_4(x, y) is straightforwardly obtained by calculating the resultant of M_2(x, z) and M_2(z, y) in z, which factorizes in the form♯ (x − y)^2 · M_4(x, y). The modular equation M_4(x, y) = 0 defines several algebraic series corresponding to the different branches† of the (multivalued) algebraic function transformation x → y. We find Puiseux series and two analytic series at x = 0 given by y = x^4 5159780352 + 31 x^5 92876046336 + 43909 x^6 106993205379072

+ · · · (110)

which is clearly similar to the previous series (104) and (109), but also an involutive‡ series of radius of convergence 1, of the (quite unexpected) simple form −x + · · · namely: y = −x − 31 x^2 36 − 961 1296

· x^3 −

203713 314928

· x^4 −

4318517 7558272

· x^5 −

832777775 1632586752 · x^6 − 729205556393 1586874322944

· x^7 −

2978790628903 7140934453248

· x^8 −

43549893886943 114254951251968

· x^9 + . . . (111)

One easily verifies that all these series (104), (109), (110), (111) (as well as the other Puiseux series) are solutions of the Schwarzian condition (94), and that the series (104), (109), (110) commute when composed, while (110) and (111) do not ! This is a consequence of the fact that they correspond to the various commuting isogenies τ → N · τ (resp. τ → τ/N).

5.1.2. A one-parameter solution series of the Schwarzian condition Let us first seek solution-series of the Schwarzian condition (94) of the form e · x + · · · with W (x) given by (105). One finds that the Schwarzian condition

♯ The exact expression of M_4(x, y) is a bit too large to be given here.

† These series can be obtained using the command “algeqtoseries” in the “gfun” package of Maple. ‡ The series (111) is the only involutive series of the form −x + · · · which verifies the Schwarzian condition (94).

(94) has a one-parameter family of solution-series as well of the form e · x + · · · namely¶:

y(e, x) = e · x + e · (e − 1) · S_e(x), where: (112)

S_e(x) = − 31 72 · x^2 +

(9907 e − 20845) 82944 · x^3 − (4386286 e^2 − 20490191 e + 27274051) 161243136

· x^4 + · · · (113)

The series (112) is a one-parameter family of commuting series: y(e, y(ẽ, x)) = y(ẽ, y(e, x)) = y(e ẽ, x), (114) and in the e → 1 limit of the one-parameter family (112), one has:

y(e, x) = x + ϵ · F (x) + ϵ^2 · G(x) + · · · where: (115)

F (x) = x · (1 − x)^{1/2} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 12 , 5 12 ], [1], x )_2 , G(x) = 1 2 · F (x) · (F^′(x) − 1).

5.1.3. Other one-parameter solution series of the Schwarzian condition Clearly the analytic series (104), (109), (110) corresponding to the various isogenies τ → N · τ, are not series of the form e · x + · · · , instead they are solution-series of the Schwarzian condition (94) of the form a · x^N + · · ·

In order to generalize the solution-series (104), we will first seek solution-series of the Schwarzian condition (94) of the form a · x^2 + · · · A straightforward calculation gives a one-parameter family of solution-series of (94) of the form a · x^2 + · · · :

y_2 = a · x^2 +

31 · ax^3 36 − a · (5952 a − 9511) 13824

· x^4 − a · (14945472 a − 11180329) 20155392 · x^5 + a · ( 88746430464 a^2 − 677409785856 a + 338926406215 ) 743008370688

· x^6 + · · · (116)

which actually reduces to (104) for a = 1/1728. Similarly, one also finds a oneparameter family of solution-series of (94) of the form b · x^3 + · · · :

y_3 = b · x^3 +

31 b 24 · x^4 +

36221 b 27648

· x^5 − b · (23141376 b − 66458485) 53747712 · x^6 − b · (183649959936 b − 187769367601)

165112971264

· x^7 + · · · (117)

which reduces to (108) for b = 1/2985984 = 1/1728^2, and another one-parameter family of solution-series of (94) of the form c · x^4 + · · · :

y_4 = c · x^4 +

31 c 18 · x^5 +

43909 c 20736

· x^6 +

46242779 c 20155392 · x^7 + c · (869687301215 − 159953190912 c) 371504185344

· x^8 + · · · (118)

which reduces to (110) for c = 1/5159780352 = 1/1728^3. The series (116), (117), (118), do not commute. The composition of the one-parameter series (117) with the

¶ The one-parameter series (112) is completely defined by the fact that it is a series of the form e · x + · · · commuting with the algebraic series (111) and the hypergeometric series (115), without referring to the Schwarzian condition (94).

one-parameter series (116) gives the series‡:

y_2(y_3(x)) = d · x^6 +

31 d · x^7 12 + 59285 d 13824

· x^8 +

19676177 d 3359232 · x^9 + 197722802303 d 27518828544

· x^{10} +

8173747929317 d 990677827584

· x^{11} + · · · (119)

where d = a · b^2. The composition of the one-parameter series (116) with the oneparameter series (117) gives a similar result where, now, d = b · a^3. These two one-parameter series commute when a · b^2 = b · a^3, i.e. b = a^2, and the modular equation series corresponds to b = a^2 with a = 1/1728.

The composition of the one-parameter series (116) with the one-parameter series (112) gives the series (116) for a e and a e^2 respectively:

y_1(e, y_2(a, x)) = y_2(a e, x), y_2(a, y_1(e, x)) = y_2(a e^2, x). (120) In other words if one introduces the modular equation series Y_2(x) given by (104), corresponding to y_2(a, x) for a = 1/1728, the one-parameter series y_2(a, x) given by (116), can be obtained as y_1(1728 a, Y_2(x)) or as Y_2(y_1((1728 a)^{1/2}, x)).

Therefore, all the one-parameter families (116), (117), (118), are nothing but the isogeny-series (104), (109), (110) transformed by the one-parameter series (112).

5.2. The equivalent of P (z) and Q(z) for the Schwarzian condition: the mirror maps

Let us recall the concept of mirror map [23, 24, 67, 68, 69, 70] relating the reciprocal of the j-function and the nome, with the well-known series with integer coefficients:

X̃(q) = q − 744 q^2 + 356652 q^3 − 140361152 q^4 + 49336682190 q^5

− 16114625669088 q^6 + 4999042477430456 q^7 − 1492669384085015040 q^8 + 432762759484818142437 q^9 + · · · (121) and† its composition inverse:

Q̃(x) = x + 744 x^2 + 750420 x^3 + 872769632 x^4 + 1102652742882 x^5

+ 1470561136292880 x^6 + 2037518752496883080 x^7 + 2904264865530359889600 x^8 + 4231393254051181981976079 x^9 + · · · (122) These series correspond to x being the reciprocal of the j-function: 1/j . In this paper, as a consequence of the (modular form) hypergeometric identities (103) (see (3), (4) and also (86)), we need x to be identified with the Hauptmodul 1728/j. Consequently we introduce X(q) = 1728 · X̃(q) and Q(x) = Q̃(x/1728). With these appropriate changes of variables one finds that the series (112) is nothing but X(e · Q(x)). Thus an interpretation of the one-parameter series (112) through the prism of the mirror map, is that the one-parameter series amounts to the multiplication of the nome of elliptic functions [13] by an arbitrary complex number e: q −→ e · q. The isogenies correspond to q −→ q^N (resp. q −→ q^{1/N} ) for an integer N and

‡ If one seeks for the solution series of the Schwarzian condition (94) of the form d · x^6 + · · · one recovers the one-parameter family (119).

† In Maple the series (121) can be obtained substituting L = EllipticModulus(q^{1/2})^2, in 1/j = L^2 · (L − 1)^2/(L^2 − L + 1)^3/256. See https://oeis.org/A066395 for the series (121) and https://oeis.org/A091406 for the series (122).

the one parameter families we have encountered (namely (116), (117)) correspond to the composition of q −→ e · q and q −→ q^N (resp. q −→ q^{1/N} ), namely q −→ e · q^N (resp. q −→ e · q^{1/N} ). The series X(q) = 1728 · X̃(q) (with X̃(q) given by (121)) is solution of the Schwarzian equation {X(q), q} − 1 2 q^2 + 1 72 · 32 X(q)^2 − 41 X(q) + 36 X(q)^2 · (1 − X(q))^2 · ( dX(q) dq )_2 = 0. (123)

which is nothing but: {X(q), q} − 1 2 q^2 − W (X(q)) · ( dX(q) dq )_2 = 0. (124)

The series Q(x) = Q̃(x/1728) (with Q̃(x) given by (122)) is solution of the Schwarzian equation − {Q(x), x} − 1 2 · Q(x)^2 · ( dQ(x) dx )_2 + 1 72 · ( 32 x2 − 41 x + 36

x^2 · (1 − x)^2 ) = 0, (125)

equivalently written as: {Q(x), x} + 1 2 · Q(x)^2 · (dQ(x) dx )_2

+ W (x) = 0. (126)

The two mirror map series (121), (122) thus correspond to differentially algebraic [34, 35] functions, and are solutions of simple Schwarzian equations like in (93).

These differentially algebraic mirror maps transformations Q(x) and X(q) are the well-suited changes of variables such that the transformation x −→ y(x) verifying the Schwarzian equation (93) become simple transformations, “simple” meaning transformations like q −→ S(q) = e · q^N (or S(q) = e · q^{1/N} ) in the nome q of elliptic functions [13]. Generalizing the Koenig-Siegel linearization [46, 47, 48, 49], we thus decompose y(x) as y(x) = X(S(Q(x))).

The Schwarzian conditions (124), (126) are essentially the well-known Schwarzian equation discovered by Jacobi [65, 66] on the j-function (see for instance equation (1.26) in [71]). The compatibility of the Schwarzian equations (124), (126) on the mirror maps with the Schwarzian condition (93) on y(x) emerging from a more general Malgrange’s pseudo-group perspective [36, 37, 38, 39], is shown in Appendix E. The fact that the same function W (x) occurs in the Schwarzian conditions (124), (126) on the mirror maps, and on the Schwarzian condition (93), is crucial for this demonstration and is not a mere coincidence.

5.3. The general case:_2F_1([α, β], [γ], x) hypergeometric function.

5.3.1. The_2F_1([1/6, 1/3], [1], x) hypergeometric function.

We have analyzed in some detail in section (5.1) the modular form example (103). For other values of the [[α, β], [γ]] parameters of the_2F_1 (see (90), (91)) one can easily find series expansions of the solution y(x) of the Schwarzian condition. A set of values like [[1/2, 1/2], [1]], [[1/4, 1/4], [1]], [[1/3, 1/3], [1]], [[1/3, 2/3], [1]] or [[1/3, 1/6], [1]] (see for instance [25, 57] and Ramanujan’s cubic theory of alternative bases [15]) which are known to yield modular form hypergeometric identities like (103) with algebraic pullbacks y(x) associated with modular equations. For these values of the [[α, β], [γ]] parameters one finds a set of one-parameter series totally similar to what is described in section (5.1). The example of the_2F_1([1/6, 1/3], [1], x) hypergeometric function is sketched in Appendix F.

5.3.2. The general case:_2F_1([α, β], [γ], x) hypergeometric function.

Let us now consider arbitrary parameters of the Gauss hypergeometric function [[α, β], [γ]] that are not in the previous selected set, and are different from the cases given in sections (2), (3.1), and (4) corresponding to the rank-two condition.

A simple calculation shows that one always finds a series of the form e · x + · · · (like (112) or (F.1)), solution of the Schwarzian condition, but it is only for γ = 1 that series of the form a · x^2 + · · ·, b · x^3 + · · ·, etc ... (like (116) or (117)) can be solutions of the Schwarzian condition.

When γ = 1 one gets the following series of the form a · x^2 + · · · solution of the Schwarzian condition

y_2(u, x) = a · x^2 − 2 a · (2 αβ − α − β) · x^3 + a 2 · C_4 · x^4 + · · · with:

C_4 = 2 (2 αβ − α − β) · a + (αβ − 1)(αβ − α − β) + 5 (2 αβ − α − β)^2, (127)

and one also gets the following series of the form b· x^3 + · · · solution of the Schwarzian condition

y_3(v, x) = b · x^3 − 3 b · (2 αβ − α − β) · x^4 (128) + 3 b 4 · ( (αβ − 1) · (αβ − α − β) + 7 (2 αβ − α − β)^2 ) · x^5 + · · ·

together with the one-parameter family of commuting series of the form e · x + · · ·

y_1(e, x) = e · x + e · (e − 1) · (2 αβ − α − β) · x^2 + e · (e − 1) 4 · C_3 · x^3 + · · ·

with: C_3 = (αβ − 1)(αβ − α − β) · (e + 1) + (2 αβ − α − β)^2 · (5 e − 3). (129)

Again one has the equalities

y_1(e, y_2(a, x)) = y_2(a e, x), y_2(a, y_1(e, x)) = y_2(a e^2, x), y_1(e, y_3(b, x)) = y_3(b e, x), y_3(b, y_1(e, x)) = y_3(b e^3, x), (130)

and, again, the two series y_2(a, x) and y_3(b, x) commute for b = a^2. As far as series analysis is concerned we have exactly the same structure (130) as the one previously described (see (5.1) and (5.3.1)) where modular correspondences [72] take place. However, it is not clear if such one-parameter series can reduce to algebraic functions for some selected values of the parameter a, b, · · · In other words, are these series modular correspondences, or are they just “similar” to modular correspondences ? The question of the reduction of these Schwarzian conditions to modular correspondences remains an open question.

When γ ≠ 1 the situation is drastically different‡: one does not have solution of the Schwarzian equation of the form a · x^2 + · · · or b · x^3 + · · · etc ... One only has a one-parameter family of commuting series: y(e, x) = e · x − e · (e − 1) · γ^2 − (α + β + 1) · γ + 2 α β γ · (γ − 2) · x^2 + · · · (131)

Again, it is not clear to see if such a one-parameter series can reduce to algebraic functions for some selected values of the parameter e.

‡ Recall that globally bounded_nF_{n−1} series of “weight zero” [73] (no “down” parameter is equal to 1 or to an integrer, i.e. in the case of globally bounded_2F_1 series, γ is different from an integer), are algebraic functions.

6. Rank-two condition on the rational transformations as a subcase of the Schwarzian condition

6.1. Preliminary result: factorization of the order-two linear differential operator

When B(x) = C(x) 4 · (2 A(x) − C(x)) + 1 2 · C^′(x), (132)

the second order linear differential operator Ω = D^2_x + A(x) · D_x + B(x), (133) factorizes as follows: Ω = ( D_x + A(x) − C(x) 2 ) · ( D_x + C(x) 2 ) . (134)

Let us assume that C(x) is a log-derivative:

C(x) = 2 · d ln(ρ(x)) dx , (135)

one immediately finds that a conjugation of (134) factors as follows: ρ(x) · Ω · 1 ρ(x) = ( D_x + A(x) − C(x) ) · D_x. (136)

Therefore the A_R(x) in the rank-two condition (24) is not the A(x) in (133) but A_R(x) = A(x) − C(x) where B(x) is of the form (132).

The rank-two condition reads:

y^{′′}(x) = (A(y(x)) − C(y(x))) · y^′(x)^2 − (A(x) − C(x)) · y^′(x), (137) to be compared with the Schwarzian condition W (x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, (138) where:

W (x) = A^′(x) +

A(x)^2 2 − 2 · B(x). (139)

Remark: For a general Gauss hypergeometric function_2F_1([α, β], [γ], x), A(x) and B(x) are given by (91). The factorization condition (132) can be satisfied only for selected values of the [[α, β], [γ]] parameters†: γ = α + 1, γ = β + 1, γ = 1, β = 1, γ = β, γ = α, α = 0 and β = 0.

6.2. Condition on the rational transformation as a subcase of the Schwarzian condition

Let us assume that the rank-two condition (137) is satisfied, then we can use it to express the second derivative y^{′′}(x) in terms of y(x) and the first derivative the y^′(x). One finds that the Schwarzian condition (138) is automatically verified provided A(x), B(x), C(x) are related though the condition (132) which amounts to a factorization

† For these conditions on the parameters the function C(x) read respectively C(x) = 2 α/x, C(x) = 2 β/x, C(x) = 2 (β x−γ +1)/x/(x−1), C(x) = 2 (α x−γ +1)/x/(x−1), C(x) = 2 α/(x−1), C(x) = 2 γ β/x/(x − 1), C(x) = 0, C(x) = 0.

condition for the second order linear differential operator (133). The A_R(x) in the rank-two condition (see (24)):

y^{′′}(x) = A_R(y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 − A_R(x) · y^′(x), (140) is nothing but A_R(x) = A(x) − C(x), or after rearranging A(x) = A_R(x) + C(x). Now substituting (132) in (139) one gets:

W (x) = A^′_R(x) +

A(x)^2 2 − C(x) A(x) − C^2(x) 2 , (141)

with the last three terms being equivalent to A_R(x)^2. Thus one finds that W (x) is only a function of A_R(x):

W (x) = A^′_R(x) +

A_R(x)^2 2 . (142)

With this expression (142) of W (x) the Schwarzian condition reads: W (x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, (143) In order to see the compatibility of the rank-two condition (140) with the Schwarzian condition (143) when the function W (x) is given by (142), let us rewrite the rank-two condition (140) as y^{′′}(x) y^′(x) = A_R(y(x)) · y^′(x) − A_R(x). (144)

Using (144), one can rewrite the Schwarzian derivative as {y(x), x} = d dx ( y′′(x) y^′(x) ) − 1 2 · ( y′′(x) y^′(x) )_2 (145)

as W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 − W (x) + Δ, where W (x) is given by (142), and where Δ is given by:

Δ = A_R(y(x)) · y^{′′}(x) − A_R(y(x))^2 · y^′(x)^2 + A_R(x) · A_R(y(x)) · y^′(x). (146) Note that Δ is clearly zero when the rank-two condition is fulfilled. This shows that the Schwarzian condition (143) when the function W (x) is given by (142), actually reduces to the rank-two condition (140), as expected.

Remark: The Heun function case of section (3) was a case where the rank-two condition was verified with A_R(x) given by (49). One also verifies that the rational transformation (47), and more generally the rational transformations R_p(x) (pullbacks on the Heun function, see (48)), are solutions of a Schwarzian equation (143) with W (x) deduced from (142) with A_R(x) given by (49), namely: W (x) = − 3 8 · (x − M)^2 − 1 4 · 2 x − 1 (M − x) · x · (x − 1) − 1 8 · 4 x^2 − 4 x + 3 x^2 · (x − 1)^2

. (147)

In the previous case where the rank-two condition can be seen as a subcase of the Schwarzian condition (143) on y(x), it is tempting to imagine, in a Koenig-Siegel linearization perspective, that the differentially algebraic function Q(x) (see (36)) also verifies a Schwarzian condition similar to the Schwarzian condition (126) on Q(x) now seen as a mirror map and we show in Appendix G that this is actually the case.

7. Schwarzian condition for generalized hypergeometric functions

7.1. Schwarzian condition and_3F_2 hypergeometric identities

Generalizing the modular form identity considered in section (1), let us seek a_3F_2 hypergeometric identity of the form

A(x) ·_3F_2 ( [a, b, c], [d, e], x ) =_3F_2 ( [a, b, c], [d, e], y(x) ) , (148)

where A(x) is an algebraic function. Similarly to what has been performed in section (1), we consider the two order-three linear differential operators associated respectively to the LHS and RHS of (148).

A straightforward calculation enables us to find (from the equality of the wronskians of these two operators) the algebraic function A(x) in terms of the algebraic function pullback y(x) in (148): A(x) = ( y(x)η · (1 − y(x))ν x^η · (1 − x)^ν ) · (dy(x) dx )_{−1} , η = d + e + 1 3 , ν = a + b + c + 2 − d − e 3 , (149)

The identification of the D_x coefficients of these two linear differential operators, gives (beyond (149)) a first condition that can be rewritten in the following Schwarzian form:

W (x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, (150)

where W (x) reads:

W (x) = 1 6 · P_W (x) x^2 · (1 − x)^2

, where: (151)

P_W (x) = (a^2 + b^2 + c^2 − ab − ac − bc − 3) · x^2 + (3 (ab + ac + bc + de + 1) − 2 (ad + ae + bd + be + cd + ce) + a + b + c) · x + d^2 + e^2 − de − d − e − 2. (152)

The identification of the coefficients with no D_x of these two linear differential operators gives a second condition where the fourth derivative of y(x) takes place. The analysis of this set of conditions corresponds to tedious but straightforward differential algebra calculations which are performed in Appendix H.

One finds that all the conditions on the parameters a, b, c, d, e of the_3F_2 hypergeometric function associated with Q(x) = 0, correspond to cases where the order-three operator is the symmetric square of a second order operator having_2F_1 solutions. In other words this situation correspond to the Clausen identity, the_3F_2 hypergeometric function reducing to the square of a_2F_1 hypergeometric function:

3F_2 ( [2 a, a + b, 2 b], [a + b + 1 2 , 2 a + 2 b], x )

=_2F_1 ( [a, b], [a + b + 1 2 ], y(x) )_2

. (153)

In that Clausen identity case, the Schwarzian condition (150) we found for the_3F_2 is nothing but the Schwarzian condition on the underlying_2F_1.

7.1.1. The intriguing_3F_2([1/9, 4/9, 5/9], [1/3, 1], x) case

Beyond the trivial transformation y(x) = x one hopes to find a condition (148) where the pullback y = y(x) is an algebraic function.

For the intriguing hypergeometric function_3F_2([1/9, 4/9, 5/9], [1/3, 1], x), known to be a globally bounded¶ series [25], one does not know if it is the diagonal of a rational function, or not. It is natural to apply the previous conditions to see if we could have an identity like (148) generalizing the identities one gets for modular forms. The occurrence of a series with integer coefficients is a strong argument for a “modular form interpretation” of this intriguing_3F_2 hypergeometric function. Therefore, it is tempting to imagine that a remarkable identity like (148) exists for this_3F_2 hypergeometric function.

The corresponding order-three operator has a differential Galois group that is an extension† of SL(3, C ). Therefore, this operator cannot be homomorphic to the symmetric square of an order-two operator: an identity of the Clausen type is thus excluded for this_3F_2 hypergeometric function. The previous calculations showing that an identity like (148) exists only when the_3F_2 hypergeometric function reduces to square of_2F_1 hypergeometric functions discards an identity like (148) for 3F_2([1/9, 4/9, 5/9], [1/3, 1], x). This is easily seen: for this hypergeometric function the “invariant” I(x) = Iy(x) (see Appendix H), and the rational function W (x) in the Schwarzian condition read respectively I(x) = p^3_8 (140 x^3 + 81 x^2 + 2403 x − 864)^8 , W (x) = − 230 x^2 − 261 x + 207 486 x^2 (x − 1)^2

, (154)

where:

p_8 = 254800 x^8 + 7247520 x^7 + 223006266 x^6 − 533339127 x^5 − 62800191 x^4 + 1082145339 x^3 − 244855791 x^2 − 290993472 x + 26873856. (155)

Reinjecting the invariance condition I(x) = Iy(x) with (154) in the Schwarzian condition (150), one finds that there is no (algebraic) solution y(x) except the trivial solution y(x) = x.

7.2. Schwarzian condition and other generalized hypergeometric functions

In Appendix I we seek an identity of the form (148) but where the_3F_2 hypergeometric function is replaced by a_4F_3 hypergeometric function known to correspond to a Calabi-Yau ODE [23, 24], or a hypergeometric function with irregular singularities namely a simple_2F_2 hypergeometric function. One finds, unfortunately, that the only solution, for these two examples sketched respectively in Appendix I.1 and Appendix I.2, is the trivial solution y(x) = x. Keeping in mind the non trivial results previously obtained on a Heun function, or on a_2F_1 hypergeometric function associated with a higher genus curve, these two negative results should rather be seen as an incentive to find more non trivial examples of these extremely rich and deep Schwarzian equations.

¶ The series_3F_2([1/9, 4/9, 5/9], [1/3, 1], 3^5 x) is a series with integer coefficients [25]. † See the Boucher-Weil criterion [74]. The symmetric square and exterior square of a normalized order-three operator has no rational solutions. One sees also clearly that this order-three operator is not homomorphic to its adjoint.

8. Conclusion

In this paper we focus essentially on identities relating the same hypergeometric function with two different algebraic pullback transformations related by modular equations. This corresponds to the modular forms that emerged so many times in physics [23, 24, 25]: these algebraic transformations can be seen as simple illustrations of exact representations of the renormalization group [7]. Malgrange’s pseudo-group approach aims at generalizing differential Galois theory to non-linear differential equations. In his analysis of Malgrange’s pseudo-group Casale found two non-linear differential equations (8) and (9) yet these two conditions were presented separately with no explicit link. In a previous paper [7], where we gave simple examples of exact representations of the renormalization group, associated with selected linear differential operators covariant by rational pullbacks, we found simple exact examples of Casale’s condition (8). Building on this work we revisited these previous examples and provided non-trivial new examples associated with a Heun function and a_2F_1 hypergeometric function associated with higher genus curves. Then we instantiated, for the first time, Casale’s second condition (9) with the examples given in section (5). Furthermore we found that Casale’s condition (8) can be seen as a subcase of the Schwarzian condition (9), corresponding to a factorization of a linear differential operator Ω. Seemingly, this Schwarzian condition (9) is seen to “encapsulate” in one differentially algebraic (Schwarzian) equation, all the modular forms and modular equations of the theory of elliptic curves. The Schwarzian condition (9) can thus be seen as some quite fascinating “pandora box”, which encapsulates an infinite number of highly remarkable modular equations, and a whole “universe” of Belyi-maps‡. Furthermore we found, only when γ = 1, that one-parameter series starting with quadratic, cubic, or higher order terms satisfy the rank-three condition. The question of a modular correspondence interpretation of these series is an open question.

Recalling the two previous higher-genus and Heun examples, it is important to underline that these conditions (8) and (9) are actually richer than just elliptic curves, and go beyond “simple” restriction to_2F_1 hypergeometric functions.

This paper provides a simple and pedagogical illustration of such exact non-linear symmmetries in physics (exact representations of the renormalization group transformations like the Landen transformation for the square Ising model, ...) and is a strong incentive to discover more differentially algebraic equations involving fundamental symmetries, developping more differentially algebraic analysis in physics [34, 35], beyond obvious candidates like the full susceptibility of the squarelattice Ising model [35, 79].

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank S. Boukraa, G. Casale, S. Hassani, E. Paul, C. Penson and J-A. Weil for very fruitful discussions. We would like to thank the anonymous referee for his very careful reading of our manuscript and his valuable suggestions and corrections. This work has been performed without any ERC, ANR, PES or MAE financial support.

‡ Belyi-maps [52, 75, 76, 77, 78] are central to Grothendieck’s program of “dessins d’enfants”.

Appendix A._2F_1 hypergeometric example: N = 3

Recalling Vidunas paper [45] one introduces the following hypergeometric function:

Y (x) = x^{1/3} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], x ) , (A.1)

for which one has the following exact expressions for A_R(x), u(x) and R(x):

A_R(x) = 2 3 · 2 x − 1 x · (x − 1) = u^′(x) u(x) , where: u(x) = x^{2/3} · (1 − x)^{2/3}, R(x) = x · (x − 2)^3 (1 − 2 x)^3

. (A.2)

One verifies that Q(x) = Y (x)^3: dQ(x) dx /Q(x) = 3 · dY (x) dx /Y (x) = 1 F (x) , where: F (x) = u(x) · Y (x). (A.3)

One has the identity:

Q(R(x)) = −8 · Q(x) = −8 · x ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], x )_3

= x · (x − 2)^3 (1 − 2 z)^3

·_2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], x · (x − 2)^3 (1 − 2 x)^3

)_3 . The rational function†:

R̃(x) = 27 x · (1 − x) (1 − x + x^2)^3 (1 + 3 x − 6 x^2 + x^3)^3

, (A.4)

commutes with R(x) given by (A.2). Also note that R(x) given by (A.2) commutes with the two known symmetries of the hypergeometric function, namely R(x) = 1 − x and R(x) = 1/x. These last two transformations yield the involution R(x) = −x/(1 − x) which commutes with the two previous rational transformations (A.2), (A.4), and corresponds to Q(−x/(1 − x)) = Q(x).

The composition of R(x) = −x/(1 − x) with (A.2) and (A.4) gives respectively: x · (2 − x) (1 − x) · (1 + x)^3 , −27 x · (1 − x) (1 − x + x^2)^3

(1 − 6 x + 3 x^2 + x^3)^3

. (A.5)

Note that R(x) = 1/x and R(x) = 1 − x also verify the rank-two condition.

As we can see, the one-parameter family of solution of ( dR(a, x) dx )_2 · A(R(a, x)) = dR(a, x) dx · A(x) + d^2R(a, x) dx^2 , (A.6)

namely the differentially algebraic series R(a, x) = a · x − 1 2 a · (a − 1) · x^2 + 1 28 a · (a − 1) · (5 a − 9) · x^3 (A.7) − a · (a − 1) (3 a^2 − 12 a + 13) 56 · x^4 + · · · + a · (a − 1) ·

P_{18}(a) D_{20}

· x^{20} + · · ·

corresponds to movable singularities. For (an infinite number of) selected values of the parameter a, this series becomes a rational function, for instance (A.2) for a = −8, (A.4) for a = 27, (A.5) for a = 8 and a = −27. For a generic parameter a the

† Note a typo in [45]: the R(x) in equation (64) of [45] is −R(x).

series is much more complex, it is not globally bounded. For instance, P_{18}(a) in (A.9) is a polynomial with integer coefficients of degree 18 in a, and the denominator D_{20} = 1277610230161807653119590400 is an integer that factors in many primes: D_{20} = 2^{17} · 5^2 · 7^9 · 13^4 · 19^3 · 31 · 37 · 43.

One verifies easily on this series that the two differentially algebraic series R(a, x) and R(b, x) commute and that R(a, R(b, x)) = R(b, R(a, x)) = R(a b, x). (A.8) Note that the a → 1 limit of the one-parameter series (A.9) gives as expected R(1 + ϵ · x) = x + ϵ · F (x) + · · · (A.9) where:

F (x) = x · (1 − x)^{2/3} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], x ) = x − x^2 2 − x^3 7 + · · · (A.10)

Appendix B._2F_1 hypergeometric functions deduced from Goursat and Darboux identity

Appendix B.1._2F_1 hypergeometric functions deduced from the quadratic identity

Using the quadratic identity

2F_1 ( [α, β], [ α + β + 1 2 ], x ) =_2F_1 ( [ α 2 , β 2 ], [ α + β + 1 2 ], 4 x (1 − x) ) , (B.1)

one deduces:

2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1], [ 5 4 ], x ) =_2F_1 ( [ 1 4 , 1 2 ], [ 5 4 ], 4 x (1 − x) ) . (B.2)

The previously described relations on_2F_1([1/4, 1/2], [5/4], x), together with the rational function R(x) = −4 x/(1 − x)^2, yields the new identity

(1 − 2 x) ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1], [ 5 4 ], x ) =_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1], [ 5 4 ], − 4 x · (1 − x) (1 − 2 x)^2 ) , (B.3)

where we have used the relation R_3(R_1(x)) = R_2(R_3(x)) with:

R_1(x) = − 4 x · (1 − x) (1 − 2 x)^2

, R_2(x) = − 4 x (1 − x)^2

, R_3(x) = 4 x · (1 − x). (B.4)

Introducing

Y (x) = x^{1/4} · (1 − x)^{1/4} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 2 , 1], [ 5 4 ], x ) , (B.5)

one sees that it is solution of Ω = (D_x + A_R(x)) · D_x with:

A_R(x) = 3 4 · 2 x − 1 x (x − 1) = u^′(x) u(x) , u(x) = x^{3/4} · (1 − x)^{3/4}. (B.6)

The rank-two condition is verified with A_R(x) given by (B.6) and R(x) given by R_1(x) in (B.11).

Appendix B.2._2F_1 hypergeometric functions deduced from the Goursat identity

Using the Goursat identity

2F_1 ( [α, β], [2 β], x ) = (1 − x/2)^{−a} ·_2F_1 ( [ α 2 , α + 1 2 ], [β + 1 2 ], x^2 (2 − x)^2 ) . (B.7)

for α = 1/3, β = 2/3, one gets:

2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], x ) = (1 − x/2)^{−1/3} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 2 3 ], [ 7 6 ], x^2 (2 − x)^2 ) . (B.8)

Combining this last identity with (A.4) one gets: x · (x − 2)^3 (1 − 2 x)^3

·_2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], x · (x − 2)^3 (1 − 2 x)^3

)_3

= −8 · x ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 3 , 2 3 ], [ 4 3 ], x )_3

= 16 x x − 2 ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 2 3 ], [ 7 6 ], x^2 (2 − x)^2

)_3 (B.9) = −2 x · (x − 2)^3 x^4 + 10 x^3 − 12 x^2 + 4 x − 2

·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 2 3 ], [ 7 6 ], x^2 · (x − 2)^6 (x^4 + 10 x^3 − 12 x^2 + 4 x − 2)^2

)_3 . It yields the identity on this new hypergeometric function:

2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 2 3 ], [ 7 6 ], 64 x (1 + 18 x − 27 x^2)^2 )

= (1 + 18 x − 27 x^2)^{1/3} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 2 3 ], [ 7 6 ], x ) . (B.10)

We have used the relation R_3(R_1(x)) = R_2(R_3(x)) with:

R_1(x) = x · (x − 2)^3 (1 − 2 x)^3

, R_2(x) =

64 x (1 + 18 x − 27 x^2)^2

, R_3(z) = x^2 (2 − x)^2

. (B.11)

Appendix C. Miscellaneous rational functions for the covariance of a Heun function

Let us consider the well-known formula for the addition on elliptic sine: sn(u + v) = sn(u) cn(v) dn(v) + sn(v) cn(u) dn(u) 1 − k^2 sn(u)^2 sn(v)^2

. (C.1)

Introducing the variables x = sn(u)^2, y = sn(v)^2 and z = sn(u + v)^2, and M = 1/k^2, the previous addition formula (C.1) for the elliptic sine reads:

(M − xy)^2 · z^2 + 2 M · ( 2 xy · (M + 1) − (x + y) · (xy + M) ) · z + (x − y)^2 · M^2 = 0. (C.2) Note that, since y is the square of the elliptic sine, y = sn(v)^2 = sn(−v)^2, the “master equation” (C.2) is also a representation of the difference on elliptic sine: x = sn(u)^2, y = sn(v)^2, z = sn(u − v)^2. Actually x, y and z are on the same footing in this “master equation” (C.2) that can be rewritten in a symmetric way as an algebraic surface:

x^2 y^2 z^2 − 2 · M · (x + y + z) · x y z + 4 · M · (M + 1) · x y z + M^2 · ((x + y + z)^2 − 4 · (x y + x z + y z)) = 0. (C.3)

For every fixed z and M (except z = 0, 1, M, ∞ and M = 0, 1, ∞), condition (C.3) reduces to an algebraic curve of genus one. The algebraic surface (C.3) is thus foliated in elliptic curves‡. This algebraic surface is left invariant by an infinite set of birational transformations generated by the three involutions: (x, y, z) −→ ( M 2 · (y − z)2 (M − y z)^2 · x , y, z ) , (C.4)

and the two other ones corresponding to the permutation of x, y and z.

Remark: For fixed z condition (C.3) is an elliptic curve (except M = 0, 1, ∞). If one calculates its j-invariant† one gets the same result as (60) namely

j = 256 ·

(M^2 − M + 1)^3 M^2 · (M − 1)^2

. (C.5)

which does not depend on z. Of course one gets the same result for the elliptic curves corresponding to condition (C.3) for fixed x or fixed y.

The rational transformation (47) corresponding to θ → 2 θ is obtained by imposing y = x in (C.2). For y = x the relation (C.2) factorizes†† into: z · ( (M − x^2)^2 · z − 4 · M · x · (1 − x) · (M − x) ) = 0. (C.6)

Discarding the trivial solution z = 0, one gets:

z = 4 · x · (1 − x) · (1 − x/M) (1 − x^2/M)^2

, (C.7)

which is exactly (47).

Imposing in (C.2) y to be equal to (47) one deduces the rational transformation corresponding to θ → 3 θ, and one can deduce from the “master” equation (C.2) all the rational transformations corresponding to θ → p θ. When p is a prime number different from p = 2, the corresponding rational transformations have a simple form.

Introducing the square of the elliptic sine x = sn(θ, k)^2, the rational transformations corresponding to θ → p θ give for a given M: R_p(x, M) = x · ( P_p(x, M) Q_p(x, M) )_2 , where: (C.8)

Q_p(x, M) = x^{(p2 −1)/2} · M^{(p2−1)/4} · P_p ( 1 x , 1 M ) , where P_p(x, M) are polynomials in x and M of degree (p^2 − 1)/2 in x and of degree (p^2 − 1)/4 in M. For instance, P_3(x, M) reads:

P_3(x, M) = x^4 − 6 M · x^2 + 4 · M · (M + 1) · x − 3 M^2. (C.9) The polynomial P_p(x, M) reads for p = 5:

P_5(z, M) = x^{12} − 50 M x^{10} + 140 M (M + 1) · x^9 − 5 M (32 M^2 + 89 M + 32) · x^8 + 16 M (M + 1) (4 M^2 + 31 M + 4) · x^7 − 60 M^2 (4 M^2 + 13 M + 4) · x^6 + 360 M^3 (M + 1) · x^5 − 105 M^4 · x^4 − 80 M^4 (M + 1) · x^3 + 2 M^4 (8 M^2 + 47 M + 8) · x^2 − 20 M^5 (M + 1) · x + 5 M^6, (C.10)

‡ In mathematics, an elliptic surface is a surface that has an elliptic fibration: almost all fibers are smooth curves of genus 1.

† In Maple use with(algcurves) and the command j invariant.

†† Other cases of factorizations are, up to permutations in x, y and z: y = 0, 1, M, ∞, y = M/x, y = (M − x)/(1 − x), y = M · (1 − x)/(M − x).

It is straightforward to calculate the next P_p(z, M) for p = 7, 11, 13, · · ·, but the expressions become quickly too large to be given here.

As expected, the two rational functions (C.8) commute for different primes p. The series expansion of these rational transformations read:

R_p(x) = p^2 · x − p^2 · (p^2 − 1) 3 · M + 1 M · x^2 + · · · (C.11)

When p is not a prime the rational functions R_p(x) corresponding to θ → p θ, are no longer of the form (C.8) but they still have the series expansion (C.11).

We have the following identity on a Heun function where R_p(x) are the previous rational functions (C.8): R_p(x) · Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , R_p(x) )_2

= p^2 · x · Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x )_2 . (C.12)

Note that the Heun identity (C.12) is valid even when the integer p is no longer a prime, R_p(x) being a rational function representation of θ → p · θ, and that all these (commuting) rational transformations are solutions of the rank-two condition.

Appendix D. The Schwarzian conditions are compatible with the composition of functions

We want to have W (x) − W (z(y(x))) · (dz(y(x)) dx )_2

+ {z(y(x)), x} = 0, (D.1)

which reads using the derivative of composition of function and the previous chain rule (102): W (x) − W (z(y(x))) · (dz(y) dy )_2

· y^′(x)^2 + {z(y), y} · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, (D.2) from W (x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, (D.3) and W (y) − W (z(y)) · z^′(y)^2 + {z(y), y} = 0. (D.4) Let us multiply the previous relation (D.4) by y^′(x)^2 one gets:

W (y) · y^′(x)^2 − W (z(y)) · z^′(y)^2 · y^′(x)^2 + {z(y), y} · y^′(x)^2 = 0. (D.5) Adding (D.3) to (D.6) one gets:

W (x) + W (y) · y^′(x)^2 − W (z(y)) · z^′(y)^2 · y^′(x)^2 + {z(y), y} · y^′(x)^2 − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0. (D.6) which gives after simplification nothing but (D.2). Q. E. D.

Appendix E. Compatibility of the three Schwarzian conditions (124), (126) and (93)

The Schwarzian equation on the j-invariant are known to be invariant by the group of modular transformations (see for instance equation (1.26) in [71] or (1.13) in [80]). More remarkably (and less known) the Schwarzian equation (126) on the nome† is invariant under the transformations‡ q −→ S(q) = e · q^N . Equation (126) is clearly invariant under the rescaling Q(x) → e· Q(x), and one can verify easily, using the chain rule for the Schwarzian derivative of a composition, that the sum of the first two terms in the LHS of (126), namely {Q(x), x} + Q^′(x)^2/Q(x)^2/2 is actually invariant by Q(x) → Q(x)^N . Therefore we also have the equation: {S(Q(x)), x} + 1 2 · S(Q(x))^2 · ( dS(Q(x)) dx )_2

+ W (x) = 0. (E.1)

Equation (124) yields {X(S(Q(q))), S(Q(x))} − 1 2 S(Q(x))^2 − W (X(S(Q(q)))) · ( dX(S(Q(x))) dS(Q(x)) )_2 = 0,

and thus: {X(S(Q(x))), S(Q(x))} · ( dS(Q(x)) dx )_2 − 1 2 S(Q(x))^2 · ( dS(Q(x)) dx )_2

− W (X(S(Q(x)))) · (dX(S(Q(x))) dS(Q(x)) )_2 · ( dS(Q(x)) dx )_2

= 0. (E.2)

Using the chain rule for Schwarzian derivative of the composition of functions {X(S(Q(x))), x} = {X(S(Q(x))), S(Q(x))} · (dS(Q(x)) dx )_2 + {S(Q(x)), x}, we see immediately that the sum of (E.1) and (E.2) gives: W (x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, (E.3)

Appendix F. The_2F_1([1/6, 1/3], [1], x) hypergeometric function.

Let us consider the Schwarzian condition in the case of the_2F_1([1/6, 1/3], [1], x) hypergeometric function.

The one-parameter family of commuting series solution of the Schwarzian condition reads:

y_1(e, x) = e · x + e · (e − 1) · S_e(x), where:

S_e(x) = − 7 18 · x^2 +

(109 e − 283) 1296

· x^3 + · · · (F.1)

The series of the form a · x^2 + · · · reads

y_2(a, x) = a · x^2 + 7 a 9 · x^3 − a · 84a − 127 216 · x^4 − a · 47628a − 36049 78732

· x^5 + · · · (F.2)

and is such that:

y_1(e, y_2(a, x)) = y_2(a e, x), y_2(a, y_1(e, x)) = y_2(a e^2, x). (F.3)

† In the Schwarzian equation (126) the nome is seen as a function of the Hauptmodul. ‡ See the concept of replicable functions [81].

The series of the form b · x^3 + · · · reads

y_3(b, x) = b · x^3 + 7 b 6 · x^4 +

479 b 432 · x^5 + b ·

81648b − 210031 209952

· x^6 + · · · (F.4)

and is such that

y_1(e, y_3(b, x)) = y_3(b e, x), y_3(b, y_1(e, x)) = y_3(b e^3, x). (F.5) The two series y_2(a, x) and y_3(b, x) commute for b = a^2. For a = 1/108 the series (F.4) becomes the series expansion y = x^2 108 + 7 x^3 972 + 71 x^4 13122 + 4451 x^5 1062882 + 63997 x^6 19131876 + 1417505 x^7 516560652

+ · · · (F.6)

which corresponds to the modular equation (A.3) in [24]: 4 x^3 y^3 − 12 x^2 y^2 · (x + y) + 3 x y · (4 x^2 − 127 x y + 4 y^2) − 4 · (x + y) · (x^2 + 83 x y + y^2) + 432 x y = 0, (F.7) This modular equation has a rational parametrization: it corresponds to the relation between two rational pullbacks in the hypergeometric identity (A.11) in [25]:

2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 1 3 ], [1], 108 v^2 · (1 + 4v) )

= (1 − 12 v)^{−1/2} ·_2F_1 ( [ 1 6 , 1 3 ], [1], − 108 v · (1 + 4v)^2 (1 − 12 v)^3 ) . (F.8)

Appendix G. The solutions Q(x) of the non-linear conditions (36) seen as solutions of the Schwarzian conditions on the mirror maps

In all the cases recalled in section (2), the differentially algebraic function Q(x) was of the form† Y (x)^N . From Q(x) = Y (x)^N or even Q(x) = α · Y (x)^N , one can rewrite the Schwarzian derivative on Q(x) with respect to x: {Q(x), x} = {Y (x)^N , x} = − N^2 − 1 2 · (Y ′(x) Y (x) )_2 + {Y (x), x}. (G.1) Since Y (x) is a solution of the operator Ω, the ratio Z(x) = Y ”(x)/Y^′(x) (logderivative of Y^′(x)) is in fact a rational function, namely −A_R(x). The Schwarzian derivative {Y (x), x} can also be written as: {Y (x), x} = Z^′(x) − Z(x)^2 2 = − A^′_R(x) − A_R(x)^2 2 = −W (x). (G.2)

From Q(x) = α · Y (x)^N one deduces immediately the relation between the logderivative of Q(x) and Y (x), namely Q^′(x)/Q(x) = N · Y^′(x)/Y (x). Equation (G.2) can be rewritten using Q^′(x)/Q(x) = N · Y^′(x)/Y (x) and (G.2), as‡: {Q(x), x} + N^2 − 1 2 N^2 · ( Q′(x) Q(x) )_2 + W (x) = 0. (G.3)

For instance, one verifies immediately that Q(x) given by Q(x) = Y (x)^N and Y (x) given by (10), (12), (13), (15), (16) (which identifies with (61)) and (18) are actually solutions of the Schwarzian condition (G.3) for the corresponding A_R(x) given in (21) for respectively N = 4, 3, 6, 2, 4, 6. Note that the higher-genus case hypergeometric

† The constant N being a positive integer Q(x) was, in fact, holonomic. ‡ One recovers the Schwarzian condition (126) in the N → ∞ limit.

function (70) is also such that Q(x) = Y (x)^6 is solution of the Schwarzian condition (G.3) with N = 6 and W (x) deduced from A_R(x) given by (71).

One gets immediately the Schwarzian condition for the composition inverse P (x) = Q^{−1}(x), namely: {X(q), q} − N^2 − 1 2 N^2 · 1 q^2 − W (X(q)) · ( dX(q) dq )_2 = 0. (G.4)

Remark: One verifies straightforwardly for the Heun function example of section (3) that Q(x) = Y (x)^2 = x · Heun ( M, M + 1 4 , 1 2 , 1, 3 2 , 1 2 , x )_2

, (G.5)

is actually solution of the Schwarzian condition (G.3) with N = 2, with W (x) given by (147). The composition inverse of the holonomic function Q(x) given by (G.5) is P (x) = sn ( x^{1/2}, 1 M^{1/2}

)_2 (G.6) = x − 1 3 M + 1 M · x^2 + 1 45 2 M^2 + 13 M + 2 M^2

· x^3 + · · ·

It is solution of (G.4) with N = 2: {P (x), x} − 3 8 · 1 x^2

− W (P (x)) · P^′(x)^2 = 0. (G.7)

Appendix G.1. From the Schwarzian condition (G.3) back to the differential algebraic condition (37) on Q(x)

If one compares the Schwarzian condition (G.3) with the differentially algebraic condition (37) on Q(x), one finds that they both have a third derivative Q^{′′′}(x) but one condition depends on a constant N, while the other one is “universal”: let us try to understand the compatibility between these two conditions. If one eliminates the third derivative Q^{′′′}(x) between these two equations one finds a remarkably factorized condition E_+ · E_− = 0 where:

E_± = F^′(x) − A_R(x) · F(x) ± 1 N with: F(x) = Q(x) Q^′(x) . (G.8)

Recalling (33) we see that F(x) is nothing but F (x). The holonomic function F (x) is known to be solution of Ω^∗, which can be rewritten, after one integration step, as F^′(x) − A_R(x) · F (x) = Cst, which is actually (G.8). The compatibility of the Schwarzian condition (G.3) with the differentially algebraic condition (37) thus corresponds to F (x) being annihilated by Ω^∗.

Appendix H. Reduction of_3F_2 identities to_2F_1 Schwarzian conditions

Performing the derivative of the Schwarzian condition (150) one can eliminate this fourth derivative of y(x), and then, in a second step, eliminate the third derivative of y(x) between the previous result and the Schwarzian condition (150), and so on. One finally gets the following relation that can be seen as the compatibility condition between the two previous conditions:

x^3 · (1 − x)^3 · Q(y(x)) · y^′(x)^3 = y(x)^3 · (1 − y(x))^3 · Q(x), (H.1) where the polynomial Q(x) reads:

Q(x) = −2 · (b + c − 2 a) (a + c − 2 b) (a + b − 2 c) · x^3

+ 3 · q_2 · x^2 + 3 · q_1 · x − 2 · (1 + d − 2 e) (d + e − 2) (2 d − e − 1), (H.2) where

q_2 = 6 a^2b + 6 a^2c − 4 a^2d − 4 a^2e + 6 ab^2 − 18 abc − 2 abd − 2 abe + 6 ac^2 − 2 acd − 2 ace + 6 ade + 6 b^2c − 4 b^2d − 4 b^2e + 6 bc^2 − 2 bcd − 2 bce + 6 bde − 4 c^2d − 4 c^2e + 6 cde + 2 a^2 + ab + ac + 2 b^2 + bc + 2 c^2 − 9 de − 3 a − 3 b − 3 c + 6 d + 6 e − 3, (H.3) q_1 = 18 abc − 6 abd − 6 abe − 6 acd − 6 ace + 4 ad^2 + 2 ade + 4 ae^2 − 6 bcd − 6 bce + 4 bd^2 + 2 bde + 4 be^2 + 4 cd^2 + 2 cde + 4 ce^2 − 6 d^2e − 6 de^2 + 3 ab + 3 ac − 4 ad − 4 ae + 3 bc − 4 bd − 4 be − 4 cd − 4 ce + 21 de + a + b + c − 6 d − 6 e + 3. (H.4) The condition (H.1) can be seen as a an equality on a one-form and the same one-form where x has been changed into:

Q(x)^{1/3} · dx x · (1 − x) = dx u = Q(y)^{1/3} · dy y · (1 − y) . (H.5)

This one-form is clearly associated with the algebraic curve: Q(x) · u^3 = x · (1 − x). (H.6) One actually finds that this algebraic curve (H.6) is a genus-one curve.

One can go a step further by eliminating all the derivatives y^′(x), y^{′′}(x), y^{′′′}(x), from the confrontation of the Schwarzian condition (150) with the compatibility condition (H.1). One gets that way (after some calculation) a condition reading

I(x) = I(y(x)) where: I(x) =

Q(x)^8 P_8(x)^3

, (H.7)

where P_8(x) is a (quite large) polynomial of degree 8 in x, sum of 4724 terms.

We are seeking for non-trivial pullbacks y(x) being different from the obvious solution y(x) = x. The interesting cases for physics are the one where x → y(x) is an infinite order transformation. In such cases one has

I(x) = I(y(x)) = I(y(y(x))) = I(y(y(y(x)))) = · · · (H.8) which amounts to saying that I(x) must be a constant. The cases where Q(x)^8 = λ · P_8(x)^3 correspond to a set of extremely large conditions on the parameters a, b, c, d, e of the_3F_2 hypergeometric function, that is difficult to study because of the size of polynomial P_8(x). However a simple case can fortunately be analyzed, namely I(x) = 0, which corresponds to Q(x) = 0. In such a case the two conditions are compatible, and one just has one condition: the Schwarzian condition (150) with the additional condition being automatically verified (see (H.1)).

One finds that all the conditions on the parameters a, b, c, d, e of the_3F_2 hypergeometric function associated with Q(x) = 0 in fact correspond to cases where the order-three operator is exactly the symmetric power of a second order operator have_2F_1 solutions. In other words this situation corresponds to the Clausen identity, the_3F_2 hypergeometric function reducing to the square of a_2F_1 hypergeometric function: 3F_2 ( [2 a, a + b, 2 b], [a + b + 1 2 , 2 a + 2 b], x )

=_2F_1 ( [a, b], [a + b + 1 2 ], x )_2 . (H.9)

In this Clausen identity case, we found that the Schwarzian condition (150) for_3F_2 is nothing but the Schwarzian condition for the underlying_2F_1.

If one considers the other case P_8(x) = 0 the vanishing condition of the x^8 coefficient and the vanishing condition of the constant coefficient in x read respectively:

(a^2 − ab − ac + b^2 − bc + c^2) · (a + c − 2 b)^2 · (a + b − 2 c)^2 · (2 a − c − b)^2 = 0, (d^2 − de + e^2 − d − e + 1) · (1 + d − 2 e)^2 · (d + e − 2)^2 · (2 d − e − 1)^2 = 0.

These two conditions are, respectively, very similar to the vanishing condition of the x^3 and constant coefficient of Q(x), the other coefficients of P_8(x) being more involved. The vanishing condition of all the x^n coefficients of P_8(x) yields more relations on the a, b, c, d, d, e parameters. All these miscellaneous cases correspond to cases where the order-three linear differential operator reduces to the symmetric square of an ordertwo operator, and to the Clausen identities of the form (H.9). More simply on can verify that for parameters such that Q(x) = 0 (for which a Clausen reduction take place (H.9)) are also such that P_8(x) = 0 (the invariant I(x) in (H.7) is thus of the form 0/0).

Appendix I. Schwarzian condition and other generalised hypergeometric functions

Appendix I.1. Schwarzian condition and_4F_3 hypergeometric functions

Let us consider a_4F_3 hypergeometric known to correspond to a Calabi-Yau ODE [23, 24] and seek an identity of the form:

A(x) ·_4F_3 ( [ 1 2 , 1 2 , 1 2 , 1 2 ], [1, 1, 1], x )

=_4F_3 ( [ 1 2 , 1 2 , 1 2 , 1 2 ], [1, 1, 1], y(x) ) (I.1)

where A(x) is an algebraic function. Again we introduce the order-four linear differential operator annihilating the LHS and RHS of identity (I.1). The equality of the wronskians of these two linear differential operators enables us to get the expression of A(x) in terms of y(x), namely: A(x) = ( (1 − y(x)) · y(x)3 (1 − x) · x^3 · y^′(x)^3 )_{1/2} . (I.2)

After eliminating A(x) from (I.2), the identification of the D^2_x coefficients for these two linear differential operators of order four gives the Schwarzian condition W (x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, (I.3) where W (x) reads: W (x) = − 1 10 · 5 x^2 − 7 x + 5 x^2 · (1 − x)^2

. (I.4)

The condition corresponding to the identification of the D_x coefficient can be seen to be compatible with the previous Schwarzian condition: it can be seen to be a consequence of condition (I.3), corresponding to a combination of (I.3) with the derivative of (I.3). One finds, unfortunately, that the only solution is the trivial solution y(x) = x, the other solutions being spurious solutions y + 5 = 0, 5 y + 1 = 0, y − 1 = 0, etc ...

Remark: Similarly to what has been performed in section (Appendix I.1) one can imagine to seek for an identity (I.1) but, now, for the general_4F_3 hypergeometric function_4F_3([a, b, c, d], [e, f, g], x). These calculations are really too large.

Appendix I.2. Schwarzian condition and hypergeometric functions with irregular singularities

The n-fold integrals emerging in lattice statistical mechanics or enumerative combinatorics are naturally diagonal of rational functions [25], the corresponding linear differential operators being globally nilpotent, and in particular Fuchsian. In such a lattice framework only_nF_{n−1} hypergeometric functions [73] with regular singularities occur. Of course irregular singularities can also occur in physics [82, 83, 84], in particular in the scaling limit of lattice models [85, 86] (modified Bessel functions, etc ...).

Let us consider a hypergeometric function with an irregular singularity, namely a simple_2F_2 hypergeometric function solution of an order-three linear differential operator. We seek an identity of the form:

A(x) ·_2F_2 ( [ 1 2 , 1 2 ], [1, 1], x ) =_2F_2 ( [ 1 2 , 1 2 ], [1, 1], y(x) ) . (I.5)

The calculations are the same as in section (7.1). The identification of the wronskians of the two operators (the pullbacked order-three linear differential operator and the conjugated one) gives

A(x) = exp ( x − y(x) 3 ) · y(x) x · y^′(x) , (I.6)

and the Schwarzian equation:

W (x) − W (y(x)) · y^′(x)^2 + {y(x), x} = 0, with: W (x) = 1 6 · x^2 − 3 x^2

. (I.7)

However, combining equation (I.7) with the last condition emerging from the identification of the terms with no D_x in the two operators, one finds that there is no pullback y(x) for (I.5) except the trivial solution y(x) = x.

[1] P. Fatou, Sur les équations fonctionnelles, Bull. Soc. Math. France 47, (1919), pp. 161-271. [2] J. F. Ritt, On the iteration of rational function, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 21 (1920), pp. 348-356. [3] P. Fatou, Sur les fonctions qui admettent plusieurs théorèmes de multiplication, C. R. acad. Sci.

Paris, Sér. I Math 173, (1921), pp. 571-573.

[4] A. E. Eremenko, On some functional equations connected with iteration of rational functions, Leningrad Math. J. Vol. 1, (1990), pp. 905-919.

[5] http://www.physics.fsu.edu/courses/Spring05/phy6938-02/decimation.pdf [6] M.E. Fisher, Renormalization group theory: Its basis and formulation in statistical physics, Reviews of Modern Physics, 70, No. 2, (1998) pp. 653–681 [7] A. Bostan, S. Boukraa, S. Hassani, J-M. Maillard, J-A. Weil, N. Zenine, and N.

Abarenkova, Renormalization, isogenies and rational symmetries and differential equations, Advances in Mathematical Physics, Volume 2010 (2010), Article ID 941560, 44 pages, https://www.hindawi.com/journals/amp/2010/941560/

Symmetries of differential equations 41

[8] J-M. Maillard and S. Boukraa, Modular invariance in lattice statistical mechanics, Annales de l’Institut Louis de Broglie, Volume 26, numéro spécial, pp. 287–328 (2001) [9] S. Boukraa, S. Hassani, J.-M. Maillard and N. Zenine, Singularities of n-fold integrals of the Ising class and the theory of elliptic curves, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40 (2007) 11713–11748 and arXiv.org/pdf/0706.3367 [10] J-M. Maillard, Automorphisms of algebraic varieties and Yang-Baxter equations, Journ. Math.

Phys. 27, (1986), pp. 2776–2781 [11] S. Boukraa and J-M. Maillard, Let’s Baxterise, J. Stat. Phys. 102, (2001), 641-700, and : arXiv:

hep-th/0003212 [12] M.P. Bellon, J-M. Maillard and C-M. Viallet, Quasi-Integrability of the sixteen vertex model, Phys.Lett. B 281, (1992), pp. 315–319 [13] S. Boukraa, S. Hassani, J-M. Maillard, N. Zenine, Singularities of n-fold integrals of the Ising class and the theory of elliptic curves, J. Phys. A 40: Math. Theor (2007) 11713-11748 http://arxiv.org/pdf/math-ph/0706.3367 [14] A. Buium, Geometry of differential polynomial functions III: moduli spaces, Amer. J. Math. 117 (1995) 1-73.

[15] B. C. Berndt and H. H. Chan, Ramanujan and the Modular j-Invariant, Canad. Math. Bull. 42 (1999) 427-440 [16] A. Bostan, S. Boukraa, A.J. Guttmann, S. Hassani, I. Jensen, J.-M. Maillard, and N. Zenine, High order Fuchsian equations for the square Ising model: χ̃^{(5)}, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42 (2009) 275209–275241 and arXiv:0904.1601v1 [math-ph] [17] N. Zenine, S. Boukraa, S. Hassani and J.-M. Maillard, Ising model susceptibility: Fuchsian differential equation for χ^{(4)} and its factorization properties, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38 (2005) 4149–4173 and arXiv:cond-mat/0502155 [18] S. Boukraa, A.J. Guttmann, S. Hassani, I. Jensen, J.-M. Maillard, B. Nickel and N. Zenine, Experimental mathematics on the magnetic susceptibility of the square lattice Ising model, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 41 (2008) 455202 (51pp) and arXiv:0808.0763 [19] S. Boukraa, S. Hassani, J-M. Maillard, B. M. McCoy, N. Zenine, The diagonal Ising susceptibility, J. Phys. A 40: Math. Theor. (2007) 8219-8236 and http://arxiv.org/pdf/math-ph/0703009 v2 [20] A. Bostan, S. Boukraa, S. Hassani, J.-M. Maillard, J.-A. Weil and N. Zenine, Globally nilpotent differential operators and the square Ising model, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42 (2009) 125206 (50pp) and arXiv:0812.4931 [21] Y. André, G-functions and geometry, Aspect of Mathematics E, Num. 013, Vieweg Editor, (1989), ISSN: 0179-2156.

[22] Y. André and F. Baldassarri, Geometric theory of G-functions, Arithmetic geometry (Cortona, 1994), 1–22, Sympos. Math., XXXVII, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, (1997).

[23] A. Bostan, S. Boukraa, S. Hassani, M. van Hoeij, J-M. Maillard, J-A. Weil, N. J. Zenine, The Ising model: from elliptic curves to modular forms and Calabi-Yau equations, J. Phys. A 44: Math. Theor. (2011) (43 pp) 045204 I0P Select, and arXiv: 1007.69804 v1 [math-ph] and hal-00684883, version 1 [24] M. Assis, S. Boukraa, S. Hassani, M. van Hoeij, J-M. Maillard, B.M. McCoy Diagonal Ising susceptibility: elliptic integrals, modular forms and Calabi-Yau equations, J. Phys. A 45: Math. Theor. (2012) 075205, [32 pages]. IOP Select paper and Highlights of 2012 arXiv:arXiv:1110.1705v2 [math-ph] [25] A. Bostan, S. Boukraa, G. Christol, S. Hassani, J-M. Maillard, Ising n-fold integrals as diagonal of rational functions and integrality of series expansions: integrality versus modularity, (2012) http://arxiv.org/pdf/math-ph/1211.6031v1 [26] G.E. Andrews and B.C. Berndt, Chapter 17 pp. 373-393, in Ramanujan’s Lost Notebook, Part I, 52005) Springer [27] H. H. Chan and M.-L. Lang, Ramanujan’s modular equations and Atkin-Lehner involutions, Israel Journal of Mathematics, 103, (1998) pp. 1–16.

[28] C. Hermite, Sur la théorie des équations modulaires, Comptes Rendus Acad. Sci. Paris 49, 16-24, 110-118, and 141-144, 1859 Oeuvres complètes, Tome II. Paris: Hermann, p. 61, 1912.

[29] M. Hanna, The Modular Equations, Proc. London Math. Soc. 28, 46-52, 1928. [30] F. Morain, Calcul du nombre de points sur une courbe elliptique dans un corps fini: aspects algorithmiques, Journal de Théorie des Nombres de Bordeaux, tome 7, (1995) pp.255-282 and https://eudml.org/doc/247643 [31] Weisstein, Eric W. ”Modular Equation.” From MathWorld–A Wolfram Web Resource.

http://mathworld.wolfram.com/ModularEquation.html [32] P. F. Stiller, Classical Automorphic Forms and Hypergeometric Functions, Journ. of Number

Symmetries of differential equations 42

Theory, 28, no. 2, 219-232, (1988).

[33] W. Zudilin, The Hypergeometric Equation and Ramanujan Functions, The Ramanujan Journal, 7, no. 4, 435-447, (2003).

[34] S Boukraa and J-M Maillard, Selected non-holonomic functions in lattice statistical mechanics and enumerative combinatorics, 2016, J. Phys. A 49: Math. Theor (29 pages) 074001 and arXiv:1510.04651v1 [math-ph] [35] A. J. Guttmann, I. Jensen, J-M. Maillard, J. Pantone, Is the full susceptibility of the squarelattice Ising model a differentially algebraic function ?, (2016) J. Phys. A 49: Math. Theor. 504002 (36 pages) Special Issue in honour of A. J. Guttmann, and arXiv:1607.04168v2 [math- ph] [36] G. Casale, Enveloppe Galoisienne d’une application rationnelle de P_1, Publicacions Matemàtiques, Vol. 50, No. 1 (2006), pp. 191-202 Published by: Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona, arXiv[math/0503424] [37] G. Casale, An introduction to Malgrange pseudogroup, SMF - Sminaires et Congrès 23 (2011) [38] G. Casale, El grupoide de Galois de una transformacin racional, VIII Escuela Doctoral intercontinental de Matemàticas PUCP-UVa 2015 CIMPA Research school ”Transformation Groups and Dynamical Systems” [39] G. Casale and Julien Roques, Dynamic of rational mappings and difference Galois theory, Int.

Math. Res. Notices 2008 (2008) [40] G. Casale Sur le groupoïde de Galois d’un feuilletage, Thèse de doctorat effectuée sous la direction d’Emmanuel Paul et Jean-Pierre Ramis, soutenue le 09/07/2004 [41] G. Casale, D-enveloppe d’un difféomorphisme de (C, 0), Annales de la Faculté des Sciences de Toulouse, Mathématiques, Tome XIII, (2004) pp. 515-538.

[42] G. Casale, Morales-Ramis Theorems via Malgrange pseudogroup, Tome 59, (2009), pp. 2593- 2610., Annales de l’institut Fourier, [43] B. Malgrange, On nonlinear differential Galois Theory, Ann. of Math. 23B:2 (2002), pp. 219-226. [44] E. Paul, The Galoisian envelope of a germ of foliation: the quasi-homogeneous case, (2006), SMF Publications Astérisque, Parutions 323 (2009) 269-290, arXiv:math/0612280v1 [math.DS] [45] R. Vidunas, Algebraic Transformations of Gauss Hypergeometric Functions, Funkcialaj Ekvacioj, 59, (2009) 139-180. and arXiv:math/0408269v3 [math.CA] [46] C. L. Siegel, Iteration of Analytic Functions, Ann. Math. 43 1942, 607–612 [47] R. Pérez-Marco, Séminaire Bourbaki. Paris (1992), 44ème année 1991-92, 206, Exp. no.

753, 4, 273-310, Solution complète au problème de Siegel de linéarisation d’une application holomorphe au voisinage d’un point fixe (d’après Yoccoz) [48] S. Boukraa, J-M. Maillard and G. Rollet, Almost integrable mappings, Int. Journ. of Modern Phys. B 8 1994, 137–174 [49] J. W. Milnor, Dynamics in one complex variable: introductory lectures, Princeton University Press (2006), Third edition, arXiv:math/9201272v1 [math.DS] [50] B. M. McCoy and J-M. Maillard, The anisotropic Ising correlations as elliptic integrals: duality and differential equations, J. Phys. A 49, Number 43, (2016) 434004 (24pp), Special Issue in honour of A. J. Guttmann, arXiv:1606.08796v4 [math-ph] [51] R. Maier, On reducing the Heun equation to the hypergeometric equation, J. Differential Equations 213 (2005), no. 1, pp. 171-203.

[52] M. van Hoeij, R. Vidunas, Belyi functions for hyperbolic hypergeometric-to-Heun transformations, Journal of Algebra (2015), Volume: 441, pp. 609-659, arXiv:1212.3803v3[math.AG] [53] j-Function. http://mathworld.wolfram.com/j-Function.html [54] C. Krattenthaler and T. Rivoal, On the Integrability of the Taylor Coefficients of Mirror Maps, Communications in Number Theory (2009), Volume: 3, http://www-fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/∼rivoal [55] A. E. Eremenko, Invariant curves and semiconjugacies of rational functions, Fundamenta Mathematicae 219 (2012) pp. 263-270, arXiv:1110.6552v3 [math.CV] [56] A. Bostan, S. Boukraa, J-M. Maillard and J-A. Weil, Diagonals of rational functions and selected differential Galois groups, (2015), J. Phys. A 48: Math. Theor 504001 (29 pages), arXiv:1507.03227v2 [math-ph] [57] R. Maier, On rationally parametrized modular equations, J. Ramanujan Math. Soc (2009), pp.

1-73, (2006), arXiv:0611041v3 [math.NT] [58] R. Maier, The Uniformization of Certain Algebraic Hypergeometric Functions, Advances in mathematics (2014), Volume: 253, pp.86-138, arXiv:0906.3485v4 [math.AC] [59] A. Sebbar and A. Sebbar, Eisenstein series and Modular Differential Equations, Canad. Math.

Bull. 55, (2), 2012, pp.400-409. arXiv:1102.2635v1 [math.CA] 13 FEb. (2011).

Symmetries of differential equations 43

[60] L. C. Shen, A note on Ramanujan’s identities involving the hypergeometric function 2F_1(1/6, 5/6; 1, z), The Ramanujan Journal 30, Issue 2, (2013), pp. 211-222 [61] V. Ovsienko and S. Tabachnikov, What is ... the schwarzian Derivative ?, (2009), Notice of the AMS, 56, pp. 34-36 [62] J. McKay and A. Sebbar, Fuchsian groups, automorphic functions and Schwarzians, Math. Ann.

318, (2000) pp.255-275.

[63] J. McKay and A. Sebbar, Fuchsian groups, Schwarzians, and theta functions, C. R. Acad. Sci.

Paris, 327, Série I, (1998) pp.343-348.

[64] S. Chakravarty and M. J. Ablowitz, Parametrizations of the Chazy equation, Studies in Applied Mathematics (2010), Volume: 124, Issue: 2, pp.105-135, arXiv: 0902.3468v1 [nlin.SI] [65] A.M. Legendre, Traité des fonctions elliptiques, vol. 3, Paris, 1825-1828. [66] C.G.J. Jacobi, Fundamenta Nova Theoriae Functionum Ellipticarum Königsberg, 1829. [67] P. Candelas, X. de la Ossa, P. Green and L. Parkes, A pair of Calabi-Yau manifolds as an exactly soluble superconformal theory, Nucl. Phys. B359, (1991), pp. 21-74.

[68] C. F. Doran, Picard-Fuchs Uniformization and Modularity of the Mirror Maps, Comm. Math.

Phys. 212, pp. 625-647, (2000).

[69] C. F. Doran, Picard-Fuchs Uniformization: Modularity of the Mirror Map and Mirror- Moonshine, CRM Proc. Lecture Notes, 24, Amer. Math. Soc. pp. 257-281, Providence and arXiv:math/9812162v1, (1998).

[70] B.H. Lian and S-T. Yau, Mirror Maps, Modular Relations and Hypergeometric Series II, Nuclear Phys. B 46, Proceedings Suppl. Issues 1-3, (1996) pp.248-262 and arXiv: hepth/950753v1 (1995) [71] J. Harnad and J. McKay, Modular solutions to generalized Halphen equations, Proc. Roy. Soc.

Lond. (2000), Volume: A456 (2000), pp. 261-294, arXiv: solv-int/9804006v3 [72] G. Shimura, Correspondances modulaires et les fonctions ζ de courbes algébriques, Journal of the Math. Soc. of Japan, 10, (1958), pp. 1-27.

[73] F. Beukers, G. Heckman, Monodromy for the hypergeometric function_nF_{n−1}, Inventiones mathematicae (1989) Volume: 95, Issue: 2, pp. 325-354 [74] D. Boucher and J-A Weil, Application of J.-J. Morales and J.-P. Ramis’ theorem to test the noncomplete integrability of the planar three-body problem, In From combinatorics to dynamical systems, volume 3 of IRMA Lect. Math. Theor. Phys, pp. 163-177. de Gruyter, Berlin, 2003.

[75] J. Sijsling and J. Voight, On computing Belyi maps, Publications mathématiques de Besançcon (2014), Issue: 1, pp.73-171, arXiv:1311.2529v3[math.NT] [76] R. Vidunas, A. V. Kitaev, Computation of highly ramified coverings, Math. Comp. (2009), Volume: 78, pp.2371-2395, arXiv:0705.3134[math.AG] [77] L. S. Khadjavi and V. Scharaschkin, Belyi maps and Elliptic Curves, http://myweb.lmu.edu/lkhadjavi/belyielliptic.pdf [78] D. Masoero, Painlevé I, Coverings of the Sphere and Belyi Functions, Constr Approx (2014), Volume: 39, Issue: 1, pp.43-74, arXiv:1207.4361v2[math.ph] [79] A.J. Guttmann and J-M. Maillard, Automata and the susceptibility of the square lattice Ising model modulo powers of primes, (2015) J. Phys. A 48: Math. Theor (22 pages) 47001, Special Issue dedicated to R.J. Baxter and arXiv:1507.02872v2 [math-ph] [80] J. Harnad, Picard-Fuchs equations, Hauptmoduls and Integrable Systems, (1999), solvint/990213v1 [81] J. McKay and A. Sebbar, Replicable functions: an introduction, [82] K. A. Penson, K. Gorska, On the properties of Laplace transform originating from one-sided Lévy stable laws, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 49 (2016) 065201 and https://arxiv.org/pdf/1406.3802.pdf [83] K. Gorska, A. Horzela, K. A. Penson, G. Dattoli, The Higher-Order Heat-Type Equations via signed Lévy stable and generalized Airy functions, J. Phys. A 46: Math. Theor. (2013) 425001 (16 pages) and arXiv:1305.3935v2 [84] K. Gorska, K. A. Penson, Lévy stable distributions via associated integral transform, J. Math.

Phys. 53, 053302 (2012) and arXiv:1202.1789 [85] S. Hassani, J-M. Maillard, Scaling functions in the square Ising model, (2015), J. Phys. A 48:

Math. Theor 115205 (29 pages) and arXiv:1410.6927v1 [math-ph] [86] S. Boukraa, S. Hassani, J-M. Maillard, B. M. McCoy, W. Orrick, N. Zenine, Holonomy of the Ising model form factors, J. Phys. A 40, 75-112 (2007), IOP Select and http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0609074