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Abstract. In this paper, we consider a six parameter family of affine Segre
surfaces embedded in C6. For generic values of the parameters, this family

is associated to the q-difference sixth Painlevé equation qPVI. We show that

different limiting forms of this family give Segre surfaces that are isomorphic
as affine varieties to the the monodromy manifolds of each Painlevé differential

equation.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider a family of affine Segre surfaces defined, for given
µ1, . . . , µ6 ∈ C, λ1, λ2 ∈ C∗, by

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0,

µ1z1 + µ2z2 + µ3z3 + µ4z4 + µ5z5 + µ6z6 − 1 = 0,

z3z4 − z1z2λ1 = 0,

z5z6 − z1z2λ2 = 0.

(1.1)

We show that limiting forms of this family give Segre surfaces as monodromy man-
ifolds of the Painlevé equations. This result is compelling on two levels. First, the
well-known monodromy manifolds of the differential Painlevé equations are cubic
surfaces. Second, the geometry of each Segre surface turns out to have a deep
connection to distinguished solutions of the corresponding Painlevé equation and
provides a natural Poisson structure.

The generic family of surfaces (1.1), which we will denote in this paper by Zq,
is associated with a difference equation known as the q-difference sixth Painlevé
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equation qPVI (2.19) [26]. The name is based on the continuum limit of this differ-
ence equation when it becomes the celebrated sixth differential Painlevé equation
PVI (3.1).

Like PVI, qPVI has been associated with conformal field theory and algebraic
geometry. The latter equation has also been related to the classical study of linear
q-difference equations, series expansions and connection problems; see [25], [31],
[38], [26] and references therein.

Although the equations (1.1) defining Zq appear to contain 8 parameters, in
Corollary 2.12 we show that, up to affine equivalence, they define a six-parameter
family of embedded affine Segre surfaces in C6. It is worth noting that Zq arises
from the Riemann-Hilbert problem associated with qPVI. See [26] for details of its
explicit derivation. We prove that the members of the Zq family are embedded
affine Segre surfaces of generic type. This in particular fills a gap stated as an open
problem in [40], see Remark 2.14.

A large amount of work has been devoted to the differential Painlevé equations.
For (ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4) ∈ C4, the monodromy manifold of PVI is well-known to be given
by the Jimbo-Fricke family of affine cubic surfaces [16], [24] defined by{

x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω3x3 + ω4 = 0,

(x1, x2, x3) ∈ C3.
(1.2)

Monodromy manifolds of the remaining Painlevé equations have been unified and
collected in [49] and in [9] it was shown how to obtain them as limits of (1.2),
corresponding to confluence limits of the Painlevé equations. All such monodromy
manifolds are cubic surfaces whose projective completion has a triangle of lines at
infinity.

Since the continuum limit of qPVI leads to PVI, and confluence limits of the
latter give rise to the remaining Painlevé equations, a natural question is whether
Segre surfaces also arise as monodromy manifolds of the Painlevé differential equa-
tions. Motivated by this question, we show how to obtain explicit Segre surfaces
in C6 for each Painlevé equation, from appropriately parametrized coordinates and
coefficients. They all have the same form:

ϵ1z1 + ϵ2z2 + z3 + ϵ4z4 + z5 + ϵ6z6 = 0 (1.3a)

ρ3z3 + z4 + ρ5z5 + ρ6z6 − 1 = 0 (1.3b)

z3z4 − z1z2λ1 = 0 (1.3c)

z3z4 − z5z6λ2 = 0, (1.3d)

with different choices of the parameters ϵi and ρj according to the chosen Painlevé
equation. We call these surfaces Z–Segre surfaces. They are listed in Table 1.1.

Table 1.1. Affine Segre surfaces for qPVI and all differential
Painlevé equations.

Painlevé
equation

Z–Segre surface

qPVI

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0,

ρ2z2 + ρ3z3 + z4 + ρ5z5 + ρ6z6 = 1,

z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0, z5z6 − λ2z1z2 = 0.

PVI

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0,

ρ3z3 + z4 + ρ5z5 + ρ6z6 − 1 = 0,

z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0, z5z6 − ρ3λ1

ρ5ρ6
z1z2 = 0.
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PV

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0,
z4 + ρ5z5 − 1 = 0,
z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0, z5z6 − λ2z1z2 = 0.

Pdeg
V

z1 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0,
ρ3z3 + z4 + ρ5z5 +

ρ3

ρ5
z6 − 1 = 0,

z3z4 − z1z2 = 0, z5z6 − z1z2 = 0.

PIV

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0,
z4 − 1 = 0,
z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0, z5z6 − λ2z1z2 = 0.

PD6

III

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 = 0,
z4 + ρ5z5 − 1 = 0,
z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0, z5z6 − z1z2 = 0.

PD7

III

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 = 0,
z4 + ρ5z5 − 1 = 0,
z3z4 − z1z2 = 0, z5z6 − z1z2 = 0.

PJM
II , PFN

II

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0,
z4 − 1 = 0,
z3z4 − z1z2 = 0, z5z6 − λ2z1z2 = 0.

PI

z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0,
z4 − 1 = 0,
z3z4 − z1z2 = 0, z3z4 − z5z6 = 0.

We also show that the resulting Segre surfaces are isomorphic to the correspond-
ing cubic surfaces as affine varieties, for each Painlevé equation. To achieve this,
first we calculate the continuum limit Z1 of the Segre surface Zq and show that it
is given by (1.3) with generic parameters defined by equations (3.4) and (3.5). Our
first main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. The Jimbo-Fricke cubic surface for PVI and the Segre surface Z1

are isomorphic as affine varieties, with parameters related by equations (3.4), (3.5),
(3.23) and (3.24).

In Remark 3.12 we show that this theorem answers certain questions asserted
in [40]. The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on two main ingredients. One is the
comparison of the asymptotic behaviours of solutions of PVI and qPVI as q → 1.
The other is based on blow-downs of lines at infinity on the cubic surface.

Using an explicit form of this isomorphism (see Theorem 3.8), we show that, in all
un-ramified cases, the confluence scheme of the Painlevé monodromy manifolds can
be carried through to the affine transformation, therefore producing isomorphisms
between each cubic surface and the Z–Segre obtained by confluencing Z1.

For the ramified cases, the confluence either produces a reducible Segre surface
or a family which does not have the correct number of free parameters. This is
not surprising because the confluences to ramified and to non-ramified Painlevé
equations are deeply different in geometric as well as analytic terms.

For this reason, we perform an in–depth study of the lines and singularities of
all cubic surfaces with a triangle of lines at infinity, as well as their blow downs,
which allows us to build the isomorphic Z–Segre for ramified cases as well.

Theorem 1.2. The monodromy manifold of each differential Painlevé equation
(except PD8

III ) is isomorphic to the corresponding Z–Segre surface reported in Table
1.1 as affine varieties.
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Remark 1.3. It is not unusual for PD8

III to be an exceptional case here. It is often
the exception in many studies of the Painlevé equations in the literature. For ex-
ample, in [2], Lax pairs were proposed for all the generalised multi-particle Painlevé

equations, and PD8

III is the only one for which the isomonodromic Hamiltonian is
rational rather than polynomial.

The study of lines not only helps in building the above mentioned isomorphism,
but it has its own interest and a long history in algebraic geometry. The famous
Cayley-Salmon theorem [6, 44] shows that there are 27 lines on a general smooth
cubic surface in CP3. For the highly transcendental solutions of the Painlevé equa-
tions, these lines give vital information about certain distinguished behaviours. For
example, for the first Painlevé equation (PI), lines on the cubic surface correspond
to the tronquée solutions [28, Theorem 3] and in the case of PVI, they correspond
to truncations of the generic asymptotic expansions, see [29, Prop. 4.5] and [20,
Table 1]. On the other hand, geometric properties of the Jimbo-Fricke surfaces and
its confluence limits make them important objects in many areas of mathematics,
including Cherednik algebras [36, 32], mirror symmetry [18], Calabi-Yau algebras
[10], and moduli spaces [49].

Another perspective arises in Okamoto’s characterization of the initial-value
space and symmetry group of each Painlevé equation [39, 35] in terms of divi-
sors, intersection theory and the corresponding interpretation of such divisors as
generators of affine Weyl groups. In this context, the corresponding limits of the
Painlevé equations are realized as coalescences of base points.

The lattices associated with extended affine Weyl or Coxeter groups [22, 11, 19]
lead naturally to the construction of discrete Painlevé equations, with each step
of iteration being a translation on the lattice, mapping coordinates in one tile (or
polytope) in the periodic lattice to another such tile. Multiplicative or q-difference
Painlevé equations arise from such operations on a hyperbolic lattice.

In the case of the differential Painlevé equations, the monodromy manifold is
“dual” to the initial value space under the Riemann–Hilbert correspondence. For
q-discrete Painlevé equations, a notion of monodromy manifold was missing until
recently [26, 27]. By constructing a Segre surface for each differential Painlevé
equation, we provide the start of a uniform setting that naturally extends to a
description of the monodromy manifold of their q-difference analogues.

The coordinate ring of a Painlevé monodromy manifold is endowed with a natural
Poisson bracket [33]. By a suitable deformation quantization of this Poisson algebra,
the spherical sub-algebras of certain confluent versions of the Cherednik algebra of
type Č1C1 were obtained in [32]. This led to a representation–theoretic approach
to the theory of the Painlevé equations and to surprising links with the theory
of basic hypergeometric polynomials. In this paper, we show that the coordinate
rings of the Segre surfaces arising as blow downs of such monodromy manifolds also
carry a natural Poisson structure [46, 37]. Looking beyond the current paper, it
would be interesting to quantise these Segre surfaces and understand their role in
the theory of basic hypergeometric polynomials as well as the relation between such
quantizations and the mononodromy manifolds of the corresponding multiplicative
discrete Painlevé equations.

1.1. Terminology. In this paper, we always work over the field C, and denote
the n-dimensional complex projective space, n ≥ 1, by Pn = CPn. We also use
the notation C∗ := C \ {0}. Almost all algebraic varieties in this paper are affine
varieties embedded in Cn, or projective varieties embedded in Pn, for a suitable
positive integer n.
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We use small roman letters for affine coordinates, e.g.

Cn = {(x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ Cn},
and capitalised roman letters for homogeneous coordinates, e.g.

Pn = {[X0 : X1 : X2 : . . . : Xn] ∈ Pn}.
We consider Cn as a subset of Pn in the natural way, through the identification

[X0 : X1 : X2 : . . . : Xn] = [1 : x1 : x2 : . . . : xn]. (1.4)

Given an embedded affine variety V ⊆ Cn, we define its canonical projective com-
pletion V ⊆ Pn as the completion of the image of V in Pn through (1.4).

Given two embedded affine varieties V ⊆ Cm and W ⊆ Cn, with m ≤ n, we
say that V and W are affinely equivalent if there exists an affine linear mapping
ϕ : Cm → Cn of maximal rank m that restricts to an isomorphism V → W . In this
case, we also call W and V affinely equivalent. In particular, given an affine variety
V ⊆ Cm ⊆ Cm+n, with m,n ≥ 1, where Cm lies linearly in Cm+n, the two views of
V as an embedded variety in Cm or Cm+n are affinely equivalent. Note that affine
equivalence is generally stronger than isomorphic as affine varieties.

Projective equivalence between embedded projective varieties is defined similarly.

1.2. Acknowledgements. This work was funded by the Leverhulme Trust visit-
ing professorship grant VP2-2018-013. Part of the work was carried out during
NJ’s and PR’s residence at the Isaac Newton Institute for Mathematical Sciences
in the program “Applicable resurgent asymptotics: towards a universal theory”
during September-December 2022. We are grateful for the hospitality of the or-
ganizers of this program and the support of the Newton Institute. MM’s research
was supported by the Leverhulme Trust Research Project Grant RPG-2021-047.
PR and NJ’s research was supported by the Australian Research Council Discov-
ery Project #DP210100129. The authors thank Davide Guzzetti, Oleg Lisovyy,
Volodya Rubtsov for fruitful discussions.

2. The affine Segre surface of the qPVI equation

For simplicity, we refer to the Segre surface (1.1) as

Zq := {z ∈ C6 : hi = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4}, (2.1)

where for given µ1, . . . , µ6, λ1, λ2 ∈ C, the polynomials hi ∈ C[z1, . . . , z6], 1 ≤ i ≤ 4,
are defined by

h1 = z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6, (2.2a)

h2 = µ1z1 + µ2z2 + µ3z3 + µ4z4 + µ5z5 + µ6z6 − 1, (2.2b)

h3 = z3z4 − z1z2λ1, (2.2c)

h4 = z5z6 − z1z2λ2, (2.2d)

where µk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6 and λ1, λ2, are some complex numbers.
We show that a generic member of the family Zq is an affine Segre surface, with

smooth canonical projective completion, and conversely, that a generic embedded
affine Segre surface with smooth canonical projective completion, can be put into
the form (2.1) via an affine transformation.

The family of affine surfaces Zq first appeared in [26] as the monodromy manifold
of the linear problem for qPVI. In that case, the coefficients µ1, . . . , µ6 and λ1, λ2

are parametrised explicitly in terms of the six parameters of the qPVI equation.
The fact that only six of the eight coefficients the coefficients µ1, . . . , µ6 and λ1, λ2

are independent is a consequence of the intrinsic scaling freedoms in the defining
equations (2.2).
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Lemma 2.1. The family of affine surfaces Zq is equivalent to the six parameter
family defined as the zero set in C6 of h1, h3, h4 and h′′

2 where

h′′
2 = ρ2z2 + ρ3z3 + z4 + ρ5z5 + ρ6z6 − 1. (2.3)

Proof. Using the freedom of adding arbitrary multiples of h1 to h2, we may nor-
malise h2 so that it has no z1 term,

h′
2 = (µ2 − µ1)z2 + (µ3 − µ1)z3 + (µ4 − µ1)z4 + (µ5 − µ1)z5 + (µ6 − µ1)z6 − 1.

Moreover, using the freedom of scaling zk 7→ c zk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6, for a nonzero c, which
leaves h1, h3 and h4 invariant, but scales each coefficient in h2 by c−1, except the
constant term. Choose two coefficients µi ̸= µj , then one can apply this scaling
with the choice c = µi − µj . Without loss of generality, assume µ4 ̸= µ1 (if this is
not the case, relabel accordingly), then we can normalise h′

2 such that the coefficient
of z4 equals one, resulting in (2.3), where

ρk :=
µk − µ1

µ4 − µ1
, k = 2, 3, 5, 6. (2.4)

□

Lemma 2.1 shows that the collection of algebraic surfaces (2.1), up to affine
equivalence, constitutes at most a six-dimensional family. In Section 2.1, we prove
that it is in fact exactly six-dimensional. For this reason, and the fact that this
family appears as the monodromy manifold of qPVI, we give the following definition:

Definition 2.2. We refer to the embedded affine surface Zq defined in (2.1), or
equivalently the one defined as the zero set in C6 of h1, h3, h4 and h′′

2 , as the affine
Segre surface of qPVI.

Lemma 2.1 also provides a reduced form in which redundant parameters have
been eliminated. This is important in order to speak about generic parameters.

Definition 2.3. We say that the parameters µ1, . . . , µ6 and λ1, λ2 are generic if
µ4 ̸= µ1 and λ1, λ2, ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6, defined in (2.4), do not satisfy any non-trivial
polynomial relations with rational coefficients.

This Section is organised as follows: in Section 2.1 we show that generic members
of the family Zq are affine Segre surfaces and we study their projective completion.
In Section 2.2, we show that the family Zq is a six parameter family. In particular,
we derive a standard form for embedded affine Segre surfaces, with smooth canonical
projective completion, and prove that a generic such surface can be transformed
into (2.1) via an affine transformation. This is followed by Section 2.3, where we
study the parametrisation of the surface in terms of the parameters of qPVI, and
we further provide explicit formulas of the 16 lines on the Segre surface in Section
2.4.

2.1. Algebraic characterisation. Notice that (2.1) indeed defines an affine Segre
surface as, upon eliminating two of the variables using the linear equations {h1 =
0, h2 = 0}, one is left with two quadratic equations {h3 = 0, h4 = 0}, which define
an irreducible variety given by the complete intersection of two quadrics in C4, for
generic coefficients.

In order give an algebraic characterisation of its generic members, we define the
canonical projective completion Zq in P6 of Zq, replacing h2 with h′′

2 defined in
(2.3) and using projective coordinates,

[Z0 : Z1 : Z2 : Z3 : Z4 : Z5 : Z6] = [1 : z1 : z2 : z3 : z4 : z5 : z6],

by

Z1 + Z2 + Z3 + Z4 + Z5 + Z6 = 0, (2.5a)
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ρ2Z2 + ρ3Z3 + Z4 + ρ5Z5 + ρ6Z6 − Z0 = 0, (2.5b)

Z3Z4 − Z1Z2λ1 = 0, (2.5c)

Z5Z6 − Z1Z2λ2 = 0. (2.5d)

Proposition 2.4. For generic coefficients, the Segre surface Zq is smooth and

the hyperplane section at infinity, Zq \ Zq, is an irreducible smooth quartic curve,
isomorphic to the intersection of two quadric surfaces in P3, of genus 1.

Proof. For Zq to have a singularity at some point Z ∈ P6, it is required that the
the Jacobian, of the left-hand sides of equations (2.5),

J =


0 1 1 1 1 1 1
−1 0 ρ2 ρ3 1 ρ5 ρ6
0 −λ1Z2 −λ1Z1 Z4 Z3 0 0
0 −λ2Z2 −λ2Z1 0 0 Z6 Z5

 ,

has rank less than four at this point. By substracting Z3 times the first row from
the third row, it follows that this is equivalent to the following two row vectors
being linearly dependent,

v1 = [−λ1Z2 − Z3 − λ1Z1 − Z3 Z4 − Z3 −Z3 −Z3],

v2 = [−λ2Z2 − λ2Z1 0 Z6 Z5].

Following the proof of [42, Proposition 2.6], we find that equations (2.5) and

r0v1 − r1v2 = 0,

have a common solution in Z ∈ P6 and [r0 : r1] ∈ P1, only if λ1 = 0, λ2 = 0 or

(λ1 − λ2)
2 − 2(λ1 + λ2) + 1 = 0. (2.6)

As a consequence, Zq is smooth for generic coefficients.
The curve at infinity is obtained by setting Z0 = 0 in equations (2.5). Upon

eliminating Z3 and Z6 using the first two resulting linear equations, we are left
with two quadratic equations,

Q1 := λ1Z1Z2 − Z4
−ρ6Z1 + (ρ2 − ρ6)Z2 + (1− ρ6)Z4 + (ρ5 − ρ6)Z5

(ρ6 − ρ3)
= 0,

Q2 := λ2Z1Z2 + Z5
−ρ3Z1 + (ρ2 − ρ3)Z2 + (1− ρ3)Z4 + (ρ5 − ρ3)Z5

(ρ6 − ρ3)
= 0.

This shows that the curve at infinity is isomorphic to the intersection of the two
quadrics in {[Z1 : Z2 : Z4 : Z5] ∈ P3}, defined by the above two equations.

If the curve has a singularity at some point, then the gradients of Q1 and Q2,
with respect to Z1, Z2, Z4, Z5, must be multiples of each other at this point, that
is,

r0∇Q1 − r1∇Q2 = 0, (2.7)

for some [r0 : r1] ∈ P1. Equation (2.7) constitutes four multi-linear homogeneous
equations among the variables r0, r1, Z1, Z2, Z4, Z5. A direct calculation shows
that these four equations, in addition to the two quadratic equations Q1,2 = 0,
admit a common solution only if certain algebraic relations among the parameters
λ1, λ2, ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6 are satisfied. As a consequence, the curve at infinity is smooth
for generic coefficients.

Finally, we recall that a smooth intersection of two quadrics in P3 with a rational
point, is isomorphic to an elliptic curve [8, §8 (iv)]. The curve at infinity is therefore
irreducible and has genus 1. The proposition follows. □
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Remark 2.5. Recall that a smooth intersection of two quadrics in P3 has genus
1, so the hyperplane section at infinity, Zq \ Zq, in Proposition 2.4, with rational
point [1 : 0 : 0 : 0], is generically an elliptic curve. To put it into cubic form, note
that both Q1 and Q2 are linear in Z1, so their resultant with respect to Z1 is a
homogeneous cubic in Z2, Z4, Z5, defining the following cubic curve in P2,

Z2Z5λ1(Z2(ρ3 − ρ2) + Z4(ρ3 − 1) + Z5(ρ3 − ρ5))− Z4Z5(ρ2Z2 + Z4 + ρ5Z5)+

Z2Z4λ2(Z2(ρ6 − ρ2) + Z4(ρ6 − 1) + Z5(ρ6 − ρ5)) = 0.

The projection of the curve at infinity onto this cubic, regularised near the point
[1 : 0 : 0 : 0] by sending

[1 : 0 : 0 : 0] 7→ [1 : λ1(ρ3/ρ6 − 1) : λ2(ρ6/ρ3 − 1)],

is an isomorphism [8, §8 (iv)].

2.2. Smooth Segre surfaces up to affine equivalence. In this section, we
derive a standard form for embedded affine Segre surfaces with smooth canonical
projective completion. Because as observed at the beginning of Subsection 2.1,
each generic element of Zq defines an irreducible variety given by the complete
intersection of two quadrics in C4, in this subsection we work in P4.

Firstly, let us recall that any isomorphism between Segre surfaces, embedded in
P4, comes from a projective equivalence. We formulate this as the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Any isomorphism ϕ : S → S′ between embedded smooth Segre surfaces
S,S ′ ⊆ P4, extends to a unique linear projective transformation of P4.

Proof. Any smooth Segre surface S ⊆ P4 is the image under the anti-canonical
mapping of the projective plane blown up at five points in general position [13].
Explicitly, choose five skew lines Lk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 5, in S. Then there exist five points
uk ∈ P2, 1 ≤ k ≤ 5, in general position, and a bi-rational map

π : S → P2,

which is the simultaneous blow down of Lk to uk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 5.
For an explicit description of π−1, consider the vector space

C = {cubic forms in {U0, U1, U2} that vanish at uk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 5},

where we use projective coordinates [U0 : U1 : U2] on P2. This vector space has
dimension 5 and there exists a basis {C0, . . . , C4} of C such that π−1 is given by

π−1 : P2 99K S
[U0 : U1 : U2] 7→ [C0 : C1 : C2 : C3 : C4].

Let S ′ ⊆ P4 be another smooth Segre surface and denote correspondingly the
objects introduced above by π′, u′

k,1 ≤ k ≤ 5 and C′ for this Segre surface. Then,

an isomorphism ϕ : S → S′, induces a corresponding automorphism ϕ̃ of P2, making
the diagram

S S′

P2 P2

ϕ

π π′

ϕ̃

commutative. So ϕ̃ is a projective linear transformation. Upon picking an M ∈
GL3(C) such that ϕ̃(U) = U ·M , U ∈ P2, we obtain a corresponding isomorphism

L : C′ → C, C ′ 7→ C, C(U) = C ′(U ·M).
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Denote by N ∈ GL5(C) the unique change of basis matrix

(LC ′
0,LC ′

1,LC ′
2,LC ′

3,LC ′
4) = (C0, C1, C2, C3, C4) ·N, (2.8)

then ϕ(S) = S ·N for S ∈ S and the lemma follows. □

Remark 2.7. From the blow-up model of smooth Segre surfaces in the proof of
Lemma 2.6, it follows that a Segre surface has exactly 16 lines: 5 are the exceptional
lines above the base points, 10 are the total transforms of lines in P2 going through
two of the base points and finally one further line is the total transform of the
unique conic going through all five base points. In Section 2.4, we give explicit
expressions for the 16 lines on the affine Segre surface of qPVI, as well as their
intersection graph.

It follows from the lemma above that, to classify smooth Segre surfaces up to
isomorphism, it suffices to classify them up to projective equivalence. In turn, see
[34] or [13, Theorem 8.5.1], any smooth Segre surface S can, by a linear projective
transformation, be put into diagonal form

S2
0 + S2

1 + S2
2 + S3

3 + S2
4 = 0, γ0S

2
0 + γ1S

2
1 + γ2S

2
2 + γ3S

3
3 + γ4S

2
4 = 0,

for some mutually distinct γk ∈ C, 0 ≤ k ≤ 4. Since we are interested in embedded
affine Segre surfaces (with smooth canonical projective completion), we derive a
corresponding standard form for them, up to affine transformations.

Given any embedded affine Segre surface S ⊆ C4, we may choose symmetric
5× 5 matrices M,N such that S is described by

sTMs = 0, sTNs = 0, s = [1, s1, s2, s3, s4]
T . (2.9)

The canonical projective completion S ⊆ P4 of S is obtained through projective
coordinates

[S0 : S1 : S2 : S3 : S4] = [1 : s1 : s2 : s3 : s4],

by replacing s 7→ S in equations (2.9). The Segre surface S is smooth if and only
if the equation

|r0M − r1N | = 0, (2.10)

has five distinct solutions r = [r0 : r1] ∈ P1, see [13, §8.5].
We have the freedom of applying automorphisms of C4 to equations (2.9), i.e.

affine transformations

s 7→ s′ = G−1s, M 7→ M ′ = GTMG, N 7→ N ′ = GTNG, (2.11)

where G ∈ GL5(C) takes the form

G =

[
1 0T

b G4

]
,

for some G4 ∈ GL4(C) and vector b ∈ C4, where 0T denotes the transposed zero
vector. Using such transformations, we arrive at a standard form for embedded
affine Segre surfaces with smooth canonical projective completion, as detailed in
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Given an embedded affine Segre surface S ⊆ C4, whose canonical
projective completion S ⊆ P4 is smooth, there exists an affine transformation that
puts it in the standard form

s21 + s22 + s23 + s24 = 0, (2.12a)

α1s
2
1 + α2s

2
2 + α3s

2
3 + α4s

2
4 + β1s1 + β2s2 + β3s3 + β4s4 + 1 = 0, (2.12b)

for some αk, βk ∈ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4.
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Remark 2.9. In the standard form (2.12), there is still the freedom of adding
arbitrary multiples of the first equation to the second, so that we may for example
normalise the α’s such that α1 + α2 + α3 + α4 = 0. Similarly, there is the freedom
of scaling sk 7→ g−1sk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4, so that

αk 7→ g2αk, βk 7→ gβk, (1 ≤ k ≤ 4),

In the generic setting, when the α’s are distinct, the only other freedom comes
from permuting the variables {s1, s2, s3, s4}. In particular, the family of embedded
affine Segre surfaces, with smooth canonical projective completion, up to affine
equivalence, is six-dimensional.

Remark 2.10. We note that the canonical projective completion of the Segre
surface, defined by equations (2.12), is only smooth for generic coefficients: it is
smooth if and only if the discriminant Discr(|N−rM |) is nonzero, where M and N
are the symmetric matrices corresponding to equations (2.12), as in equation (2.9).

Proof of Lemma 2.8. Choose symmetric 5 × 5 matrices M,N such that S is de-
scribed by equations (2.9). Our goal is to bring these equations into the standard
form (2.12), using affine transformations (2.11), as well as by taking linear combi-
nations of the two equations,

M 7→ a11M + a12N, N 7→ a21M + a22N, (aij)1≤i,j≤2 ∈ GL2(C).

We are going to give an algorithmic method to accomplish this. We will be indexing
5 × 5 matrices from 0 to 4, e.g. P = (pij)0≤i,j≤4, and we further introduce the
notation P4 = (pij)1≤i,j≤4.

Let us for the moment assume that

|M4 − rN4| ̸≡ 0. (2.13)

This assumption is in fact moot, as it is always satisfied when S is smooth, but we
will provide an argument for this a bit later.

Due to (2.13), we know that

|r0M4 − r1N4| = 0, (2.14)

has at most four solutions r = [r0 : r1] ∈ P1. On the other hand, since S is smooth,
equation (2.10) has five distinct solutions r = [r0 : r1] ∈ P1. Pick a solution r ∈ P1

to (2.10), which does not satisfy (2.14). If r0 ̸= 0, replace M by r0M4 − r1N4,
otherwise simply swap M and N . Then M is not invertible, but M4 is. Since M4

is symmetric and invertible, we can construct an orthogonal matrix P such that
PTM4P = D, where D is a diagonal matrix with nonzero entries. By applying the
affine transformation (2.11), with

G =

[
1 0T

0 PD− 1
2

]
,

we normalise M such that M4 = I4, that is,

M =


m0 m1 m2 m3 m4

m1 1 0 0 0
m2 0 1 0 0
m3 0 0 1 0
m4 0 0 0 1

 ,
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with m0 = m2
1 +m2

2 +m2
3 +m2

4, since |M | = 0. Next, we apply the affine transfor-
mation (2.11), with

G =


1 0 0 0 0

−m1 1 0 0 0
−m2 0 1 0 0
−m3 0 0 1 0
−m4 0 0 0 1

 ,

which reduces the matrix M to

M =

[
0 0T

0 I4

]
. (2.15)

So, the first equation in (2.9) is now given by (2.12a).
Next, we diagonalise N4. Let P be an orthonormal matrix such that PTN4P =

D, where D is a diagonal matrix. Applying the affine transformation (2.11), with

G =

[
1 0T

0 P

]
, (2.16)

the matrix M is left invariant, whereas N takes the form

N =


β0

1
2β1

1
2β2

1
2β3

1
2β4

1
2β1 α1 0 0 0
1
2β2 0 α2 0 0
1
2β3 0 0 α3 0
1
2β4 0 0 0 α4

 , (2.17)

for some αk, βk ∈ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4 and β0 ∈ C. In fact, β0 must be nonzero since
|M−rN | cannot have a double root at r = 0. By dividing N by β0, equations (2.9)
have been brought into the standard form (2.12).

To finish the proof, we come back to the assumption (2.13), that we made in the
beginning. Suppose that it does not hold true. Since |M−rN | ̸≡ 0, we may replace
M by M − rN , for a generic r, so that M is invertible. In particular, for such a
choice of M the rank of M4 must be at least 3. On the other hand, as (2.13) does
not hold true, |M4| = 0 and so M4 must have rank exactly 3. Analogous to how
we brought M and N into the forms (2.15) and (2.17) above, and by additionally
permuting the variables {s1, s2, s3, s4} if necessary, we bring M and N into the
form

M =


1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1

 , N =


β0

1
2β1

1
2β2

1
2β3

1
2β4

1
2β1 α1 γ2 γ3 γ4
1
2β2 γ2 α2 0 0
1
2β3 γ3 0 α3 0
1
2β4 γ4 0 0 α4

 .

From the coefficient of r1 in |M4 − rN4| ≡ 0, we immediately read off that α1 = 0.
By similarly looking at the coefficients of r2, r3 and r4, we obtain the linear system 1 1 1

α3 + α4 α2 + α4 α2 + α3

α3α4 α2α4 α2α3

 ·

γ2
2

γ2
3

γ2
4

 = 0. (2.18)

If γ2 = γ3 = γ4 = 0, then |M − rN | has a double root at r = 0, so S is not smooth
and we have arrived at a contradiction. Else α2, α3 and α4 are not all distinct,
and by solving (2.18) for {γ2, γ3, γ4}, one similarly sees that |M − rN | always has a
root with multiplicity, again yielding a contradiction. We conclude that assumption
(2.13) always holds and the lemma follows. □
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In the following proposition, it is shown that a generic embedded affine Segre
surface, with smooth projective completion, can be put in the form (2.1), by an
affine transformation.

Proposition 2.11. For generic αk, βk ∈ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4, the Segre surface (2.12) is
affinely equivalent to the Segre surface (2.1), for some values of the coefficients in
(2.1).

Proof. The proof of Lemma 2.8 gives an algorithmic procedure to put an embedded
affine Segre surface, with smooth projective completion, into the form (2.12). We
are going to apply this procedure to the family of Segre surfaces Zq (2.1). This will
provide a set of algebraic equations among the parameters of both families of Segre
surfaces. By application of the implicit function theorem and standard algebraic
arguments, we obtain that this set of algebraic equations is solvable for generic
parameter values αk, βk ∈ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4, from which the proposition will follow.

As a first step, we eliminate two of the variables in (2.1). Assuming ρ2 ̸= 0, we
use the linear equations {h1 = 0, h′′

2 = 0} to eliminate z1 and z2 from the equations
{h3 = 0, h4 = 0}, and, by renaming the remaining variables as zk+2 = sk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4,
we arrive at

s1s2 −
λ1

λ2
s3s4 = 0,

s1s2 −
λ1

ρ22
(1 + (ρ2 − ρ3)s1 + (ρ2 − 1)s2 + (ρ2 − ρ5)s3 + (ρ2 − ρ6)s4)

(ρ3s1 + s2 + ρ5s3 + ρ6s4 − 1) = 0,

where we used the ρk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4, defined in (2.4).
Now, construct the corresponding symmetric 5 5 matrices M,N , as in (2.9).

Applying the affine transformation (2.11), with

G =
1√
2


1 0 0 0 0
0 −i i 0 0
0 1 1 0 0

0 0 0 −
√

λ2

λ1

√
λ2

λ1

0 0 0 i
√

λ2

λ1
i
√

λ2

λ1

 ,

readily puts M into the form (2.15).
What is left, is to construct an orthonormal matrix P that diagonalizes N4,

i.e. PTN4P = D, where D is a diagonal matrix. Upon introducing such a P
formally, applying (2.16), comparing the result with (2.17) (with β0 = 1) and finally
eliminating the entries of P by taking resultants, one is left with 7 polynomial
equations, among the variables λ1, λ2, ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6 and αk, βk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. By
remark (2.9), we may normalise α4 = −α1 − α2 − α3, and by further introducing
the scaling by nonzero g as specified in the remark, we end up with seven polynomial
equations, with rational coefficients, among two sets of seven variables,

Fk = Fk(g, λ, ρ;α, β) = 0 (1 ≤ k ≤ 7),

where λ = (λ1, λ2), ρ = (ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6), α = (αk)1≤k≤3 and β = (βk)1≤k≤4.
Explicit formulas for these polynomials are lengthy and best obtained using

mathematical software, e.g. Mathematica. One of the simplest solutions that we
could find to this polynomial system, is given by

λ1 = −3, λ2 = −3, ρ2 = 2,

ρ3 = 2
3 , ρ5 = −1, ρ6 = 2

3 ,
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α1 = 1
6 (2 +

√
6)i, α2 = 1

6 (−2 +
√
6)i, α3 = 1

6 (2−
√
6)i,

together with g = 1 and

β1 =
1

6

√
(−24 + 39i)− (16− 15i)

√
6, β2 =

1

6

√
(−24− 39i) + (16 + 15i)

√
6,

β3 =
1

6

√
(−24 + 39i) + (16− 15i)

√
6, β4 =

1

6

√
(−24− 39i)− (16 + 15i)

√
6.

In particular, the system F = (Fk)1≤k≤7 is consistent and defines a non-empty
algebraic set V ⊆ C14. Furthermore, the Jacobian determinant |Jλ,ρ,g(F )| of F =
(Fk)1≤k≤7 with respect to the seven variables {g, λ, ρ}, evaluates to a nonzero
rational number at this point. Though we will not need it, we remark that the
Jacobian of F with respect to the other set of seven variables, {α, β}, is also nonzero
at this point.

By the implicit function theorem, the set

V = {(α, β) ∈ C7 : ∃(g,λ,ρ)∈C7 : F = 0, |Jλ,ρ,g(F )| ≠ 0 and g, λ1, λ2 ̸= 0},

is open and non-empty. But V is a constructible set with respect to the Zariski
topology, so either V or its complement is dense in C7 with respect to the Euclidean
topology. It follows that V is dense in C7. That is, for generic (α, β) ∈ C7, we can
find λ1, λ2, ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6, and an affine transformation (which generally depends on
g), that transforms the Segre surface, defined by equations (2.12), into (2.1). The
proposition follows. □

From Lemma 2.8, Remark 2.9 and Proposition 2.11, we obtain the following
result.

Corollary 2.12. The embedded family of affine Segre surfaces Zq defined in (2.1),
constitute a six-dimensional family, up to affine equivalence.

2.3. Parametrisation. In this section, we introduce and study the parametrisa-
tion of the affine Segre surface (2.1) in terms of the parameter of qPVI, which is
defined below. This parametrisation will be helpful for two separate purposes. The
first is to give explicit expressions for the lines on the Segre surface. The second is
to compute a continuum limit of the Segre surface.

Given q ∈ C, 0 < |q| < 1, and κ = (κ0, κt, κ1, κ∞) ∈ (C∗)4, the q-difference sixth
Painlevé equation [25] is

qPVI :


ff =

(g − κ0 t)(g − κ−1
0 t)

(g − κ∞)(g − q−1κ−1
∞ )

,

gg =
(f − κt t)(f − κ−1

t t)

q(f − κ1)(f − κ−1
1 )

,

f, g : T → P1

(2.19)

where the domain is given by a q-spiral, T = qZt0, and f = f(t), g = g(t), f = f(q t),
g = g(q t), for t ∈ T . Here qα := eα log q and the parameters of the equation are
given by κj = qϑj for j = 0, t, 1,∞, with

ϑ0, ϑt, ϑ1, ϑ∞ ∈ C, t0 ∈ C∗, log q ∈ {x ∈ C : ℜx < 0}. (2.20)

In order to define the parametrisation of the qPVI Segre surface, we require some
elementary q-special functions. Firstly, the q-Pochhammer symbol is defined by the
product

(z; q)∞ =

∞∏
k=0

(1− qkz),



14 NALINI JOSHI, MARTA MAZZOCCO, AND PIETER ROFFELSEN

which is locally uniformly convergent in (z, q) ∈ C× D, where D denotes the open
unit disc D = {x ∈ C : |x| < 1}. Secondly, the q-theta function, defined by

θq(z) = (q; q)∞(z; q)∞(q/z; q)∞,

is analytic in (z, q) ∈ C∗ ×D, and admits the following convergent expansion on its
domain,

θq(z) =

∞∑
n=−∞

(−1)nq
1
2n(n−1)zn. (2.21)

This is known as the Jacobi triple product formula, which shows that θq(z) has
essential singularities at z = 0 and z = ∞, unless q = 0. For n ∈ N∗, we use the
common abbreviation for repeated products of this function

θq(z1, . . . , zn) = θq(z1) · . . . · θq(zn).

Now, the coefficients in (2.2) are explicitly parametrised by the parameters in
(2.20) as follows [26],

µ1 =
∏
ϵ=±1

θq
(
q+ϑ∞t0

)
θq (qϵϑ0+ϑ∞t0)

, µ2 =
∏
ϵ=±1

θq
(
q−ϑ∞t0

)
θq (qϵϑ0−ϑ∞t0)

,

µ3 =
∏
ϵ=±1

θq(q
ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞)

θq(qϵ ϑ0+ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞)
, µ4 =

∏
ϵ=±1

θq(q
−ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞)

θq(qϵ ϑ0−ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞)
,

µ5 =
∏
ϵ=±1

θq(q
ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞)

θq(qϵ ϑ0+ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞)
, µ6 =

∏
ϵ=±1

θq(q
−ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞)

θq(qϵ ϑ0−ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞)
,

(2.22)

and

λ1 =
η
(q)
3 η

(q)
4

η
(q)
1 η

(q)
2

, λ2 =
η
(q)
5 η

(q)
6

η
(q)
1 η

(q)
2

, (2.23)

where the η
(q)
k are given by

η
(q)
1 = +θq

(
qϑ0+ϑ∞t0, q

−ϑ0+ϑ∞t0
)
θq(q

2ϑt , q2ϑ1),

η
(q)
2 = +θq

(
qϑ0−ϑ∞t0, q

−ϑ0−ϑ∞t0
)
θq(q

2ϑt , q2ϑ1)q2ϑ∞ ,

η
(q)
3 = −θq

(
qϑt−ϑ1t0, q

−ϑt+ϑ1t0
)
θq(q

ϑ0+ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞ , q−ϑ0+ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞),

η
(q)
4 = −θq

(
qϑt−ϑ1t0, q

−ϑt+ϑ1t0
)
θq(q

ϑ0−ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞ , q−ϑ0−ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞)q2ϑt+2ϑ1 ,

η
(q)
5 = +θq

(
qϑt+ϑ1t0, q

−ϑt−ϑ1t0
)
θq(q

ϑ0+ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞ , q−ϑ0+ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞)q2ϑ1 ,

η
(q)
6 = +θq

(
qϑt+ϑ1t0, q

−ϑt−ϑ1t0
)
θq(q

ϑ0−ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞ , q−ϑ0−ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞)q2ϑt .

We further note that

µk =
η̂
(q)
k

η
(q)
k

, η̂
(q)
k := η

(q)
k |ϑ0=0 (1 ≤ k ≤ 6). (2.24)

Under the parametrisation above, the six invariant quantities, λ1, λ2, ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6,
see equation (2.4), depend on six free parameters (2.20). A priori, it is conceivable
that there might exist an (algebraic) relation among the coefficients in (2.1) under
this parametrisation, but it follows from the following lemma that this is not the
case.

Lemma 2.13. The meromorphic mapping,

(ϑ0, ϑt, ϑ1, ϑ∞, t0, log q) 7→ (λ1, λ2, ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6), (2.25)

is locally biholomorphic near almost any point in its domain (2.20).



SEGRE SURFACES AND GEOMETRY OF THE PAINLEVÉ EQUATIONS 15

Proof. It is helpful to write (2.25) as the composition of the mappings

(ϑ0, ϑt, ϑ1, ϑ∞, t0, log q) 7→ (κ0, κt, κ1, κ∞, t0, q), (2.26)

(κ0, κt, κ1, κ∞, t0, q) 7→ (λ1, λ2, ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6), (2.27)

where

(κ0, κt, κ1, κ∞) = (qϑ0 , qϑt , qϑ1 , q−ϑ∞), (2.28)

and the domain of (2.27) is defined by

{(κ0, κt, κ1, κ∞, t0, q) ∈ (C∗)5 × D}. (2.29)

Clearly, the mapping (2.26) is a local biholomorphism. To prove the lemma, it
thus suffices to show that the mapping (2.27) is locally biholomorphic near almost
any point in its domain. Since the domain (2.29) is connected, and the mapping
(2.27) is meromorphic, it thus suffices to show that the Jacobian determinant of
(2.27) is not identically zero. To prove the latter, we are going to compute an
expansion of the Jacobian determinant around q = 0.

Recall that θq(z) is an analytic function with respect to (z, q) ∈ C∗×D. From the
Jacobi triple product formula (2.21), we obtain the following convergent expansion
around q = 0,

θq(z) =

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n(z−n − zn+1)q
1
2n(n+1),

which allows us to compute expansions around q = 0 for λ1, λ2 and ρk, k = 2, 3, 5, 6.
For example,

λ1 =
θq
(
t0κtκ

−1
1

)2
θq
(
t0κ

−1
t κ1

)2
θq(κ2

t )
2θq(κ2

1)
2

∏
ϵ1,2∈{±1}

θq(κ
ϵ1
0 κϵ2

∞κtκ1)

θq(κ
ϵ1
0 κϵ2∞t0)

= λ
(0)
1 + qλ

(1)
1 +O(q2),

as q → 0, where

λ
(0)
1 =

(t0κtκ
−1
1 − 1)(t0κ

−1
t κ1 − 1)

(κ2
t − 1)2(κ2

1 − 1)2

∏
ϵ1,2∈{±1}

(κϵ1
0 κϵ2

∞κtκ1 − 1)

(κϵ1
0 κϵ2∞t0 − 1)

,

λ
(1)
1 =t−1

0 λ
(0)
1 (t0κtκ1 − 1)(t0κ

−1
t κ−1

1 − 1)

· (κ0κ∞ + κ−1
0 κ∞ + κ0κ

−1
∞ + κ−1

0 κ−1
∞ − 2κtκ

−1
1 − 2κ−1

t κ1).

Similarly, we obtain expansions,

ρk = ρ
(0)
k + qρ

(1)
k +O(q2) (q → 0),

for k = 2, 3, 5, 6, with coefficients that are easily computed explicitly.
Let J denote the Jacobian of the mapping (2.27),

J =



∂λ1

∂κ0

∂λ1

∂κt

∂λ1

∂κ1

∂λ1

∂κ∞

∂λ1

∂t0
∂λ1

∂q
∂λ2

∂κ0

∂λ2

∂κt

∂λ2

∂κ1

∂λ2

∂κ∞

∂λ2

∂t0
∂λ2

∂q
∂ρ2

∂κ0

∂ρ2

∂κt

∂ρ2

∂κ1

∂ρ2

∂κ∞

∂ρ2

∂t0

∂ρ2

∂q
...

...
...

...
...

...
∂ρ6

∂κ0

∂ρ6

∂κt

∂ρ6

∂κ1

∂ρ6

∂κ∞

∂ρ6

∂t0

∂ρ6

∂q

 .

Then J admits an expansion around q = 0,

J =

∞∑
k=0

Jk(κ0, κt, κ1, κ∞, t0)q
k,
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which is locally uniformly convergent with respect to the remaining variables away
from singularities of J . Now, a direct computation yields that the determinant of
the constant term is given by

|J0| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂λ
(0)
1

∂κ0

∂λ
(0)
1

∂κt

∂λ
(0)
1

∂κ1

∂λ
(0)
1

∂κ∞

∂λ
(0)
1

∂t0

∂λ
(0)
1

∂q

∂λ
(0)
2

∂κ0

∂λ
(0)
2

∂κt

∂λ
(0)
2

∂κ1

∂λ
(0)
2

∂κ∞

∂λ
(0)
2

∂t0

∂λ
(0)
2

∂q

∂ρ
(0)
2

∂κ0

∂ρ
(0)
2

∂κt

∂ρ
(0)
2

∂κ1

∂ρ
(0)
2

∂κ∞

∂ρ
(0)
2

∂t0

∂ρ
(0)
2

∂q
...

...
...

...
...

...
∂ρ

(0)
6

∂κ0

∂ρ
(0)
6

∂κt

∂ρ
(0)
6

∂κ1

∂ρ
(0)
6

∂κ∞

∂ρ
(0)
6

∂t0

∂ρ
(0)
6

∂q

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=8

(κ−1
t κ−1

1 t0 − 1)4(κtκ
−1
1 t0 − 1)4(κ−1

t κ1t0 − 1)4

κ2
0κ

2
tκ

2
1κ

−2
∞ (κtκ1t0 − 1)(κ−1

t κ−1
1 κ−2

∞ t0 − 1)5
· (κ

2
0 − 1)(κ−2

∞ − 1)6

(κ2
t − 1)2(κ2

1 − 1)2

·
∏

ϵ∈{±1}

(κϵ
0κtκ1κ∞ − 1)4(κϵ

0κ
−1
∞ t0 − 1)

(κϵ
0κ∞t0 − 1)4(κϵ

0κ
−1
t κ1κ∞ − 1)(κϵ

0κtκ
−1
1 κ∞ − 1)(κϵ

0κtκ1κ
−1
∞ − 1)

.

As a consequence, |J | ̸≡ 0 and the lemma follows. □

Roughly speaking, Lemma 2.8 and Remarks 2.9 and 2.10 allow us to identify
generic embedded affine Segre surfaces, up to affine equivalence, with generic tuples
{(α, β) ∈ C8}, quotiented by the actions in Remark 2.9. As a consequence of
Proposition 2.11 and Lemma 2.13, we find that the parametrisation with respect
to the parameters of qPVI in (2.20), maps out a subset with non-empty interior in
this quotient space. This yields the following remark.

Remark 2.14. The embedded affine Segre surface for qPVI is of the most generic
type. In particular, its projective completion is smooth and the curve at infinity is
a smooth irreducible quartic curve of genus 1.

As a consequence, we obtain negations of certain assertions or conjectures made
in [40]. In particular, item 7.2.1 in the list of problems in [40, §7.2] contains an open
problem and three conjectures. Our result resolves the open problem and negates
these conjectures.

2.4. Lines. It is a classical fact, essentially due to Segre himself [48], that a smooth
Segre surface contains 16 lines. Half of the lines in Zq admit a most simple descrip-
tion. Namely, take any i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {3, 4} and k ∈ {5, 6}, then

L
(q)
i,j,k := {Z ∈ Zq : Zi = Zj = Zk = 0}, (2.30)

defines a line in Zq.
For the remaining eight lines, we make use of the parametrisation in Section

2.3. To describe them, certain rational functions on Zq, called Tyurin ratios, are
helpful. To define these rational functions, note that equations (2.5c) and (2.5d)
imply

Z1

η
(q)
1

· Z2

η
(q)
2

=
Z3

η
(q)
3

· Z4

η
(q)
4

=
Z5

η
(q)
5

· Z6

η
(q)
6

.

We now consider the following rational function,

T
(q)
13 :=

Z1

η
(q)
1

/ Z3

η
(q)
3

=
Z4

η
(q)
4

/ Z2

η
(q)
2

.

This is a mermorphic function on the Segre surface,

T
(q)
13 : Zq → P1,

as there is no point on the Segre surface with Z1 = Z2 = Z3 = Z4 = 0.
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L
(q)
1,3,6

L̃
(q)
2,4,6

L
(q)
2,4,6

L̃
(q)
2,4,5

L̃
(q)
2,3,5

L
(q)
2,4,5

L̃
(q)
1,3,6

L
(q)
2,3,5

L
(q)
2,3,6

L̃
(q)
1,4,6

L
(q)
1,4,6

L̃
(q)
1,4,5

L̃
(q)
1,3,5

L
(q)
1,4,5

L̃
(q)
2,3,6

L
(q)
1,3,5

Figure 2.1. Clebsch graph encoding the configuration of lines and
their points of intersection on the Segre surface Zq. The lines are
explicitly described in Section 2.4 for 0 < |q| < 1 and in Section
3.1.1 when q = 1. Each vertex represents a line and each edge
represents an intersection point of the two lines corresponding to
its endpoints. The lines are colour-coded ForestGreen or Fuchsia
dependent on whether, when q = 1, they intersect the curve at
infinity of Z1 respectively in conic (3.20) or conic (3.21).

Let α ∈ S6 denote the permutation,

α = (1 2) (3 4) (5 6), (2.31)

then, for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 6 not in a same cycle of α, we similarly have a meromorphic
rational function

T
(q)
ij :=

Zi

η
(q)
i

/ Zj

η
(q)
j

=
Zα(j)

η
(q)
α(j)

/Zα(i)

η
(q)
α(i)

. (2.32)

We call these functions Tyurin ratios, as they can be interpreted as ratios of Tyurin
parameters of some elliptic matrix functions, see [26, §2.4] or [42, §2.2]. We have
the following obvious symmetries

T
(q)
ij = (T

(q)
ji )−1 = T

(q)
α(j)α(i) = (T

(q)
α(i)α(j))

−1, (2.33)
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so that, the 6× 4 = 24 choices of indices, only yield 6 Tyurin ratios which are not
trivially equivalent. We further have the following multiplicative formula,

T
(q)
ij T

(q)
jk = T

(q)
ik , (2.34)

for any choice of 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ 6 in mutually disjoint cycles of α.
The remaining eight lines can now be described as follows. For any i ∈ {1, 2},

j ∈ {3, 4} and k ∈ {5, 6}, the following set is a line in Zq,

L̃
(q)
i,j,k = {Z ∈ Zq : T

(q)
ij (Z) = τ

(q)
i /τ

(q)
j , T

(q)
jk (Z) = τ

(q)
j /τ

(q)
k }, (2.35)

where

τ
(q)
1 =

θq
(
t+1
0 q−ϑ∞−ϑ0

)
θq

(
t+1
0 q+ϑ∞−ϑ0

) , τ
(q)
3 =

θq
(
q+ϑt+ϑ1−ϑ∞−ϑ0

)
θq (q+ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞−ϑ0)

, τ
(q)
5 =

θq
(
q+ϑt−ϑ1−ϑ∞−ϑ0

)
θq (q+ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞−ϑ0)

,

τ
(q)
2 =

θq
(
t−1
0 q−ϑ∞−ϑ0

)
θq

(
t−1
0 q+ϑ∞−ϑ0

) , τ
(q)
4 =

θq
(
q−ϑt−ϑ1−ϑ∞−ϑ0

)
θq (q−ϑt−ϑ1+ϑ∞−ϑ0)

, τ
(q)
6 =

θq
(
q−ϑt+ϑ1−ϑ∞−ϑ0

)
θq (q−ϑt+ϑ1+ϑ∞−ϑ0)

.

These descriptions of the remaining eight lines follow from the explicit expressions
for the lines in [42, §3.3], where we note the following correspondence with the
notation used in that paper,

L̃
(q)
1,3,5 = L̃0

1, L̃
(q)
1,4,6 = L̃0

2, L̃
(q)
2,3,6 = L̃0

3, L̃
(q)
2,4,5 = L̃0

4,

L̃
(q)
2,4,6 = L̃∞

1 , L̃
(q)
2,3,5 = L̃∞

2 , L̃
(q)
1,4,5 = L̃∞

3 , L̃
(q)
1,3,6 = L̃∞

4 .

The correspondence between the two notations for the other eight lines is the same,
with all the tildes removed. We further recall from [42, Theorem 2.11] the intersec-
tion graph of lines in Figure 2.1.

3. The limit of Zq as q ↑ 1 and Jimbo-Fricke cubic for PVI

In the singular limit q ↑ 1, known as the continuum limit, qPVI formally reduces
to the classical sixth Painlevé equation. To see this explicitly, one substitutes formal
Taylor series around q = 1,

f(t) = f0(t) + (q − 1)f1(t) + (q − 1)2f2(t) + . . . ,

g(t) = g0(t) + (q − 1)g1(t) + (q − 1)2g2(t) + . . . ,

and compares terms, which leads to

f0 = u, g0 =
u− t

u− 1
,

where u satisfies the sixth Painlevé equation

PVI : utt =

(
1

u
+

1

u− 1
+

1

u− t

)
u2
t

2
−

(
1

t
+

1

t− 1
+

1

u− t

)
ut

+
u(u− 1)(u− t)

2t2(t− 1)2

(
(2ϑ∞ − 1)2 − 4ϑ2

0t

u2
+

4ϑ2
1(t− 1)

(u− 1)2

+
(1− 4ϑ2

t )t(t− 1)

(u− t)2

)
.

(3.1)

In this section, we correspondingly compute the continuum limit of the Segre
surface Zq and compare it to the Jimbo-Fricke cubic for PVI. The main result
of the section, Theorem 3.8, shows that the two are isomorphic as affine varieties.
More precisely, the theorem states that the two are affinely equivalent after blowing
down one of the lines at infinity of the cubic.

In Section 3.1, the continuum limit is worked out, leading to an affine Segre
surface Z1. We further give an algebraic characterisation of this surface and show
that the descriptions of the lines on Zq remain intact as q ↑ 1.
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In Section 3.2, we blow down the Jimbo-Fricke cubic surface to a Segre surface
and describe the lines on both surfaces. In Section 3.3 we explain how to find an
isomorphism between the resulting Segre surface and the Turyn ratios. Then, in
Section 3.4, it is shown that the Jimbo-Friecke cubic is affinelyisomorphic to Z1.

3.1. The limit of Zq as q ↑ 1. With regards to the Segre surface Zq, note that
all its coefficients, see equations (2.22) and (2.23), are rational in terms of simple
factors of the form θq(q

α) and θq(q
αt0), α ∈ C. To compute the limits of the

coefficients as q ↑ 1, it is thus sufficient to understand the limiting behaviours of
these simple factors. Correspondingly, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For any α ∈ C and t0 ∈ C∗, with arg(−t0) < π, we have the following
converging limits

lim
q↑1

(1− q)−1 θq(q
α)

(q; q)3∞
=

sinπα

π
, lim

q↑1

θq(q
αt0)

θq(t0)
= (−t0)

−α.

Proof. To derive the first limit, we recall that the q-gamma function, defined by

Γq(α) = (1− q)1−α (q; q)∞
(qα; q)∞

,

converges to the usual gamma function as q ↑ 1. Therefore,

θq(q
α) =

(1− q)(q; q)3∞
Γq(α)Γq(1− α)

∼ (1− q)(q; q)3∞
Γ(α)Γ(1− α)

= (1− q)(q; q)3∞
sinπα

π
,

as q ↑ 1, from which the first limit in the lemma follows. The second is a direct
consequence of

lim
q↑1

(qαz; q)∞
(z; q)∞

= (1− z)−α (z ∈ C \ [1,∞)),

which we take from [17, Eq. (1.3.19)]. □

As a consequence of the above lemma, we have the following limits for ratios of
q-theta functions,

θq(q
α)

θq(qβ)
→ sinπα

sinπβ
(β /∈ Z),

θq(q
αt0)

θq(qβt0)
→ (−t0)

β−α (arg(−t0) < π). (3.2)

From these identities, we obtain the continuum limit of the Segre surface Zq for
qPVI, which is a family of algebraic varieties depending on four generic parameters,

ϑ0, ϑt, ϑ1, ϑ∞ ∈ C, (3.3)

defined as the zero set of four polynomials hi ∈ C[z1, . . . , z6], i = 1, . . . , 4 given by
(2.1) with the choice of parameters defined by

µ1 = 1, µ2 = 1, (3.4)

µ3 =
∏
ϵ=±1

sin(π (ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞))

sin(π (ϵ ϑ0 + ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞))
, µ4 =

∏
ϵ=±1

sin(π (−ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞))

sin(π (ϵ ϑ0 − ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞))
,

µ5 =
∏
ϵ=±1

sin(π (ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞))

sin(π (ϵ ϑ0 + ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞))
, µ6 =

∏
ϵ=±1

sin(π (−ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞))

sin(π (ϵ ϑ0 − ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞))
,

and

λ1 =
∏
ϵ=±1

sin(π (ϵ ϑ0 − ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞)) sin(π (ϵ ϑ0 + ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞))

sin(2πϑt) sin(2πϑ1)
, (3.5)

λ2 =
∏
ϵ=±1

sin(π (ϵ ϑ0 − ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞)) sin(π (ϵ ϑ0 + ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞))

sin(2πϑt) sin(2πϑ1)
.

Note that the t0 dependence of the coefficients drops out in the continuum limit.
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Lemma 3.2. Equations (2.1), with coefficients given by (3.4) and (3.5), define a
four-parameter family of affine Segre surfaces. Among the coefficients, there are
the following non-trivial relations,

λ1

λ2
=

(µ5 − 1)(µ6 − 1)

(µ3 − 1)(µ4 − 1)
, µ1 = µ2 = 1, (3.6)

and these are effectively all, that is, any other relation among the coefficients is
generated by them.

Similarly to the case of qPVI, we can introduce the parameters ρ defined in (2.4)
which in the case of q ↑ 1 become:

ρ2 = 0, ρ3 =
µ3 − 1

µ4 − 1
, ρ5 =

µ5 − 1

µ4 − 1
, ρ6 =

µ6 − 1

µ4 − 1
, (3.7)

and replace h2 by h′′
2 defined in (2.3).

Definition 3.3. We denote the family of affine surfaces defined by equations (2.1),
with coefficients given by (3.4) and (3.5) by Z1. The family Z1 is called PVI Segre.

Proof. Equations (3.6) follow by direct computation. Checking them by hand is
easiest via equations (3.17) and (3.19) in Section 3.1.1.

In terms of the parameters λ1, λ2 and ρ2, ρ3, ρ5, ρ6 introduced in (3.7), relations
(3.6) yield

λ1

λ2
=

ρ5ρ6
ρ3

, ρ2 = 0. (3.8)

To prove that these are effectively all the relations among the coefficients, we con-
sider the mapping defined by (3.4), (3.5) and (3.7),

(θ0, θt, θ1, θ∞) 7→ (λ1, λ2, ρ5, ρ6).

The Jacobian determinant of this mapping equals

−128π4 (υ0 − υ−1
0 )(υ∞ − υ−1

∞ )3

(υt − υ−1
t )3(υ1 − υ−1

1 )3

∏
ϵ=±1

(υϵ
0υ∞ − υtυ1)

2

(υϵ
0υt − υ1υ∞)(υϵ

0υ1 − υtυ∞)
,

where we used the notation υk = e2πiθk for k = 0, t, 1,∞. In particular, this
mapping is locally biholomorphic near generic points in its domain, so that there
are no relations among the coefficients, other than those generated by (3.8). □

Proposition 3.4. For generic parameter values (ϑ0, ϑt, ϑ1, ϑ∞) ∈ C4, the canoni-
cal projective completion Z1 ⊆ P6, of the affine Segre surface Z1, is smooth and the
curve at infinity is reducible; it consists of two conics which intersect at two points.

Proof. We use projective coordinates,

[Z0 : Z1 : Z3 : Z4 : Z5 : Z6] = [1 : z1 : z2 : z3 : z4 : z5 : z6],

so that Z1 is described by equations (2.5), with coefficients satisfying (3.6).
Following the first part of the proof of Proposition 2.4, for Z1 to be singular, it

is necessary that λ1 = 0, λ2 = 0 or

(λ1 − λ2)
2 − 2(λ1 + λ2) + 1 = 0. (3.9)

But the left-hand side reads

(λ1 − λ2)
2 − 2(λ1 + λ2) + 1 =

sin(2πϑ0) sin(2πϑ∞)

sin(2πϑt) sin(2πϑ1)
,

which is clearly nonzero for generic parameter values. In fact, for any choice of
parameters (ϑ0, ϑt, ϑ1, ϑ∞) ∈ C4, such that

2ϑ0, 2ϑt, 2ϑ1, 2ϑ∞ /∈ Z, ϵ0ϑ0 + ϵtϑt + ϵ1ϑ1 + ϵ∞ϑ∞ /∈ Z, (3.10)
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for any ϵj ∈ {±1}, j = 0, t, 1,∞, the Segre surface Z1 is well-defined and smooth.
Next, we consider the curve at infinity, described by

Z1 + Z2 + Z3 + Z4 + Z5 + Z6 = 0, (3.11a)

ρ3Z3 + Z4 + ρ5Z5 + ρ6Z6 = 0, (3.11b)

Z3Z4 − Z1Z2λ1 = 0, (3.11c)

Z5Z6 − Z1Z2λ2 = 0. (3.11d)

Due to the special conditions (3.8) on the coefficients, this curve is reducible. To
see this, note that equations (3.11c), (3.11d) imply

Z3Z4 − Z5Z6
λ1

λ2
= 0. (3.12)

Now, recall from (3.8) that λ1/λ2 = ρ5ρ6/ρ3, and by solving equation (3.11c) for
Z3 and substituting the result into (3.12), we obtain the following factorisation

(Z4 + ρ6Z6)(Z4 + ρ5Z5) = 0.

It follows that the curve at infinity consists of two components. The first, is de-
scribed by

ρ3Z3 = −ρ5Z5, Z4 = −ρ6Z6, (3.13)

and

Z1 + Z2 =
(ρ5
ρ3

− 1
)
Z5 + (ρ6 − 1)Z6,

Z1Z2 = λ−1
2 Z5Z6.

The second, is described by

ρ3Z3 = −ρ6Z6, Z4 = −ρ5Z5, (3.14)

and

Z1 + Z2 = (ρ5 − 1)Z5 +
(ρ6
ρ3

− 1
)
Z6,

Z1Z2 = λ−1
2 Z5Z6.

For generic parameter values, both of these components are smooth, and thus
irreducible, conics.

Next, we consider where the conics intersect. At an intersection point, we have

Z0 = 0, ρ3Z3 = Z4 = −ρ5Z5 = −ρ6Z6.

It follows that the intersection points are given by

Z0 = 0, Z3 = ρ−1
3 , Z4 = 1, Z5 = −ρ−1

5 , Z6 = −ρ−1
6 ,

with {Z1, Z2} solutions of

Z1 + Z2 = −ρ−1
3 − 1 + ρ−1

5 + ρ−1
6 ,

Z1Z2 = λ−1
2 Z5Z6.

The latter system clearly has two distinct solutions for generic parameter values,
so that the two conics intersect at two points. The proposition follows. □

For an explicit description of the intersection points of the two conics in the
proof of the proposition above, it is helpful to compute the continuum limits of the
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η
(q)
k 1,≤ k ≤ 6, in equations (2.24). These will also be helpful when describing the
continuum limits of the lines. We thus compute,

lim
q↑1

η
(q)
k

θq(q
1
2 )θq(t0)2

=


(−t0)

−2θ∞η
(1)
1 if k = 1,

(−t0)
+2θ∞η

(1)
2 if k = 2,

η
(1)
k if 3 ≤ k ≤ 6,

(3.15)

where

η
(1)
1 = η

(1)
2 = +sin(2πϑt) sin(2πϑ1),

η
(1)
3 = − sin(π(ϑ0 + ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞)) sin(π(−ϑ0 + ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞)),

η
(1)
4 = − sin(π(ϑ0 − ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞)) sin(π(−ϑ0 − ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞)), (3.16)

η
(1)
5 = +sin(π(ϑ0 + ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞)) sin(π(−ϑ0 + ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞)),

η
(1)
6 = +sin(π(ϑ0 − ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞)) sin(π(−ϑ0 − ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞)).

Writing η̂
(1)
k = η

(1)
k |ϑ0=0, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6, we obtain the following expressions for the

coefficients of Z1,

λ1 =
η
(1)
3 η

(1)
4

η
(1)
1 η

(1)
2

, λ2 =
η
(1)
5 η

(1)
6

η
(1)
1 η

(1)
2

, µk =
η̂
(1)
k

η
(1)
k

(1 ≤ k ≤ 6). (3.17)

Moreover, we have the following special relations,

η
(1)
3 − η̂

(1)
3 = η

(1)
4 − η̂

(1)
4 = sin(πθ0)

2 = η̂
(1)
5 − η

(1)
5 = η̂

(1)
6 − η

(1)
6 . (3.18)

from which we obtain the following expressions

µk =


1− sin(πϑ0)

2

η
(1)
k

if k = 3, 4,

1 +
sin(πϑ0)

2

η
(1)
k

if k = 5, 6.
(3.19)

Remark 3.5. Using equations (3.17) and (3.19), we can rewrite the equations for
the two conics at infinity in the proof of Proposition 3.4 as follows. The first conic,
see equation (3.13), is given by

Z0 = 0,
Z3

η
(1)
3

=
Z5

η
(1)
5

,
Z4

η
(1)
4

=
Z6

η
(1)
6

, (3.20)

Z1 + Z2 + (η
(1)
3 + η

(1)
5 )

Z5

η
(1)
5

+ (η
(1)
4 + η

(1)
6 )

Z6

η
(1)
6

= 0,
Z1Z2

η
(1)
1 η

(1)
2

=
Z5Z6

η
(1)
5 η

(1)
6

.

The second, see equation (3.14), is given by

Z0 = 0,
Z3

η
(1)
3

=
Z6

η
(1)
6

,
Z4

η
(1)
4

=
Z5

η
(1)
5

, (3.21)

Z1 + Z2 + (η
(1)
4 + η

(1)
5 )

Z5

η
(1)
5

+ (η
(1)
3 + η

(1)
6 )

Z6

η
(1)
6

= 0,
Z1Z2

η
(1)
1 η

(1)
2

=
Z5Z6

η
(1)
5 η

(1)
6

.

Their two intersection points are given by

Z0 = 0, Z1 = η
(1)
1 e+2πiϑ∞ϵ, Z2 = η

(1)
2 e−2πiϑ∞ϵ, Zk = η

(1)
k (3 ≤ k ≤ 6),

with ϵ = ±1.
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3.1.1. Continuum limit of the lines. As q ↑ 1, the descriptions of the lines on Zq,

in Section 2.4, remain intact and define lines on Z1.
Firstly, regarding the eight lines defined in equation (2.30), the corresponding

lines as q ↑ 1 are given as follows. For i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {3, 4} and k ∈ {5, 6}, the line

L
(q)
i,j,k becomes

L
(1)
i,j,k := {Z ∈ Z1 : Zi = Zj = Zk = 0},

as q ↑ 1, which defines a line in Z1.
To describe the limit of the remaining eight lines, we extend the definition of

Tyurin ratios to Z1, by setting

T
(1)
ij :=

Zi

η
(1)
i

/ Zj

η
(1)
j

=
Zα(j)

η
(1)
α(j)

/Zα(i)

η
(1)
α(i)

,

when q = 1, for any i, j not in the same cycle of the permutation α, defined in
equation (2.31).

The eight lines defined in equation (2.35) then converge to the following in the

continuum limit. For any i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {3, 4} and k ∈ {5, 6}, the line L̃
(q)
i,j,k

becomes

L̃
(1)
i,j,k = {Z ∈ Z1 : T

(1)
ij (Z) = τ

(1)
i /τ

(1)
j , T

(1)
jk (Z) = τ

(1)
j /τ

(1)
k },

as q ↑ 1, where

τ
(1)
1 = 1, τ

(1)
3 =

sinπ (+ϑt + ϑ1 − ϑ∞ − ϑ0)

sinπ (+ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞ − ϑ0)
, τ

(1)
5 =

sinπ (+ϑt − ϑ1 − ϑ∞ − ϑ0)

sinπ (+ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞ − ϑ0)
,

τ
(1)
2 = 1, τ

(1)
4 =

sinπ (−ϑt − ϑ1 − ϑ∞ − ϑ0)

sinπ (−ϑt − ϑ1 + ϑ∞ − ϑ0)
, τ

(1)
6 =

sinπ (−ϑt + ϑ1 − ϑ∞ − ϑ0)

sinπ (−ϑt + ϑ1 + ϑ∞ − ϑ0)
.

We further note that the intersection graph of lines in Figure 3.1 remains valid
when q = 1. Furthermore, we have colour-coded the lines in the intersection graph
in accordance to which conic at infinity in Remark 3.5 they intersect.

3.2. The Segre surface of the PVI equation. In this section, we blow down
the monodromy manifold of the differential sixth Painlevé equation along a line to
obtain a corresponding Segre surface. There are generally a number of ways to do
this, but we are going to show that it is possible to choose a way that produces a
surface affinely equivalent to Z1.

The monodromy manifold of the sixth Painlevé equation is given by the character
variety

{(M0,Mt,M1) ∈ SL2(C)3}//SL2(C),
which, through trace coordinates

x1 = TrMtM1, x2 = TrM0M1, x3 = TrM0Mt,

ν0 = TrM0, νt = TrMt, ν1 = TrM1, ν∞ = TrM1MtM0,

is identified with the hypersurface in C7 defined by

x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω3x3 + ω4 = 0, (3.22)

where

ω1 := −(ν0ν∞ + νtν1), ω2 := −(ν0ν1 + νtν∞), ω3 := −(ν0νt + ν1ν∞),

ω4 := ν20 + ν2t + ν21 + ν2∞ + ν0νtν1ν∞ − 4. (3.23)

In the theory of Painlevé VI, the traces νk are typically considered fixed, and related
to the parameters ϑk of the nonlinear ODE, by

νk = υk + υ−1
k , υk := e2πiϑk (k = 0, t, 1,∞). (3.24)
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The algebraic equation (3.22) then defines an embedded affine cubic surface with
respect to the remaining variables, known as the Jimbo-Fricke cubic surface. We re-
mark that the variables υk, k = 0, t, 1,∞, are very useful for our purposes, since ev-
ery computation that follows can essentially be done over the field Q(υ0, υt, υ1, υ∞),
and thus be carried out in a computer algebra system.

Let X ⊆ C3 denote the embedded family of affine cubic surfaces defined by
equations (3.22). Using projective coordinates,

[X0 : X1 : X2 : X3] = [1 : x1 : x2 : x3],

its canonical projective completion X ⊆ P3, is described by

X1X2X3 +(X2
1 +X2

2 +X2
3 )X0 +(ω1X1 +ω2X2 +ω3X3)X

2
0 +ω4X

3
0 = 0. (3.25)

The hypersurface at infinity is a tritangent plane of the cubic, so that the hyperplane
section at infinity is a triangle of lines,

X \ X = L∞
1 ∪ L∞

2 ∪ L∞
3 ,

where

L∞
k := {[ 0 : X1 : X2 : X3] ∈ P3 : Xk = 0} (k = 1, 2, 3).

Moreover, for any choice of parameters, there is no singularity at infinity. Con-
versely, any embedded affine cubic surface, with a hyperplane section at infinity
given by a triangle of lines, consisting of only smooth points, can be brought into
the form (3.22) by an affine transformation [36, Proposition 3.2].

3.2.1. Lines. For generic values of the parameters, the cubic surface X is smooth.
In fact, the precise conditions are given by (3.10), see [23]. According to the Cayley-
Salmon theorem, in addition to the three lines at infinity, there must be a further
24 distinct lines on the cubic. They were first written down explicitly in [29]. Their
explicit descriptions are necessary for the proof of Theorem 3.8 and so we provide
them here. We give the 24 lines in three sets of eight, such that the the lines in the
k-th set intersect with the line L∞

k at infinity, for 1 ≤ k ≤ 3. The first eight lines
are given by

L1 : x1 = υ0υ∞ +
1

υ0υ∞
, υ0υ∞x2 + x3 = υ0 νt + υ∞ ν1,

L2 : x1 = υ0υ∞ +
1

υ0υ∞
, υ0υ∞x3 + x2 = υ0 ν1 + υ∞ νt,

L3 : x1 =
υ0
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ0

, υ0υ∞ νt + ν1 = υ0x2 + υ∞x3,

L4 : x1 =
υ0
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ0

, υ0υ∞ ν1 + νt = υ0x3 + υ∞x2,

L5 : x1 = υtυ1 +
1

υtυ1
, υtυ1x2 + x3 = υt ν0 + υ1ν∞,

L6 : x1 = υtυ1 +
1

υtυ1
, υtυ1x3 + x2 = υtν∞ + υ1ν0,

L7 : x1 =
υt
υ1

+
υ1
υt

, υtυ1ν0 + ν∞ = υtx2 + υ1x3,

L8 : x1 =
υt
υ1

+
υ1
υt

, υtυ1ν∞ + ν0 = υtx3 + υ1x2.

Each of these intersects with L∞
1 at infinity. The next eight lines are given by

L9 : x2 = υ0υ1 +
1

υ0υ1
, υ0υ1x1 + x3 = υ0 νt + υ1ν∞,

L10 : x2 = υ0υ1 +
1

υ0υ1
, υ0υ1x3 + x1 = υ0ν∞ + υ1νt,
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L11 : x2 =
υ0
υ1

+
υ1
υ0

, υ0υ1νt + ν∞ = υ0x1 + υ1x3,

L12 : x2 =
υ0
υ1

+
υ1
υ0

, υ0υ1ν∞ + νt = υ0x3 + υ1x1,

L13 : x2 = υtυ∞ +
1

υtυ∞
, υtυ∞x1 + x3 = υt ν0 + υ∞ν1,

L14 : x2 = υtυ∞ +
1

υtυ∞
, υtυ∞x3 + x1 = υt ν1 + υ∞ν0,

L15 : x2 =
υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

, υtυ∞ν0 + ν1 = υtx1 + υ∞x3,

L16 : x2 =
υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

, υtυ∞ν1 + ν0 = υtx3 + υ∞x1.

Each of these intersects with L∞
2 at infinity. The final eight lines are given by

L17 : x3 = υ0υt +
1

υ0υt
, υ0υtx1 + x2 = υ0 ν1 + υtν∞,

L18 : x3 = υ0υt +
1

υ0υt
, υ0υtx2 + x1 = υ0ν∞ + υtν1,

L19 : x3 =
υ0
υt

+
υt
υ0

, υ0υtν1 + ν∞ = υ0x1 + υtx2,

L20 : x3 =
υ0
υt

+
υt
υ0

, υ0υtν∞ + ν1 = υ0x2 + υtx1,

L21 : x3 = υ1υ∞ +
1

υ1υ∞
, υ1υ∞x1 + x2 = υ1 ν0 + υ∞νt,

L22 : x3 = υ1υ∞ +
1

υ1υ∞
, υ1υ∞x2 + x1 = υ1 νt + υ∞ν0,

L23 : x3 =
υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

, υ1υ∞ν0 + νt = υ1x1 + υ∞x2,

L24 : x3 =
υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

, υ1υ∞νt + ν0 = υ1x2 + υ∞x1.

Each of these intersects with L∞
3 at infinity.

In Figure 3.1, the intersection graph of the above 24 lines is given. Each line Lk

intersects with one line at infinity and 9 further lines. We proceed to describe these
intersections in more detail. Consider one of the first eight lines, Li, 1 ≤ i ≤ 8.
This line intersects with precisely one other line among the first eight lines, given
by Li−1 if i is even and Li+1 if i is odd. Furthermore, for any 5 ≤ j ≤ 12,
the line Li intersects either L2j or L2j−1. This yields a total of 1 + 8 = 9 affine
intersection points of Li with other lines. Analogous accounting holds for any line
in the remaining two sets of lines. In particular, there are a total of 1

2 ×24×9 = 108
affine intersection points, corresponding to the 108 edges in Figure 3.1. Adding to
this the further 27 intersection points at infinity, yields a total of 135 intersection
points among lines in X .
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11
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Figure 3.1. Intersection graph of the 24 affine lines on the Jimbo-
Fricke surface. The vertex with index k represents the line Lk, for
1 ≤ k ≤ 24, as defined in Section 3.2.1. An edge represents an
intersection point of the lines corresponding to its endpoints. The
subgraph in red, with vertices k, 9 ≤ k ≤ 24, is the Clebsch graph
which similarly encodes intersections among the lines LY

k on the
Segre surface Y, see Section 3.2.2.

3.2.2. Blowing down the monodromy manifold. Blowing down any of the lines on
the cubic X yields a corresponding Segre (quartic) surface. Generally, different
choices of lines lead to non-isomorphic Segre surfaces, since the automorphism
group of a generic (projective) cubic is trivial. As we will see, blowing down the
line L∞

1 ⊆ X , leads to a Segre surface isomorphic to Z1 coming from qPVI as q ↑ 1.
To realise this blow down, we introduce coordinates

y1 = x1, y2 = x2, y3 = x3, y4 = x2x3,

which satisfy

y2y3 − y4 = 0, (3.26a)

y1y4 + y21 + y22 + y23 + ω1y2 + ω2y2 + ω3y3 + ω4 = 0. (3.26b)

These two equations define an affine Segre surface, which we denote by Y. Using
projective coordinates

[Y0 : Y1 : Y2 : Y3 : Y4] = [1 : y1 : y2 : y3 : y4],
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its canonical projective completion Y in P4, is given by

Y2Y3 − Y0Y4 = 0, (3.27a)

Y1Y4 + Y 2
1 + Y 2

2 + Y 2
3 + (ω1Y1 + ω2Y2 + ω3Y3)Y0 + ω4Y

2
0 = 0. (3.27b)

The mapping x 7→ y is bi-rational, it maps X biholomorphically onto Y, projects
L∞
1 onto a point, and maps L∞

2 and L∞
3 to two conics which make up Y \ Y,

explicitly,

π([0 : 0 : X2 : X3]) = [0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 1], (3.28)

π([0 : X1 : 0 : X3]) = [0 : X2
1 : 0 : X1X3 : −(X2

1 +X2
3 )], (3.29)

π([0 : X1 : X2 : 0]) = [0 : X2
1 : X1X2 : 0 : −(X2

1 +X2
2 )]. (3.30)

It follows that

π : X → Y
x 7→ y

(3.31)

is indeed a blow-down of the line L∞
1 ⊆ X .

Note that the two conics, traced out by (3.29) and (3.30), are described by the
following equations respectively,

Y0 = 0, Y2 = 0, Y1Y4 + Y 2
1 + Y 2

3 = 0, and (3.32a)

Y0 = 0, Y3 = 0, Y1Y4 + Y 2
1 + Y 2

2 = 0. (3.32b)

In particular, they are irreducible and intersect only at the point defined in equation
(3.28) and the point Y = [0 : −1 : 0 : 0 : 1].

Under the blow-down, each of the lines Lk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 8, is also mapped to a conic.
For example, π(L1) is given by

y1 = υ0υ∞ +
1

υ0υ∞
, υ0υ∞y2 + y3 = υ0 νt + υ∞ ν1, y4 = y2y3.

On the other hand, each of the lines Lk, 9 ≤ k ≤ 24, is mapped to a line on the
Segre surface. For instance, π(L9) reads

y2 = υ0υ1 +
1

υ0υ1
, υ0υ1y1 + y3 = υ0 νt + υ1ν∞, y4 =

(
υ0υ1 +

1

υ0υ1

)
y3.

In other words, those lines that intersect with L∞
1 become conics, and, those that

do not, remain lines under the blow-down. Moreover, these are all the lines on the
Segre surface. To see this, note that any line L on Y cannot lie inside the curve at
infinity, Y \Y, as both conics at infinity are irreducible. Its affine part thus admits
a parametrisation,

L : y = t a+ b (t ∈ C),

for some a, b ∈ C4, with at least one ak ̸= 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, since y4 = y2y3. It follows
that

π−1(L) = {[t0 : a1t1 + b1t0 : a2t1 + b2t0 : a3t1 + b3t0] : [t0 : t1] ∈ P1},

is a line on the cubic.
So, the images

LY
k := π(Lk) (9 ≤ k ≤ 24), (3.33)

are all the lines on Y, and their intersection graph is given by the red subgraph in
Figure 3.1, which is the Clebsch graph. In particular, this showcases the classical
fact that a smooth Segre surface contains exactly 16 lines [48].
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3.3. Finding an isomorphism. We have constructed two affine Segre surfaces
naturally associated with Painlevé VI. The first, denoted by Z1, is the result of
the continuum limit q ↑ 1 of the monodromy manifold Zq for qPVI. The second,
denoted by Y, was constructed by blowing down one of the lines at infinity of the
Jimbo-Fricke cubic.

It is natural to ask whether these two Segre surfaces are affinely equivalent. We
answer this question in the positive in Theorem 3.8.

A brute force way to construct such an affine equivalence explicitly, would be to
use the intersections of the 16 lines in Z1 and in Y. Any affine equivalence induces an
isomorphism between the Clebsch graph in Figure 2.1 and the Clebsch subgraph in
Figure 3.1. So, one could loop through all such isomorphisms and, for each, check
whether it is compatible with an affine mapping from C6 to C4, using explicit
expressions for some of the intersection points. If so, then one can finally check
whether it maps Z1 onto Y. However, this approach would be computationally
heavy, devoid of leveraging any existing knowledge within the theory of the Painlevé
equations.

Our strategy instead, is to observe that the Tyurin ratios defined in (2.32) appear
in the asymptotic expansions for solutions of qPVI, see [42]. This is very interesting
because, on one side the Tyurin ratios are natural globally defined rational function
on the Segre surface Zq, on the other side, their limit as q ↑ 1 can be related to the
asymptotics of PVI, which are expressed in terms of the x1, x2, x3 associated to the
monodromy manifold.

To make the last step concrete, we will consider asymptotics of solutions to qPVI

and PVI on the sheet C \R≥0. We thus pick a t0 ∈ C \R≥0 and assume 0 < q < 1.
We start with explicit formulas for the asymptotics of f(t), t ∈ qZt0, as t → 0 and
t → ∞ in terms of z ∈ Zq under the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. For this
purpose, the following triple of Tyurin ratios will be very helpful,

g(q) = (g
(q)
1 , g

(q)
2 , g

(q)
3 ), g

(q)
1 := T

(q)
62 , g

(q)
2 := T

(q)
36 , g

(q)
3 := T

(q)
64 . (3.34)

We recall that these are globally defined rational functions of z ∈ Zq. All the
asymptotic formulas will be expressed in terms of these three Tyurin ratios.

For generic monodromy data z ∈ Zq, the following asymptotic results were
obtained in [42].

Define exponents σ2 and σ3, each with 0 < ℜσ < 1
2 , through

g
(q)
2 =

θq(q
σ2−ϑt+ϑ∞ , qσ2+ϑt−ϑ∞)

θq(qσ2+ϑt+ϑ∞ , qσ2−ϑt−ϑ∞)
, g

(q)
3 =

θq(q
σ3−ϑ1+ϑ∞ , qσ3+ϑ1−ϑ∞)

θq(qσ3+ϑ1+ϑ∞ , qσ3−ϑ1−ϑ∞)
. (3.35)

The leading order asymptotic behaviour of f(t) as t → 0, is given by

f(t) ∼ q−ϑt

(
qϑt+ϑ0+σ3 − 1

)(
qϑt−ϑ0+σ3 − 1

)(
qϑ1+ϑ∞+σ3 − 1

)(
qϑ1+ϑ∞−σ3 − 1

)(
qσ3 − q−σ3

)2 1

c s
(−t)1−2σ3 ,

with the branch of (−t)1−2σ3 principle and c and s given by

c =
Γq(1− 2σ3)

2

Γq(1 + 2σ3)2

∏
ϵ=±1

Γq(1 + ϑt + ϵ ϑ0 + σ3)Γq(1 + ϑ1 + ϵ ϑ∞ + σ3)

Γq(1 + ϑt + ϵ ϑ0 − σ3)Γq(1 + ϑ1 + ϵ ϑ∞ − σ3)
,

s = −(−t0)
−2σ3M(g

(q)
1 ),

where M(·) is the Möbius transformation

M(G) =
θq(q

ϑ1−ϑ∞+σ3)θq(q
ϑt+ϑ∞+σ3t−1

0 )−Gθq(q
ϑ1+ϑ∞+σ3)θq(q

ϑt−ϑ∞+σ3t−1
0 )

θq(qϑ1−ϑ∞−σ3)θq(qϑt+ϑ∞−σ3t−1
0 )−Gθq(qϑ1+ϑ∞−σ3)θq(qϑt−ϑ∞−σ3t−1

0 )
.

We will refer to s as the twist parameter.
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The leading order asymptotic behaviour of f(t) as t → ∞, is given by

f(t) ∼ F∞(−1/t)−2σ2 , (3.36)

for a nonzero multiplier F∞ = F∞(q, σ2, g1), whose explicit expression is given in
[42] but will not be required for our purposes, since we only need the value of the
exponent σ2.

Next, we will consider the continuum limit of these asymptotic formulas, and
compare them with Jimbo’s asymptotic formulas for PVI [24].

As q ↑ 1, a formal computation yields that f(t) converges to a solution u(t), as
explained at the beginning of Section 3. To take formal limits of the asymptotic
formulas above, we use the limit laws in equation (3.2) as well as

lim
q↑1

g
(q)
1 = (−t0)

2ϑ∞g
(1)
1 , lim

q↑1
g
(q)
2 = g

(1)
2 , lim

q↑1
g
(q)
3 = g

(1)
3 ,

where the discontinuity in the first expression is a consequence of the discontinuity

of η
(q)
2 at q = 1, see equation (3.15). A direct formal computation now yields

u(t) ∼ (ϑ0 + ϑt + σ3 )(−ϑ0 + ϑt + σ3 )(ϑ∞ + ϑ1 + σ3 )

4(ϑ∞ + ϑ1 − σ3 )σ2
3

1

c s
(−t)1−2σ3 ,

as t → 0, where

c =
Γ(1− 2σ3)

2

Γ(1 + 2σ3)2

∏
ϵ=±1

Γ(1 + ϑt + ϵ ϑ0 + σ3)Γ(1 + ϑ1 + ϵ ϑ∞ + σ3)

Γ(1 + ϑt + ϵ ϑ0 − σ3)Γ(1 + ϑ1 + ϵ ϑ∞ − σ3)
,

s =
sin(π(−ϑ∞ + ϑ1 + σ3))− g

(1)
1 sin(π(+ϑ∞ + ϑ1 + σ3))

sin(π(+ϑ∞ − ϑ1 + σ3))− g
(1)
1 sin(π(−ϑ∞ − ϑ1 + σ3))

. (3.37)

At the same time, the asymptotic exponent at t = ∞ in (3.36) is unchanged under
the limit q ↑ 1. Furthermore, note that, as q ↑ 1, equations (3.35) become

g
(1)
2 =

sin(π(+ϑ∞ − ϑt + σ2)) sin(π(−ϑ∞ + ϑt + σ2))

sin(π(+ϑ∞ + ϑt + σ2)) sin(π(−ϑ∞ − ϑt + σ2))
,

g
(1)
3 =

sin(π(+ϑ∞ − ϑ1 + σ3)) sin(π(−ϑ∞ + ϑ1 + σ3))

sin(π(+ϑ∞ + ϑ1 + σ3)) sin(π(−ϑ∞ − ϑ1 + σ3))
.

(3.38)

We now recall Jimbo’s asymptotic formulas [24], which relate the exponents σ2

and σ3 at t = 0 and t = ∞, as well as the value of twist parameter s, to the
coordinates (x1, x2, x3) of the Jimbo-Fricke cubic (3.22).

Firstly, the exponents are given by

x2 = 2 cos(2πσ2), x3 = 2 cos(2πσ3). (3.39)

The explicit formula for the twist parameter s is given in [24, eq. 1.8]1, and trans-
lates to the following in our notation,

s =
a+ b e2πiσ3

d
, (3.40)

a = 1
2 i sin(2πσ3)x1 + cos(2πϑ0) cos(2πϑ1) + cos(2πϑt) cos(2πϑ∞),

b = 1
2 i sin(2πσ3)x2 − cos(2πϑt) cos(2πϑ1)− cos(2πϑ0) cos(2πϑ∞),

d = 4
∏
ϵ=±1

sin[π(ϑ0 + ϵ(ϑt − σ3))] sin[π(ϑ∞ + ϵ(ϑ1 − σ3))].

To obtain these formulas, we note the following correspondence between the nota-
tion in Jimbo [24] and ours,

s[J] = −e−2πiσ3s,

1We note the following typo in [24]: the last ‘∓’ at the bottom of page 1141 should have been

a ±, as pointed out in [20].
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ϑ
[J]
k = 2ϑk (k = 0, t, 1,∞),

σ
[J]
1t = 2σ1, σ

[J]
01 = 2σ′

2, σ[J] = 2σ3,

with

2 cos(2πσ1) = x1, 2 cos(2πσ′
2) = x′

2 = −x2 − x1x3 + ν0ν1 + νtν∞,

where we recall that νk = 2 cos(2πϑk). The transformation x2 7→ x′
2 is an element

of the standard extended modular group action [23] on the Jimbo-Fricke cubic. Its
application was necessary to obtain the correct result on the sheet C \ R≥0, since
Jimbo’s original formulas are with respect to the sheet C \ ((−∞, 0] ∪ [1,+∞)).

Now, we are in a position to compare Jimbo’s asymptotics formulas with those
obtained from the continuum limit q ↑ 1.

Proposition 3.6. Consistency of equations (3.22), (3.37), (3.38), (3.39) and (3.40)
implies

g
(1)
2 =

x2 − (υtυ
−1
∞ + υ−1

t υ∞)

x2 − (υtυ∞ + υ−1
t υ−1

∞ )
, g

(1)
3 =

x3 − (υ1υ
−1
∞ + υ−1

1 υ∞)

x3 − (υ1υ∞ + υ−1
1 υ−1

∞ )
, (3.41)

and

g
(1)
1 = υ∞

x1 − υ1υ
−1
∞ x2 − υ−1

t υ−1
∞ x3 + x2x3 − ν0υ

+1
∞ − υtυ

−1
1 + υ−1

t υ1υ
−2
∞

x1 − υ1υ
+1
∞ x2 − υ−1

t υ+1
∞ x3 + x2x3 − ν0υ

−1
∞ − υtυ

−1
1 + υ−1

t υ1υ
+2
∞

= υ−1
∞

x1 + υ−1
1 υ+1

∞ x2 + υtυ
+1
∞ x3 − ν0υ

+1
∞ − ν1υt − υ−1

t υ1υ
+2
∞

x1 + υ−1
1 υ−1

∞ x2 + υtυ
−1
∞ x3 − ν0υ

−1
∞ − ν1υt − υ−1

t υ1υ
−2
∞

,

where we remind the reader of the definition of νk and υk, k = 0, t, 1,∞, in equation
(3.24).

Proof. Let us start with deriving equations (3.41). By applying the familiar product
to sum formula for the sine function to the numerator and denominator of the
formula for g

(1)
2 in (3.38), we find

g
(1)
2 =

sin(π(+ϑ∞ − ϑt + σ2)) sin(π(−ϑ∞ + ϑt + σ2))

sin(π(+ϑ∞ + ϑt + σ2)) sin(π(−ϑ∞ − ϑt + σ2))

=
cos(2πσ2)− cos(2π(ϑt − ϑ∞))

cos(2πσ2)− cos(2π(ϑt + ϑ∞))

=
x2 − 2 cos(2π(ϑt − ϑ∞))

x2 − 2 cos(2π(ϑt + ϑ∞))

=
x2 − (υtυ

−1
∞ + υ−1

t υ∞)

x2 − (υtυ∞ + υ−1
t υ−1

∞ )
.

A similar computation leads to the formula for g
(1)
3 in (3.41).

To obtain a formula for g
(1)
1 , we compare the two formulas for the twist parameter

that we have, equations (3.37) and (3.40). Rather than dealing with trigonometric
identities, we rewrite both formulas as rational functions in υ0, υt, υ1, υ∞ and υ3,
where, by definition, υ3 = e2πiσ3 . Equation (3.37) then reads

s =
(υ3υ1 − υ∞)− g

(1)
1 (υ3υ1υ∞ − 1)

(υ3υ∞ − υ1)− g
(1)
1 (υ3 − υ1υ∞)

, (3.42)

and equation (3.40) becomes

s =
a+ b υ3

d
, (3.43)

a =
1

4

(
(υ3 − υ−1

3 )x1 + (υ0 + υ−1
0 )(υ1 + υ−1

1 ) + (υt + υ−1
t )(υ∞ + υ−1

∞ )
)
,
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b =
1

4

(
(υ3 − υ−1

3 )x2 + (υ0 + υ−1
0 )(υ∞ + υ−1

∞ ) + (υt + υ−1
t )(υ1 + υ−1

1 )
)
,

d =
(υt − υ0υ3)(υ3 − υ0υt)(υ1 − υ3υ∞)(υ3 − υ1υ∞)

4υ0υtυ1υ∞υ2
3

.

Now, we want to point out a symmetry that will be important in what follows. If
we take either formula for the twist parameter s, and substitute υ3 for its reciprocal,
then this is equivalent to taking the reciprocal of s, in other words,

s|υ3 7→υ−1
3

= s−1. (3.44)

In formula (3.42), this fact is obvious. In formula (3.43) it is not that transparent
and a direct computation shows that it is in fact equivalent to the cubic relation
(3.22) among x1, x2 and x3 = υ3 + υ−1

3 . We come back to this symmetry in a
moment.

By equating the right-hand sides of equations (3.42) and (3.43) and multiplying
out the denominators, we obtain a polynomial equation, of degree 1 in the variables

g
(1)
1 , x2 and x3, and of degree 3 in υ3. Considering this as a polynomial equation
just in υ3, we can eliminate the constant term and highest order term, by replacing
respectively 1 7→ υ3x3 − υ2

3 and υ3
3 → υ2

3x3 − υ3. Dividing the result by υ3, we
obtain a polynomial equation in υ3 of degree one,

υ1υ
−1
∞ (A+ − υ∞g

(1)
1 A−)− υ3(B+ − υ−1

∞ g
(1)
1 B−) = 0, (3.45)

where

A± = x1 − υ1υ
∓1
∞ x2 − υ−1

t υ∓1
∞ x3 + x2x3 − ν0υ

±1
∞ − υtυ

−1
1 + υ−1

t υ1υ
∓2
∞ ,

B± = x1 + υ−1
1 υ±1

∞ x2 + υtυ
±1
∞ x3 − ν0υ

±1
∞ − ν1υt − υ−1

t υ1υ
±2
∞ .

By symmetry (3.44), both equation (3.45) and the same equation with υ3 replaced
by υ−1

3 hold true simultaneously. This implies

(A+ − υ∞g
(1)
1 A−) = 0, (B+ − υ−1

∞ g
(1)
1 B−) = 0,

and therefore

g
(1)
1 = υ∞

A+

A−
= υ−1

∞
B+

B−
,

which are the two formulas for g
(1)
1 in the proposition, and concludes the proof. □

Remark 3.7. In Proposition 3.6, two different formulas are given for g
(1)
1 . Their

equality is equivalent to the Jimbo-Fricke cubic equation.

3.4. An isomorphism. In Section 3.3, we found explicit formulas relating the z-
variables on the Segre surface Z1, with the x-variables on the Jimbo-Fricke cubic
X , through the intermediate Tyurin ratios g(1), see in particular Proposition 3.6.
These formulas lead to the isomorphism in the following theorem, which is the focus
of this section.

Theorem 3.8. The Jimbo-Fricke cubic surface X and the Segre surface Z1, defined
in Definition 3.3, are isomorphic as affine varieties. An explicit isomorphism is
given by the polynomial mapping

ΦX : X → Z1

x 7→ z

where

z1 = +γ−1
(
υ∞

(
x2 − υ−1

∞ νt

)(
x3 − υ−1

∞ ν1

)
+ (υ∞ − υ−1

∞ )
(
x1 − υ∞ ν0

))
,

z2 = +γ−1
(
υ−1
∞

(
x2 − υ∞ νt

)(
x3 − υ∞ ν1

)
− (υ∞ − υ−1

∞ )
(
x1 − υ−1

∞ ν0

))
,
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z3 = −δ−1
(
υ0 − υtυ1υ∞

)(
υ0 −

1

υtυ1υ∞

)(
x2 −

υt
υ∞

− υ∞
υt

)(
x3 −

υ1
υ∞

− υ∞
υ1

)
,

z4 = −δ−1
(
υ0 −

υtυ1
υ∞

)(
υ0 −

υ∞
υtυ1

)(
x2 − υtυ∞ − 1

υtυ∞

)(
x3 − υ1υ∞ − 1

υ1υ∞

)
,

z5 = +δ−1
(
υ0 −

υtυ∞
υ1

)(
υ0 −

υ1
υtυ∞

)(
x2 −

υt
υ∞

− υ∞
υt

)(
x3 − υ1υ∞ − 1

υ1υ∞

)
,

z6 = +δ−1
(
υ0 −

υ1υ∞
υt

)(
υ0 −

υt
υ1υ∞

)(
x2 − υtυ∞ − 1

υtυ∞

)(
x3 −

υ1
υ∞

− υ∞
υ1

)
,

with the constants γ and δ defined by

γ = (υ0 − 1)(υ−1
0 − 1)(υ∞ − υ−1

∞ )2,

δ = (υ0 − 1)2(υt − υ−1
t )(υ1 − υ−1

1 )(υ∞ − υ−1
∞ )2.

Composition of this isomorphism with the inverse of the blow-down mapping π
restricted to Y,

ΦY := ΦX ◦ (π−1|Y),
defines an affine equivalence

ΦY : Y → Z1

y 7→ z

between the Segre surfaces Y and Z1 and, in particular, extends to a projective
equivalence between their completions Y and Z1.

Remark 3.9. Note that the expressions for the polynomial mapping ΦX in Theo-
rem 3.8 are affine linear in {x1, x2, x3, x2x3}. Indeed, they can be written as

zk = ξ0k + ξ1kx1 + ξ2kx2 + ξ3kx3 + ξ4kx2x3, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6,

for some coefficients that can be read off directly from the formulas in the theorem.
Consequently, ΦY can be written as

zk = ξ0k + ξ1ky1 + ξ2ky2 + ξ3ky3 + ξ4ky4, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6, (3.46)

and extends to an affine linear map from C4 to C6 that maps Y to Z1, as stated in
the theorem.

Remark 3.10. The affine equivalence ΦY in Theorem 3.8 maps the 16 lines in Y,
see equation (3.33), to the 16 lines in Z1, see Section 3.1.1, as follows

LY
9 7→ L̃

(1)
2,4,5, LY

10 7→ L̃
(1)
1,4,5, LY

11 7→ L̃
(1)
2,3,6, LY

12 7→ L̃
(1)
1,3,6,

LY
13 7→ L

(1)
2,4,6, LY

14 7→ L
(1)
1,4,6, LY

15 7→ L
(1)
1,3,5, LY

16 7→ L
(1)
2,3,5,

LY
17 7→ L̃

(1)
2,4,6, LY

18 7→ L̃
(1)
1,4,6, LY

19 7→ L̃
(1)
2,3,5, LY

20 7→ L̃
(1)
1,3,5,

LY
21 7→ L

(1)
2,4,5, LY

22 7→ L
(1)
1,4,5, LY

23 7→ L
(1)
1,3,6, LY

24 7→ L
(1)
2,3,6.

(3.47)

In particular, it induces an isomorphism between the Clebsch graph in Figure 2.1
and the Clebsch subgraph in Figure 3.1.

Remark 3.11. Recall that the curve at infinity Y \ Y factorises into two conics
(3.32a) and (3.32b) and, similarly, the curve at infinity Z1 \ Z1 factorises into two
conics (3.20) and (3.21). The extension of ΦY to a projective equivalence between
Y and Z1 in Theorem 3.8, maps conics (3.32a) and (3.32b) respectively to conics
(3.20) and (3.21).

This is consistent with Remark 3.10 in the following way. In Figure 2.1, lines
in Z1 are coloured respectively ForestGreen or Fuchsia dependent on whether they
intersect conic (3.20) or conic (3.21) at infinity. The lines LY

k , 9 ≤ k ≤ 16, which
intersect with conic (3.32a) at infinity, are mapped to the ForestGreen lines, whilst
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the lines LY
k , 17 ≤ k ≤ 24, which intersect with conic (3.32b) at infinity, are mapped

to the Fuchsia ones.

Remark 3.12. A question is raised in Item 7.2.10 (b) of [40, §7.2], about the
correspondence between the monodromy manifold of q-PVI and that of PVI based
on the number of lines each contains. It is stated that “It seems dubious that it can
be tranlated into a birational map: the number of lines increases by confluence.”
(Note that the term confluence in this quote refers to the continuum limit.) But
it is well known that one can increase the number of lines on an algebraic surface
by allowing blow-ups. Theorem 3.8, shows that there is a birational map of a most
simple kind involving a blow-up between these two monodromy manifolds.

We prove Theorem 3.8 in several steps and in a reverse order compared to the
way the theorem is stated. Namely, we use the results in Section 3.3, to construct
a bi-rational mapping between Y and Z1. We show that this mapping is a projec-
tive equivalence with the right properties, so that it induces an affine equivalence
between Y and Z1 and in the end leads to the isomorphism ΦX . We further prove
Remarks 3.10 and 3.11 on the way.

Our starting point for the proof of Theorem 3.8, is the set of explicit formulas
obtained in Section 3.3 that relate the z-variables on Z1 with the x-variables on X ,

through the intermediate Tyurin ratios g
(1)
k , 1 ≤ k ≤ 3. We recall them here, but

written with respect to homogeneous coordinates Z and Y on Z1 and Y respectively.
On the one hand, with respect to homogeneous coordinates for Z1, we have

g
(1)
1 =

Z6/η
(1)
6

Z2/η
(1)
2

=
Z1/η

(1)
1

Z5/η
(1)
5

,

g
(1)
2 =

Z3/η
(1)
3

Z6/η
(1)
6

=
Z5/η

(1)
5

Z4/η
(1)
4

,

g
(1)
3 =

Z6/η
(1)
6

Z4/η
(1)
4

=
Z3/η

(1)
3

Z5/η
(1)
5

.

(3.48)

On the other hand, with respect to homogeneous coordinates for Y, we have, see
Proposition 3.6,

g
(1)
1 = υ∞

Y1 − υ1υ
−1
∞ Y2 − υ−1

t υ−1
∞ Y3 + Y4 − Y0(ν0υ

+1
∞ + υtυ

−1
1 − υ−1

t υ1υ
−2
∞ )

Y1 − υ1υ
+1
∞ Y2 − υ−1

t υ+1
∞ Y3 + Y4 − Y0(ν0υ

−1
∞ + υtυ

−1
1 − υ−1

t υ1υ
+2
∞ )

= υ−1
∞

Y1 + υ−1
1 υ+1

∞ Y2 + υtυ
+1
∞ Y3 − Y0(ν0υ

+1
∞ + ν1υt + υ−1

t υ1υ
+2
∞ )

Y1 + υ−1
1 υ−1

∞ Y2 + υtυ
−1
∞ Y3 − Y0(ν0υ

−1
∞ + ν1υt + υ−1

t υ1υ
−2
∞ )

.

g
(1)
2 =

Y2 − Y0(υtυ
−1
∞ + υ−1

t υ∞)

Y2 − Y0(υtυ∞ + υ−1
t υ−1

∞ )
, (3.49)

g
(1)
3 =

Y3 − Y0(υ1υ
−1
∞ + υ−1

1 υ∞)

Y3 − Y0(υ1υ∞ + υ−1
1 υ−1

∞ )
.

We correspondingly define the following mappings

gZ : Z1 → (P1)3, Z 7→ g(1), (3.50)

gY : Y → (P1)3, Y 7→ g(1), (3.51)

which we prove to be analytic mappings in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.13. The mappings gZ and gY are analytic, that is, each of their compo-
nents defines a meromorphic function on the respective complex varieties Z1 and
Y.
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Proof. For the mapping gZ this assertion is trivial, since its components are Tyurin
ratios on Z1, which we know to be meromorphic functions (see the argument in the
beginning of Section 2.4).

Regarding gY , the components g
(1)
2 and g

(1)
3 are clearly meromorphic as they can

be written as compositions of Möbius transforms with the respective projections
y 7→ y2 and y 7→ y3 from Y to P1.

Regarding g
(1)
1 , we have two formulas (3.49), which are equivalent on Y. Now,

if g
(1)
1 is not meromorphic at some point, then this point must be a common root

of the numerators and denominators in both formulas. Each of those numerators
and denominators is projective linear, and thus defines a hyperplane in P4. Their
intersection is a single point, given by

Y0 = υtυ1 − υ−1
t υ−1

1 ,

Y1 = υ2
t υ

2
1 − υ−2

t υ−2
1 ,

Y2 = ν0(υt − υ−1
t ) + ν∞(υ1 − υ−1

1 ),

Y3 = ν0(υ1 − υ−1
1 ) + ν∞(υt − υ−1

t ),

Y4 =
(
υtυ1 − υ−1

t υ−1
1

) (
ν0ν∞ − (υt − υ−1

t )(υ1 − υ−1
1 )

)
.

This point does not lie on Y for generic parameter values, as it for example does

not satisfy Y0Y4 − Y2Y3 = 0. It follows that g
(1)
1 is also a meromorphic function on

Y, and the lemma follows. □

Since Z1 is two-dimensional, the meromorphic functions g
(1)
k , 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, cannot

be independent. They are explicitly related by the following identity,

η
(1)
1 g

(1)
2 g

(1)
1 + η

(1)
2 g

(1)
3 /g

(1)
1 + η

(1)
3 g

(1)
2 g

(1)
3 + η

(1)
4 + η

(1)
5 g

(1)
2 + η

(1)
6 g

(1)
3 = 0. (3.52)

To verify this identity, we take the left-hand side and first apply the multiplication

rule (2.34), and then apply the symmetry T
(1)
ij = T

(1)
α(j)α(i) a couple of times:

η
(1)
1 g

(1)
2 g

(1)
1 + η

(1)
2 g

(1)
3 /g

(1)
1 + η

(1)
3 g

(1)
2 g

(1)
3 + η

(1)
4 + η

(1)
5 g

(1)
2 + η

(1)
6 g

(1)
3 =

η
(1)
1 T

(1)
36 T

(1)
62 + η

(1)
2 T

(1)
64 /T

(1)
62 + η

(1)
3 T

(1)
36 T

(1)
64 + η

(1)
4 + η

(1)
5 T

(1)
36 + η

(1)
6 T

(1)
64 =

η
(1)
1 T

(1)
32 + η

(1)
2 T

(1)
24 + η

(1)
3 T

(1)
34 + η

(1)
4 + η

(1)
5 T

(1)
36 + η

(1)
6 T

(1)
64 =

η
(1)
1 T

(1)
14 + η

(1)
2 T

(1)
24 + η

(1)
3 T

(1)
34 + η

(1)
4 + η

(1)
5 T

(1)
54 + η

(1)
6 T

(1)
64 =

η
(1)
4

Z4
(Z1 + Z2 + Z3 + Z4 + Z5 + Z6) = 0,

where the last equality follows from (2.5a).
Equation (3.52) is an equality among meromorphic functions on Z1. However,

it also defines a surface.

Definition 3.14. Define G ⊆ P1×P1×P1 as the topological closure of the surface
defined by equation (3.52) in {(g1, g2, g3) ∈ (C∗)3}. Also, set

G := G \ {g ∈ G : g2 = 1 or g3 = 1},

so that G is the topological closure of G.

Remark 3.15. Even though we defined the surface G through topological closure,
we note that it makes algebro-geometric sense. Namely, under the generalised Segre
embedding

P1 × P1 × P1 → P7,
(g1, g2, g3) 7→ U,
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where, in homogeneous coordinates gk = [gak : gbk], 1 ≤ k ≤ 3,

U = [Uaaa : Uaab : Uaba : Ubaa : Uabb : Ubab : Ubba : Ubbb],

Us1s2s3 = gs11 gs22 gs33 , (s1, s2, s3 ∈ {a, b}),

the surface G becomes a projective variety in P7. This projective variety admits a
cumbersome description involving 13 quadratic equations, 9 of which describe the
image of P1 × P1 × P1 itself under the embedding. For our purposes, it is much
more convenient to work with the analytic definition of G in P1 × P1 × P1.

By a similar token, since Y is two-dimensional, the meromorphic functions g
(1)
k ,

1 ≤ k ≤ 3, considered as functions of Y through equations (3.49), cannot be
independent. Remarkably, they are related by the exact same formula, equation
(3.52), as can be verified by direct computation.

For the next important preparatory step, for the proof of Theorem 3.8, we define
three dense open subsets

UZ ⊆ Z1, UG ⊆ G, UY ⊆ Y.

The set UZ is defined by the Segre surface Z1, minus eight lines and the hyperplane
section at infinity,

UZ = Z1 \
⋃

(i,j,k)∈I

L
(1)
i,j,k, I := {1, 2} × {3, 4} × {5, 6}, (3.53)

where we recall the notation for lines on Z1 in Section 3.1.1. Similarly, UY is defined
by the Segre surface Y, minus eight lines and the hyperplane section at infinity,

UY = Y \
⋃
j∈J

LY
k , J := {13, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 23, 24},

where we recall the notation for lines on Y introduced in equation (3.33).
Finally, UG is simply defined as the intersection

UG = G ∩ (C∗ × C∗ × C∗),

where we recall that G is defined in Definition 3.14.
These dense open subsets are chosen exactly such that g

(1)
1 , g

(1)
2 , g

(1)
3 take finite,

nonzero values on them. Regarding UG , this is tautological; regarding the two other
open subsets, it follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 3.16. The mapping gZ maps UZ biholomorphically onto UG. Similarly,
gY maps UY biholomorphically onto UG.

Proof. We start with the, due to Lemma 3.13, analytic mapping gZ . Note that, for

any Tyurin ratio T
(1)
ij ,

T
(1)
ij = 0 ⇐⇒ Zi = Zα(j) = 0, and

T
(1)
ij = ∞ ⇐⇒ Zj = Zα(i) = 0.

In particular, if T (1)(Z) ∈ {0,∞}, for some Tyurin ratio T (1), then Z necessarily

lies on one of the eight lines L
(1)
i,j,k, (i, j, k) ∈ I. By construction, those lines do not

intersect with UZ . Since all three components of gZ are Tyurin ratios, it follows
that gZ(UZ) ⊆ (C∗)3.

Now, take any point z ∈ UZ and let g(1) = gZ(z) ∈ (C∗)3, then the cubic
equation (3.52) is satisfied by g(1). To infer that g(1) ∈ UG , it remains to be

checked that neither g
(1)
2 = 1 nor g

(1)
3 = 1.
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Suppose, on the contrary, that g
(1)
2 = 1. Then

Z6 =
η
(1)
6

η
(1)
3

Z3, Z5 =
η
(1)
5

η
(1)
4

Z4. (3.54)

We now consider the difference of the first two defining equations, (2.5a) and (2.5b),
of the Segre surface Z1, given by

(µ3 − 1)Z3 + (µ4 − 1)Z4 + (µ5 − 1)Z5 + (µ6 − 1)Z6 = Z0.

Direct substitution of (3.54) and the equation for µk, 3 ≤ k ≤ 6, in (3.17) leads to

1/η
(1)
3 (η̂

(1)
3 − η

(1)
3 + η̂

(1)
6 − η

(1)
6 )Z3 + 1/η

(1)
4 (η̂

(1)
4 − η

(1)
4 + η̂

(1)
5 − η

(1)
5 )Z4 = Z0.

Now, both the coefficient of Z3 and of Z4 in the above expression are zero, due to
equation (3.18), and it follows that Z0 = 0. So z lies in the hyperplane section at

infinity of Z1 and in particular z /∈ UZ . Similarly, it is shown that g
(1)
3 ̸= 1 on UZ .

It follows that

gZ(UZ) ⊆ UG .

Now, gZ has a rational inverse on G, given by

Z1 = η
(1)
1 g

(1)
2 g

(1)
1 , Z3 = η

(1)
3 g

(1)
2 g

(1)
3 Z5 = η

(1)
5 g

(1)
2 ,

Z2 = η
(1)
2 g

(1)
3 /g

(1)
1 , Z4 = η

(1)
4 , Z6 = η

(1)
6 g

(1)
3 ,

(3.55)

and

Z0 = η̂
(1)
1 g

(1)
2 g

(1)
1 + η̂

(1)
2 g

(1)
3 /g

(1)
1 + η̂

(1)
3 g

(1)
2 g

(1)
3 + η̂

(1)
4 + η̂

(1)
5 g

(1)
2 + η̂

(1)
6 g

(1)
3 . (3.56)

Note that this mapping is analytic on UG and the image of UG is a subset of Z1.
Furthermore, note that none of the Zk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6, can equal zero on UG , since the

coordinates g
(1)
k , 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, are by definition finite and nonzero. In particular, the

image of this mapping is disjoint from any of the lines L
(1)
i,j,k, (i, j, k) ∈ I.

It remains to be checked that the image of the mapping is disjoint with the
hyperplane section at infinity of Z1, that is, the right-hand side of equation (3.56)

does not vanish on UG . Take a g(1) ∈ UG , then g
(1)
2 , g

(1)
3 ̸= 1. The resultant, with

respect to g
(1)
1 , of equation (3.52) and the right-hand side of equation (3.56), each

after multiplication by g
(1)
1 , is given by

1
256g

(1)
2 g

(1)
3 (g

(1)
2 − 1)2(g

(1)
3 − 1)2(υ0 − 1)2(υ−1

0 − 1)2(υt − υ−1
t )2(υ1 − υ−1

1 )2.

In particular, it is nonzero and thus the right-hand side of equation (3.56) cannot
vanish on UG . It follows that the rational inverse of gZ , given above, is analytic
and maps UG into UZ . We conclude that gZ maps UZ biholomorphically onto UG .

Next, we consider the analytic mapping gY on Y. Its three components satisfy

the cubic relation (3.52). From the explicit formula for g
(1)
2 , it follows that g

(1)
2 = 0

if and only if

Y2 − Y0

(
υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

)
= 0. (3.57)

On the other hand, the intersection of the Segre surface Y with the hyperplane
(3.57), is given by the union of the two lines L15 and L16. In this way, we obtain
the following equivalences,

g
(1)
2 = 0 ⇐⇒ Y ∈ L15 ∪ L16, g

(1)
2 = ∞ ⇐⇒ Y ∈ L13 ∪ L14, (3.58a)

g
(1)
3 = 0 ⇐⇒ Y ∈ L23 ∪ L24, g

(1)
3 = ∞ ⇐⇒ Y ∈ L21 ∪ L22. (3.58b)

Since, by construction, the open set UY is disjoint with the eight lines on the right-

hand sides of the above equivalences, g
(1)
2 and g

(1)
3 are finite and nonzero on UY .
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Consequently, by the cubic relation (3.52), g
(1)
1 is also finite and nonzero on UY .

Furthermore, observe that g
(1)
2 and g

(1)
3 cannot attain the value 1 in the affine part

of the Segre surface, since this requires y2 = ∞ or y3 = ∞. All in all, it follows
that

gY(UY) ⊆ UG .

Now, gY has a rational inverse on G, given by

y2 =
(υtυ∞ + υ−1

t υ−1
∞ )g

(1)
2 − (υtυ

−1
∞ + υ−1

t υ∞)

g
(1)
2 − 1

,

y3 =
(υ1υ∞ + υ−1

1 υ−1
∞ )g

(1)
3 − (υ1υ

−1
∞ + υ−1

1 υ∞)

g
(1)
3 − 1

,

y4 =y
(1)
2 y

(1)
3 ,

and

y1 =(υt − υ−1
t )(υ1 − υ−1

1 )(υ∞ − υ−1
∞ )

g
(1)
1 g

(1)
2

(g
(1)
2 − 1)(g

(1)
3 − 1)

+ υ∞(υ0 + υ−1
0 )− υ∞(υ∞ − υ−1

∞ )
(υtg

(1)
2 − υ−1

t )(υ1g
(1)
3 − υ−1

1 )

(g
(1)
2 − 1)(g

(1)
3 − 1)

.

Note that this mapping is clearly analytic on UG and the corresponding image lies
in UY . We conclude that gY maps UY biholomorphically onto UG and the lemma
follows. □

We now have all the ingredients to prove Theorem 3.8.

Proof of Theorem 3.8. Consider the bi-rational mapping

Φ : Y 99K Z1

Y 7→ Z
(3.59)

obtained by composing gY , defined in equation (3.51), with the rational inverse of
gZ , given in equation (3.55). Due to Lemma 3.16, Φ maps the dense open subset
UY ⊆ Y biholomorphically onto the dense open subset UZ ⊆ Z1. We proceed to
check that Φ is a biholomorphism between the entire domain and co-domain.

Now, the complements Y \ UY and Z1 \ UZ each consist of 8 lines and 2 conics.
We first consider the conics on either side. These conics lie in the hyperplane
sections Y \ Y and Z1 \ Z1 of the domain and co-domain respectively. Recall that
Y \ Y factors into the two conics described in equations (3.32). On the first conic,
equation (3.32a), we have Y0 = Y2 = 0 and the components of gY read

g1 = υ∞
Y4 + (1 + υ1υ

−1
∞ )Y1 + (υtυ1 − υ−1

t υ−1
∞ )Y3

Y4 + (1 + υ1 υ∞ )Y1 + (υtυ1 − υ−1
t υ∞ )Y3

,

g2 =
Y4 − (υtυ

−1
∞ + υ−1

t υ∞ )Y3

Y4 − (υt υ∞ + υ−1
t υ−1

∞ )Y3

,

g3 = 1.

Applying the rational inverse of gZ to this, we obtain

Z0 = 0,

Z1/η
(1)
1 = υ∞Y4 + (υ∞ − υ−1

∞ )Y1 − (υt + υ−1
t )Y3,

Z2/η
(1)
2 = υ−1

∞ Y4 + (υ−1
∞ − υ∞)Y1 − (υt + υ−1

t )Y3,

Z3/η
(1)
3 = Z5/η

(1)
5 = Y4 − (υtυ

−1
∞ + υ−1

t υ∞)Y3,
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Z4/η
(1)
4 = Z6/η

(1)
6 = Y4 − (υtυ∞ + υ−1

t υ−1
∞ )Y3.

This defines an isomorphism between the conics (3.32a) and (3.20) in Y \ Y and
Z1 \Z1 respectively. In particular, Φ maps the conic (3.32a) onto the conic (3.20).

Similarly, on the second conic, defined by equation (3.32b), we have Y0 = Y3 = 0
and the components of gY read

g1 = υ∞
Y4 + (1 + υ1υ

−1
∞ )Y1 + (1− υ1υ

−1
∞ )Y2

Y4 + (1 + υ1 υ∞ )Y1 + (1− υ1 υ∞ )Y2
,

g2 = 1,

g3 =
Y4 − (υ1υ

−1
∞ + υ−1

1 υ∞ )Y2

Y4 − (υ1 υ∞ + υ−1
1 υ−1

∞ )Y2

,

Applying the rational inverse of gZ to this, we obtain

Z0 = 0,

Z1/η
(1)
1 = υ∞Y4 + (υ∞ − υ−1

∞ )Y1 − (υ1 + υ−1
1 )Y2,

Z2/η
(1)
2 = υ−1

∞ Y4 + (υ−1
∞ − υ∞)Y1 − (υ1 + υ−1

1 )Y2,

Z3/η
(1)
3 = Z6/η

(1)
6 = Y4 − (υ1υ

−1
∞ + υ−1

1 υ∞)Y2,

Z4/η
(1)
4 = Z5/η

(1)
5 = Y4 − (υ1υ∞ + υ−1

1 υ−1
∞ )Y2.

This defines an isomorphism between the conics (3.32a) and (3.21) in Y \ Y and
Z1 \Z1 respectively. In particular, Φ maps the conic (3.32b) onto the conic (3.21).

Next, we consider the remaining lines on either side. By the explicit equation

for g
(1)
1 on Z1 in equations (3.48), we have

g
(1)
1 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z1 = Z6 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z ∈ L

(1)
1,3,6 ∪ L

(1)
1,4,6, and

g
(1)
1 = ∞ ⇐⇒ Z2 = Z5 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z ∈ L

(1)
2,3,5 ∪ L

(1)
2,4,5.

Similarly, for g
(1)
2 and g

(1)
3 , we find

g
(1)
2 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z3 = Z5 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z ∈ L

(1)
1,3,5 ∪ L

(1)
2,3,5, and

g
(1)
2 = ∞ ⇐⇒ Z4 = Z6 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z ∈ L

(1)
1,4,6 ∪ L

(1)
2,4,6, and

g
(1)
3 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z3 = Z6 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z ∈ L

(1)
1,3,6 ∪ L

(1)
2,3,6, and

g
(1)
3 = ∞ ⇐⇒ Z4 = Z5 = 0 ⇐⇒ Z ∈ L

(1)
1,4,5 ∪ L

(1)
2,4,5.

Comparing these equivalences with those in equation (3.58), we find that

Φ(LY
15 ∪ LY

16) = L
(1)
1,3,5 ∪ L

(1)
2,3,5, Φ(LY

13 ∪ LY
14) = L

(1)
1,4,6 ∪ L

(1)
2,4,6,

Φ(LY
23 ∪ LY

24) = L
(1)
1,3,6 ∪ L

(1)
2,3,6, Φ(LY

21 ∪ LY
22) = L

(1)
1,4,5 ∪ L

(1)
2,4,5.

To disentangle which line gets sent to which, see Remark 3.10, and really check
that Φ maps these lines isomorphically to one another, we require some workable
formulas for the mapping Φ. To obtain these, it is convenient to first compute some
formulas for the affine z-variables in terms of the affine x-variables on X .

Upon substituting the formulas for g
(1)
k , 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, in terms of the x-variables

in Proposition 3.6, into equation (3.56) for Z0, and simplifying modulo the Jimbo-
Fricke cubic, we get

Z0 =
δ

4υ0(x2 − (υtυ∞ + 1
υtυ∞

))(x3 − (υ1υ∞ + 1
υ1υ∞

))
,

where the constant δ is as defined in Theorem 3.8.
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As a consequence, substituting the formulas for g
(1)
k , 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, in terms of

the x-variables in Proposition 3.6, into equations (3.55) for Zk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6, and
computing the quotient zk = Zk/Z0, immediately gives us the formulas for the zk,
3 ≤ k ≤ 6, given in Theorem 3.8. On the other hand, the resulting formulas for z1
and z2 are not (yet) in polynomial form, like in Theorem 3.8. Regardless, we obtain
the following corresponding formulas with regards to the homogeneous Y -variables
on Y and Z-variables on Z1, for the bi-rational mapping Φ,

Z0 =Y0, (3.60)

Z1 =γ−1
[
Y4 −

(
υ1υ∞ +

1

υ1υ∞

)
Y2 −

( υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

)
Y3

+
( υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

)(
υ1υ∞ +

1

υ1υ∞

)
Y0

]
g
(1)
1 ,

Z2 =γ−1
[
Y4 −

( υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

)
Y2 −

(
υtυ∞ +

1

υtυ∞

)
Y3

+
(
υtυ∞ +

1

υtυ∞

)( υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

)
Y0

]
1/g

(1)
1 ,

Z3 =− δ−1
(
υ0 − υtυ1υ∞

)(
υ0 −

1

υtυ1υ∞

)[
Y4 −

( υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

)
Y2

−
( υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

)
Y3 +

( υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

)( υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

)
Y0

]
,

Z4 =− δ−1
(
υ0 −

υtυ1
υ∞

)(
υ0 −

υ∞
υtυ1

)[
Y4 −

(
υ1υ∞ +

1

υ1υ∞

)
Y2

−
(
υtυ∞ +

1

υtυ∞

)
Y3 +

(
υtυ∞ +

1

υtυ∞

)(
υ1υ∞ +

1

υ1υ∞

)
Y0

]
,

Z5 =+ δ−1
(
υ0 −

υtυ∞
υ1

)(
υ0 −

υ1
υtυ∞

)[
Y4 −

(
υ1υ∞ +

1

υ1υ∞

)
Y2

−
( υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

)
Y3 +

( υt
υ∞

+
υ∞
υt

)(
υ1υ∞ +

1

υ1υ∞

)
Y0

]
,

Z6 =+ δ−1
(
υ0 −

υ1υ∞
υt

)(
υ0 −

υt
υ1υ∞

)[
Y4 −

( υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

)
Y2

−
(
υtυ∞ +

1

υtυ∞

)
Y3 +

(
υtυ∞ +

1

υtυ∞

)( υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

)
Y0

]
.

where γ is as defined in Theorem 3.8.

Recalling the explicit formulas for g
(1)
1 with respect to Y in equations (3.49),

these equations, as written, are not projective linear in Y . Nonetheless, they are
simple enough for explicit computations. In particular, by a local analysis around
each line on Y, we find that Φ maps it projective linearly onto a corresponding line
in Z1, as detailed in Remark 3.10.

For example, on the line LY
15, parametrised by

Y1 =
(
υ0ν∞ +

ν1
υt

)
Y0 −

υ∞
υt

Y3, Y2 =
( υt
υ∞

− υ∞
υt

)
Y0, Y4 =

( υt
υ∞

− υ∞
υt

)
Y3,

with [Y0 : Y3] ∈ CP1, we find

Z0 =Y0,

Z1 =Z3 = Z5 = 0,

Z2 =+ γ−1
[(υ∞

υt
− υt

υ∞

)
Y3 − Y0

(
(υ0 + υ−1

0 )(υ∞ − υ−1
∞ )− (υt − υt)(υ1 + 1/υ1)

)]
,

Z4 =− δ−1
(
υ0 −

υtυ1
υ∞

)(
υ0 −

υ∞
υtυ1

)
(υt − υ−1

t )(υ∞ − υ−1
∞ )

(
Y3 − Y0

(
υ1υ∞ +

1

υ1υ∞

))
,
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Z6 =+ δ−1
(
υ0 −

υ1υ∞
υt

)(
υ0 −

υt
υ1υ∞

)
(υt − υ−1

t )(υ∞ − υ−1
∞ )

(
Y3 − Y0

( υ1
υ∞

+
υ∞
υ1

))
,

so that Φ maps LY
15 projective linearly onto L

(1)
1,3,5.

All in all, we know that Φ maps the dense open subset UY biholomorphically
onto UZ and it maps each irreducible component of Y \ UY onto a corresponding
irreducible component of Z1 \ UZ . To conclude that Φ is an isomorphism, we may
proceed in two ways.

The first, is to check that Φ is locally biholomorphic around each point in the
complement of UZ . From this it follows that Φ is a locally biholomorpic bi-rational
mapping and thus an isomorphism.

Alternatively, one can check that Φ respects the intersections between the dif-
ferent irreducible components in Y \ UY and Z1 \ UZ , as follows by comparing
the Clebsch graphs in Figures 2.1 and 3.1 and equations (3.47), noting in partic-
ular that all the ForestGreen coloured lines in Figure 2.1 are mapped to the lines
LY
k , 9 ≤ k ≤ 16, and all the purple coloured lines are mapped to the lines LY

k ,
17 ≤ k ≤ 24, see Remark 3.11. This way, we can check that Φ is a bi-rational
bijection between Y and Z1. Since Y and Z1 are smooth and thus normal and
irreducible, it follows from Zariski’s main theorem that Φ is an isomorphism.

Either way yields the required result. We now apply Lemma 2.6, which shows
that Φ must extend to a unique (rank four) projective linear map between the
ambient spaces P4 and P6. Furthermore, since Φ maps the hyperplane sections
at infinity to one another, it follows that Φ also restricts to an affine equivalence
ΦY := Φ|Y between the affine Segre surfaces Y and Z1,

ΦY : Y → Z1.

Furthermore, since the blow-down mapping π, defined in (3.31), is an isomor-
phism between X and Y as affine varieties when restricted to X , the map

ΦX = ΦY ◦ π|X ,

is an isomorphism of affine varieties,

ΦX : X → Z1.

What is left, is to derive the explicit formulas for ΦX in the theorem. Since ΦY
is an affine equivalence, we know that it can be written as an affine linear map as
in equation (3.46). Therefore, ΦX can be written as

zk = ξ0k + ξ1k x1 + ξ2k x2 + ξ3k x3 + ξ4k x2 x3, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6, (3.61)

for some coefficients ξjk, 0 ≤ j ≤ 4, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6.
The formulas for Zk, k = 0, 3, 4, 5, 6, in equations (3.60), immediately give us

the formulas for zk, 3 ≤ k ≤ 6, in terms of the affine x-variables in the theorem,
using

Y1 = x1Y0, Y2 = x2Y0, Y3 = x3Y0, Y4 = x2x3Y0.

Note, in particular, that these formulas are of the form (3.61).
Finally, we compute the coefficients in (3.61) for k = 1, 2 to obtain the formulas

for z1 and z2 in Theorem 3.8. We do this by computing the z1 and z2 entries of the
images under ΦX of five explicit points on the Jimbo-Fricke cubic,

p1 : x1 = υ0υ∞ + υ−1
0 υ−1

∞ , x2 = 2, x3 = −2υ0υ∞ + υ0νt + υ∞ν1,

p2 : x1 = υ0υ
−1
∞ + υ−1

0 υ∞, x2 = 2, x3 = −2υ0υ
−1
∞ + υ0νt + υ−1

∞ ν1,

p3 : x2 = υ0υ1 + υ−1
0 υ−1

1 , x1 = 2, x3 = −2υ0υ1 + υ0νt + υ1ν∞,

p4 : x3 = υ0υ
−1
t + υ−1

0 υt, x1 = 2, x2 = −2υ−1
0 υt + υ−1

0 ν1 + υtν∞,

p5 : x3 = υ0υt + υ−1
0 υ−1

t , x1 = 2, x2 = −2υ0υt + υ0ν1 + υtν∞.
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The corresponding values of z1 and z2 under ΦX of these points are as follows,

z1(p1) = − (2υ0υ∞ − υ0νt − υ1(υ∞ − υ−1
∞ ))(2υ0υ∞ − υ0νt − υ−1

1 (υ∞ − υ−1
∞ ))

υ0γ
,

z2(p1) = −υ0(υt − υ∞)2(υtυ∞ − 1)2

υ2
t υ

2
∞γ

,

z1(p2) = − (2υ0υ∞ − υ1νt − υ0(υ∞ − υ−1
∞ ))(2υ1υ

−1
∞ − υ−1

1 νt − υ0(υ∞ − υ−1
∞ ))

υ0γ
,

z2(p2) = − (υt − υ∞)2(υtυ∞ − 1)2

υ0υ2
t υ

2
∞γ

,

z1(p3) = − (υ0υtυ1υ∞ − 1)(υ0υ1υ∞ − υt)(2υ0υ1 − υ0νt − υ∞(υ1 − υ−1
1 ))

υ0υtυ1υ∞γ
,

z2(p3) = − (υ0υtυ1 − υ∞)(υ0υ1 − υtυ∞)(2υ0υ1 − υ0νt − υ−1
∞ (υ1 − υ−1

1 ))

υ0υtυ1υ∞γ
,

z1(p4) = − (υ0υ1 − υtυ∞)(υ0 − υtυ1υ∞)(2υ−1
0 υt − υ−1

0 ν1 − υ∞(υt − υ−1
t ))

υ0υtυ1υ∞γ
,

z2(p4) = − (υ0υ1υ∞ − υt)(υ0υ∞ − υtυ1)(2υ
−1
0 υt − υ−1

0 ν1 − υ−1
∞ (υt − υ−1

t ))

υ0υtυ1υ∞γ
,

z1(p5) = − (υ0υtυ1υ∞ − 1)(υ0υtυ∞ − υ1)(2υ0υt − υ0ν1 − υ∞(υt − υ−1
t ))

υ0υtυ1υ∞γ
,

z2(p5) = − (υ0υtυ1 − υ∞)(υ0υt − υ1υ∞)(2υ0υt − υ0ν1 − υ−1
∞ (υt − υ−1

t ))

υ0υtυ1υ∞γ
.

By plugging these values into equations (3.61), we get two sets of five equations
among five unknown coefficients, which each have a unique solution. The result
yields the two explicit equations for z1 and z2 in Theorem 3.8, thus concluding the
proof the theorem. □

Remark 3.17. We note that the involutive automorphism of the Segre surface Z1,
given by swapping z1 and z2, corresponds to the following automorphism of Y,

y1 7→ −ω1 − y1 − y4, y2,3,4 7→ y2,3,4,

via the isomorphism in Theorem 3.8. In turn, via the blow-down of the Jimbo-Fricke
cubic, this defines an automorphism of the affine cubic X ,

x1 7→ −ω1 − x1 − x2x3, x2,3 7→ x2,3,

which is one of the generators of the extended modular group action on the Jimbo-
Fricke cubic [23].

Regarding the three Tyurin ratios g(q) = (g
(q)
1 , g

(q)
2 , g

(q)
3 ), the relation (3.52)

when q = 1, generalises to

η
(q)
1 g

(q)
2 g

(q)
1 + η

(q)
2 g

(q)
3 /g

(q)
1 + η

(q)
3 g

(q)
2 g

(q)
3 + η

(q)
4 + η

(q)
5 g

(q)
2 + η

(q)
6 g

(q)
3 = 0. (3.62)

This equation is quadratic in g
(q)
1 and the involutive automorphism above is equiv-

alent to sending g
(q)
1 to its other root of this quadratic, with q = 1, explicitly

g
(q)
1 7→ −1/η

(q)
1 (η

(q)
3 g

(q)
3 + η

(q)
4 /g

(q)
2 + η

(q)
5 + η

(q)
6 g

(q)
3 /g

(q)
2 ), g

(q)
2,3 7→ g

(q)
2,3.

The last formula gives a natural generalisation of the above automorphism to Zq

for q ̸= 1, though its action on the z-variables seems quite involved.
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4. The other Painlevé differential equations

In [9] it was proved that the confluence scheme of the Painlevé differential equa-
tions

PIII

""

// PD7

III

""

// PD8

III

PV I
// PV

//

==

!!

P deg
V

""

<<

PJM
II

// PI

PIV

<<

// PFN
II

<<

corresponds to appropriate limits on the associated monodromy manifolds. In this
section, we show that, in all un-ramified cases (in blue), the confluence scheme of the
Painlevé monodromy manifolds can be carried through to the affine transformation
constructed in Theorem 3.8, therefore producing isomorphisms between each Y–
Segre, i.e. those ones resulting from blowing down the monodromy manifold at a
line at infinity, and the Z–Segre obtained by confluencing Z1.

For the ramified cases (in red), the confluence either produces a reducible Segre
surface or a family which does not have the correct number of free parameters.
This is not surprising because the confluences to ramified and non-ramified Painlevé
equations are deeply different in geometric as well as analytic terms. In Section
6, we perform an in depth study of the singularity structure of all cubic surfaces
with a triangle of lines at infinity, of their blow downs to the corresponding Y–Segre
surfaces and the expected singularity structure of the Z–Segre ones. This will allow
us to build the isomorphic Z–Segre for all ramified cases.

This section is organised as follows: In Subsection 4.1 we summarise the conflu-
ence of monodromy manifolds obtained in [9] for the non-ramified cases and deduce
the confluence on the corresponding Y–Segre surfaces. Then, in 4.2, we apply the
confluence of monodromy manifolds to the affine transformation constructed in
Theorem 3.8 and provide the Segre surfaces for all non-ramified cases.

4.1. Confluence of monodromy manifolds. Following [49] and [9] the mon-
odromy manifolds of all Painlevé equations are given by

X (d) := Spec(C[x1, x2, x3]/⟨ϕ(d) = 0⟩) (4.1)

where the polynomial ϕ(d) has always the same form in the variables x1, x2, x3, but
different coefficients for different Painlevé equations:

ϕ(d) = x1x2x3+ϵ
(d)
1 x2

1+ϵ
(d)
2 x2

2+ϵ
(d)
3 x2

3+ω
(d)
1 x1+ω

(d)
2 x2+ω

(d)
3 x3+ω

(d)
4 = 0. (4.2)

Here d is an index running on the list of all the Painlevé auxiliary linear problems

PVI,PV,P
deg
V ,PIV, P

D6

III ,P
D7

III , P
D8

III ,P
JM
II ,PFN

II ,PI, the parameters ϵ
(d)
i may take value

0 or 1 according to the chosen d, and the parameters ω
(d)
i , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are related

to the Painlevé equations constants as given in section 2 of [9]. For convenience,
we summarise the monodromy manifolds of the non-ramified Painlevé equations in
Table 4.1.
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monodromy manifold parameters

PVI x1x2x3 +
∑3

k=1(x
2
k + ωkxk) + ω4 = 0

ω1 = −(ν0ν∞ + νtν1),
ω2 = −(ν0ν1 + νtν∞),
ω3 = −(ν0νt + ν1ν∞),
ω4 = ν20 + ν2t + ν21 + ν2∞+

ν0νtν1ν∞ − 4.

PV x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 +
∑3

k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0

ω1 = −(ν0υ∞ + νt),
ω2 = −(ν0 + νtυ∞),
ω3 = −(ν0νt + υ∞),
ω4 = 1 + υ2

∞ + ν0νtυ∞.

Pdeg
V x1x2x3 + x2

1 + x2
2 +

∑3
k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0

ω1 = −ν0
ω2 = −νt,
ω3 = 0,
ω4 = 1.

PIV x1x2x3 + x2
1 +

∑3
k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0

ω1 = −(ν0υ∞ + 1),
ω2 = ω3 = −υ∞,
ω4 = υ2

∞ + ν0υ∞.

PD6

III x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 +
∑3

k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0

ω1 = −υ0υ∞ − 1
ω2 = −(υ0 + υ∞),
ω3 = 0,
ω4 = υ0υ∞.

PD7

III x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 +
∑3

k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0

ω1 = −1
ω2 = −υ∞,
ω3 = 0,
ω4 = 0.

PD8

III x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 +
∑3

k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0
ω1 = ω3 = ω4 = 0,

ω2 = −1.

PFN
II x1x2x3 + x2

1 +
∑3

k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0
ω1 = −(υ0 + υ−1

0 ),
ω2 = −1 ω3 = 0,
ω4 = 1.

PJM
II x1x2x3 +

∑3
k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0

ω1 = ω2 = ω3 = −υ∞,
ω4 = υ∞(1 + υ∞).

PI x1x2x3 +
∑3

k=1 ωkxk + ω4 = 0
ω1 = −1, ω2 = −1,
ω3 = 0, ω4 = 1.

Table 4.1. The monodromy manifolds of the Painlevé differential
equations - red denotes ramified cases and blue un-ramified. The
parameters νi, υi, i = 0, t, 1,∞ are defined in (3.24).

The confluence procedure always involves a re-scaling of two variables xi, xj ,
i ̸= j and of some of the parameters in ϵ followed by taking the limit for ϵ → 0.
We blow down each monodromy manifold to a Y–Segre surface always in the same
way, namely we set

y1 := x1, y2 := x2, y3 := x3, y4 := x2x3.

We summarise these confluences in table 4.2.
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Confluence
Re-scaling on
x1, x2, x3

Re-scaling on Y–Segre
Re-scaling on
parameters

PVI 7→ PV x1 7→ x1

ϵ , x2 7→ x2

ϵ , y1 7→ y1

ϵ , y2 7→ y2

ϵ , y4 7→ y4

ϵ ν∞ 7→ υ∞
ϵ , ν1 7→ 1

ϵ

PV 7→ PIV x1 7→ x1

ϵ , x3 7→ x3

ϵ , y1 7→ y1

ϵ , y3 7→ y3

ϵ , y4 7→ y4

ϵ υ∞ 7→ υ∞
ϵ , νt 7→ 1

ϵ

PV 7→ Pdeg
V x1 7→ x1

ϵ , x2 7→ x2

ϵ , y1 7→ y1

ϵ , y2 7→ y2

ϵ , y4 7→ y4

ϵ υ∞ 7→ 1
ϵ , υ1 7→ υ1

ϵ

PV 7→ PD6

III x1 7→ x1

ϵ , x2 7→ x2

ϵ , y1 7→ y1

ϵ , y2 7→ y2

ϵ , y4 7→ y4

ϵ ν0 7→ υ0

ϵ , νt 7→
1
ϵ

PD6

III 7→ PD7

III x1 7→ x1

ϵ , x2 7→ x2

ϵ , y1 7→ y1

ϵ , y2 7→ y2

ϵ , y4 7→ y4

ϵ υ0 7→ 1
ϵ , υ∞ 7→ ϵυ∞

PIV 7→ PJM
II x2 7→ x2

ϵ , x3 7→ x3

ϵ , y2 7→ y2

ϵ , y3 7→ y3

ϵ , y4 7→ y4

ϵ2 ν0 7→ 1
ϵ , υ∞ 7→ υ∞

ϵ

Table 4.2. Re-scalings giving rise to the confluence of the non-
ramified Painlevé monodromy manifolds and Y–Segre surfaces.

4.2. Confluence of the affine transformation between Y–Segre and Z–
Segre. The affine transformation between Y–Segre and Z–Segre has always the
same form:

zk = ξ0k + ξ1ky1 + ξ2ky2 + ξ3ky3 + ξ4ky4, k = 1, . . . , 6

where the coefficients ξjk, k = 1, . . . 6, j = 0, . . . , 4, depend on υi, i = 0, t, 1,∞ as
in (3.24).

4.2.1. Segre surface of PV. The confluence limit form PVI to PV, we see that the
re-scaling of the parameters in the last column of Table 4.2 produces the following
re-scalings on the coefficients ξkj :

ξ0k 7→ ξ0k, ξ1k 7→ ξ1k
ϵ
, ξ2k 7→ ξ2k

ϵ
, ξ3k 7→ ξ3k, ξ4k 7→ ξ4k

ϵ
,

with the limiting ξjk not all zero for some fixed k. This means that all zk remain
finite because the re-scalings for the coefficients ξjk are compensated by the re-
scaling in the y1, . . . , y4 variables. Therefore the Z–Segre equations maintain the
same form. The parameters are re-scaled as follows

ρ3 → ϵρ3, ρ4 → ρ4, ρ4 → ρ4, ρ6 → ϵρ6, ρ5ρ6ρ3 → λ2, λ1 → λ1,

therefore the parameters ρ3, ρ6 become 0.

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0, (4.3a)

z4 + ρ5z5 − 1 = 0, (4.3b)

z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0, (4.3c)

z5z6 − λ2z1z2 = 0. (4.3d)

Explicitly, setting

γ = (υ0 − 1)

(
1

υ0

)
υ2
∞, δ = (υ0 − 1)2νtυ

2
∞,

the formulae relating the Z-Segre to the monodromy manifold in the PV case are:

z1 = γ−1 (x2(υ∞x3 − 1) + υ∞ (x1 − υ∞ν0)) ,

z2 = −γ−1 (x2 − νtυ∞) + υ∞x1) ,
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z3 = δ−1υ0(υtx2 − υ∞)(υ∞x3 − υ2
∞ − 1),

z4 = δ−1υ−1
t (υ∞υ0 − υt)(υtυ0 − υ∞)(x2 − υtυ∞),

z5 = −δ−1υ−2
t (υ∞υ0υt − 1)(υ0 − υtυ∞)(υtx2 − υ∞),

z6 = −δ−1υ−1
t υ0(υ∞x3 − υ2

∞ − 1)(x2 − υ∞υt).

4.2.2. Segre surface of PIV. The confluence limit form PV to PIV behaves in a
similar way to the one from PVI to PV, so we omit the discussion.

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0, (4.4a)

z4 − 1 = 0, (4.4b)

z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0, (4.4c)

z5z6 − λ2z1z2 = 0. (4.4d)

Explicitly, the formulae relating the Z-Segre to the monodromy manifold in the
PIV case are:

z1 =
1 + υ2

0 − υ0

υ∞
x1 − υ∞

υ1
x2x3

(υ0 − 1)2
, z2 =

υ0(x1 − 1)

υ∞(υ0 − 1)2
,

z3 =
υ0(x2 − υ∞)(x3 − υ∞)

υ∞(υ0 − 1)2
, z4 =

(υ0 − υ∞)(υ∞υ0 − 1)

υ∞(υ0 − 1)2
,

z5 =
υ0(x2 − υ∞)

(υ0 − 1)2
, z6 =

υ0(x3 − υ∞)

(υ0 − 1)2
.

4.2.3. Segre surface of PD6

III . The re-scaling of the parameters in the last column

of Table 4.2 corresponding to the confluence limit from PV to PD6

III produces the
following re-scalings on the coefficients ξkj :

ξ0k 7→ ξ0k, ξ1k 7→ ξ1k
ϵ
, ξ2k 7→ ξ2k

ϵ
, ξ3k 7→ ξ3k, ξ4k 7→ ξ4k

ϵ
,

with ξj6 = O(ϵ2) for j = 0, 3 and ξj6 = O(ϵ3) for j = 1, 2, 4. This means that
the variable z6 is of order ϵ2 and drops out of the first two equations defining the
Z–Segre. The parameters are rescaled as follows

ρ5 → ρ5, λ1 → λ1, λ2 → ϵ2λ2.

These re-scalings imply that the last two equations defining the Z–Segre preserve
their form.By rescaling z6, we can set λ2 = 1:

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 = 0, (4.5a)

z4 + ρ5z5 − 1 = 0, (4.5b)

z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0, (4.5c)

z5z6 − z1z2 = 0. (4.5d)

Explicitly, the formulae relating the Z-Segre to the monodromy manifold in the
PIII case are:

z1 =
υ0υ

2
∞ − υ∞x1 + x2 − υ∞x2x3

υ0υ2
∞

, z2 =
υ∞x1 + x2 − υ∞

υ0υ2
∞

,

z3 =
x2(υ∞x3 − υ2

∞ − 1)

υ0υ2
∞

, z4 =
(υ0υ∞ − 1)(x2 − υ∞)

υ0υ2
∞

,

z5 =
x2(υ∞ − υ0)

υ0υ2
∞

, z6 =
(x2 − υ∞)(1 + υ2

∞ −−υ∞x3)

υ0υ2
∞

.
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4.2.4. Segre surface of PJM
II . The re-scaling of the parameters in the last column

of Table 4.2 corresponding to the confluence limit from PIV to PJM
II produces the

following re-scaling on the coefficients ξkj :

ξ0k 7→ ξ0k, ξ1k 7→ ξ1k, ξ2k 7→ ξ2k
ϵ
, ξ3k 7→ ξ3k

ϵ
, ξ4k 7→ ξ4k

ϵ2
,

with ξj2 = O(ϵ2) for j = 0, . . . , 4. This means that the variable z2 is of order ϵ2 and
drops out of the first equation defining the Z–Segre. The parameters are re-scaled
as follows

ρ4 → ρ4, λ1 → λ1

ϵ2
, λ2 → λ2

ϵ2
,

so that the last two equations defining the Z–Segre preserve their form.

z1 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0 (4.6a)

ρ4z4 − 1 = 0 (4.6b)

z3z4 − λ1z1z2 = 0 (4.6c)

z3z4 − λ2z5z6 = 0. (4.6d)

Explicitly

z1 = 1− x2x3

υ∞
, z2 =

x1 − 1

υ∞
, z3 = υ∞ − x2 − x3 +

x2x3

υ∞
,

z4 = υ∞ − 1, z5 = x2 − υ∞, z6 = x3 − υ∞.

Note that we can re-scale all zi variables to set ρ4 = 1, then we can absorb the
parameter λ1 in z2, hence the final Z–Segre for PJM

II is a one parameter family as
expected.

5. Blow-downs of affine cubic surfaces

Consider an embedded affine cubic surface X ⊆ C3 together with its canonical
projective completion X ⊆ P3. We say that X has a triangle (of lines) at infinity,
if the hyperplane section at infinity, X \ X , is a cubic curve which is the product
of three lines that intersect pairwise at distinct points.

The embedded affine cubic surfaces corresponding to differential Painlevé equa-
tions [9, 49] are all smooth for generic parameter values with a triangle of lines at
infinity. They are, however, geometrically distinguished by their singularity struc-
tures on this triangle. This is important in order to characterise the lines on the
Y–Segre obtained as blow down of the corresponding affine cubics. Indeed, as dis-
cussed in Subsections 3.3 and 4, understanding the lines in the Y–Segre is key to
construct the isomorphism to the Z–Segre in the ramified cases.

In this section, we study smooth embedded affine cubic surfaces, with a triangle
at infinity, and affine Segre surfaces naturally associated to them.

In Section 5.1, we classify all embedded smooth cubic surfaces with a triangle
at infinity. Then, in Section 5.2, we give a natural construction of three associated
Segre surfaces, in the regular case corresponding to blowing down any of the three
lines at infinity. In Section 5.3, we use this construction to derive an explicit
isomorphism between the two (decorated) character varieties for PII known in the
literature, one coming from the Jimbo-Miwa linear problem, the other from the
Flaschka-Newell linear problem. Similarly, in sections 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6 we build the
remaining Z–Segre surfaces for the ramified Painlevé equations.
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5.1. A classification. In this section, we classify embedded smooth affine cubic
surfaces with a triangle at infinity. We start by deriving a normal form.

Lemma 5.1. Any embedded affine cubic surface in C3, with a triangle of lines at
infinity, is affinely equivalent to

x1x2x3 + ϵ1x
2
1 + ϵ2x

2
2 + ϵ3x

2
3 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω3x3 + ω4 = 0, (5.1)

for some ϵ1,2,3 ∈ {0, 1} and ωk ∈ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4.

Proof. Let X be an affine cubic surface in {(x1, x2, x3) ∈ C3}. Denote its canonical
projective completion by X in P3, so that the curve at infinity X \ X is a triangle
of lines. Using projective coordinates,

[X0 : X1 : X2 : X3] = [1 : x1 : x2 : x3], (5.2)

the curve at infinity is thus described by

L1L2L3 = 0, X0 = 0,

where each Lk = Lk(X1, X2, X3) is homogenous and linear. Since the three lines
Lk = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, pairwise intersect in distinct points, the affine map

xk 7→ Lk(x1, x2, x3) (1 ≤ k ≤ 3),

has full rank and application of its inverse puts the cubic surface into the form

x1x2x3 + a1x2x3 + a2x1x3 + a3x1x2 +Q(x1, x2, x3) = 0, (5.3)

for some a1,2,3 ∈ C and a quadratic polynomial Q without mixed terms. Applying
the affine scaling xk 7→ xk − ak, we may eliminate all mixed terms from (5.3), so
that we are left with equation (5.1), for some ϵ1,2,3 ∈ C and ωk ∈ C, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. By
finally rescaling xk 7→ ckxk, for some ck ∈ C∗, 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, we can ensure that each
ϵk ∈ {0, 1} and the lemma follows. □

Next, we are going to have a look at singularities at infinity. Take any (irre-
ducible) affine cubic surface X ⊆ C3, with a triangle of lines at infinity, in normal
form (5.1). Using homogeneous coordinates (5.2), its canonical projective comple-
tion is given by the zero locus of the homogeneous polynomial

F := X1X2X3 + (ϵ1X
2
1 + ϵ2X

2
2 + ϵ3X

2
3 )X0 + (ω1X1 + ω2X2 + ω3X3)X

2
0 + ω4X

3
0 .

The curve at infinity X \ X is the triangle composed of the three lines

L∞
k = {X ∈ P3 : Xk = X0 = 0}, (k = 1, 2, 3). (5.4)

The gradient of F at X0 = 0 is given by

∇F |X0=0 = (ϵ1X
2
1 + ϵ2X

2
2 + ϵ3X

2
3 , X2X3, X1X3, X1X2),

from which it immediately follows that the triangle of lines at infinity contains no
singularities if and only if ϵ1 = ϵ2 = ϵ3 = 1. Furthermore, singularities can only
be located at the three intersection points among the lines and, for any labelling
{i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, the intersection point of L∞

i and L∞
j is a singularity if and only

if ϵk = 0.
Let us now focus on one of the intersection points of the three lines at infinity, say

the point S = [0 : 0 : 0 : 1]. If ϵ3 = 0, then this is a singular point. We determine
its type, in the notation by Arnol’d [1], following [5]. We start by introducing some
inhomogeneous coordinates around S,

[X0 : X1 : X2 : X3] = [u1 : u2 : u3 : 1],

so that S corresponds to u = (0, 0, 0). The equation for the cubic in these local
coordinates reads

f(u) := u2u3 + ϵ1u1u
2
2 + ϵ2u1u

2
3 + ω1u

2
1u2 + ω2u

2
1u3 + ω3u

2
1 + ω4u

3
1 = 0.
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Next, we apply a weighted scaling

uk = rjkvk (1 ≤ k ≤ 3),

where r is a free scalar, and we look for triples (j1, j2, j3) ∈ Q3
>0, such that

f(u) = r f0(v) + o(r) (r → 0),

where the leading order coefficient f0(v) is such that {f0(v) = 0} has an isolated
singularity at v = (0, 0, 0). In such case, [5, Lemma 1] shows that the type of the
singularity is given by

type(S) =



An if (j1, j2, j3) = ( 1
n+1 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ), (n ≥ 1),

Dn if (j1, j2, j3) = ( 1
n−1 ,

n−2
2(n−1) ,

1
2 ), (n ≥ 4),

E6 if (j1, j2, j3) = ( 13 ,
1
4 ,

1
2 ),

E7 if (j1, j2, j3) = ( 13 ,
2
9 ,

1
2 ),

E8 if (j1, j2, j3) = ( 13 ,
1
5 ,

1
2 ).

We first consider the following values for the weights (j1, j2, j3) = ( 12 ,
1
2 ,

1
2 ), in

which case

f(u) = r(v2v3 + ω3v
2
1) + o(r) (r → 0).

Therefore, as long as ω3 ̸= 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at
v = (0, 0, 0), and S is a singularity of type A1.

Suppose now that ω3 = 0. Then we take the weights (j1, j2, j3) = ( 13 ,
1
2 ,

1
2 ), so

that

f(u) = r(v2v3 + ω4v
3
1) + o(r) (r → 0).

As long as ω4 ̸= 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v = (0, 0, 0),
and S is a singularity of type A2.

Next, suppose that also ω4 = 0. Then we take the weights (j1, j2, j3) = (14 ,
1
2 ,

1
2 ),

so that

f(u) = r(v2v3 + ω1v
2
1v2 + ω2v

2
1v3) + o(r) (r → 0).

As long as ω1ω2 ̸= 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v =
(0, 0, 0), and S is a singularity of type A3.

Next, suppose that also ω1ω2 = 0. Without loss of generality, we consider the
case ω1 = 0. The only admissible choice of weights is (j1, j2, j3) = ( 15 ,

2
5 ,

3
5 ), and

these weights do not allow us to read of the singularity type.
We therefore first apply a locally invertible polynomial mapping, u 7→ (u1, u2 −

ω2u
2
1, u3), before scaling with the weights (j1, j2, j3) = ( 15 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ), yielding

f(u1, u2 − ω2u
2
1, u3) = r(v2v3 + ϵ1ω

2
2v

5
1) + o(r) (r → 0).

Now, necessarily ϵ1 = 1 since else the cubic is reducible. Therefore, as long as
ω2 ̸= 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v = (0, 0, 0), and S is
a singularity of type A4. Similarly, if ω2 = 0 but ω1 ̸= 0, then S is a singularity of
type A4.

All in all, we have

type(S) =



− if ϵ3 = 1,

A1 if ϵ3 = 0, ω3 ̸= 0,

A2 if ϵ3 = 0, ω3 = 0, ω4 ̸= 0,

A3 if ϵ3 = 0, ω3 = 0, ω4 = 0, ω1ω2 ̸= 0,

A4 if ϵ3 = 0, ω3 = 0, ω4 = 0, ω1ω2 = 0, ω1 + ω2 ̸= 0,

(5.5)
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where− signifies that S is a regular point. In the final case when ωk = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4,
the singularity is non-isolated. Indeed, in that case, necessarily ϵ1 = ϵ2 = 1 (as
otherwise the cubic surface is reducible) and its defining equation reads

X1X2X3 +X0X
2
1 +X0X

2
2 = 0.

This surface is singular on the line {X1 = X2 = 0} and has a further infinite number
of lines lying in hyperplanes of the form {X3 = tX0}, t ∈ C, which all intersect
this line.

Returning to the general discussion, we note, in particular, that singularities of

types A5, D4, D5, E6, Ẽ6 cannot be realised as an intersection point in a triangle
of lines on a cubic surface. These singularity types, however, do appear in cubic
surfaces [5]. For example, the cubic surface

X1X2X3 −X3
1 −X3

2 +X2
0X1 = 0,

has an A5 singularity at [0 : 0 : 0 : 1]. It contains only three lines,

{X ∈ P3 : X1 = X2 = 0},
{X ∈ P3 : X2 = 0, X0 +X1 = 0},
{X ∈ P3 : X2 = 0, X0 −X1 = 0},

which all intersect at this singularity. In particular, this singularity is not the corner
of a triangle.

It follows from the above considerations, that a smooth affine cubic surface,
with a triangle of lines at infinity, can only have singularities (in its projective
completion) at the three intersection points of lines at infinity, and they can only
be of type Ak, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4.

By comparison with the classification of singular cubic surfaces, and their number
of lines, in [5], we obtain a complete list of smooth affine cubic surfaces, with
a triangle of lines at infinity, classified according to the singularity types of the
corners. The result is given in Table 5.1. We discuss a few examples in this table.

Example 5.2 (A1, A1, A3). By (5.5), the general form of a cubic surface with these
singularities at infinity is

x1x2x3 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 = 0, ω1, ω2 ̸= 0.

It has A1 singularities at [0 : 1 : 0 : 0] and [0 : 0 : 1 : 0], an A3 singularity at
[0 : 0 : 0 : 1], and no further singularities in its canonical projective completion.
Apart from the three lines at infinity, there are two further lines, given by {x1 =
x2 = 0} and {x1 + x2 = x3 = 0}. By scaling x1 7→ −ω2x1 and x2 7→ −ω1x2, we
may normalise the cubic such that ω1 = ω2 = −1.

Example 5.3 (−, A2, A2). By (5.5), the general form of a cubic surface with these
singularities at infinity is

x1x2x3 + x2
1 + ω1x1 + ω4 = 0, ω4 ̸= 0.

It has A2 singularities at [0 : 0 : 1 : 0] and [0 : 0 : 0 : 1] in its projective completion,
and no further singularities at infinity. Only when ω2

1 = 4ω4, the surface has a
further finite singularity at (x1, x2, x3) = (− 1

2ω1, 0, 0), of type A1 . Apart from the
three lines at infinity, there are generically four further lines. By scaling x1,2 7→√
ω4x1,2, we may normalise the cubic such that ω4 = 1, yielding a one-parameter

family of affine cubic surfaces.

Example 5.4 (A1, A1, A2). By (5.5), the general form of the cubic surface is

x1x2x3 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω4 = 0, ω1, ω2, ω4 ̸= 0.
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singularities P-eqn #lines cubic

−,−,− PVI 24 x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω3x3 + ω4

−,−,A1 PV 18 x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω3x3 +R(ω1,2,3)

−,−,A2 PD6

III , P
deg
V 12 x1x2x3 + x2

1 + x2
2 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω1 − 1

−,−,A3 PD7

III 7 x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 + ω1x1 − x2

−,−,A4 PD8

III 3 x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 − x2

−,A1,A1 PIV 13 x1x2x3 + x2
1 + ω1x1 + ω2(x2 + x3) + ω2(1 + ω1 − ω2)

A1,A1,A1 PJM
II 9 x1x2x3 − x1 + ω2x2 − x3 − ω2 + 1

−,A1,A2 PFN
II 8 x1x2x3 + x2

1 + ω1x1 − x2 + 1

A1,A1,A2 PI 5 x1x2x3 − x1 − x2 + 1

−,A2,A2 - 4 x1x2x3 + x2
1 + ω1x1 + 1

−,A1,A3 - 4 x1x2x3 + x2
1 − x1 − x2

A1,A1,A3 - 2 x1x2x3 − x1 − x2

A1,A2,A2 - 2 x1x2x3 − x1 + 1

−,A1,A4 - 1 x1x2x3 + x2
1 − x2

A2,A2,A2 - 0 x1x2x3 + 1

Table 5.1. Table of smooth embedded affine cubic surfaces, with
a triangle of lines at infinity, listed according to the types of sin-
gularities (in their canonical projective completions) at the three
intersection points of lines at infinity. In the first column the types
of singularities respectively at [0 : 1 : 0 : 0], [0 : 0 : 1 : 0],
[0 : 0 : 0 : 1], where the symbol ’−’ stands for a regular point.
In the second column, the corresponding Painlevé equation(s), in
the third column the number of affine lines and in the fourth
column normal forms for the cubics. All the ω’s are considered
generic and in the second row, the rational function R is given by

R = 1 + ω2
3 −

ω3(ω2+ω1ω3)(ω1+ω2ω3)
(ω2

3−1)2
.

It has A1 singularities at [0 : 1 : 0 : 0] and [0 : 0 : 1 : 0], an A2 singularity at
[0 : 0 : 0 : 1], and no further singularities in its projective completion. Apart from
the three lines at infinity, there are five further lines. By scaling

x1 7→ −ω1

ω4
x1, x2 7→ −ω2

ω4
x2, x3 7→ ω1ω2

ω4
x3,

we may normalise the cubic such that −ω1 = −ω2 = ω4 = 1. This is the decorated
character variety of PI.

Example 5.5 (−,−, A2). By (5.5), the general form of the cubic surface is

x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω4 = 0, ω4 ̸= 0.

It has an A2 singularity at [0 : 0 : 0 : 1], and no further singularities in its projective
completion, unless

(ω2
1 − 4 ω2

4)(ω
2
2 − 4 ω2

4) = 0.

Apart from the three lines at infinity, there are generically 12 further lines. By
scaling x1,2 7→ u x1,2, where u is a root of u2 − 4ω1 + ω4 = 0, we may normalise
the surface such that ω4 = ω1 − 1, leading to the two-parameter family of cubic
surfaces given in Table 5.1. This is the decorated character variety of PD6

III .

Example 5.6 (−, A1, A1). By (5.5), the general form of the cubic surface is

x1x2x3 + x2
1 + ω1x1 + ω2x2 + ω3x3 + ω4 = 0, ω2, ω3, ω4 ̸= 0.
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It has A1 singularities at [0 : 0 : 1 : 0] and [0 : 0 : 0 : 1], and no further singularities
in its projective completion, unless

18 ω1ω2ω3ω4 + 27 ω2
2ω

2
3 − ω2

1ω
2
4 + 4 ω3

4 − 4 ω3
1ω2ω3 = 0.

Apart from the three lines at infinity, there are generically 13 further lines. By
scaling, we can ensure that ω2 = ω3 and ω4 = ω2(1 + ω1 − ω2), leading to the
two-parameter family of cubic surfaces given in Table 5.1. This is the decorated
character variety of PIV.

5.2. Constructing Segre surfaces. In Section 3.2.2, we showed how to blow
down one of the lines at infinity of the cubic surface for PVI, leading to an associated
affine Segre surface. In this section, we consider this construction for general affine
cubic surfaces with a triangle of lines at infinity.

Let us return to the general affine cubic surface X ⊆ C3, with a triangle of lines
at infinity, in normal form (5.1). For simplicity, let us further assume that X has
no finite singularities.

We focus on the construction of an affine Segre surface which, in the regular case,
comes from a blow-down of the line L∞

1 at infinity. Correspondingly introducing
the variables

y1 = x1, y2 = x2, y3 = x3, y4 = x2x3,

we obtain an affine Segre surface Y ⊆ C4, given by

y2y3 − y4 = 0, (5.6)

y1y4 + ϵ1y
2
1 + ϵ2y

2
2 + ϵ3y

2
3 + ω1y1 + ω2y2 + ω3y3 + ω4 = 0. (5.7)

The polynomial mapping
π : X → Y, x 7→ y,

is an isomorphism between the affine varieties X and Y. Using homogeneous coor-
dinates

[Y0 : Y1 : Y2 : Y3 : Y4] = [1 : y1 : y2 : y3 : y4], (5.8)

we define the canonical projective completion Y ⊆ P4 of Y, by the homogeneous
equations,

Y2Y3 − Y4Y0 = 0,

Y1Y4 + ϵ1Y
2
1 + ϵ2Y

2
2 + ϵ3Y

2
3 + (ω1Y1 + ω2Y2 + ω3Y3)Y0 + ω4Y

2
0 = 0.

(5.9)

The curve at infinity, Y \ Y, is described by

Y1Y4 + ϵ1Y
2
1 + ϵ2Y

2
2 + ϵ3Y

2
3 = 0, Y2Y3 = 0, Y0 = 0.

This quartic curve factorises into two quadratic curves,

C∞
2 : Y1Y4 + ϵ1Y

2
1 + ϵ3Y

2
3 = 0, Y2 = 0, Y0 = 0,

and
C∞

3 : Y1Y4 + ϵ1Y
2
1 + ϵ2Y

2
2 = 0, Y3 = 0, Y0 = 0,

which meet in two points,

[0 : 1 : 0 : 0 : −ϵ1], q∞1 := [0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 1].

The mapping π extends to a regular bi-rational mapping

π : X → Y, (5.10)

which is described on the three lines at infinity by

L∞
1 : π([0 : 0 : X2 : X3]) = [0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 1],

L∞
2 : π([0 : X1 : 0 : X3]) = [0 : X2

1 : 0 : X1X3 : −(ϵ1X
2
1 + ϵ3X

2
3 )],

L∞
3 : π([0 : X1 : X2 : 0]) = [0 : X2

1 : X1X2 : 0 : −(ϵ1X
2
1 + ϵ2X

2
2 )],
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see equations (5.4). In particular, π(L∞
1 ) = {q∞1 } and π(L∞

k ) ⊆ C∞
k for k = 2, 3.

Let us introduce some notation for the corner points of the triangle at infinity of
the cubic,

p∞12 = [0 : 0 : 0 : 1],

p∞13 = [0 : 0 : 1 : 0],

p∞23 = [0 : 1 : 0 : 0],

so that p∞jk is the intersection point of L∞
j and L∞

k for appropriate indices j, k, see
Figure 5.1. Then π maps these corner points respectively to the following points
on Y,

q∞12 = [0 : 0 : 0 : 1− ϵ3 : ϵ3],

q∞13 = [0 : 0 : 1− ϵ2 : 0 : ϵ2],

q∞23 = [0 : 1 : 0 : 0 : −ϵ1].

p∞23

p∞12p∞13 L∞
1

L∞
2L∞

3

Figure 5.1. Notation for lines and intersection points in triangle
at infinity of the embedded affine cubic X .

If ϵ2 = ϵ3 = 1, then both C∞
2 and C∞

3 are irreducible conics, π(L∞
k ) = C∞

k for

k = 2, 3, and π is the blow-up of the Segre surface Y at q∞1 , with exceptional divisor
L∞
1 .
If ϵ2 = 0, then C∞

3 is the product of two lines

C∞
3,a : Y4 + ϵ1Y1 = 0, Y3 = 0, Y0 = 0,

C∞
3,b : Y1 = 0, Y3 = 0, Y0 = 0,

which intersect at q∞13 = [0 : 0 : 1 : 0 : 0], and π(L∞
3 ) = C∞

3,a.
If ϵ3 = 0, then C∞

2 is the product of two lines

C∞
2,a : Y4 + ϵ1Y1 = 0, Y2 = 0, Y0 = 0,

C∞
2,b : Y1 = 0, Y2 = 0, Y0 = 0,

which intersect at q∞12 = [0 : 0 : 0 : 1 : 0], and π(L∞
2 ) = C∞

2,a.
We conclude that the quartic curve at infinity, is either the product of two

irreducible conics, or the product of an irreducible conic and two lines, or the
product of four lines. In Figure 5.2, the different cases are displayed.

Next, we consider singularities on Y. By assumption, X is smooth, so Y is
smooth and thus singularities can only exist on the curve at infinity. The Jacobian
of (5.9) with respect to Y , at Y0 = 0, is given by

JY |Y0=0 =

[
Y4 0 Y3 Y2 0

ω1Y1 + ω2Y2 + ω3Y3 Y4 + 2ϵ1Y1 2ϵ2Y2 2ϵ3Y3 Y1

]
.



SEGRE SURFACES AND GEOMETRY OF THE PAINLEVÉ EQUATIONS 53

A point Y at infinity is a singularity of Y if and only if this Jacobian has rank less
than two. It follows from this, that Y can only have singularities at the intersection
points of irreducible components of the curve at infinity. Note, furthermore, that
q∞1 is always a regular point, and q∞23 ∈ Y is a singular point if and only if p∞23 ∈ X
is a singular point in which case their types are the same.

Note that the Jacobian has rank less than two at q∞12 if and only if ϵ3 = ω3 = 0.
In such case, we can determine the singularity type of q∞12 analogous to how we
arrived at equation (5.5). We use local affine variables u defined through

[Y0 : Y1 : Y2 : Y3 : Y4] = [u1 : u2 : u1u3 : 1 : u3],

so that q∞12 corresponds to u = (0, 0, 0). The first equation in (5.9) is now trivially
satisfied, and the second equation becomes

f(u) := u2u3 + ϵ1u
2
2 + ϵ2u

2
1u

2
3 + ω1u1u2 + ω2u

2
1u3 + ω4u

2
1 = 0.

The remainder of the procedure is the same as how we obtained equation (5.5). We
apply a weighted scaling

uk = rjkvk (1 ≤ k ≤ 3),

where r is a free scalar, and we look for triples (j1, j2, j3) ∈ Q3
>0, such that a balance

of overall weight 1 occurs.
Putting (j1, j2, j3) = ( 12 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ), we have

f(u) = r(v2v3 + ϵ1v
2
2 + ω1v1v2 + ω4v

2
1) + o(r) (r → 0).

As long as ω4 ̸= 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v = (0, 0, 0),
and q∞12 is a singularity of type A1.

Next, suppose that also ω4 = 0. Then we apply the locally invertible polynomial
mapping u3 7→ u3 − ω1u1 and take weights (j1, j2, j3) = ( 13 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ), to obtain

f(u1, u2, u3 − ω1u1) = r(v2v3 + ϵ1v
2
2 − ω1ω2v

3
1) + o(r) (r → 0).

As long as ω1ω2 ̸= 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v =
(0, 0, 0), and q∞12 is a singularity of type A2.

Next, suppose that also ω1ω2 = 0. Without loss of generality, we consider the
case ω1 = 0. Taking (j1, j2, j3) = ( 14 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ), gives the balance

f(u) = r(v2v3 + ϵ1v
2
2 + ω2v

2
1v3) + o(r) (r → 0).

Now, necessarily ϵ1 = 1 since else the Segre surface is reducible. Therefore, as long
as ω2 ̸= 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v = (0, 0, 0), and q∞12
is a singularity of type A3. Similarly, if ω2 = 0 but ω1 ̸= 0, then q∞12 is a singularity
of type A3.

All in all,

type(q∞12) =



− if ϵ3 = 1,

− if ϵ3 = 0, ω3 ̸= 0,

A1 if ϵ3 = 0, ω3 = 0, ω4 ̸= 0,

A2 if ϵ3 = 0, ω3 = 0, ω4 = 0, ω1ω2 ̸= 0,

A3 if ϵ3 = 0, ω3 = 0, ω4 = 0, ω1ω2 = 0, ω1 + ω2 ̸= 0,

and in the final case when ωk = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4, the singularity is non-isolated and
our running assumption that X is smooth is violated. Comparing with (5.5), we
see that q∞12 ∈ Y is an Aj−1 singularity when p∞12 ∈ X is an Aj singularity, for

1 ≤ j ≤ 4, where A0 := −. Analogously, q∞13 ∈ Y is an Ai−1 singularity when
p∞13 ∈ X is an Ai singularity, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. The correspondence between singularities
on the triangle at infinity of the cubic and singularities on the quartic curve at
infinity of the Segre surface are summarised in Figure 5.2.
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Finally, we discuss the relationship between affine lines on the cubic and affine
lines on the Segre surface, in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Let L be any line on the cubic surface X , not at infinity. If L inter-
sects only with the line L∞

1 at infinity, then π maps L to a conic in Y. Otherwise,
π maps L to a line in Y. All the lines in the Segre surface Y, not at infinity, arise
in this way.

Proof. Take any line L in the cubic surface X , not at infinity. Suppose that this
line intersects only L∞

1 at infinity. Then its affine part admits a parametrisation

x = t a+ b (t ∈ C), (5.11)

for some a, b ∈ C3, with a1 = 0 and a2, a3 ̸= 0. Therefore

π(L) = {[t20 : b1t
2
0 : a2t1t0+b2t

2
0 : a3t1t0+b3t

2
0 : (a2t1+b2t0)(a3t1+b3t0)] : [t0 : t1] ∈ P1},

is a conic.
Otherwise, the affine part of the line admits a parametrisation (5.11), with either

a2 = 0 or a3 = 0, and the image under π is thus a line, since y4 = y2y3 will be
affine linear in t.

Conversely, take any line L in the Segre surface Y, not at infinity. The affine
part of the line admits a parametrisation of the form

y = a t+ b,

for some a, b ∈ C4, with at least one ak ̸= 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, since y4 = y2y3. It follows
that

π−1(L) = {[a1t1 + b1t0 : a2t1 + b2t0 : a3t1 + b3t0] : [t0 : t1] ∈ P1},
is a line. In particular L is the image under π of a line in X and the lemma
follows. □

p∞23

p∞12p∞13 L∞
1

L∞
2L∞

3

−

Ak

−

q∞23

q∞1

C∞
2C∞

3

Ak

−

(a) ϵ2 = ϵ3 = 1

p∞23

p∞12p∞13 L∞
1

L∞
2L∞

3

−

Ak

Ai

q∞23

q∞1

q∞13 C∞
2

C∞
3,a

C∞
3,b

Ai−1

Ak

−

(b) ϵ2 = 0, ϵ3 = 1
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p∞23

p∞12p∞13 L∞
1

L∞
2L∞

3

Aj

Ak

−

q∞23

q∞1

q∞12

C∞
2,a

C∞
2,b

C∞
3

Ak

−

Aj−1

(c) ϵ2 = 1, ϵ3 = 0

p∞23

p∞12p∞13 L∞
1

L∞
2L∞

3

Aj

Ak

Ai

q∞23

q∞1

q∞13 q∞12

C∞
2,a

C∞
2,b

C∞
3,a

C∞
3,b

Ak

−

Ai−1 Aj−1

(d) ϵ2 = ϵ3 = 0

Figure 5.2. The configurations of lines and singularities on the
curves at infinity of the embedded affine cubic surface X and em-
bedded affine Segre surface Y, for different choices of ϵ2, ϵ3 ∈ {0, 1}.
Here the singularity type at each intersection point is depicted
in purple, with corresponding indices satisfying 0 ≤ k ≤ 4,
1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4, and A0 := −. The admissable values of (i, j, k)
can be read off Table 5.1.

Remark 5.8. The classical Cayley–Salmon theorem [6, 44] states that any smooth
cubic surface in P3 contains precisely 27 lines. Furthermore, it is well-known that
any line in a smooth cubic surface intersects with precisely 10 others. Therefore,
setting ϵ1,2,3 = 1, it follows from the above lemma that the smooth Segre surface Y
contains precisely 27− 10− 1 = 16 lines, as expected. This is also consistent with
the line counting on the blow-up model in Remark 2.7.

Starting with any embedded affine cubic X given by the normal form (5.1),
we can carry out the above construction with respect to any of the three lines at
infinity, leading, in general, to three inequivalent affine Segre surfaces. The results
of this for the cubic surfaces corresponding to Painlevé equations are given in Table
5.2.

In the following sections, we will discuss some examples of this. For this purpose,
and for general reference, we have provided Table 5.3 which details the possible
singularity configurations and number of lines on Segre surfaces. We remark that
the singularity configuration does not always determine the number of lines, and
vice versa. For example, as follows from the table, there exist Segre surfaces with
one singularity, of type A3, both with 5 lines and with 4 lines on them.
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Y singularities P-eqn L∞
1 L∞

2 L∞
3

−,−,− PVI − (16, 0) − (16, 0) − (16, 0)

−,−,A1 PV − (14, 2) − (14, 2) A1 (12, 0)

−,−,A2 PD6

III , P
deg
V A1 (10, 2) A1 (10, 2) A2 (8, 0)

−,−,A3 PD7

III A2 (6, 2) A2 (6, 2) A3 (5, 0)

−,−,A4 PD8

III A3 (3, 2) A3 (2, 2) A4 (3, 0)

−,A1,A1 PIV − (12, 4) A1 (10, 2) A1 (10, 2)

A1,A1,A1 PJM
II A1 (8, 4) A1 (8, 4) A1 (8, 4)

−,A1,A2 PFN
II A1 (8, 4) 2A1 (7, 2) A2 (6, 2)

A1,A1,A2 PI 2A1 (5, 4) 2A1 (5, 4) A2 (4, 4)

Table 5.2. Table summarising geometric data of embedded affine
Segre surfaces obtained by applying the construction in Section 5.2
with respect to any of the three lines at infinity, for each of the
Painlevé cubic surfaces, for generic parameter values. The rows
represent the different Painlevé cubic surfaces and, in the three
columns on the right, the line at infinity used in the construction
is specified. Each entry takes the form ‘S, (m,n)’, with S listing
the singularities at infinity on the Segre surface, m the number of
affine lines and n the number of lines at infinity.

− A1 A2 A3 A3 A4

16 12 8 5 4 3

2A1 2A1 A1 +A2 A1 +A3 3A1 2A1 +A2

9 8 6 3 6 4

2A1 +A3 4A1 D4 D5

2 4 2 1

Table 5.3. Possible singularity configurations and number of lines
on Segre surfaces in CP4, taken from Dolgachev [13, Table 8.6]. In
each of the three blocks, the first row gives the singularities and
the second row the number lines.

5.3. Affine cubic and Segre surfaces associated with PII. In this section,
we study the two affine cubic surfaces associated with PII and corresponding Segre
surfaces. In particular, we are going to use the construction in the last section to
derive an explicit isomorphism between the two affine cubics. In particular, this
shows that the Z-Segre for PJM

II is also a natural Z-Segre for PFN
II .

Consider the general PJM
II cubic

x1x2x3 − x1 + ω2x2 − x3 − ω2 + 1 = 0. (5.12)

It is smooth unless ω2 = −1 and reduces to the character variety of PI as ω2 → 0.
For generic ω2, the embedded cubic contains 9 affine lines, explicitly given by

LJM
1 = {x1 + ω2 = 0, x3 = 1} LJM

6 = {x1 − 1 = 0, x2 = 1},
LJM
2 = {x3 + ω2 = 0, x1 = 1}, LJM

7 = {x3 − 1 = 0, x2 = 1},
LJM
3 = {x1 + ω2 = 0, x2 = −ω−1

2 }, LJM
8 = {x1 = 0, x3 − ω2x2 = 1− ω2},

LJM
4 = {x3 + ω2 = 0, x2 = −ω−1

2 }, LJM
9 = {x3 = 0, x1 − ω2x2 = 1− ω2},
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LJM
5 = {x2 = 0, x1 + x3 = 1− ω2}.

We follow the construction in the previous section with respect to the line L∞
3

at infinity and introduce variables

y1 = x1, y2 = x2, y3 = x3, y4 = x1x2,

to obtain the corresponding affine Segre surface YJM ⊆ C4, defined by

y1y2 − y4 = 0, (5.13a)

y3y4 − y1 + ω2y2 − y3 − ω2 + 1 = 0. (5.13b)

We obtain the canonical projective completion YJM ⊆ P4 through homogeneous
coordinates (5.8), and the curve at infinity is given by

Y0 = 0, Y1Y2 = 0, Y3Y4 = 0.

This curve is the product of four lines, intersecting in four points, forming a rec-
tangle, as in Figure 5.2d. The four intersection points are given by

pJMk : Yk = 1, Yj = 0 (0 ≤ j ≤ 4, j ̸= k),

where 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. The point pJM3 is an A1 singularity and the other three are

regular points in YJM
. Note, furthermore, that x → y maps LJM

k , 1 ≤ k ≤ 8 to

affine lines on YJM, but LJM
9 is mapped to a conic. Thus YJM

is a Segre surface
with one A1 singularity and 12 lines, four of which lie at infinity, as indicated in
the corresponding entry of Table 5.2.

Now, recall the affine Segre surface (4.6) of PJM
II obtained by confluence in Section

4.2.4. It is affinely equivalent to YJM under

z1 =
ω2(y4 − 1)

1 + ω2
, z4 = 1,

z2 = −1− y3
ω2

, z5 =
y1 − 1

1 + ω2
,

z3 =
1− y1 + ω2y2 − ω2y4

1 + ω2
, z6 = −1 + ω2y2

1 + ω2
,

with parameter values in (4.6) given by ρ4 = λ1 = 1 and λ2 = 1 + ω2.

Next, we turn our attention to the embedded affine cubic surface of PFN
II , defined

by
x̃1x̃2x̃3 + x̃2

1 + ω1x̃1 − x̃2 + 1 = 0. (5.14)

It is smooth unless ω2
1 = 4. It will be helpful to write ω1 = −(υ0 + υ−1

0 ), so that
the 8 affine lines on the cubic admit a simple description,

LFN
1 = {x̃1 = υ0, x̃3 = υ−1

0 }, LFN
5 = {x2 = 1, x̃1 + x̃3 = υ0 + υ−1

0 },
LFN
2 = {x̃3 = υ0, x̃1 = υ−1

0 }, LFN
6 = {x̃1 = υ−1

0 , x̃2 = 0},
LFN
3 = {x̃1 = υ0, x̃2 = 0}, LFN

7 = {υ0x̃1 + x̃2 = 1, x̃3 = υ−1
0 },

LFN
4 = {x̃3 = υ0, x̃1 + υ0x̃2 = υ0}, LFN

8 = {x̃1 = 0, x̃2 = 1}.
Next, we consider the construction Section 3.2.2 with respect to the line L∞

1 at
infinity, so that the resulting affine Segre surface has only an A1 singularity in its

canonical projective completion, like YJM
. So, we introduce the variables

ỹ1 = x̃1, ỹ2 = x̃2, ỹ3 = x̃3, ỹ4 = x̃2x̃3,

to obtain the affine Segre surface YFN ⊆ C4 defined by

ỹ2ỹ3 − ỹ4 = 0,

ỹ1ỹ4 + ỹ21 + ω1ỹ1 − ỹ2 + 1 = 0.
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Its canonical projective completion YFN ⊆ P4 through homogeneous coordinates

Ỹ , see equation (5.8), and the curve at infinity is given by

Ỹ0 = 0, Ỹ2Ỹ3 = 0, Ỹ1(Ỹ1 + Ỹ4) = 0.

This curve is also the product of four lines, intersecting in four points, forming a
rectangle, as in Figure 5.2d. The four intersection points are given by

pFN1 = [0 : 1 : 0 : 0 : −1],

pFN2 = [0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 1],

pFN3 = [0 : 0 : 0 : 1 : 0],

pFN4 = [0 : 0 : 1 : 0 : 0],

where 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. The point pFN3 is an A1 singularity and the other three are regular

points in YFN
. Note, furthermore, that x → y maps each of the affine lines LFN

k ,
1 ≤ k ≤ 8, to an affine line on YFN.

Since YJM and YFN are both smooth affine Segre surfaces with a ‘rectangle of
lines’ at infinity in their canonical projective completions, with one A1 singularity,
it is natural to ask whether they might be affinely equivalent. We thus look for an
A ∈ GL5(C), such that the mapping

P4 → P4, Y 7→ Ỹ = AY,

maps YJM onto YFN. We require that the curves at infinity are mapped to one
another, and to this end we impose that the intersection point pJMk is mapped to
pFNk , 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. As a result, A takes the form

A =


a11 0 0 0 0

a21 a22 0 0 0

a31 0 0 0 a35

a41 0 0 a44 0

a51 −a22 a53 0 0

 .

where we may scale A such that a11 = 1. By direct substitution of

ỹ = A · (1, y1, y2, y3, y4)T , (5.15)

into the equations defining YFN, and simplification modulo the equations defin-
ing YJM, we obtain an overdetermined linear system, from which the remaining
coefficients of A are determined,

A =


1 0 0 0 0

0 1−ω2

ω1ω2
0 0 0

1 0 0 0 −1

0 0 0 1−ω2

ω1ω2
0

−ω1
ω2−1
ω1ω2

1−ω2

ω1
0 0

 ,

as well as a remaining necessary and sufficient condition relating ω1 and ω2, namely

ω2
1 + 2 = ω2 + ω−1

2 . (5.16)

In other words, when (5.16) holds, then (5.15) defines an affine transformation
that induces an isomorphism from YJM to YFN. As a consequence, we obtain the
following result.
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Proposition 5.9. The affine cubic surface of PJM
II , defined by equation (5.12), and

the affine cubic surface of PFN
II , defined by equation (5.14), are isomorphic when

their parameters are related by (5.16). Using the rational parametrisation

ω1 = −(υ0 + υ−1
0 ), ω2 = −υ2

0 , υ0 ∈ C∗,

an explicit isomorphism is given by

x̃1 = υ−1
0 x1, x̃2 = 1− x1x2, x̃3 = υ−1

0 x3,

with inverse

x1 = υ0x̃1, x2 = 1 + υ−2
0 − υ−1

0 (x̃1 + x̃2x̃3), x3 = υ0x̃3.

Proof. From equation (5.15), we obtain the affine transformation

ỹ1 = υ−1
0 y1, ỹ2 = 1− y4, ỹ3 = υ−1

0 y3, ỹ4 = υ0 + υ−1
0 − υ−1

0 y1 − υ0y2,

which induces an isomorphism from YJM to YFN. Now, note that the mapping
x 7→ y from the affine cubic of YJM to YJM is an isomorphism of affine varieties,
and similarly x̃ 7→ ỹ is from the affine cubic of YFN to YFN is an isomorphism. Com-
posing the three isomorphisms, x 7→ y, y 7→ ỹ and ỹ 7→ x̃, yields the isomorphism
between the affine cubic surfaces of YJM and YFN in the proposition. □

Remark 5.10. The isomorphism in Proposition 5.9 maps the line LFN
k to LJM

k ,
1 ≤ k ≤ 8. Furthermore, the inverse image of the remaining affine line, LJM

9 , is a
conic in YFN.

Remark 5.11. We note that a bi-rational mapping between the cubic surfaces
of PFN

II and PJM
II was given in [9, Remark 2.1]. That mapping is singular along

x2x3 = 0 and does not provide a global isomorphism as in Proposition 5.9.

We further obtain an affine equivalence between the Z–Segre listed in Table 1.1,
with parameter value λ2 = 1−υ2

0 , and the Segre surface YFN with ω1 = −(υ0+υ−1
0 ),

given by

z1 =
υ2
0 ỹ2

1− υ2
0

, z4 = 1,

z2 =
ỹ3
υ0

− 1, z5 =
υ0ỹ1 − 1

1− υ2
0

,

z3 =
υ0(ỹ4 − υ0ỹ2)

1− υ2
0

, z6 =
υ0(υ0 − ỹ1 − ỹ4)

1− υ2
0

.

5.4. Cubic and Segre surfaces associated with PI. Consider the general em-
bedded affine cubic for PI given by

x1x2x3 − x1 − x2 + 1 = 0.

It is smooth and contains 5 affine lines, given by

LI
1 = {x1 = 0, x2 = 1} LI

4 = {x2 = 1, x3 = 1},
LI
2 = {x1 = 1, x2 = 0}, LI

5 = {x3 = 0, x1 + x2 = 1},
LI
3 = {x1 = 1, x3 = 1}.

We follow the construction in the Section 5.2 with respect to the line L∞
3 at

infinity and introduce variables

y1 = x1, y2 = x2, y3 = x3, y4 = x1x2,

to obtain the corresponding affine Segre surface YI ⊆ C4, defined by

y1y2 − y4 = 0,

y3y4 − y1 − y2 + 1 = 0.
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We obtain the canonical projective completion YI ⊆ P4 through homogeneous
coordinates (5.8), and the curve at infinity is given by

Y0 = 0, Y1Y2 = 0, Y3Y4 = 0.

This curve is the product of four lines, intersecting in four points, forming a rec-
tangle, as in Figure 5.2d. The four intersection points are given by

pIk : Yk = 1, Yj = 0 (0 ≤ j ≤ 4, j ̸= k),

where 1 ≤ k ≤ 4. The point pI3 is an A2 singularity and the other three are regular

points in YI
. Note, furthermore, that x → y maps LI

k, 1 ≤ k ≤ 4 to affine lines on

YI, but LI
5 is mapped to a conic. Thus YI

is a Segre surface with one A2 singularity
and 8 lines, four of which lie at infinity, as indicated in the corresponding entry of
Table 5.2. Setting

z1 = −y4, z4 = 1,

z2 = y3 − 1, z5 = y1 − 1,

z3 = 1− y1 − y2 + y4, z6 = y2 − 1,

and vice-versa

y1 = z5 + 1, y2 = z6 + 1, y3 = z2 + 1, y4 = −z1,

we obtain that YI is isomorphic to the following Z–Segre:

z1 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0 (5.17a)

z4 − 1 = 0 (5.17b)

z3z4 − z1z2 = 0 (5.17c)

z3z4 − z5z6 = 0. (5.17d)

5.5. Cubic and Segre surfaces associated with P
(deg)
V . Looking at Table 4.1,

we see that the PD6

III and the P
(deg)
V coincide, even though the parameters υi and νj

in the two cases don’t. Denoting the PD6

III variables and parameters with the index
III and the ones of P

(deg)
V with an index Vd is easy to see that setting

xVd
1 =

xIII
1√

υIII
0 υIII

∞
, xVd

2 =
xIII
2√

υIII
0 υIII

∞
, xVd

3 = xIII
3 ,

υVd
0 =

√
υIII
0 υIII

∞ , υVd
t =

√
υIII
∞

υIII
0

we map the P
(deg)
V cubic to the PD6

III one. This shows that the two Z–Segre surfaces
coincide.

We can also produce the Pdeg
V by blowing down the Pdeg

V cubic

x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 + ω1x1 + ω2x2,

at the line X0 = X3 = 0. By an linear affine transformation (see mathematica file),
this leads to

z1 + z3 + z4 + z5 + z6 = 0 (5.18a)

ρ3z3 + z4 + ρ5z5 + ρ6z6 = 0 (5.18b)

z3z4 − z1z2 = 0 (5.18c)

z3z4 − z5z6 = 0, (5.18d)

where ρ6 = ρ3

ρ5
. The family (5.18) only depends on two independent parameters.
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5.6. Cubic and Segre surfaces associated with PD7

III. The affine cubic surface

associated with PD7

III is defined by

x1x2x3 + x2
1 + x2

2 + ω1x1 − x2 = 0,

with ω1 ∈ C∗. It is smooth for any value of ω1 and reduces to the cubic surface for
PD8

III as ω1 → 0.
The embedded surface contains 7 affine lines, given by

L1 = {x1 = 0, x2 = 0}, L5 = {x3 + ω1 + ω−1
1 = 0, ω1x1 − x2 = 0},

L2 = {x1 = 0, x2 = 1}, L6 = {x3 + ω1 + ω−1
1 = 0, x1 − ω1x2 + ω1 = 0},

L3 = {x1 + ω1 = 0, x2 = 0}, L7 = {x1 + ω1 = 0, 1− x2 + ω1x3 = 0},
L4 = {x2 = 1, x1 + x3 + ω1 = 0},

and three lines at infinity.
We follow the construction in Section 5.2 with respect to the line L∞

1 at infinity
and introduce variables

y1 = x1, y2 = x2, y3 = x3, y4 = x2x3,

to obtain the corresponding affine Segre surface Y ⊆ C4, defined by

y2y3 − y4 = 0,

y1y4 + y21 + y22 + ω1y1 − y2 = 0.

We obtain the canonical projective completion Y ⊆ P4 through homogeneous
coordinates (5.8), and the curve at infinity is given by

Y0 = 0, Y2Y3 = 0, Y1(Y1 + Y4) = 0.

This curve is the product of two lines and a conic, intersecting in three points, see
Figure 5.2c. The point where the two lines at infinity intersect,

[Y0 : Y1 : Y2 : Y3 : Y4] = [0 : 0 : 0 : 1 : 0],

is an A2 singularity, and Y is smooth elsewhere.
Note, furthermore, that x → y maps the lines Lk, 1 ≤ k ≤ 6 to affine lines on

Y, but L7 is mapped to a conic. Thus Y is a Segre surface with one A2 singularity
and 8 lines, two of which lie at infinity, as indicated in the corresponding entry of
Table 5.2. Setting

z1 = ω−1
1 y1 + y2 + ω−1

1 y4, z4 = 1− y2,

z2 = −1− ω−1
1 y1 + y2, z5 = ω−2

1 y2,

z3 = −((1 + ω−2
1 )y2 + ω−1

1 y4), z6 = −1 + (1 + ω2
1)(y2 − 1)− ω1y3 + ω1y4,

we obtain the corresponding Z–Segre surface

z1 + z2 + z3 + z4 + z5 = 0,

z4 + ω2
1z5 − 1 = 0,

z3z4 − z1z2 = 0,

z3z4 − z5z6 = 0.

This is the entry in Table 1.1 for PD7

III with ρ5 = ω2
1 .
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6. Poisson structure

Any algebraic variety defined as zero set of n − 2 polynomials in n variables is
endowed by a natural Poisson bracket that was introduced by Nambu [33].

In this section, we study the Poisson brackets on the family of Segre surfaces Zq.
In the case of the Painlevé differential equations, for each equation, there are three
surfaces: namely the monodromy manifold, its blow down to the Y–Segres and the
isomorphic Z–Segre. Here, we show that this blow down and isomorphism are in
fact Poisson maps.

6.1. qPVI. For the Segre surface Zq the Nambu Poisson bracket is defined by the
following formula

{f, g}Z :=
df ∧ dg ∧ dh1 ∧ dh2 ∧ dh3 ∧ dh4

dz1 ∧ dz2 ∧ dz3 ∧ dz4 ∧ dz5 ∧ dz6
. (6.1)

Applying this formula to h1, h3, h4 defined by (2.2), and h′′
2 defined in (2.3) in (6.1),

we obtain the following:

{z1, z2}Z =λ2(z3(z5(−ρ3 + ρ5) + z6(ρ3 − ρ6)) + z4(z5 − z5ρ5 + z6(−1 + ρ6))),
(6.2)

{z1, z3}Z =z3λ2(z5(ρ2 − ρ5)− z6(ρ2 − ρ6)) + z1λ1(z5λ2(1− ρ5)− z6λ2(1− ρ6)+

+ z3(ρ6 − ρ5)),

{z1, z4}Z =z1λ1λ2(z5(ρ5 − ρ3)− z6(ρ6 − ρ3)) + z4(z5λ2(ρ5 − ρ2) + z6λ2(ρ2 − ρ6)+

+ z1λ1(ρ5 − ρ6)),

{z1, z5}Z =z5λ2(z4(ρ2 − 1) + z3(ρ3 − ρ2)) + z1λ1(z5λ2(ρ3 − 1) + z3(ρ3 − ρ6)+

z4(ρ6 − 1)),

{z1, z6}Z =z6λ2(z4 − z4ρ2 + z3(ρ2 − ρ3)) + z1λ1(z4 + z6λ2 − z3ρ3 − z6λ2ρ3+

z3ρ5 − z4ρ5),

{z2, z3}Z =z3λ2(z5ρ5 − z6ρ6) + z2λ1(z6λ2 + z5λ2(ρ5 − 1) + z3ρ5 − z3ρ6 − z6λ2ρ6),

{z2, z4}Z =z4λ2(z6ρ6 − z5ρ5) + z2λ1(z5λ2(ρ3 − ρ5) + z6λ2(ρ6 − ρ3) + z4(ρ6 − ρ5)),

{z2, z5}Z =z5λ2(z4 − z3ρ3) + z2λ1(z4 + z5λ2 − z3ρ3 − z5λ2ρ3 + z3ρ6 − z4ρ6),

{z2, z6}Z =z6λ2(z3ρ3 − z4) + z2λ1(z6λ2(ρ3 − 1) + z3(ρ3 − ρ5) + z4(ρ5 − 1)),

{z3, z4}Z =λ1λ2(z2z5(−ρ2 + ρ5) + z2z6(ρ2 − ρ6) + z1(z6ρ6 − z5ρ5)),

{z3, z5}Z =z3z5λ2ρ2 + z2λ1(z5λ2(ρ2 − 1) + z3(ρ2 − ρ6)) + z1λ1(z5λ2 + z3ρ6),

{z3, z6}Z =− z3z6λ2ρ2 − z1λ1(z6λ2 + z3ρ5) + z2λ1(z6λ2 − z3ρ2 − z6λ2ρ2 + z3ρ5),

{z4, z5}Z =z4z6λ2ρ2 + z1z6λ1λ2ρ3 + z2λ1(z6λ2(ρ2 − ρ3) + z4(ρ2 − ρ5)) + z1z4λ1ρ5,

{z5, z6}Z =λ1(z2(z4 − z4ρ2 + z3(ρ2 − ρ3)) + z1(−z4 + z3ρ3)),

By construction, this bracket defines a Poisson bracket (namely it satisfies the
Jacobi identity [46]) on C[z1, . . . , z6] and the functions h1, h

′′
2 , h3, h4 are central

elements. This means that it can be restricted to the Segre surface

Zq = Spec (C[z1, . . . , z6]/⟨h1, h
′′
2 , h3, h4⟩) .

Lemma 6.1. The central elements of the Poisson bracket (6.2) are algebraically
dependent on h1, . . . , h4.

Proof. The proof of this statement can be extracted from Section 3 of [37]. In
our case the proof can also be done directly by observing that thanks to the proof
of Proposition 2.4, the Jacobian matrix of h1, . . . , h4 has maximal rank 4. Then
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because any f is central element must satisfy{f, zi}Z = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , 6, it is
easy to prove that

∂f

∂zj
=

4∑
i=1

αi
∂hi

∂zj
, j = 1, 2, . . . , 6,

for some polynomials α1, . . . , α4 that are constant on the Segre surface. We conclude
that f must be a algebraically dependent on h1, . . . , h4. □

6.2. Poisson structure on the monodromy manifolds of the differential
equations and their blow down. In this subsection we prove the following

Lemma 6.2. For each Painlevé differential equation, the blow down of its mon-
odromy manifold X (d), defined as zero set of the polynomial ϕd) defined in (4.2), is
a Poisson map.

Proof. Observe that X (d) admits the natural Poisson bracket defined by:

{x1, x2}X =
∂ϕ(d)

∂x3
, {x2, x3}X =

∂ϕ(d)

∂x1
, {x3, x1}X =

∂ϕ(d)

∂x2
. (6.3)

Let us choose the following blow down:

Y(d) := {(y1, y2, y3, y4) ∈ C4|y4−y2y3, y1y4+

3∑
i=1

(ϵ
(d)
i i2+ω

(d)
i yi)+ ω

(d)
4 = 0}. (6.4)

Then, the Nambu Poisson bracket on the surface Y(d) is defined as follows

{f, g}Y =
df ∧ dg ∧ dΦ

(d)
1 ∧ dΨ1

dy1 ∧ dy2 ∧ dy3 ∧ dy4
.

Therefore, for i < j,

{yi, yj}Y =

[
0 −y3 −y2 1

y4 + 2ϵ
(d)
1 y1 + ω

(d)
1 2ϵ

(d)
2 y2 + ω

(d)
2 2ϵ

(d)
3 y3 + ω

(d)
3 y1

]
ij

, (6.5)

where [ ]ij denotes the determinant of the matrix obtained erasing the i-th and the
j-th columns. Using this formula, it is a straightforward computation to prove that

{yi, yj}Y = −{yi(x1, x2, x3), yj(x1, x2, x3)}X ,

hence proving that the blow down map is Poisson. □

6.2.1. Poisson bracket on the Z–Segre. In this subsection we prove the following

Proposition 6.3. For each Painlevé differential equation, the linear affine trans-
formation

Φ(d) : Y(d) → Z(d),

where d is an index that runs trough the list of the Painlevé equations, is Poisson
with Poisson inverse.

Proof. We already know that for each Painlevé equation Φ(d) is invertible. We only
need to prove that Poisson relations are sent to Poisson relations. We start by
observing that the Poisson structure on the Segre Z1 is defined in the same way
as for the Zq, namely by (6.1). The properties of this bracket are the same for all



64 NALINI JOSHI, MARTA MAZZOCCO, AND PIETER ROFFELSEN

members of Table 1.1, so that we obtain a unified formula that by specializing the

parameters ϵ
(d)
i and ρ

(d)
i , λ

(d)
i gives the Poisson bracket on Z(d):

{z1, z2}Z = λ
(d)
2 z3

(
z5(ρ

(d)
5 − ρ

(d)
3 ) + z6(ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
3 − ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
6 )

)
+ λ

(d)
2 z4

(
z5(1− ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
5 ) + z6(ρ

(d)
6 − ϵ

(d)
6 )

)
,

{z1, z3}Z = z1λ
(d)
1

(
z5λ

(d)
2 (1− ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
5 ) + z3(ρ

(d)
6 − ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
5 )+

+ z6λ
(d)
2 (ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
6 − ϵ

(d)
6 )

)
+ z3ϵ

(d)
2 λ

(d)
2 (ρ

(d)
6 z6 − ρ

(d)
5 z5),

{z1, z4}Z = λ
(d)
1 z1

(
z5λ

(d)
2 (ρ

(d)
5 − ρ

(d)
3 ) + z4(ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
5 − ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
6 )

+z6λ
(d)
2 (ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
3 − ρ

(d)
6 )

)
+ z4λ

(d)
2 ϵ

(d)
2 (z5ρ

(d)
5 − z6ρ

(d)
6 ),

{z1, z5}Z = λ
(d)
1 z1

(
z5λ

(d)
2 (ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
3 − 1) + z3(ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
3 − ρ

(d)
6 ) + z4(ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
6 − ϵ

(d)
6 )

)
+ z5ϵ

(d)
2 λ

(d)
2 (z3ρ

(d)
3 − z4),

{z1, z6}Z = λ
(d)
1 z1

(
z6λ

(d)
2 (1− ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
3 ) + z3(ρ

(d)
5 − ρ

(d)
3 ) + z4(1− ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
5 )

)
+ z6ϵ

(d)
2 λ

(d)
2 (z4 − z3ρ

(d)
3 ),

{z2, z3}Z = λ
(d)
1 z2

(
z5λ

(d)
2 (ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
5 − 1) + z3(ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
5 − ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
6 )+

+ z6λ
(d)
2 (ϵ

(d)
6 − ρ

(d)
6 )

)
+ z3ϵ

(d)
1 λ

(d)
2 (z5ρ

(d)
5 − z6ρ

(d)
6 ),

{z2, z4}Z = λ
(d)
1 z2

(
z5λ

(d)
2 (ρ

(d)
3 − ρ

(d)
5 ) + z4(ρ

(d)
6 − ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
5 ) + z6λ

(d)
2 (ρ

(d)
6 − ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
3 )

)
+ z4ϵ

(d)
1 λ

(d)
2 (z6ρ

(d)
6 − z5ρ

(d)
5 ),

{z2, z5}Z = λ
(d)
1 z2

(
z5λ

(d)
2 (1− ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
3 ) + z4(ϵ

(d)
6 − ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
6 ) + z3(ρ

(d)
6 − ϵ

(d)
6 ρ

(d)
3 )

)
+ z5ϵ

(d)
1 λ

(d)
2 (z4 − z3ρ

(d)
3 ),

{z2, z6}Z = λ
(d)
1 z2

(
z6λ

(d)
2 (ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
3 − 1) + z3(ρ

(d)
3 − ρ

(d)
5 ) + z4(ϵ

(d)
4 ρ

(d)
5 − 1)

)
+ z6ϵ

(d)
1 λ

(d)
2 (z3ρ3 − z4),

{z3, z6}Z = λ
(d)
1 (z2ϵ

(d)
2 − z1ϵ

(d)
1 )(z6λ2 + z3ρ

(d)
5 ),

{z4, z5}Z = λ1(z2ϵ
(d)
2 − z1ϵ

(d)
1 )(z5λ

(d)
2 ρ

(d)
3 + z4ρ

(d)
6 ),

{z4, z6}Z = −λ1(z2ϵ
(d)
2 − z1ϵ

(d)
1 )(z6λ

(d)
2 ρ

(d)
3 + z4ρ

(d)
5 ),

{z5, z6}Z = λ
(d)
1 (z2ϵ

(d)
2 − z1ϵ

(d)
1 )(z4 − z3ρ

(d)
3 ).

(6.6)

Using these formulae, by direct comparison with (6.5), we obtain

{zi, zj}Z =
υ1υt(υ0 − 1)2(υ2

∞ − 1)

υ0υ∞(υ1 − 1)2(υ2
t − 1)

{zi(y1, . . . , y4), zj(y1, . . . , y4)}Y ,

hence proving that Φ(d) is Poisson. A similar computation can be done for the
inverse. □

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we showed that the monodromy manifold of qPVI gives rise to a
number of new results related to monodromy manifolds and symplectic geometry
of the differential Painlevé equations. First, the continuum limit gives rise to a
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Segre surface which is isomorphic to the Jimbo-Fricke cubic surface well known to
be the monodromy manifold of PVI. Second, we use confluence limits to obtain
Segre surfaces, called Z-Segre surfaces, that are isomorphic to the conventional
monodromy manifolds of each Painlevé equation. Blow-downs of the latter give rise
to other surfaces, which we call Y-Segre surfaces. We show that the Z-Segre surfaces
and Y-Segre surfaces are affinely equivalent and the linear affine transformation
between them is Poisson. It is interesting to note that the blow-down maps from
each Painlevé equation’s cubic monodromy manifold to the Z- and Y-Segre surfaces
are Poisson maps. An interesing open question is to ask whether Segre surfaces exist
as monodromy manifolds for all remaining equations in Sakai’s diagram.
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and its connection problem.” Nonlinearity. 23 (2010): 1585–1608.
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