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SEGRE SURFACES AND GEOMETRY OF THE PAINLEVE
EQUATIONS

NALINI JOSHI, MARTA MAZZOCCO, AND PIETER ROFFELSEN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider a six parameter family of affine Segre
surfaces embedded in C®. For generic values of the parameters, this family
is associated to the g-difference sixth Painlevé equation qPv1. 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
M1y, M6 € Cv)\la)\Z € (C*a by

21+ 204+ 234+ 24+ 25 + 26 =0,
121 + pozo + pszs + paza + pszs + peze — 1 =0,
Z324 — 212’2)\1 = 0,

(1.1)

Z52¢ — 2122)\2 =0.

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 7 which we will denote in this paper by Z,,
is associated with a difference equation known as the g¢-difference sixth Painlevé
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equation ¢Py [26]. The name is based on the continuum limit of this differ-
ence equation when it becomes the celebrated sixth differential Painlevé equation
Pyr (3:1).

Like Pvyi, ¢Pvy1 has been associated with conformal field theory and algebraic
geometry. The latter equation has also been related to the classical study of linear
g-difference equations, series expansions and connection problems; see [25], [31],
[38], [26] and references therein.

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

A large amount of work has been devoted to the differential Painlevé equations.
For (wy,ws,ws,wy) € C*, the monodromy manifold of Py is well-known to be given
by the Jimbo-Fricke family of affine cubic surfaces [16], [24] defined by

{xlxgxg + x% + x% + x% + w11 + wao + wyrs + wg =0, (1 2)

(71,2, 23) € C3.

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 (L.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 ¢Pv71 leads to Py, 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 CO for each Painlevé equation, from appropriately parametrized coordinates and
coefficients. They all have the same form:

€121 + €229 + 23 + €424 + 25 + €626 = 0 (1.3a)
p323 + 24 + pszs + peze —1 =0 (1.3b)
2324 — 21290 = 0 (1.3¢)
2324 — 25262 = 0, (1.3d)

with different choices of the parameters ¢; and p; according to the chosen Painlevé
equation. We call these surfaces Z—Segre surfaces. They are listed in Table

TABLE 1.1. Affine Segre surfaces for qPy; and all differential
Painlevé equations.

Painlevé

. Z-Segre surface
equation

21+ 20+ 23+ 24+ 25 +26 =0,

aPvr paz2 + p3z3 + 24 + pszs + peze = 1,
Z324 — )\12’12’2 = 0, zZ526 — )\22122 =0.

Zl+22+23+24+25+26:0,

Pvi p3z3 + 24+ pszs + peze — 1 =0,

A
Z324 — )\12122 = 0, Z526 — Z‘Zp; Z129 — 0.
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z1+z2+z3+za+ 25+ 26 =0,

PV Z4+p5Z5—1=0,

Z324 — )\12122 = 0, Z526 — /\22122 =0.

Z1+ 23+ 24+ 25 + 26 =0,
P%eg p3zs + 24+ pszs + 5226 — 1 =0,
Z324 — R1R2 = 0, Z526 — X122 = 0.

21+ 20+ 23+ 24+ 25 +26 =0,

PIV zZ4 — 1= 0,

2324 — )\12’12’2 = O, Z526 — /\22’12’2 =0.
21+ 20+ 23+ 24+ 25 =0,

P 24+ pszs — 1 =0,

Z324 — /\12122 = 07 25k — Z1%2 — 0.
21+ 29 + 23+ 24 + 25 :0,

Pl 24+ pszs —1 =0,
23R4 — Z122 = 07 Z526 — 2122 — 0.

21+ 20+ 23+ 24+ 25 + 26 :0,

piM PN 2y —1=0,

2324 — R122 = O, Z526 — )\22’12’2 =0.
23+ 24+ 25 + 26 = 0,

PI Z4 — 1= 0,

2324 — 2122 = 0, Z324 — 25k — 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 Z; of the Segre surface Z, 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 Pyy and the Segre surface Z,
are isomorphic as affine varieties, with parameters related by equations (3.4), ,

and (21).

In Remark [3:12] we show that this theorem answers certain questions asserted
in [40]. The proof of Theorem relies on two main ingredients. One is the
comparison of the asymptotic behaviours of solutions of Pyr and gPvyy as ¢ — 1.
The other is based on blow-downs of lines at infinity on the cubic surface.

Using an explicit form of this isomorphism (see Theorem7 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 Z;.

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 PZ? ) 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 Pﬁf 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 ng 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 [6l [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 (Pr), lines on the cubic surface correspond
to the tronquée solutions [28, Theorem 3] and in the case of Py, 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, B2], mirror symmetry [I8], 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, B5] 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] 1], [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 ¢g-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
g-discrete Painlevé equations, a notion of monodromy manifold was missing until
recently [20] 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 g-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 C1C; 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, B7]. 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 P* = CP". We also use
the notation C* := C\ {0}. Almost all algebraic varieties in this paper are affine
varieties embedded in C", or projective varieties embedded in P, for a suitable
positive integer n.
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We use small roman letters for affine coordinates, e.g.
C" ={(z1,22,...,2,) € C"},
and capitalised roman letters for homogeneous coordinates, e.g.
P"={[Xo:X1:Xo:...: X;;] eP"}.
We consider C™ as a subset of P in the natural way, through the identification
[Xo: X1 :Xo:...: Xp]=[1im a0 ... 2y (1.4)

Given an embedded affine variety V' C C™, we define its canonical projective com-
pletion V' C P" as the completion of the image of V' in P™ through (L.4).

Given two embedded affine varieties V. C C™ and W C C", with m < n, we
say that V and W are affinely equivalent if there exists an affine linear mapping
¢ : C™ — C™ 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 CC™ C C™t, with m,n > 1, where C™ lies linearly in C"™*", the two views of
V as an embedded variety in C™ or C™*" are affinely equivalent. Note that affine
equivalence is generally stronger than isomorphic as affine varieties.

Projective equivalence between embedded projective varieties is defined similarly.
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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
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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 ¢Pvy; EQUATION
For simplicity, we refer to the Segre surface (1.1]) as
Z,={2€Cl:h;=0for 1 <i<d4}, (2.1)

where for given p1, ..., ug, A1, A2 € C, the polynomials h; € Clz1,...,2], 1 <i <4
are defined by

hi =21+ 29+ 23+ 24 + 25 + 26, (2.2a)
he = p121 + pozo + p3zz + pazs + ps2s + peze — 1, (2.2b)
hy = 2324 — 21221, (2.2¢)
hy = 2526 — 21222, (2.2d)

where g, 1 < k <6 and A1, A2, are some complex numbers.

We show that a generic member of the family Z, 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 via an affine transformation.

The family of affine surfaces Z,, first appeared in [26] as the monodromy manifold
of the linear problem for ¢Py1. In that case, the coefficients 1, ..., us and A1, Ao
are parametrised explicitly in terms of the six parameters of the ¢Pv1 equation.
The fact that only six of the eight coefficients the coefficients p1, ..., g and A1, Ag
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 Z, is equivalent to the siz parameter
family defined as the zero set in CS of hy, hs, hy and hY where

hi = pazs + pszs + 24 + ps2s + peze — 1. (2.3)

Proof. Using the freedom of adding arbitrary multiples of hy to ho, we may nor-
malise ho so that it has no z; term,

by = (po — p1)z2 + (s — pa)zs + (pa — p1)za + (s — p1)zs + (e — p1)z6 — 1.
Moreover, using the freedom of scaling z; — ¢z, 1 < k < 6, for a nonzero ¢, which
leaves hi, hs and hy invariant, but scales each coefficient in hy by ¢!, except the
constant term. Choose two coefficients p; # p;, then one can apply this scaling
with the choice ¢ = p; — p;. Without loss of generality, assume py # pq (if this is
not the case, relabel accordingly), then we can normalise hf such that the coefficient
of z4 equals one, resulting in 7 where

:Mk—m

k=2,3,5,6. (2.4)
Ha — 1

Pk :
O

Lemma shows that the collection of algebraic surfaces , 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 qP VI, we give the following definition:

Definition 2.2. We refer to the embedded affine surface Z; defined in (2.1), or
equivalently the one defined as the zero set in C® of hy, hs, hy and hj, as the affine
Segre surface of qPvr.

Lemma 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 ui,...,us and A1, Ay are generic if
e 7 w1 and A1, Mg, p2, ps, ps, ps, defined in (2.4]), do not satisfy any non-trivial
polynomial relations with rational coefficients.

This Section is organised as follows: in Section[2.I]we show that generic members
of the family Z, are affine Segre surfaces and we study their projective completion.
In Section @, we show that the family Z, 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 via an affine transformation. This is followed by Section where we
study the parametrisation of the surface in terms of the parameters of gPvyy, and
we further provide explicit formulas of the 16 lines on the Segre surface in Section

24

2.1. Algebraic characterisation. Notice that indeed defines an affine Segre
surface as, upon eliminating two of the variables using the linear equations {h; =
0, ha = 0}, one is left with two quadratic equations {h3 = 0, hy = 0}, which define
an irreducible variety given by the complete intersection of two quadrics in C*, for
generic coefficients.

In order give an algebraic characterisation of its generic members, we define the
canonical projective completion Z, in P® of Z,, replacing hy with kY defined in
and using projective coordinates,

[Z()ZZlZZ22Z3ZZ4ZZ5ZZ(;]:[1121222223224225126},
by
1+ Lo+ Zs+ Zy+ Zs + Zg = 0, (25&)
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p2Z2 + p3Zs + Zy + psZs + psZe — Zo = 0, (2.5b)
Z3Z4 — 21Z2)\1 = 07 (250)
ZsZ6 — Z1Zads = 0. (2.5d)

Proposition 2.4. For generic coefficients, the Segre surface §q is smooth and
the hyperplane section at infinity, Z,\ Z,, is an irreducible smooth quartic curve,
isomorphic to the intersection of two quadric surfaces in P3, of genus 1.

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

0 1 1 1 1 1 1

N 0 p2 p3 1 ps ps
0 —MZs —-MZi Zy Zs 0 0]
0 —XoZo —XZy 0 0 Zg Zs

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,

v = [~MZ2 — Z3 —MNZ1— 23 Zy — Zs —Z3 —Z3],
s = [~ X Zs — N7 0 Ze Zs).
Following the proof of [42, Proposition 2.6], we find that equations and
rov1 — rivg =0,
have a common solution in Z € PS and [rg : 1] € P!, only if Ay =0, Ay =0 or
(M —X2)2 =2\ + A2) +1=0. (2.6)

As a consequence, Z, is smooth for generic coefficients.

The curve at infinity is obtained by setting Zy = 0 in equations (2.5). Upon
eliminating Z3 and Zg using the first two resulting linear equations, we are left
with two quadratic equations,

—p6Z1 + (p2 — pe)Za + (1 — p6) Zs + (p5 — p6)Zs

Q1 :=MZ1Zy — Z4 =0,
(p6 — p3)

Q2= 122+ Zs P21t (P2 - pg)Z? lt )p3)24 + (o5 = p3) 25 =0.
Pe — P3

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

If the curve has a singularity at some point, then the gradients of @1 and @,
with respect to Zy, Zs, Z4, Z5, must be multiples of each other at this point, that
is,

T()VQl — T1VQ2 = 0, (27)

for some [rg : 7] € P'. Equation constitutes four multi-linear homogeneous
equations among the variables rg,r1, 21, 22, Z4, Z5. A direct calculation shows
that these four equations, in addition to the two quadratic equations Q12 = 0,
admit a common solution only if certain algebraic relations among the parameters
A1, A2, P2, P3, P5, Pe 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 P? 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 P? has genus
1, so the hyperplane section at infinity, Z, \ Z,, in Proposition with rational
point [1:0: 0 : 0], is generically an elliptic curve. To put it into cubic form, note
that both 1 and Q> are linear in Z;, so their resultant with respect to Z; is a
homogeneous cubic in Zs, Zy4, Zs, defining the following cubic curve in P2,

ZyZs M (Za(ps — p2) + Za(ps — 1) + Zs(p3 — ps)) — ZaZs(p2Zo + Zs + psZs)+
ZyZy o (Zao(p6 — p2) + Za(ps — 1) + Zs(ps — ps)) = 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] — [1 : Al(pg/pg — 1) : )\Q(pg/pg — 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 Z; defines an irreducible variety given by the complete
intersection of two quadrics in C*, in this subsection we work in P*.

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

Lemma 2.6. Any isomorphism ¢ : S — S’ between embedded smooth Segre surfaces
S,S" C P, extends to a unique linear projective transformation of P.

Proof. Any smooth Segre surface S C P* 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 Ly, 1 < k <5, in §. Then there exist five points
up € P2, 1 < k <5, in general position, and a bi-rational map

7: S — P2

which is the simultaneous blow down of Ly to ug, 1 < k < 5.
For an explicit description of 7~ !, consider the vector space

C = {cubic forms in {Uy, U, Uz} that vanish at ug, 1 < k < 5},

where we use projective coordinates [Up : Uy : U] on P2, This vector space has
dimension 5 and there exists a basis {Cp, ..., Cy} of C such that 7=! is given by
a1 P2 SN S
[U02U12U2] — [00201202203104}.
Let &' C P* be another smooth Segre surface and denote correspondingly the

objects introduced above by 7/, u},,1 < k <5 and C’ for this Segre surface. Then,

an isomorphism ¢ : S — S, induces a corresponding automorphism 5 of P2, making
the diagram

Sy

wl LT/

]P’27>IP2

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

L:C>CC—C — CU)=C(U-M).
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Denote by N € GL5(C) the unique change of basis matrix
(LCh, LCY, LCY, LCY, LCY) = (Cp, C1,Co,C3,Cy) - N, (2.8)
then ¢(S) =S - N for S € S and the lemma follows. O

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 P? 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 24 we give explicit
expressions for the 16 lines on the affine Segre surface of qPvyi, 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

S+ ST 4534554+ 57=0, 7S5 +7157 + 7255 + 7355 +745; =0,

for some mutually distinct vy, € 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 € C*, we may choose symmetric
5 x 5 matrices M, N such that S is described by

sTMs =0, sTNs =0, s=[1,s1, 52,53, 84] . (2.9)

The canonical projective completion S C P* of S is obtained through projective
coordinates
[So:81:52:85:854)=[1:51:82:83:84],
by replacing s — S in equations . The Segre surface S is smooth if and only
if the equation
|roM —riN| =0, (2.10)

has five distinet solutions r = [rg : 1] € P!, see [13] §8.5].

We have the freedom of applying automorphisms of C* to equations ([2.9)), i.e.
affine transformations

s—s=Gts, M—M=G"MG, Nw— N =GT'NG, (2.11)
where G € GL5(C) takes the form
1 0"
o=; @

for some G4 € GL4(C) and vector b € C*, where 07 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 C C*, whose canonical
projective completion S C P* is smooth, there exists an affine transformation that
puts it in the standard form

7+ s34 83 +s5 =0, (2.12a)
Q187 + a8y + a3sh + sy + Bis1 + Bosa + Bsss + Pasa +1=0, (2.12b)
for some ay, B € C, 1 < k < 4.
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Remark 2.9. In the standard form , there is still the freedom of adding
arbitrary multiples of the first equation to the second, so that we may for example
normalise the a’s such that a; + as + a3 + a4 = 0. Similarly, there is the freedom
of scaling s; — g 'si, 1 < k < 4, so that

Qp = 92ak7 Bk — gﬂka (1 S k S 4)7

In the generic setting, when the a’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 , is only smooth for generic coefficients: it is
smooth if and only if the discriminant Disc,.(|N —rM]|) is nonzero, where M and N
are the symmetric matrices corresponding to equations , as in equation .

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

M — ay1M 4+ a1oN, N — a3 M + asaN, (aij)lgmgg S GLQ((C)

We are going to give an algorithmic method to accomplish this. We will be indexing
5 x 5 matrices from 0 to 4, e.g. P = (p;j)o<i,j<4, and we further introduce the
notation P4 = (pij)lgi,j§4'

Let us for the moment assume that

|M4 — TN4| 5_'5 0. (213)

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
‘TOM4 — T1N4| = 0, (214)

has at most four solutions r = [rg : 7] € PL. On the other hand, since S is smooth,
equation has five distinct solutions r = [rg : r1] € PL. Pick a solution r € P!
to , which does not satisfy . If 7o # 0, replace M by roMy — r1 Ny,
otherwise simply swap M and N. Then M is not invertible, but M, is. Since M,
is symmetric and invertible, we can construct an orthogonal matrix P such that
PTM,P = D, where D is a diagonal matrix with nonzero entries. By applying the
affine transformation , with

1 07

= !
0 PD 2

)

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

mo Mmi1 M2 M3 My

my; 1 0 0 0
M=|my 0 1 0 0],
ms 0 0 1 0
my O 0 0 1
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with mg = m? + m3 +m3 +mj3, since |M| = 0. Next, we apply the affine transfor-

mation (2.11)), with

1 0 0 0 O

-m; 1 0 0 O
G=|-my 0 1 0 0f,
-mg 0 0 1 O
-my 0 0 O 1
which reduces the matrix M to
0 0"

M = {0 IJ . (2.15)

So, the first equation in (2.9) is now given by (2.12a)).
Next, we diagonalise Ny. Let P be an orthonormal matrix such that PTN,P =
D, where D is a diagonal matrix. Applying the affine transformation (2.11)), with

G = Ll) ‘ﬂ (2.16)

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

Bo 3B 382 3B 3B
%51 a 0 0 0

N = |z 2 0 (65) 0 0 ; (217)
*53 0 0 Q3 0

254 0 0 0 oy

for some ap, B € C, 1 < k < 4 and By € C. In fact, Sy must be nonzero since
|M —rN| cannot have a double root at » = 0. By dividing N by 5y, equations
have been brought into the standard form .

To finish the proof, we come back to the assumption , 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 does
not hold true, |My| = 0 and so My must have rank exactly 3. Analogous to how
we brought M and N into the forms and above, and by additionally
permuting the variables {si, s2, s3, 54} if necessary, we bring M and N into the
form

100 00 Bo B1 3B 3B3 ifa
00000 §1 T C I - S 71
M=10 0 1 0 0|, N=|582 7 Q9 0 0
00 0 1 0 iﬂg Y3 0 Qa3 0
00001 5 % 0 0 a

From the coefficient of r! in |My — rNy| = 0, we immediately read off that a; = 0.
By similarly looking at the coefficients of 72,73 and r%, we obtain the linear system

1 1 1 7%
az+ag agtag aztasz|-|y3| =0. (2.18)
Q30 Qa0 (0D 10%:} ’72

If v = 3 = 74 = 0, then |M — rN| has a double root at r = 0, so S is not smooth
and we have arrived at a contradiction. Else as, a3 and a4 are not all distinct,
and by solving for {~a, 73,74}, 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. U
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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 oy, Br € 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

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 . We
are going to apply this procedure to the family of Segre surfaces Z, . 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 ay, B € C, 1 < k < 4, from which the proposition will follow.

As a first step, we eliminate two of the variables in . Assuming ps # 0, we
use the linear equations {h; = 0, h5 = 0} to eliminate z; and 2y from the equations
{hs =0, hy = 0}, and, by renaming the remaining variables as zj 1o = s, 1 < k < 4,
we arrive at

A1
S§182 — 78384 = 0,
2

A
5182 — p% (14 (p2 — p3)s1 + (p2 — 1)s2 + (p2 — p5)s3 + (p2 — p6)s4)
2
(p3s1+ s2 + pss3 + pesa — 1) = 0,
where we used the pg, 1 <k <4, defined in (2.4]).

Now, construct the corresponding symmetric 55 matrices M, N, as in (2.9).
Applying the affine transformation (2.11), with

1 0 0 0 0
0 —i i 0 0
1 |0 1 0 0
G:ﬁ A2 Ao |
0 0 0 —/3& /32
0 0 0 i,/i—j i §—§

readily puts M into the form .

What is left, is to construct an orthonormal matrix P that diagonalizes Ny,
ie. PTNy,P = D, where D is a diagonal matrix. Upon introducing such a P
formally, applying , comparing the result with (with By = 1) and finally
eliminating the entries of P by taking resultants, one is left with 7 polynomial
equations, among the variables A1, A2, p2, p3, p5, p6 and ag, Bk, 1 < k < 4. By
remark , we may normalise ay = —a; — @g — ag, 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(%)\»P?a»B):O (1§]€S7)7

where A = (A1, A2), p = (p2, p3, p5:p6), @ = (ak)1<k<s and B = (Bk)1<k<a-

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

A= =3, A2 = =3, p2 =
p3:%7 p5:717 P6 =
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a1 = 12+ V6)i, as = (=2 +V6)i, az = 1(2-V6)i,
together with g = 1 and

By = é\/(—m +39) — (16 — 15i)V6, By = é\/(—24 — 39i) + (16 + 15)V/6,

B3 = é\/(—m +390) + (16 — 15)V6, B4 = %\/(—24 —394) — (16 + 15i)/6.

In particular, the system F' = (F})i<k<7 is consistent and defines a non-empty
algebraic set V' C C'*. Furthermore, the Jacobian determinant |Jy , ,(F)| of F =
(Fr)1<k<7 with respect to the seven variables {g,\,p}, 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, {a, 8}, is also nonzero
at this point.

By the implicit function theorem, the set

V= {(Ogﬁ) eC™: 3(g,A,p)E(C7 : =0, ‘J)\ypyg(F” 7& 0 and g, A1, A2 # 0}7

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 C” with respect to the Euclidean
topology. It follows that V is dense in C”. That is, for generic (o, 8) € C7, we can
find A1, Ao, p2, p3, p5, P, and an affine transformation (which generally depends on
g), that transforms the Segre surface, defined by equations , into . The
proposition follows. O

From Lemma [2.8] Remark [2.9] and Proposition we obtain the following

result.

Corollary 2.12. The embedded family of affine Segre surfaces Z, 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 in terms of the parameter of ¢Pvr, 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 ¢ € C, 0 < |q| < 1, and & = (Ko, kt, K1, Koo) € (C*)?, the g-difference sixth
Painlevé equation [25] is

57 = la—mot)lg- F»Elt)l

(9= Foo)(g — ¢ k)’
qPvr : U =mt)(f = Ky 1) (2.19)
o(f =w)(f = w1")
f.g T —P!

where the domain is given by a g-spiral, T' = ¢%to, and f = f(t), g = g(t), f = f(qt),
g = g(qt), for t € T. Here ¢* := e*!°89 and the parameters of the equation are
given by k; = q% for j =0,t,1,00, with

90,0, 01,000 € C, to €C*, logge {x € C:Rx <0} (2.20)

In order to define the parametrisation of the ¢Pvy1 Segre surface, we require some
elementary g-special functions. Firstly, the g-Pochhammer symbol is defined by the
product

o0

(10)00 = [ (1 = ¢*2),

k=0
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which is locally uniformly convergent in (z,q) € C x D, where D denotes the open
unit disc D = {z € C: |z] < 1}. Secondly, the g-theta function, defined by

04(2) = (¢ @)oo (21 @)oo (4/ 75 @)
is analytic in (z,q) € C* x D, and admits the following convergent expansion on its

domain,
o0

Og(z) = > (—1)rgznn=bzm, (2.21)
n=—oo
This is known as the Jacobi triple product formula, which shows that 6,(z) has
essential singularities at z = 0 and z = oo, unless ¢ = 0. For n € N*, we use the
common abbreviation for repeated products of this function

Og(z1,- -y 2n) = 04(21) - ... - O4(2n).

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

+ ooto) ooto)
pr = o =
EH:l:l 0 5’90+1930t0) EH:l:l 0 6190 1900t0)
(qﬂ1+791+19 ) (q Y —91+9 )
H3 = 0, (g P T I AT I Ha = 0, (g P0—Pe =010’ (2.22)
e==+1 e==+1
(q -1 +9 ) (q—ﬂt+191+79 )
Hs = 0, (q PoF P10 He = 0, (qPo—PeF D10
e==+1 e==+1
and
(a), () (q) (Q)
UR! UL
M= T (q)’ (2.23)
UEa/D} n
where the n,(cq) are given by
+6q (q190+1900t q 790+19oct )Qq 219f 2191)’
_|_9q <q19 oot q—ﬂo ot )eq 219f 2191)(121900’
eq <q191 191t0 q 19f+191t )Qq(qﬂo+19f+l91+19 q—190+19f,+191+19<>o)
eq <q'l9f 191t .q 19t+191t )eq(qﬂo Ve —91+0 0 q_190_19t_191+1900)q219t+2191
_|_9q <q19t+191t q—ﬂf 191 )aq(qﬂo-l-ﬁt V1+90 q—190+19t—191+1900)q2191
néq _|_9q( 19t+191t .q —0¢— ﬁlto) aq(q —0¢+91 4+ q*ﬁO*ﬂtJrﬂlJrﬁoo)q?ﬂt.
We further note that
W W,
Pk = "> My = 77k |190 =0 (1<k<6). (2:24)

Under the parametrisation above, the six invariant quantities, A1, A2, p2, p3, ps5, P6,
see equation , depend on six free parameters . A priori, it is conceivable
that there might exist an (algebraic) relation among the coefficients in under
this parametrisation, but it follows from the following lemma that this is not the
case.

Lemma 2.13. The meromorphic mapping,
(1907 ﬁta 7917 7-9007 t07 IOg q) = ()‘17 >\27 P2, P35 P5, pG)a (225)
is locally biholomorphic near almost any point in its domain (2.20)).
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Proof. Tt is helpful to write as the composition of the mappings
(Po, V¢, V1, Voo, 0,108 q) = (Ko, ki, K1, Koo, Lo, q),
(Ko, K, K1, Koo, to, q) —> (A1, A2, p2, p3, p5, P6),
where
(Ko, Kty K1, o) = (47, 4™,
and the domain of is defined by

{(K/O;K/taﬁ‘/la’iOO7tO7q) € ((C*)E‘ X D}

91
)

q" . q "),

15

(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

expansion of the Jacobian determinant around ¢ = 0.

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

Recall that 0,(2) is an analytic function with respect to (z,¢q) € C*xD. From the
Jacobi triple product formula (2.21]), we obtain the following convergent expansion

around g = 0,
oo

B(2) = D _(~1)"(z " = 2" gD,

n=0

which allows us to compute expansions around g = 0 for A1, As and pi, k = 2, 3,5, 6.

For example,

AL =

Oullorani) Oullori )" g Bk s )
0, (kP20 (T2 AL O (kg R
=2\ + ) + 0(e?),

as ¢ — 0, where

A _(torry ' = D(tory 'r1 — 1) I (K K2 keky — 1)
©

()~ 1)2(2 — 1)? (kg wto —1)

Elyze{il}
)\gl) :ta1>\§0) (tokek — 1)(ton;1nf1 -1)
- (KoKoo + nalmoo + /i(m;ol + /{61&;} — 2/€t/{f1 — 2/{{1&1).

Similarly, we obtain expansions,

o= +ap) + 0% (¢ 0),

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

A 9 9M O\ O O
Ok Okt Ok Ok ot Jq
s Ors  Odz  Ods DXy Oa
9Ko Okt Ok Ok oo dto dq
Op2  9p2  Opz  Bp2  Opa  Op2
J = OkKo Ok k1 OKoo Oty dq

9ps  Ops  Ops 9pe 9ps  9ps

3%0 8,"€t 8,‘@1 8500 8t0 3q

Then J admits an expansion around g = 0,

o0
J == Z Jk(":()? Kty K1, Hooato)qk7
k=0
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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

oA o @ g™ @
ko Okt Ok Ok oo dto 6?

AL ax®  aa» o aa®

Oko Ok¢ Ok1 OK oo Otg 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
|J0| — Bpg ) 6pé ) Bp(z ) apg ) 8p§ ) dpy )

8/@0 8;-% 3}@1 8/\100 8t0 8(]
Bpéo) 8péo) Gpéo) apéo) apéo) Bpém
BK,U 8»-% 8}61 Bmm ato 8q

~-1 -1 4 -1 4/0,..—1 4 2 —2 6
(kg Ky to— 1) (keky to — 1)* (kg Kito — 1) (kg — 1)(k5s' — 1)

K%R%R%K&?(Htlﬁlto — 1)(/4:[1/£1_1/<:;<,2t0 —1)5 (k2 —1)2(Kk3 — 1)2

(k§kik1koo — 1) (KGRIt — 1)

ey Usiriocto — D) e — 1) (sgriens oo — 1)(gperrnd — 1)

As a consequence, |J| # 0 and the lemma follows. O

Roughly speaking, Lemma [2.§] and Remarks and allow us to identify
generic embedded affine Segre surfaces, up to affine equivalence, with generic tuples
{(a, 3) € C®}, quotiented by the actions in Remark As a consequence of
Proposition 2.11] and Lemma [2.13] we find that the parametrisation with respect
to the parameters of gPyy 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 ¢Pv 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 Z, admit a most simple descrip-
tion. Namely, take any i € {1,2}, j € {3,4} and k € {5,6}, then

L\ ={Ze€Z,: Zi=2; =2, =0}, (2.30)

1,5,k

defines a line in Z,,.

For the remaining eight lines, we make use of the parametrisation in Section
To describe them, certain rational functions on Z,, called Tyurin ratios, are
helpful. To define these rational functions, note that equations and
imply

Zn Zo Zy 2y Zs  Zg

77@ néq) 77:(),(1) 774(1(1) 7L£,Q) néf})

We now consider the following rational function,

Zv ] Zs Zy | Ly
iy =

n%q) néq) né(;]) ngq)
This is a mermorphic function on the Segre surface,
79 . Z, - P,

as there is no point on the Segre surface with Z, = Zy, = Z3 = Z, = 0.
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s
Lhe) N\ (L%
Lifks Ll
L Y,]%,T) L g(.]}l,(i
LY 5 Ly} s
Ly} g Ly s
ks L) s
q 7(a)
L<21>§() (q) Ll,]&(i
2,3,5

FIGURE 2.1. Clebsch graph encoding the configuration of lines and
their points of intersection on the Segre surface Z,. The lines are
explicitly described in Section for 0 < |g| < 1 and in Section
[B:I1] when ¢ = 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 ¢ = 1, they intersect the curve at
infinity of Z; respectively in conic (3.20) or conic (3.21).

Let a € Sg denote the permutation,
a=(12)(34) (56), (2.31)

then, for any 1 < ,j < 6 not in a same cycle of &, we similarly have a meromorphic
rational function

Z; Z; Za j Za 7

Ty = /T3> - (q()j)/ R (2.32)
M Ty Na(i)~ Ma)

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

(@) _ p(@)\—1 _ () _ (7@ -1
T =)™ = TaGaty = Taag) (2:33)
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so that, the 6 x 4 = 24 choices of indices, only yield 6 Tyurin ratios which are not
trivially equivalent. We further have the following multiplicative formula,

Ti(jg)Tj(lg) = Ti(lg)7

(2.34)
for any choice of 1 <4, 5,k < 6 in mutually disjoint cycles of a.
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 Z,,

L0 = (22, T0(2) =7/ T0(2) =7 1P, (23))
where
Lo _ (8= gy O (g =) gy G (g0 )
! 04 (tarlq+19m—190) v 0, (q+19f+191+19 —do)’ 5 9, (qwt it 70)’
@ _Balte a"="") () _ b (q*”* =) @ b (a7 TT)
2 = 0(] (taqur’ﬂoof’ﬂo) ’ 4 eq (q -1 +9 190) ’ 6 eq (q_0t+191+19 190) .

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,

Lg?%ﬁ = 5(1]7 Lg‘f}m = 537 Lg,]),G = 50 Lg,]z)m = 5917
Lg,zz)m = L7, Lé‘gﬁ = L7, Lg 45 = £ Lg?%,ﬁ = L.

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

3. THE LIMIT OF Z; AS ¢ T 1 AND JIMBO-FRICKE CUBIC FOR Py

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

fF&) = fot) + (q= 1) fr(t) + (q = 1)*f2(t) + ...,
g9(t) = go(t) + (¢ — 1)g1(t) + (¢ — 1)*ga(

and compares terms, which leads to

+

fo=u, go=

where u satisfies the sixth Painlevé equation

P 1Jr 1 n 1 uf 1Jr 1 n 1
DoUuy = | — R s e R T )
Vi t u u—1 wuwu—t) 2 t t—1 wu-—t t

w(u —1)(u—t) 493t 493 (t — 1)
+ ST ((21900 -1 - ug (TP (3.1)
(1 —492)t(t — 1)
T -y )

In this section, we correspondingly compute the continuum limit of the Segre
surface Z, and compare it to the Jimbo-Fricke cubic for Pyi. The main result
of the section, Theorem 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 the continuum limit is worked out, leading to an affine Segre
surface Z;. We further give an algebraic characterisation of this surface and show
that the descriptions of the lines on Z, remain intact as ¢ 1 1.
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In Section 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 Z;.

3.1. The limit of Z, as ¢ T 1. With regards to the Segre surface Z,, note that
all its coefficients, see equations (2.22) and (2.23)), are rational in terms of simple
factors of the form 0,(¢%) and 6,(¢%t9), o € C. To compute the limits of the
coefficients as ¢ T 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 o € C and ty € C*, with arg(—tg) < 7, we have the following
converging limits
0,(g% 1 0,(q™t
lim(1 —¢)~* a(g 3) = 51n7roz’ lim 7q<q )
gt1 (¢ 9)3 ™ att 04 (to)
Proof. To derive the first limit, we recall that the ¢g-gamma function, defined by

= (—to)_a.

—o (30
Iy(a)=(1-¢)t @ ,
(= )
converges to the usual gamma function as ¢ 1 1. Therefore,

o 1—q)(¢;9)3 1—q)(g;9)3 sin o
0q(4%) = P( ok M= @) _ (g _ gy 12, :
da)g(l—a) T(I'(l-c) T
as ¢ T 1, from which the first limit in the lemma follows. The second is a direct
consequence of

(4°2;q)oc _
M =)o _ (g )= C\[1
i 20 _ e pec\[100)
which we take from [I7, Eq. (1.3.19)]. O

As a consequence of the above lemma, we have the following limits for ratios of
g-theta functions,
0,(q* sin o 0,(q*t
q(q”) N ™ 4(q°to)

0,(¢%)  sinmf (B ¢2), 0,(aPt0) — (—tg) ™ (arg(—tp) < m). (3.2)

From these identities, we obtain the continuum limit of the Segre surface Z, for
qPv1, which is a family of algebraic varieties depending on four generic parameters,

190,1915,191,1900 S (C7 (33)
defined as the zero set of four polynomials h; € C[zy,...,2], ¢ =1,...,4 given by
(2.1) with the choice of parameters defined by
p =1, po =1, (34)

B sin(m (9 + 91 + 90)) B sin(m (=9 — 91 + 9))
Ha = egl sin(m (e 9o + 9 + 91 +9s0))’ pa= El_j[ﬂ sin(m (edg — 9 — V1 +9s0))’
B sin(m (¢ — 9 + 90)) B sin(m (=% + 91 + Vo))
Ho = egl sin(r (e + Y — V1 +9s0))’ He = El—j[ﬂ sin(m (edg — 9 + 91 +Ys0))’
and
sin Yo — U — V1 +95)) sin Yo+ + 91 + 9
- H in(7 (e — ¥ ! 219)). (;T(; o+ v+ ))7 (3.5)
Pt sin(2md;) sin(2md4 )
Sil’l(’f( (67.90 — 1925 -+ '191 + 1900)) Sin(7r (6190 + ﬁt - 191 + 1900))
=] : . .
Pt sin(2m;) sin(274 )

Note that the ty 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,

M (s = Dls — 1)

Ao (ps— 1) (pa— 1)
and these are effectively all, that is, any other relation among the coefficients is
generated by them.

p1=p2 =1, (3.6)

Similarly to the case of qPVI, we can introduce the parameters p defined in
which in the case of ¢ T 1 become:
_ps—1 ops— 1
BT ATk
and replace hy by hf 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 Z;. The family Z; is called PVI Segre.

Proof. Equations @ follow by direct computation. Checking them by hand is

easiest via equations (3.17) and (3.19) in Section

In terms of the parameters A1, Ay and po, p3, ps5, pe introduced in (3.7)), relations

(B-6) yield

_pe—1
pa— 1’

p2=0, p3 P6 (3.7)

ﬁ _ PsP6
A2 ps
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)),
(007 eta 017 000) — (Ah >\27 P55 pﬁ)

The Jacobian determinant of this mapping equals

p2 = 0. (3.8)

—1287% (vo = vg ) (Voo — V1)’ H (V§Vo0 — viv1)?
(0 — 0 DE(or — v )F AL (oo — vrose) Wgor — vivw)”
where we used the notation v, = e*™% for k = 0,t,1,00. 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). (I

Proposition 3.4. For generic parameter values (9g, V¢, 91,Ys) € C*, the canoni-
cal projective completion Z1 C P8, of the affine Segre surface Z,, is smooth and the
curve at infinity is reducible; it consists of two conics which intersect at two points.

Proof. We use projective coordinates,
(Zo:Z1:73: 72y :Z5:Zg)|=[1:21:29:23: 24: 25 : 26,

so that Z is described by equations ([2.5]), with coefficients satisfying (3.6)).

Following the first part of the proof of Proposition for Z; to be singular, it
is necessary that Ay =0, A\a =0 or

(A = A2)?2 =2\ + X2) +1=0. (3.9)

But the left-hand side reads
sin(27dg) sin(2m )
sin (279, ) sin(2mdy)
which is clearly nonzero for generic parameter values. In fact, for any choice of
parameters (Jg, 9¢, 91,9 ) € C*, such that

219, 204, 2091, 20 ¢ Z, €0V + €9 + €191 + €soVs0 ¢ 7, (310)

A=) =20\ + X))+ 1=
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for any €; € {£1}, j =0,t,1, 00, the Segre surface Z, is well-defined and smooth.
Next, we consider the curve at infinity, described by

1+ Zo+ Zs+Zs+ Zs+ Zg =0, (3.11a)
p3Z3+ Zy+ psZs + peZs = 0, (3.11b)
Z3Zy — Z1Za) =0, (3.11c)
ZsZ6 — Z1Zady = 0. (3.11d)

Due to the special conditions (3.8]) on the coefficients, this curve is reducible. To

see this, note that equations (3.11¢), (3.11dl) imply
A
Ao

Now, recall from (3.8) that A1 /A2 = psps/p3, and by solving equation (3.11¢c)) for
Z3 and substituting the result into (3.12]), we obtain the following factorisation

(Zs+ p6Zs)(Za + psZs) = 0.

374 — 7576 0. (3.12)

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

p3Zs = —ps5Zs, Zy = —peZs, (3.13)
and
Zit 2o = (02 = 1) 25+ (oo = 1,
717y = Ny ' 75 Zs.
The second, is described by
p3Zs = —pgZe, Zy = —psZs, (3.14)
and
Zy+Zy=(ps —1)Z5 + (% —1)Z,
Z1Zy = Ny ' Z5 Zs.

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

Zy =0, p3Zs = Zy = —psZs = —peLe-
It follows that the intersection points are given by
Zo=0, Zs=p3', Zy=1, Zs=—ps', Zs=—pgs",
with {Z1, Z5} solutions of
Zi+Zy=—p5 —14p5" +p5"
212y = Ny Z5 Zs.

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

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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n,(cq) 1,< k <6, in equations ([2.24]). These will also be helpful when describing the
continuum limits of the lines. We thus compute,

(@ (—to)~2=ni") it k=1,

. 77k _ 1 .
lim ——"%——— = { (—t() 20>y if k=2, (3.15)
at1 0,(q% )04 (t0)> 1) >
g, if 3 <k <6,

where

(1) = ngl) + sin (27 ) sin(2wd4 ),

—sin(m (Yo + V¢ + V1 + Vo)) sin(m(—dg + V¢ + V1 + Vo)),
< —sin(r (9o — ¥y — 91 + Vo)) sin(m(—g — 9y — 91 + Vo)), (3.16)
< = +sin(m(9o + 9y — V1 + Fo)) sin(m(=0g + 9y — V1 + Voo)),

= +sin(n(Pg — V¢ + 91 + Foo)) sin(m (=g — ¢ + V1 + o))

Writing ﬁ(kl) = 77,(61)|190:0, 1 < k < 6, we obtain the following expressions for the

coefficients of 2,

A s A ns [y = it (1<k<6) (3.17)
1= ()(1)7 27T, (1) @ =n =" :
R N2 k

Moreover, we have the following special relations,

s —5? =S — g = sin(np)? = 75" — Y =75 — i, (3.18)

from which we obtain the following expressions

- Sm(fﬁ[’) [ k=34,
_ U
Hi = ; 2 (3.19)
g S0 s
B
My

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 as follows. The first conic,

see equation (3.13)), is given by
Z3 Zs Zy Zg

Zo—0, _Z  Za_ Zs (3.20)
ool
1 1)y 5 1 1 ZG ZhZy ZsZg
Zyt Zo (0 +0s) = 4 O ) ORI RO RN OO
UL Ul3 Up) U
The second, see equation (3.14]), is given by
Z3 Zg Zy Zs
D=0 m = m L m T (3:21)
M3 U 5
1 1 Z 1 1 ZG ZlZQ Z5Z6
Zl+Zz+(()+77é))() (n§)+né)) (1):07 OO ()(1)
UL N6 USp) UE

Their two intersection points are given by
Zy=0, 7= n£1)€+27ri19006’ Ty = 7751)67271'1;’190@67 Ty, = 77](“1) (3 <k< 6),

with € = %1.
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3.1.1. Continuum limit of the lines. As g 1 1, the descriptions of the lines on Z,
in Section remain intact and define lines on Z;.

Firstly, regarding the eight lines defined in equation , the corresponding
lines as ¢ 1 1 are given as follows. For ¢ € {1,2}, j € {3,4} and k € {5,6}, the line

LEqJ) , becomes

LY ={Z€Z\:Z=2;=7, =0},
as ¢ T 1, which defines a line in Z;.

To describe the limit of the remaining eight lines, we extend the definition of
Tyurin ratios to Z1, by setting

a . _ ZaG) ) Zat)
T (1)/ <1 EEONASON
Moy Mai)

when ¢ = 1, for any 4,j not in the same cycle of the permutation «, defined in

equation ([2.31]).

The eight lines defined in equation (2.35)) then converge to the following in the
continuum limit. For any ¢ € {1,2}, j € {3,4} and k € {5,6}, the line Lgflj{k
becomes

I, =2 eZ:1(2) =7V /e T (2) = 7V /D),

ij J J
as ¢ T 1, where

1 (1) _ sinm (+9: + 1 — — ) (1) _ sinm (+9; — — Yoo — Vo)
noo=1 13 == , Ty = =
sin 7 (—H9t + 191 + 19 — ) sinm (+9; — 191 + Yoo — Vo)
(=7 ) (- )
)

(1) (1) _ sinm — — (1) _ sinm Y + 91 — Vo — Yo
T =1, T, == Te = = .
sin (— 19t 191—1—1900—190) sinm (=9 + 91 + 9o — Jg
We further note that the intersection graph of lines in Figure remains valid
when ¢ = 1. Furthermore, we have colour-coded the lines in the intersection graph
in accordance to which conic at infinity in Remark they intersect.

3.2. The Segre surface of the Py 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 Z;.

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

{(Mo, My, M) € SLa(C)*}//SLa(C),

which, through trace coordinates

T = TI‘MtMl, Ty = TI‘MoMl, T3 = TI‘MoMt,

= Tr My, vy = Tr My, v1 = Tr My, Voo = Tr My MMy,
is identified with the hypersurface in C” defined by
T1Tox3 + xf + x% + x% + w121 + wexs + w33 +wy =0, (3.22)
where
w1 = —(MoVeo + 1), wa = —(Vol1 + Uils), w3 := —(Volt + V1Veo)s
Wy = v+ VUi VR ugrivive — 4. (3.23)

In the theory of Painlevé VI, the traces vy are typically considered fixed, and related
to the parameters 9y of the nonlinear ODE, by

v = v +upt, vp =™ (B =0,t,1,00). (3.24)
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The algebraic equation 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 v, kK = 0,¢, 1, 0o, are very useful for our purposes, since ev-
ery computation that follows can essentially be done over the field Q(vg, v¢, V1, Voo ),
and thus be carried out in a computer algebra system.

Let X C C? denote the embedded family of affine cubic surfaces defined by
equations . Using projective coordinates,

[Xo:X1:Xo: X3]=[1:21: 29 3],
its canonical projective completion X C P2, is described by
X1 Xo X3+ (X7 4+ X3+ X32)Xo + (w1 X1 +weXo + w3 X3) X3 +ws X5 =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°ULF UL,

where

L ={[0:X1: Xo: X3] e P*: X}, =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 , 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 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° at infinity, for 1 < k < 3. The first eight lines
are given by

Ly : T1 = VoUoso + ) VoUoo T2 + T3 = Vg Vg + Uso V1,
VoVoso
1
Ly : T1 = VoUso + ) VoUooT3 + T2 = Vo V1 + Voo Vi,
VoVoso
Vo Vo
L3 : T =—+—, VUso V¢ + V1 = Vo2 + Voo 3,
Voo Vo
Vo Vo
Ly: T =—+—, VUso V1 + V4 = Vo3 + VUso2,
Vo Vo
Ls: T1 = VU1 + —, ViU1T2 + T3 = UVt Vg + U1Veo,
Vi1
L : T1 = VU1 + —, VU123 + T2 = Viloo + V110,
Vi1
Ut U1
Ly: T =—+—, VULV + Voo = UpT2 + V123,
U1 Ut
Ut U1
Lg: T = —+ o VU1 Vo + Vg = U4 X3 + V123.
U1 t

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

Lg : 9 = VU1 + VoUIT1 + T3 = Vo V¢ + V1Vso,

vovy’
1
)
VU1

Lig: ZTg = vov1 + VoUIT3 + T1 = Vgleo + V1V,
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Vo (%)
Ly Tog=—+ —, VULVt + Voo = Vo1 + V123,
U1 Vo
Vo U1
Ly : Ty = — + —, VoU1Veo + V¢ = VoT3 + V11,
U1 Vo
L3 : Ty = UtUso + ) UtUso®1 + T3 = Ut Vo + Voo V1,
VtVoo
1
Ly Ty = UtUso + , UtUso®3 + T1 = U V1 + Voo,
VtVUoo
Ut Voo
Lis: Ty =—+—, UtUoolg + V1 = Vs + Voo T3,
Voo Ut
Ut Voo
Ly : Tog = —+ —, ViUooV1 + Vo = V4T3 + Voo 1.
Voo Ut

Each of these intersects with L3° at infinity. The final eight lines are given by

1
Ly7: T3 = vovp + ——, VQULT1 + T2 = Vg V1 + Utloo,
VoVt
1
Lig: T3 = voup + ——, VU2 + T1 = Ugleo + Vgl
VoVt
Vo Ut
Lig: T3 = — + —, VU1 + Voo = VoT1 + VT2,
UVt Vo
Vo Ut
Ly : T3 =—+—, VUtloo + V1 = VoTg + V1,
Ut Vo
Lo : T3 = U1Ve0 + ) VU1 + T2 = V1 Vo + Voo,
V1Vso
Loy : T3 = V1Vso + ) V1Voo®2 + T1 = V1Vt + Vo,
V1 Vo
U1 Voo
Las : T3 =—+—), V1Uso0 + V¢ = U121 + Uso T2,
Voo U1
(%1 Voo
Loy : T3 =— + —, V1VsoVt + Vp = U1T2 + UsoT1.
Voo U1

Each of these intersects with LS at infinity.

In Figure the intersection graph of the above 24 lines is given. Each line Ly,
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, L;, 1 < ¢ < 8.
This line intersects with precisely one other line among the first eight lines, given
by L;_q if 4 is even and L;4q if 7 is odd. Furthermore, for any 5 < j < 12,
the line L, intersects either Lg; or Lg;—;. This yields a total of 1 +8 = 9 affine
intersection points of L; with other lines. Analogous accounting holds for any line
in the remaining two sets of lines. In particular, there are a total of % x24%x9 =108
affine intersection points, corresponding to the 108 edges in Figure 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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17

13 23
9 6
3 2
7 15
19 11
21 22
12 20
16 8
1 4
5 10
24 18 14

FIGURE 3.1. Intersection graph of the 24 affine lines on the Jimbo-
Fricke surface. The vertex with index k represents the line Ly, 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 Li} on the

Segre surface ), see Section

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 LY® C X, leads to a Segre surface isomorphic to Z; coming from ¢Pvr as ¢ 1 1.
To realise this blow down, we introduce coordinates
Y1 =21, Y2 =22, Y3 =3, Y4a= T2T3,
which satisfy

Y2y3z — ya =0, (3.26a)
Y1Ys + Y5 + Y3 + Y3+ wiys + ways + ways +wy = 0. (3.26b)

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

Yo:Y1:Yo:Ys:Yal=[1:y1:92:ys3: Yals
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its canonical projective completion ) in P4, is given by
YoYs — YoV, =0, (3.27a)
ViVy+ Y2+ Y2+ Y3+ (Y1 +waYo + w3Y3) Yy +w, Yy = 0. (3.27h)
The mapping x — y is bi-rational, it maps X biholomorphically onto ), projects

L$° onto a point, and maps L3° and L to two conics which make up Y \ Y,
explicitly,

m([0:0:X2:X3])=[0:0:0:0:1], (3.28)
7([0: X1:0: X3))=[0:X7?:0: X1 X3: — (X7 +X32)], (3.29)
7([0: X1 : Xo:0) =[0: X7 : X1 Xo:0: —(X? + X32)]. (3.30)
It follows that
T A=Y (3.31)
T =y

is indeed a blow-down of the line L$° C X.
Note that the two conics, traced out by (3.29) and (3.30]), are described by the
following equations respectively,

Yo=0, Yo=0, Y1Yi+Y2+Y? =0, and (3.32a)
Yo=0, Y3=0, Y1Yi+Y?+YS=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 L, 1 < k < 8, is also mapped to a conic.
For example, (L) is given by

Y1 = VoUso + y  V0VUoo¥2 + Y3 = VoVt + Voo V1, Y4 = Y2U3-
VoVso

On the other hand, each of the lines Lg, 9 < k < 24, is mapped to a line on the
Segre surface. For instance, m(Lg) reads

1
)93-
VoU1

In other words, those lines that intersect with L$® 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 ) cannot lie inside the curve at
infinity, )\ ), as both conics at infinity are irreducible. Its affine part thus admits
a parametrisation,

Y2 = voU1 + oo v +Ys = vV +V1lso, Y4 = (Uov1 +
oYl

L: y=ta+b (te€C),
for some a,b € C*, with at least one ay # 0, 1 < k < 3, since y4 = yoy3. It follows
that
7T_1(L) = {[to saity + bito @ asty + batg : asty + bgto] : [to : tl} S Pl},
is a line on the cubic.
So, the images

LY :==7(Ly) (9<k<24), (3.33)

are all the lines on V), and their intersection graph is given by the red subgraph in

Figure 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 Zi, is the result of
the continuum limit ¢ 1 1 of the monodromy manifold Z, for ¢Pv. The second,
denoted by ), 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

A brute force way to construct such an affine equivalence explicitly, would be to
use the intersections of the 16 lines in Z; and in ). 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 1somorphlsms and, for each, check
whether it is compatible with an affine mapping from C® to C*, using explicit
expressions for some of the intersection points. If so, then one can finally check
whether it maps Z; onto ). 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 appear
in the asymptotic expansions for solutions of gPvyr1, 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 ¢ T 1 can be related to the
asymptotics of Pyy, which are expressed in terms of the z1, z2, x3 associated to the
monodromy manifold.

To make the last step concrete, we will consider asymptotics of solutions to ¢gPv
and Pyr on the sheet C\ R>¢. We thus pick a tg € C\ R>¢ and assume 0 < ¢ < 1.
We start with explicit formulas for the asymptotics of f(t), t € ¢%tp, as t — 0 and
t — oo in terms of z € Z, under the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. For this
purpose, the following triple of Tyurin ratios will be very helpful,

JO = (P00 AP), 0T, =T, =T 30

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

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

Define exponents o5 and o3, each with 0 < Ro < %, through

— 9 +9 Y—10 3—91+10 3+, —0
gq(qtm t+ <><;7q02+ t oo) Qq(qas 1+ oc7q0'$+ 1 ac)

(@) _ (@) _
N P N O T (3.35)
The leading order asymptotic behaviour of f(t) as t — 0, is given by
Ve+90+03 Yt—90+03 V1+9e0+03
4 (q —1)(q —1)(q -1)1 o
f(t)Nq ﬁt( )( )( )7(_t)1 2 3’

(q191+1990*03 _ 1) (q03 _ q*03)2 cS

with the branch of (—¢)!=29% principle and ¢ and s given by

F (1—203)2 H Fo(14+9 4+ €9+ 03)Tg(1+ 91 + €000 + 03)
a +20‘32 F 1+19t+6190—0'3) q(1+191+61900—0'3)’
8:7(7 ) 203M( (‘J))
where M (-) is the Mobius transformation

gq(qﬂl—ﬁoo-l—gs>9q(q19t+1900+03t61) _ G9q(q191+1900+0'3)eq(qﬁt_ﬁm+03tal) -
Oq(q71=0==73)0, (g7t 0= =3t5) — G Oy(q"1+7%=3)0 (g7~ —sty )

M(G) =

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

Ft) ~ Fos(=1/1) 7272, (3.36)
for a nonzero multiplier Foo = Fi(q, 02,91), whose explicit expression is given in
[42] but will not be required for our purposes, since we only need the value of the
exponent os.

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

As ¢ T 1, a formal computation yields that f(¢) 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 as well as

(@ _ (1) (9) (1)

1 .
(@) — (—g9)20 gD, hmg =05, lqlglgg =g,

lim
oh 91
where the discontinuity in the first expression is a consequence of the discontinuity

(q)

of n3"’ at ¢ = 1, see equation (3.15)). A direct formal computation now yields

u(t) N (190+’l9t+0'3)(—?90—|-’l9t+0'3)(1900 + 94 +0’3)i
4(Voo + 91 — 03 )03 cs
as t — 0, where

1—205 H 1+7.9t+6’l9(]+03) (1+’l91+€1900+03)
+2032 1+19t+€’l90—0'3) (1+’l91+€1900—0'3),
o _ Sin(r(—Vo + 01 + 03)) — g sin(m(+0 + 91 +03)) (337)
sin(m(+900 — 91 + 03)) — ¢\ sin(m(—oe — U1 + 03))

At the same time, the asymptotic exponent at ¢ = oo in (3.36)) is unchanged under
the limit ¢ 1 1. Furthermore, note that, as ¢ 1 1, equations ([3.35)) become

) _ sin(m(+0 — V¢ + 02)) sin(m(—Voe + V¢ + 02))
2 Sin(m(+900 + 9¢ + 02)) sin(m (=Yoo — V¢ + 02))’
a sin(m(+90 — Y1 + 03)) sin(mw(— 19 + 91 + 03))
95 7 S (+000 + 01 + 03)) sin(n(—Voo — 91 + 03))
We now recall Jimbo’s asymptotic formulas [24], which relate the exponents o
and o3 at t = 0 and t = oo, as well as the value of twist parameter s, to the
coordinates (x1, z2,x3) of the Jimbo-Fricke cubic (3.22)).
Firstly, the exponents are given by
X9 = 2c0s8(2m0o3), x3 = 2cos(2mo3). (3.39)
The explicit formula for the twist parameter s is given in [24] eq. 1.8]E|, and trans-
lates to the following in our notation,
a+ b eQTriag
d )
a = Lisin(2mo3)z1 + cos(2mdy) cos(2mdy) + cos(2mV) cos(2mos ),
b= Jisin(2mo3)ws — cos(2mV¢) cos(2my) — cos(2md) cos(2mus ),

d=14 H sin[m (Yo + (9 — 03))] sin[m (oo + (P — 03))].
e==+1

(—t)1_203,

(3.38)

S =

(3.40)

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

S[ 6_27”038,

We note the following typo in [24]: the last ‘F’ at the bottom of page 1141 should have been
a =+, as pointed out in [20].
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=209, (k=0,t,1,00),

aﬂ] = 2071, U([)Jl] =204, ol =20,

with

2cos(2m01) = w1, 2cos(2m0oh) = xh = —x9 — T1T3 + Vo1 + ViVeos
where we recall that v, = 2cos(279y). The transformation s — 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\ Rx¢, since
Jimbo’s original formulas are with respect to the sheet C\ ((—o0,0] U [1, +00)).

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

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

—1 —1
(1) Tg— (vpvgt +vt Uoso) 1) 23— (v + U] Uso) 341
g2 = 1\ 3 = 1 —1\’ (3.41)
Ty — (V4Uoo + V7 'vad) 23 — (V1Voo + V] " Uso')
and
- -1 —1 -1,
(1) xr1 — Vv 1z2 — U U 173 + Tox3z — I/0U+1 — VU] + U, U1U 2
g1~ = Voo 1 1 + 1 T2
xry — vlvoo To — Uy Voo T3 + T2L3 — VgUos — VU] Jr vy Ulvoo
1T U +1m2 + UtU+1 x3 — vout! — vivy — vy togvt?

=
o) —1 —1 —1 -2
T+ Ul Uoo T + UtUoo T3 — VgUso — V1Vt — Ut V1Voo

where we remind the reader of the definition of vy, and v, k = 0,t,1, 00, in equation
(13.24)) .

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 gél) in (3.38)), we find
1) _ sin(m(+00 — V¢ + 02)) sin(m(—Voo + ¢ + 02))
N sm(7r(—|—19 + U + 02)) sin(n(—Ys — % + 02))
cos(2mos) — cos(2m (% — Voo)
cos(2mos) — cos(2m (Y + Vo)
X9 — 2c08(2m (¥ — Vo)
xo — 2c08(2m (94 + Vo)
Ty — (v + v tug)

N o — (ViU —l—v[lvgol).

)
)

A similar computation leads to the formula for gél) in (3.41)).

To obtain a formula for 95”, 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 vg, vy, V1, Vs and vs,
where, by definition, vz = €273, Equation (3.37)) then reads
(1)
V3V — Voo ) — V3V Voo — 1
82(31 oo) 91(3100 ) (3.42)

(V3Voo — V1) — 951)(113 — V1)

and equation ([3.40)) becomes
a+buvs

1 _ _ _ _ _
a =7 ((vs = vz )ar + (vo+vg (v + o) + (v + vy ) (vee +00))
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1
b= 7 ((vs —vg)aa + (vo + vg ) (vee +v) + (v 0 ) (V1 +0171))
d= (ve — vou3) (V3 — VeV ) (V1 — V3V ) (V3 — V1V60)
40UV Ve V3 ’

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 vs for its reciprocal,
then this is equivalent to taking the reciprocal of s, in other words,

8lpgrost = 8- (3.44)

In formula , this fact is obvious. In formula 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 z3 = v3 + v;l. We come back to this symmetry in a
moment.

By equating the right-hand sides of equations (3.42]) and and multiplying
out the denominators, we obtain a polynomial equation, of degree 1 in the variables
g%l), 2 and x3, and of degree 3 in v3. Considering this as a polynomial equation
just in v3, we can eliminate the constant term and highest order term, by replacing
respectively 1 +— vszz — v3 and v — vixrs — v3. Dividing the result by vs, we
obtain a polynomial equation in vz of degree one,

viv (AL — voogg)A,) —v3(By — v;olgg)B,) =0, (3.45)
where
— vyt + o oo

+1 +1 +1 -1 +2
Vg T2 + VU X3 — VoUs, — ViU — Uy V1U5] -

1 ~1.71 +1
Ay =z —vvEwg — vy vl ms + waws — vouy
1

Bi:xl—i—vf

By symmetry (3.44)), both equation (3.45) and the same equation with vs replaced
by vs ! hold true simultaneously. This implies

(As —vagVA) =0, (By —vxlglVB) =0,

and therefore
g0 =y At 1B
1 DOA, [ee) B,,
which are the two formulas for g%l) in the proposition, and concludes the proof. [
Remark 3.7. In Proposition two different formulas are given for g%l). Their

equality is equivalent to the Jimbo-Fricke cubic equation.

3.4. An isomorphism. In Section we found explicit formulas relating the z-
variables on the Segre surface Z;, with the z-variables on the Jimbo-Fricke cubic
X, through the intermediate Tyurin ratios ¢(!), see in particular Proposition
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 21, defined
in Definition are isomorphic as affine varieties. An explicit isomorphism is
given by the polynomial mapping

Sry: X = Z
r =z

where
2 =477t (vm (:cz — 'Uo_cll/t> (:Us - Uo_olV1> + (Voo — U;ol)<x1 — Voo ’/0))7

29 =441 (v;ol (xg — Uso I/t) (.Tg — Uso I/1) — (Voo — v;ol)<z1 - vgoly())),
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1 1 U Voo U1 Voo
=07 (vo — VU1V | | V0 — r9—— — —||2zg —— — —
'Ut'UIUoo Voo Vg Voo U1
1 VU1 1 1
-0 (v — — VU — T3 — V1Uso — ,
UtU1 VUtVUso V1Voo
Vg v 1
1 t Yoo 0o
=407 (oo - )( )(r***)(wvlw )
UtUoo Ut V1Vso
_ V1V 1 U1 )
1 o0 0
z6 = +0 (Uo— )( )(z—vtvoo— )(xz—f—f,
Ut V1 Voo VtVUoo Voo U1

with the constants vy and & defined by
7= (vo = D(vg" = D(vee — v,
§ = (vo—1)*(ve — vy )(v1 = v7 )(vee — v}

Composition of this isomorphism with the inverse of the blow-down mapping w
restricted to ),

By =y o (7 'y),
defines an affine equivalence
(I)y Y = 2
y = oz

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 ®» in Theo-
rem are affine linear in {x1,x9, x3, zox3}. Indeed, they can be written as

2 = ok + &1k®1 + Son®a + E31 T3 + EapTax3, 1<k<6,

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

2 = &or + &1yt + Eony2 + E3kY3 + Eanya, 1<k<6, (3.46)

and extends to an affine linear map from C* to C® that maps V to 2, as stated in
the theorem.

Remark 3.10. The affine equivalence ®y in Theorem [3.§]
see equation (3.33), to the 16 lines in 2, see Section [3.1.1

maps the 16 lines in ),
as follows

~1
Lgi HL%,A)L&
1
L%Js = Lg 4)1 .69
L% = Lg 4)1 .69

1
L% — Lg,é)lﬁ’

1
L%;o = L§i5,
L%;4 = nglﬁ’
L%;s = nglﬁ’

1
L%;Q = Lg,zlﬁ’

~(1

L% = Lg,%,ﬁ’
1

L%}:a = Lg,g,&
~(1

L%Jg = Lg,g,&

1
L%;:s = Lg,;,ﬁv

T

L%}Q = Lg,%,@'v
1

L%jﬁ = Lé,%ﬁv
T

L%}O = Lg,%ﬁv

1
L%}4 = Lé,%ﬁ'

(3.47)

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

Remark 3.11. Recall that the curve at infinity y \ Y factorises into two conics
(3-32al) and (3.32D)) and, similarly, the curve at infinity Z; \ Z; factorises into two
conics (3.20) and (3.21). The extension of ®y to a projective equivalence between
Y and Z; in Theorem maps conics (3.32al) and (3.32b)) respectively to conics
and (521).

This is consistent with Remark [3.10] in the following way. In Figure 2.1} lines
in Z; are coloured respectively ForestGreen or Fuchsia dependent on whether they
intersect conic (3.20)) or conic (3.21)) at infinity. The lines LZ , 9 < k <16, which
intersect with conic (3.32a)) at infinity, are mapped to the ForestGreen lines, whilst
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the lines L%’ , 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 ¢-Pv1 and that of Py 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 in several steps and in a reverse order compared to the
way the theorem is stated. Namely, we use the results in Section to construct
a bi-rational mapping between ) and Z;. We show that this mapping is a projec-
tive equivalence with the right properties, so that it induces an affine equivalence
between ) and Z; and in the end leads to the isomorphism ®y. We further prove
Remarks [3.10] and 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 Z; with the z-variables on X,

through the intermediate Tyurin ratios g,(;), 1 < k < 3. We recall them here, but
written with respect to homogeneous coordinates Z and Y on Z; and Y respectively.
On the one hand, with respect to homogeneous coordinates for Z;, we have
1 1
W _ Zo/ng) _ Zu/n”
1 1) 1)’
Zons” Zs /)
1 1
2 1) R .
Zs/ng?  Za/ni”
1 1
W _ Ze/ns” _ Zs/ns”
3 1) 1)°
Zans” Zs /)
On the other hand, with respect to homogeneous coordinates for ), we have, see
Proposition [3.6]
ORI Y] — 010 Yo — v to Ve + Yy — Yo(vouk! + veort — v togu?)
! Y, —voklys — uglviolYg +Y, — Yo(Vo’Uo_ol + ’Ut’Ul_l — U[lvlvgf)
Y+ Uflv;‘olYg + vt Ys — Yo (vovt! 4+ vivg + v togvt?)
v+ UflvgolYg + v Yy — Yo(uovgol + v + U[lvlvgf).

1 Y, — Y()(’Ut’Uo_ol + ’U;ono)

92 = Yo — Yo(viveo + v;lv;})’ (349)
o) = V3 — Yo(vivg' + U_l_llvfi)-
Y3 — Yo(v1000 + V] Vo)
We correspondingly define the following mappings
gz: 21— (P2, Z— g, (3.50)
gy : Y —= PH3 Y = g, (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 Z; and

V.
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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( ) and g( ) are clearly meromorphic as they can
be written as compositions of Mobius transforms with the respective projections
y — yo and y — y3 from Y to PL.

Regarding gil), we have two formulas ([3.49)), which are equivalent on )). Now,
if ggl) 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

Yo = vvr — vy oy

Y1 =vivf — vt

Y = vo(ve — v; ) + Voo (V1 — v1 ),

Yz = vo(v1 — v7 ) + veo (vr — v 1),

Y, = (Utvl — vt_lvl_l) (1/01/00 — (v — vt_l)(vl — ’Ul_l)) .

This point does not lie on Y for generic parameter values, as it for example does
not satisfy YpYy — YoY3 = 0. It follows that 951) is also a meromorphic function on
Y, and the lemma follows. O

Since Z; is two-dimensional, the meromorphic functions g,(cl)7 1 <k <3, cannot
be independent. They are explicitly related by the following identity,

1 1 1 1) (1 (1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
mgs g + s g5 ort) + Vg s+ nit) s 4 mglgst = 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 Ti(-l) = T(ig,) (i) & couple of times:

1) (1) (1 (S E NG 1) (1) (1 1 1 1)
n()()g§)+n)()/gl)+n§)g()g§) ()_’_77()95)_’_77()9()

1 1 1 (1 1 1 1 1 1 1
77( )T( )T( )+77 )T( )/TG +77§ )T§6)Té4) +77( )+7lé )T3(6) +77((s )T6(4) =
1 1 (1 1 (1 1 1 1 1 1
T + T+ g 4l T+ g T =
1 1 (1 1 (1 1 1 1 1 1
TG+ T+ g 4l VT g T =
(1)
77; (Zyv+ Zo+ Z3+ Zy + Zs + Zs) = 0,
4

where the last equality follows from ({2.5al).
Equation (3.52)) is an equality among meromorphic functions on Z;. However,
it also defines a surface.

Definition 3.14. Define G C P' x P! x P! as the topological closure of the surface
defined by equation (3.52) in {(g1, g2, 93) € (C*)3}. Also, set
G:=G\{geG:ga=1o0r 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

P' x Pt x P! — P7,

(917 g2, g3) = U7
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where, in homogeneous coordinates g = [gf : 92]7 1<k<3,
U= [Uaaa : Uaab : Uaba : Ubaa : Uabb : Ubab : Ubba : Ubbb]v
Us,szs5 :gf1gszg§37 (81732783 € {avb})7

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 P! x P! x P! itself under the embedding. For our purposes, it is much
more convenient to work with the analytic definition of G in P! x P! x P!,

By a similar token, since ) is two-dimensional, the meromorphic functions g,il),

1 < k < 3, considered as functions of Y through equations 7 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 C Z4, Ug CG, Uy C .

The set Uz is defined by the Segre surface Z;, minus eight lines and the hyperplane
section at infinity,
Usz=21\ |J LYp  1:={1,2} x{3,4} x {5,6}, (3.53)
(i,5,k)el
where we recall the notation for lines on Z; in Section Similarly, Uy is defined
by the Segre surface ), minus eight lines and the hyperplane section at infinity,

Uy =Y\ U Lg, J :={13,14,15,16, 21,22, 23,24},
jeJ
where we recall the notation for lines on ) introduced in equation ([3.33)).
Finally, Ug is simply defined as the intersection

Ug =GN (C*xC*xC*),

where we recall that G is defined in Definition [3.14]

These dense open subsets are chosen exactly such that gil), gél), gél) 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 Ti(jl)7

T =0 < Zi = Z,; =0, and

a(j

1
’Tl(])ZOO — Zj:Za(i):O.

In particular, if T(l)(Z) € {0, 00}, for some Tyurin ratio TM | then Z necessarily
lies on one of the eight lines Lg,lj{k, (i,4,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 (C*).

Now, take any point z € Uz and let g®") = gz(z) € (C*)?, then the cubic
equation is satisfied by ¢g(1). To infer that ¢ € Ug, it remains to be

checked that neither gél) =1 nor gél) =1.
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Suppose, on the contrary, that gél) = 1. Then

(1) (1)
=l Zi= g

M3 Ma
We now consider the difference of the first two defining equations, (2.5a)) and ([2.5b)),
of the Segre surface Z1, given by
(3 = 1)Zs + (pa — 1) Za + (p5 — 1) Z5 + (6 — 1)Zs = Zo.

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

1) ~(1 1), A1 1 1) ~(1 1), A1 1
1/t @57 = + 56 =0 Zs + 1P @Y -l + 280 - nf)Zs = 2.
Now, both the coefficient of Z3 and of Z4 in the above expression are zero, due to
equation (3.18)), and it follows that Zy = 0. So z lies in the hyperplane section at

infinity of Z; and in particular z ¢ Uz. Similarly, it is shown that gél) #1onUsz.
It follows that

Zs Zs. (3.54)

9z(Uz) C Ug.
Now, gz has a rational inverse on G, given by

Zy =gV gV, Zs=nVgiVelY  Zs =ulVgs", (3.55)
Zo =050 1o, 2y =Y, Zs = MgV,

and
1 1 1 ~(1 1 1 1 1 1 ~(1 ~(1 1 ~(1 1

Note that this mapping is analytic on Ug and the image of Ug is a subset of Z;.
Furthermore, note that none of the Zy, 1 < k < 6, can equal zero on Ug, since the

coordinates gl(cl)7 1 < k <3, are by definition finite and nonzero. In particular, the

image of this mapping is disjoint from any of the lines Lglj)k, (i,5,k) € 1.
It remains to be checked that the image of the mapping is disjoint with the

hyperplane section at infinity of Z;, that is, the right-hand side of equation (3.56))
does not vanish on Ug. Take a g1 € Ug, then ggl),ggl) # 1. The resultant, with

respect to g%l), of equation (3.52)) and the right-hand side of equation (3.56|), each
after multiplication by ggl), is given by
1) (1), (1 1 - - _
o595 95 (95 = (95" — 1o — (v " = 1) (vr — v )P (01 — vy )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 ). Its three components satisfy
the cubic relation (3.52)). From the explicit formula for gél), it follows that gél) =0
if and only if

Ys — Yo (Ut + “‘”) —0. (3.57)
Voo V¢

On the other hand, the intersection of the Segre surface )} with the hyperplane
(3.57)), is given by the union of the two lines L5 and Lig. In this way, we obtain
the following equivalences,

gél) =0 <« YeLU L16, ggl) =00 < Y € Li3U L14, (358&)
@V =0 = Y € Ly3 ULy, gV =00 < Y €Ly ULy  (3.58b)

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

hand sides of the above equivalences, ggl) and gél) are finite and nonzero on Uy.
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Consequently, by the cubic relation (3.52)), gg) is also finite and nonzero on Uy.
Furthermore, observe that gél) and gél) cannot attain the value 1 in the affine part
of the Segre surface, since this requires yo = 0o or y3 = co. All in all, it follows

that
g9y (Uy) € Ug.
Now, gy has a rational inverse on G, given by

(Voo + v7 o) — (Vv + v s

Y2 =

g —1
(010 + vflvo_ol)gél) — (v1vt + vflvoo)

Yz = O . ,
93

Ya =y§1)y§”,

and
1 (1)
-1 -1 -1 91 92
y1 =(ve — vy ) (v1 —v1 ) (Veo — V)
(95" = 1)(gs = 1)

(1) -1 (1) -1

_ _ (% — v v — U
+'Uoo(U0+UO 1) _Uoo(Uoo _Uool)( 192 6) : )( 119)3 ! )
(92" = Dlgs” — 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. O

We now have all the ingredients to prove Theorem [3.8]

Proof of Theorem[3.8 Consider the bi-rational mapping

. Y -5 Z
Y —» Z

obtained by composing gy, defined in equation (3.51)), with the rational inverse of
gz, given in equation (3.55). Due to Lemma ® maps the dense open subset

Uy C y biholomorphically onto the dense open subset Uz C Z1. We proceed to
check that ® is a biholomorphism between the entire domain and co-domain.

Now, the complements ) \ Uy and Z; \ 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 and Z4 \ Z; of the domain and co-domain respectively. Recall that
y \ Y factors into the two conics described in equations . On the first conic,
equation , we have Yy = Y3 = 0 and the components of gy read

Y+ (1 4+ 0o )V + (vor — v to DY
Y+ (1 + v1v60)Y1 + (vpv1 — vy 0 )Y
Y — (vt + v o )Y

(3.59)

g1 =v

g2 = 1 — )
Yy — (Viveo + vy 1vool)Y3
g3 =1L
Applying the rational inverse of gz to this, we obtain

Zo =0,
Z1 /0" = oo Yi + (oo — 03)Y1 — (v + 07 1) Y3,
Zg/ﬁél) = vgo1Y4 + (v;} — Vo)1 — (vy + Ut_l)Yg,
Zs/n$" = Zs /0 = Vi — (v +vp s Vs,
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Z4/Th(11) = Ze/m(;l) =Y) — (V100 + vy fu )Y,

This defines an isomorphism between the conics (3.32a) and (3.20) in Y\ Y and
Z1\ 2 respectively. In particular, ® maps the conic (3.32a)) onto the conic (3.20)).
Similarly, on the second conic, defined by equation (3.32b]), we have Yy = Y3 =0
and the components of gy read
_, Yat (1+v1o Y1 + (1 —viv)Ys
T oy T A T 01 00) Y1 + (I — 01000V
g2 = 17
Y- (vt + vflvoo)Yg
93 Vi — (01000 + v7 t0sd ) Ya'

Applying the rational inverse of gz to this, we obtain
Zy =0,
Z1/m" = Voo Ya + (vae — v )1 = (1 + 07 DY,
Zg/ﬁél) =o' Vi + (v = ve0)V1 — (U1 + 7)Yy,
Za/ns" = Zs/ng) =i — (i +vi o) Yo,
Zani) = Zs /nS) = Vi = (v1vae + o7 v )Y,

This defines an isomorphism between the conics (3.32a) and (3.21]) in Y\ ) and

Z1\ Z; respectively. In particular, ® maps the conic (3.32b)) onto the conic (3.21]).
Next, we consider the remaining lines on either side. By the explicit equation

for ggl) on Z; in equations ([3.48)), we have
W =0 Z1=2Z=0 = Ze Lg,ﬁ V LE‘LG’ and
99) =0 = Zy=25=0 < Z¢€ ngﬁ U L(Q{‘Lf"
Similarly, for gél) and g§1)7 we find
1 1
7 € L§7§75 U Lg,:)wv and
1 1
ZeL{) ULy and
1 1
7 € L§7§76 U Lg,?)),ﬁv and
e mmtym0 o zerblaouts
Comparing these equivalences with those in equation (3.58)), we find that

V=0 = Z3=2;=0
gél):OO — Zy=2=0

AV =0 = Zy=2,=0

rree

1 1 1 1
(LY, U LY) = Lg,%ﬁ U Lé,g,sa (LY ULY) = Lg,z)x,a U L;,z)l,(i?

1 1 1 1
(LY ULY,) = Lg,%,ﬁ U Lé,g,ea (LY ULY,) = Lg,z)m U L;,A)L,E)'

To disentangle which line gets sent to which, see Remark and really check
that ® maps these lines isomorphically to one another, we require some workable
formulas for the mapping ®. 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,(cl), 1 < k < 3, in terms of the x-variables
in Proposition into equation for Zjy, and simplifying modulo the Jimbo-
Fricke cubic, we get

0

ZO = )
4vp(ze — (Vo + ﬁ))(xg — (Mo + vi}@@ )

where the constant § is as defined in Theorem [3.8
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As a consequence, substituting the formulas for g,(cl)7 1 <k <3, in terms of
the z-variables in Proposition into equations for Zp, 1 < k < 6, and
computing the quotient z, = Z/Zy, immediately gives us the formulas for the zy,
3 <k <6, given in Theorem [3.8] On the other hand, the resulting formulas for z;
and z5 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 Z, for the bi-rational mapping ®,

e (o8 + 22

Voo Ut

Zy =y {sz - (Ulvoo +

V1V

v 1
+ (726 + 7) (’Ul’UOO —+ >Y0i| gg),
Voo (N V1Voo
v Voo 1
[ (2 ) (v )
t Voo

Voo U1

+(Utvoo+ ! )<—+ 1) 0}1/99),

VitVoo Voo
1 0o
Zy=—4"" (Uo - vtvwoo) (Uo - ) {Y4 - (g + U—)Yz
VU1 Voo Voo U1
) V. Voo v Voo
(e (e ) (e ]
Voo on Voo Ut Voo U1
1
Z4=—5_(0—%)(U0— )|:Y21_(U1Uoo+ )Y2
VtU1 V1VUso
1 1
)Yg + (Utvoo ) (vwoo + )Yo}
VtVUso V1Voo
1
| Gl | Ol U A
ViVUoo V1VUso
U 0o 1
— (2 + —)Yg + (2 +22) (v + —— )W)
Voo Ut Voo Ut V1VUso
o o= ) - ) (2 S
[on V1 Vo0 Voo U1

)Y3 - (UtUOO T )(2 + Uﬁ)YO]

VtVUoo Vo U1

- (Utvoo

=446t (’UO

- (UtUoo +
tVoo
where 7 is as defined in Theorem [3.8]

Recalling the explicit formulas for gil) with respect to Y in equations ,
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 ), we find that ® maps it projective linearly onto a corresponding line
in Z1, as detailed in Remark @

For example, on the line LY;, parametrised by

Y = (Uol/oo + ﬂ)YO - UfooY:a, Yy = (i - *)Ym Yy =
V¢ Ut

Voo Vg
with [Yj : Y3] € CP!, we find
Zy =Y,
Zy =Z3=Z5 =0,

2o =+ (%22 = 20 )¥ = Yo (o0 + 05 )0 = v2) = (0r = w)(0n + Lfon)) ]
1

Zy=— 6‘1(1)0 — ﬂ) (Uo _ U )(Ut — Ut_l)(voo — v;ol)<Y3 -Y, (vlvoo +
[e’s) VU1 V1 Voo

)
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Z6:+5_1(UO—U1UOO)(UO— vt )(fut—v;l)(voo—U;1)<Y3—Yo<£+vﬁ)),

Ut V1Voo Voo U1

so that ® maps L}; projective linearly onto L(llgg)

All in all, we know that ® maps the dense open subset Uy biholomorphically
onto Uz and it maps each irreducible component of )\ Uy onto a corresponding
irreducible component of Z; \ Uz. To conclude that ® is an isomorphism, we may
proceed in two ways.

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

Alternatively, one can check that ® respects the intersections between the dif-
ferent irreducible components in Y \ Uy and Z; \ Uz, as follows by comparing
the Clebsch graphs in Figures and and equations , noting in partic-
ular that all the ForestGreen coloured lines in Figure are mapped to the lines
Lf , 9 < k <16, and all the purple coloured lines are mapped to the lines Lf ,
17 < k < 24, see Remark This way, we can check that ® is a bi-rational
bijection between Y and Z;. Since )Y and Z; are smooth and thus normal and
irreducible, it follows from Zariski’s main theorem that ® is an isomorphism.

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

by Y — 2.
Furthermore, since the blow-down mapping 7, defined in , is an isomor-
phism between X and ) as affine varieties when restricted to X', the map
by = Dy o7y,
is an isomorphism of affine varieties,
Py: X — Zi.

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

2 = Eor + &1k 1+ Eor T2 + &3k 3 + Sak T2 X3, 1<k <6, (3.61)

for some coefficients £;i, 0 < j <4, 1<k <6.

The formulas for Zx, k = 0,3,4,5,6, in equations , immediately give us
the formulas for zx, 3 < k < 6, in terms of the affine xz-variables in the theorem,
using

Y1 =x1Yy, Yo=uxYy, Yz=u2x3Yy, Yi=uwox3Ys.
Note, in particular, that these formulas are of the form .

Finally, we compute the coefficients in for £ = 1,2 to obtain the formulas
for z; and z5 in Theorem We do this by computing the z; and z5 entries of the
images under @y of five explicit points on the Jimbo-Fricke cubic,

p1 T = VgUso + Uo_lvgol, Ty = 2, T3 = —2V0Vso + VoVt + Uo7,
P2 : xr] = vov;l + Uo_lvoo, Ty = 2, T3 = —27}07};1 + vy + U(;oll/h
p3 To = vgU1 + Uo_lvl_l, T =2, T3 = —20vU1 + VoVt + V1 Veo,
P4t T3 = ’Uo’Ut_l + Uo_l’Ut, T =2, To = —2110_11),5 + vo_lyl + VsV,

-1, —1
ps - T3 = VUt + vy U; T =2, To = —200U; + Vol + UilVeo-
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The corresponding values of z; and zo under @y of these points are as follows,

(200V00 — VoVt — V1 (Voo — Vh)) (200V00 — VoVt — Ul_l(Uoo —v))

z1(p1) = — o |
(py) = — 2o = Voe)" (W10 — 17
VY
21(p2) = — (200000 — V11 — Vo (Voo — V) (20105} — 05 Ty — Vo (Vse — U;ol))’
VoY
(p2) = — (v — UOO)QQ(’U;’UOO — 1)2’
VoV Vs
21 (p3) = — (VOVLV1 Voo — 1) (Vo1V00 — U1) (U1 — VoV — Voo (U1 — Ul_l))7
VULV Voo Y
22(273) = - (vovtvl _ Uoo)(vovl — ’UtUoo)(2U0v1 — VoVt — Ugol (U1 - Ufl)),
VoUtV1VUso"Y
z1(pa) = — (V0U1 — VrUoe) (Vo — VU1 Veo ) (205 01 — Vg V1 — Voo (Ve — U{l)),
VoUtV1 VoY
22(pe) = — (VoU1Vo0 — V) (VoUoo — V1) (20 vr — g w1 — v (v — v[l)),
VULV Voo Y
21 (ps) = — (VoVEV1 Vo — 1) (VU Vs — V1) (200V¢ — VoVt — Voo (Vg — Ut_l))’
VULV Voo Y
20(ps) = — (VoVEVT — Voo ) (Vo — V1Vs0 ) (2000 — Vo1 — v (v — v;l)).
VoUtV1Vso"Y

By plugging these values into equations , we get two sets of five equations
among five unknown coeflicients, which each have a unique solution. The result
yields the two explicit equations for z; and z2 in Theorem [3.8] thus concluding the
proof the theorem. O

Remark 3.17. We note that the involutive automorphism of the Segre surface Zy,
given by swapping z; and 2o, corresponds to the following automorphism of Y,

Y1 —wW1 — Y1 — Y4, Y2,3,4 — 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,

Tl —Wp — 1 — T273, T23 > T2 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),géq),géq)), the relation (3.52)
when ¢ = 1, generalises to

ngq)g() (q)+n(q) (9) /91‘Z)+n(Q)g(Q)g§Q)+n(Q)+n( )g(q) (q)géq) =0. (3.62)

(q)

This equation is quadratic in g;" and the involutive automorphism above is equiv-

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

g§ 1/71((1)( () (rI) +n(q)/gzq) _’_775()61) +776 (Q)/g(Q)) (CI) — g;qg

The last formula gives a natural generalisation of the above automorphism to Z,
for ¢ # 1, though its action on the z-variables seems quite involved.
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4. THE OTHER PAINLEVE DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

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

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 Z;.

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 }—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 [£.I] 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 we apply the
confluence of monodromy manifolds to the affine transformation constructed in
Theorem 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 .= Spec(Clzy, x2, x3]/ (0D = 0)) (4.1)

where the polynomial ¢(¥) has always the same form in the variables z1, z2, 23, but
different coefficients for different Painlevé equations:

¢(d) = T1To23+ egd)ac% + eéd)xg + egd)xg +w§d)x1 +wéd)x2 +w§d)x3 +w£d) =0. (4.2)

Here d is an index running on the list of all the Painlevé auxiliary linear problems
Pvi, Py, P(\i/eg7 Prv, Pﬁf, PPH’, PIDH8 , PIJIM, PEN, Py, the parameters @ may take value

i
0 or 1 according to the chosen d, and the parameters wi(d), 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 E11
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monodromy manifold parameters
wy = —(VoVoo + 1i11),
5 we = —(vov1 + vireo),
2 _ _
Pv1 12223 + Zk:l(xk =+ wkxk) +wys =0 w3z = —(llovt + Vlyoo);
wi= v3+vi+uvi+ri+
VoVt Vs — 4.
wy = —(VoVso + 1),
3 wo = — (Vo + MVso),
Pv || z1m0z3 + 22 + 23+ >, wit +ws =0
1 2 -1 WETk 4 .
k=1 w3 = —(vovt + Vo),
wi= 1+ v% + vohveo.
w1 = —1p
deg 3 Wy = —U
PUE | miwawy + 2 + a3 + 30wy +wy =0 o= 0.
3 — )
Wy = 1.
3 w1 = _<V0Uoo+1)7
Prv T122T3 + T3 + D g WkTk + wg =0 Wo = w3 = —Veo,
Wy = Ugo + V9Uso-
W1 = —UgUs — 1
PDG 2 2 3 _ W = _(UO + UOO)7
ol zizexs + i+ a5+ Y Wi +wa =0 s — 0
- )
Wy = VoVUso -
w1 = -1
D 2 2 3 _ w2 = —VUso
Phl || @mizozs + a7 + 25+ > wek +ws =0 - ; )
- )
Wy = 0.
Ds 2 2 3 B w1 =wg =wyg = 0,
Pt || zizews + o + 25+ Y wexy +wy =0 g — 1
=
wyp = —(vo+vg ),
PFN 2 3 . O - 1 o 0
I T1L2T3 + X7 + Y g WLk +wa = Wy = — w3 = U,
Wy = 1.
JM 3 W] = W9 =W3 = —VUso,
P T1Tox3 + _awrpTp +ws =0
11 > k=1 wy = oo (1 + Vo).
3 wr=-1, wy=-1,
P T1Tox3 + Wi +ws =0
' e Zk*l Rk 4 w3 =0, wy = 1.

TABLE 4.1. The monodromy manifolds of the Painlevé differential
equations - red denotes ramified cases and blue un-ramified. The
parameters v;, v;, i = 0,¢, 1, 00 are defined in (3.24).

The confluence procedure always involves a re-scaling of two variables z;, z;,
i # j and of some of the parameters in € followed by taking the limit for e — 0.
We blow down each monodromy manifold to a J)-Segre surface always in the same
way, namely we set

Y1 =21, Y2:=T2, Y3:=T3, Y4 = T2T3.

We summarise these confluences in table [4.21
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Re-scaling on . Re-scaling on
5 Re-scaling on Y)-Segre &
T1,T2,T3 parameters

Confluence

PyimPy |[z1— 2 o= 2 |y L g 2 g By 22 1)

e ?

a =

IS >0 1
Py = Prv ||z 2oy 22 |lyp = D ys e By B vy 0 22y 2

€ ?

de 1
Py =Py | o= B ap— 22 = Loy 2 gy B pgs 2,02

D, 1
Py = Prf || 21— 2,20 — 22 1= Loyp o 2oy 2 Vo 2, v ¢

€

D D T x 1
Pii = Prf || 21— 2,20 52 ylHy%7y2Hyf7y4Hyf4 Vo =7 ¢ Voo F €U0

JM s 1 o0
PI\/HPH $2'—>%7$3’—)* yg}—)%,yg}—)%,y40—>% Z/Q’—>E7UOO’—>U

€’ €

TABLE 4.2. Re-scalings giving rise to the confluence of the non-
ramified Painlevé monodromy manifolds and )—Segre surfaces.

4.2. Confluence of the affine transformation between )—Segre and Z-
Segre. The affine transformation between )—-Segre and Z—Segre has always the
same form:

2K = ok + &1ky1 + SokY2 + Eakys + anya, k=1,...,6
where the coefficients &, k =1,...6, j = 0,...,4, depend on v;, ¢ = 0,¢,1,00 as

in (21).

4.2.1. Segre surface of Py. The confluence limit form Py to Py, we see that the
re-scaling of the parameters in the last column of Table produces the following
re-scalings on the coefficients & ;:
ik ok Sak
Sor > Sok, L1k T, Sk T, ek Gak Sak T
with the limiting £;; not all zero for some fixed k. This means that all z; remain
finite because the re-scalings for the coefficients {;; are compensated by the re-

scaling in the y;,...,ys variables. Therefore the Z—Segre equations maintain the
same form. The parameters are re-scaled as follows

pP3 —> €P3, P4 —> P4,  Pa > Pa, P6 PG, P5P6P3 > A2, A1 = A1,

therefore the parameters ps, pg become 0.

21+ 29+ 23+ 24+ 25 +26 =0, (4.3a)
zZa+ pszs —1 =0, (4.3b)
2324 — AN 2122 = 0, (4.3¢)
2526 — Aoz129 = 0. (4.3d)

Explicitly, setting

1
v=(vg—1) () v3, 6= (vo — 1),
o
the formulae relating the Z-Segre to the monodromy manifold in the Py case are:
21 =7 (22(Voos — 1) 4 Voo (21 — Voo )

2o = =1 (T2 — VVoo) + Voo1)
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23 = 0 g (Ve — Voo ) (Vooz — V2 — 1),

z4 = (5_11);1(11001)0 — ) (Vg — Vo) (T2 — ViUso ),

25 = —5_111[2(1)00110% — 1)(vp — V4Ueo ) (V12 — Vo),
26 = =0 v, Mg (Voo s — V2 — 1) (22 — Voot ).

4.2.2. Segre surface of Pry. The confluence limit form Py to Py behaves in a
similar way to the one from Pvyy to Py, so we omit the discussion.

21+ 20+ 23+ 24+ 25+ 26 =0, (4.4a)
2 —1=0, (4.4b)
2324 — M 2122 = 0, (4.4c)
2526 — Aoz122 = 0. (4.4d)

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

L L+ g — Joay — 2=y o vo(z1 — 1)
! (v — 1)2 TP bolvg — 1)27
e V0(ZT2 — Voo ) (T3 — Vo) o (V0 — Voo ) (Voog — 1)
3 Voo (Vo — 1)2 o Voo (Vo — 1)2 ’
o Up(T2 — Uso) N Vo(T3 — Voo)
2y =5, 6= g
(UO — 1) (’U() — 1)

4.2.3. Segre surface of Pgl The re-scaling of the parameters in the last column
of Table corresponding to the confluence limit from Py to PHI produces the
following re-scalings on the coefficients &;:

&1k ok f4k

ok > Soks Sk P Eo — = &3k > &3k, Car > —

with ;6 = O(e?) for j = 0,3 and &g = O(€?) for j = 1,2,4. This means that
the variable zg is of order €2 and drops out of the first two equations defining the
Z—-Segre. The parameters are rescaled as follows

Ps = ps, A=A, As = €.

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

21+ 20+ 23+ 24+ 25 =0, (4.5a)
24+ pszs — 1 =0, (4.5b)
2324 — M 2122 = 0, (4.5¢)
2526 — 2122 = 0. (4.5d)

Explicitly, the formulae relating the Z-Segre to the monodromy manifold in the
Pr1 case are:

= Uovgo — VooZ1 + T2 — VpooX2T3 o — Vool + T2 — Vo

1 UOU(%O Y 2 ’UOU%O ?

_ 22(Uso3 — v2 —1) ~ (VUso — 1) (22 — Vo)

23 = U 2 ) 24 = 2 )
()’Uoo U()UOO

_ 22(Vso — 1) (w2 — o) (1 + 02, — —vsos)

2y = ————F, 26 = .

VU2, VU2,
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4.2.4. Segre surface of PIJIM . The re-scaling of the parameters in the last column
of Table corresponding to the confluence limit from Py to PflM produces the
following re-scaling on the coefficients &;:

Sok > Coky &1k — E1ky  Co 52?1@’ 3k > %7 Sap > %7
with &2 = O(e?) for j = 0,...,4. This means that the variable z9 is of order ¢* and
drops out of the first equation defining the Z—Segre. The parameters are re-scaled
as follows

A Ao
pa = pa, A= —, A=,
€ €

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

214+ 23+24+25+26=0 (463,)
2324 — AMz122 =0 (4.6¢)
Z324 — )\22526 =0. (46d)
Explicitly
. 1 ,
a=1-28 0 = v — T — w22
Voo Voo Voo

24 =Voo — 1, 25 =122 — Vs, 26=7T3— Uso-

Note that we can re-scale all z; variables to set ps = 1, then we can absorb the
parameter A1 in zo, hence the final Z—Segre for Pi]IM is a one parameter family as
expected.

5. BLOW-DOWNS OF AFFINE CUBIC SURFACES

Consider an embedded affine cubic surface X C C3 together with its canonical
projective completion X C 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 and [ understanding the lines in the }-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 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 we use this construction to derive an explicit
isomorphism between the two (decorated) character varieties for Py known in the
literature, one coming from the Jimbo-Miwa linear problem, the other from the
Flaschka-Newell linear problem. Similarly, in sections 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
nfinity, is affinely equivalent to
T1T2x3 + 611‘% + 623&% + 633}% + w1y + woxs + w3z + wy = 0, (5.1)
for some €123 € {0,1} andwy € C, 1 <k < 4.
Proof. Let X be an affine cubic surface in {(z1, 22, 23) € C*}. Denote its canonical
projective completion by X in P3, so that the curve at infinity X \ & is a triangle
of lines. Using projective coordinates,
[Xo:X1:Xo: Xs]=[1:21:22: 23], (5.2)
the curve at infinity is thus described by
LiL>L3 =0, X,=0,
where each Ly = Li(X1, Xs, X3) is homogenous and linear. Since the three lines
Ly =0, 1<k <3, pairwise intersect in distinct points, the affine map
xy + Ly (x1, 22, 73) (1<k<3),
has full rank and application of its inverse puts the cubic surface into the form
T17273 + a17273 + a27173 + azr172 + Q(1, 72, 73) = 0, (5.3)

for some a; 2,3 € C and a quadratic polynomial ) without mixed terms. Applying
the affine scaling x — x — ag, we may eliminate all mixed terms from , SO
that we are left with equation , for some €23 € Cand wy, € C, 1 <k < 4. By
finally rescaling xy + cpxy, for some ¢ € C*, 1 < k < 3, we can ensure that each
e, € {0,1} and the lemma follows. O

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

Fi=X1XoX3+ (1 X7 + X3+ e3X2) X0 + (w1 X1 +woXo + w3 X3) XE +wa X5
The curve at infinity X \ & is the triangle composed of the three lines
X={XecP: X, =X,=0}, (k=1,2,3). (5.4)
The gradient of F' at Xy = 0 is given by
VF|xy—0 = (61 X7 + €2X5 + €3X5, X2 X3, X1 X3, X1X2),

from which it immediately follows that the triangle of lines at infinity contains no
singularities if and only if € = e5 = €3 = 1. Furthermore, singularities can only
be located at the three intersection points among the lines and, for any labelling
{i,4,k} = {1,2, 3}, the intersection point of Lg® and L$° is a singularity if and only
if € = 0.

Let us now focus on one of the intersection points of the three lines at infinity, say
the point S =1[0:0:0:1]. If e3 = 0, then this is a singular point. We determine
its type, in the notation by Arnol’d [I], following [5]. We start by introducing some
inhomogeneous coordinates around .S,

[Xo:X1:Xo: X3] = [ug :uz:ug: 1],

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

2 2 2 2 2 3
f(u) := ugus + e1uruj + eauqus + wiujus + waujug + wyuy + wauy = 0.
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Next, we apply a weighted scaling
wp = oy (1<k<3),
where r is a free scalar, and we look for triples (ji, j2,j3) € Q2, such that
fw)=rfov) +o(r)  (r—0),

where the leading order coefficient fo(v) is such that {fo(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

Ay i (J1,J2,73) = (n%;-p %’ %)’ (n>1),

D, if (j1,J2,73) = (n1172(7:1:21)7%)7 (n>4),
type(S) = ¢ Es if (j1,j2,73) = (3.1, 3),

Er if (ji,j2,J3) = (3, 2, 3),

Eg if (j1,j2,03) = (3, %, 3)-

We first consider the following values for the weights (j1,j2,j3) = (3,3, %), in
which case

fuw) = r(vavs + w;;v%) +o(r) (r —0).

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

Suppose now that ws = 0. Then we take the weights (j1,j2,73) = (%, %, %), SO
that

f(u) = r(vavs + wyvy) + o(r) (r—0).

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

Next, suppose that also ws = 0. Then we take the weights (j1, j2, j3) = (3, 3, 3),
so that

M\)—A

f(u) = r(vovs + wlvag + (.(}21}%1}3) +o(r) (r —0).

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

Next, suppose that also wiws = 0. Without loss of generality, we consider the
case w; = 0. The only admissible choice of weights is (j1,j2,J3) = (¢, 2,2), and
these weights do not allow us to read of the singularity type.

We therefore first apply a locally invertible polynomial mapping, u +— (ug,us —

wau?, u3), before scaling with the weights (j1, j2,j3) = (é 1 1) yielding

fur, ug — wou?, uz) = r(vovs + ewiv?) + o(r) (r —0).

Now, necessarily ¢; = 1 since else the cubic is reducible. Therefore, as long as
ws # 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v = (0,0,0), and S is
a singularity of type A,. Similarly, if wy = 0 but wy # 0, then S is a singularity of
type Ag.

All in all, we have

— if €3 = 1,
Al ingZO,UJ37éo,
type(s) = AQ if €3 =0,w3 =0, wy # 0, (55)

A3 if€3 :0,0J3 :0,0J4 :0,0J1WQ ?50,
A4 if&g :0,0.)3 :O,UJ4 :O,UJlbUQ :O,wl +LU27QO,
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where — signifies that S is a regular point. In the final case when wy = 0,1 < k < 4,
the singularity is non-isolated. Indeed, in that case, necessarily ¢; = eo = 1 (as
otherwise the cubic surface is reducible) and its defining equation reads

X1 XoXs5 4+ XoX? 4+ X0 X2 =0.

This surface is singular on the line {X; = X3 = 0} and has a further infinite number
of lines lying in hyperplanes of the form {X5 = ¢ Xy}, t € C, which all intersect
this line.

Returning to the general discussion, we note, in particular, that singularities of
types As, D4, D5, Fg, EG 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

X1 Xo X3 — X? — X3+ X3X, =0,
has an Ajs singularity at [0:0: 0 : 1]. It contains only three lines,
{(X eP?: X; = Xy =0},
(X eP?: Xy =0,X0+ X1 =0},
(X eP?: Xy, =0,X0— X; =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 Ag, 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 We discuss a few examples in this table.

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

T1Tox3 + wWiTy1 + woxs = 0, wr,ws # 0.

It has A; singularities at [0: 1 : 0: 0] and [0 : 0 : 1 : 0], an As 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 {x; =
x9 = 0} and {z1 + x2 = 23 = 0}. By scaling 21 — —wox; and zo — —wixa, We
may normalise the cubic such that wy = wy = —1.

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

T1T2x3 + x% 4+ wixy +ws =0, wy # 0.

It has As singularities at [0:0:1:0] and [0: 0:0: 1] in its projective completion,
and no further singularities at infinity. Only when w? = 4wy, the surface has a
further finite singularity at (z1,x2,z3) = (—%wl, 0,0), of type A; . Apart from the
three lines at infinity, there are generically four further lines. By scaling x; 2 —

V/Wax1,2, we may normalise the cubic such that wy = 1, yielding a one-parameter
family of affine cubic surfaces.

Example 5.4 (A;, Ay, As). By (5.5)), the general form of the cubic surface is

T1T2T3 + w1T1 + waTo + wy = 0, wy,wz,wq # 0.
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singularities P-eqn #lines cubic
——,— Pvyr 24 $1$2.’L‘3+.’II%+.’IJ%+$§+W1I1 + woxo + w3xs + wy
——A Py 18 T1To3 + TF + X5 + w11 + waTs + waws + R(wi2.3)
—,—,Ay ng', Pii,eg 12 17273 + 23 + 23 + w121 + woTn +wy — 1
—,—,A3 Pﬁ)f 7 12273 + 23 + 23 + Wiz — T2
—,—,Ay Pl%g 3 T1ToT3 + x% + x% — Tg
—,Al,Al Prv 13 T1T2T3 +Jf% + w11 —‘rLUz(ﬂig —|—a:3) +OJ2(1 + w1 —LUQ)

A ALA piM 9 T1ToT3 — T + Waly — Tg — wo + 1
—,A1,A, P 8 17273 + 23 + w1y — 29 + 1
Ay,ALL A Py 5 T1XoT3 — T — To + 1

—, A2, A2 - 4 T1T273 + 13 +wizy + 1
—,A1,A3 - 4 T12223 +$% — T — T2
Aq,ALLA3 - 2 T1T9T3 — T1 — T2
Ay,42,A - 2 T1ToZs — 21 + 1

—, A1, A4 - 1 12273 + 22 — T
A2,A27A2 - 0 T1T2T3 -+ 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 w’s are considered

generic and in the second row, the rational function R is given by

R=1+ w% o ws(w2+ugll;213;)£;)21+w2w3) )

It has A; singularities at [0 : 1 : 0 : 0] and [0 : 0 : 1 : 0], an Ay 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

wWiw2

w1 w2
xry+— ——x1, Togrr ——T2, I3+ xs,
Wyq Wy

Wy

we may normalise the cubic such that —w; = —ws = w4 = 1. This is the decorated

character variety of Pr.

Example 5.5 (—, —, As). By (5.5)), the general form of the cubic surface is
T1Tox3 + x% + x% + wixy + woxg +wy =0, wy # 0.

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

(Wi — 4w (w2 —4w?)=0.
Apart from the three lines at infinity, there are generically 12 further lines. By
scaling 12 — u ¥ 2, where u is a root of u? — 4wy + wy = 0, we may normalise
the surface such that wys = w; — 1, leading to the two-parameter family of cubic
surfaces given in Table This is the decorated character variety of ng.

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

2
T1T2T3 + T + w11 + waToe + w3xrs +wyq = 0, wo,ws,wy # 0.
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It has A; singularities at [0: 0:1:0] and [0:0:0: 1], and no further singularities
in its projective completion, unless

2, 2 2,2 3 3
18 wiwawswy + 27 wyws — wiwy +4 wy — 4 wiwsws = 0.

Apart from the three lines at infinity, there are generically 13 further lines. By
scaling, we can ensure that wy = ws and wy = wa(l + w1 — we), leading to the
two-parameter family of cubic surfaces given in Table This is the decorated
character variety of Pry.

5.2. Constructing Segre surfaces. In Section we showed how to blow
down one of the lines at infinity of the cubic surface for Py, 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 C C3, with a triangle of lines
at infinity, in normal form . 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{® at infinity. Correspondingly introducing
the variables

Y1 =21, Y2 ==T2, Y3=1T3, Ya= T2T3,
we obtain an affine Segre surface ) C C*, given by
Yoys — ya = 0, (5.6)
Y1y + €197 + €295 + €395 + w1y + ways + ways +wa = 0. (5.7)
The polynomial mapping
X =YV =y,
is an isomorphism between the affine varieties X and ). Using homogeneous coor-
dinates
[Yo: Y1 :Yo:Ys: Yy =1[1:y1:y2:ys3: va, (5.8)
we define the canonical projective completion Y C P* of ), by the homogeneous
equations,
YoY5 — YaYo =0,

V1V +ea Y2+ VP + Y2+ (Y] +wa Yo 4+ w3¥3)Yy +wsYE = 0. (5:9)
The curve at infinity, )\ ), is described by
ViVitaVP+eaY?+eaY:=0 YY3=0, Y,=0.
This quartic curve factorises into two quadratic curves,
Ce: YWit+aYi+eaYi=0, Yo=0, Y,=0,
and
CP: YWit+aYi+eYi=0, Y3=0, Y,=0,
which meet in two points,
0:1:0:0: —¢], ¢i°:=10:0:0:0:1].
The mapping 7 extends to a regular bi-rational mapping
T:X =Y, (5.10)
which is described on the three lines at infinity by
L 7([0:0: X2:X3])=[0:0:0:0:1],
Ls° 7([0: X1 :0:X3))=[0: X7:0: X1 X3: (e, X7 + e3X2)],

Lse: 7([0: X1 : X2:0) =[0: X7 : X1 X0:0: —(e1 X7 + e2X3)],
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see equations (5.4). In particular, m(L$°) = {¢{°} and 7(Lg°) C Cp° for k = 2, 3.
Let us introduce some notation for the corner points of the triangle at infinity of
the cubic,

P =10:0:0:1],
P =1[0:0:1:0],
pos =10:1:0:0],
so that p2y is the intersection point of L5® and Lp® for appropriate indices j, k, see

Figure ﬁ Then 7 maps these corner points respectively to the following points
on ),

75 =10:0:0:1—¢€3: €3],
¢35 =10:0:1—€2:0: e,
¢55=10:1:0:0:—¢].

P33
Ly Ly

py L Yﬁ

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

If €2 = €3 = 1, then both C5° and C$° are irreducible conics, 7(Lg°) = C5° for
k = 2,3, and 7 is the blow-up of the Segre surface J at ¢§°, with exceptional divisor

L{e.
If e = 0, then C%° is the product of two lines
Cg?al YZ;+61Y1:O, Y3:0, YOZO,
ng},: Y; =0, Y; =0, Yy =0,

which intersect at ¢f§ =[0:0:1:0:0], and 7(L5°) = C5%,.
If e3 = 0, then C5° is the product of two lines
CQO’OGZ Y21+61Y1:0, }/2:07 Y():O,
CQO,Ob: leoa )/2:()7 }/0:0?

which intersect at ¢f5 =[0:0:0:1:0], and 7(L5°) = C5%,.

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 the different cases are displayed.

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

Yy 0 Y3 Y, 0

J - .
vl¥o=0 w11 +waYs +w3Ys Yy+26Y:r 26Y; 2eY; V)
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A point Y at infinity is a singularity of ) if and only if this Jacobian has rank less
than two. It follows from this, that ) can only have singularities at the intersection
points of irreducible components of the curve at infinity. Note, furthermore, that
¢5° is always a regular point, and ¢35 € ) is a singular point if and only if p3§ € X
is a singular point in which case their types are the same.

Note that the Jacobian has rank less than two at ¢f5 if and only if €3 = w3 = 0.
In such case, we can determine the singularity type of ¢{5 analogous to how we
arrived at equation (5.5). We use local affine variables u defined through

[Yo:Y1:Yo:Y5:Yy] =[up:ug:ujus:1: ug,
so that ¢S corresponds to u = (0,0,0). The first equation in (5.9)) is now trivially
satisfied, and the second equation becomes
f(u) = ugusz + elug + egu%ug + wiuius + WQ’U,%U;; + w4u§ =0.
The remainder of the procedure is the same as how we obtained equation (5.5). We
apply a weighted scaling
up = rt oy (1<k<3),

where 7 is a free scalar, and we look for triples (j1, j2,Jj3) € Q3>0, such that a balance
of overall weight 1 occurs.
Putting (j1, jo,j3) = (%, %, %), we have

f(u) = r(vavsg + elvg + wyvive + ww%) + o(r) (r —0).

As long as wy # 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v = (0,0, 0),
and ¢7% is a singularity of type A;.
Next, suppose that also wy = 0. Then we apply the locally invertible polynomial

mapping us — us —wiu; and take weights (ji1, j2,J3) = (%, %, %), to obtain
fuy, ug, us — wiug) = r(vavs + €03 — Wiwevs) + o(r) (r —0).

As long as wiws # 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v =
(0,0,0), and ¢55 is a singularity of type As.

Next, suppose that also wjws = 0. Without loss of generality, we consider the
case wy; = 0. Taking (j1, j2,73) = (i, %7 %), gives the balance

f(u) = r(vovs + €105 + wovivg) + o(r) (r —0).

Now, necessarily €; = 1 since else the Segre surface is reducible. Therefore, as long
as wy # 0, the leading order term has an isolated singularity at v = (0,0, 0), and ¢33
is a singularity of type As. Similarly, if we = 0 but wy # 0, then ¢f5 is a singularity
of type As.

All in all,

— ifeg=1,
— ifeg =0,w3 #0,
type(qs) = q A1 if e3 = 0,w3 = 0,wy #0,

AQ if €3 = O,W3 = 0,(,04 = O,w1w2 75 0,

As ife3 =0,w3 =0,w4 =0, wjws = 0,w1 +ws # 0,
and in the final case when wy = 0, 1 < k < 4, the singularity is non-isolated and
our running assumption that X is smooth is violated. Comparing with , we
see that ¢f5 € ) is an A;_; singularity when p35 € X is an A; singularity, for
1 < j <4, where Ay := —. Analogously, ¢f5 € YV is an A;_; singularity when
ps € X is an A; singularity, 1 < ¢ < 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 at infinity, then ™ maps L to a conic in' Y. Otherwise,
7 maps L to a line in Y. All the lines in the Segre surface ), 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{° at infinity. Then its affine part admits a parametrisation

r=ta+b (teC), (5.11)
for some a,b € C3, with a; = 0 and as, az # 0. Therefore
7T(L) = {[t% . bltg . agt1t0+b2t8 : a3t1t0+b3t(2) . (a2t1+b2t0)(a3t1+b3to)] . [to . tl] S ]Pl},

is a conic.

Otherwise, the affine part of the line admits a parametrisation , with either
as = 0 or ag = 0, and the image under 7 is thus a line, since y4 = yoy3 will be
affine linear in t.

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

y=at+Db,

for some a,b € C*, with at least one ay # 0, 1 < k < 3, since y4 = yoy3. It follows
that

7T_1(L> = {[a1t1 + bito : asty + batg : asty + bgto] : [to : tl] S ]Pl},
is a line. In particular L is the image under 7 of a line in X and the lemma
follows. O
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D) 6226320

FI1GURE 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 ), for different choices of €3, €5 € {0, 1}.
Here the singularity type at each intersection point is depicted
in purple, with corresponding indices satisfying 0 < k < 4,
1 <id,j5 <4, and Ay := —. The admissable values of (1,7, k)
can be read off Table

Remark 5.8. The classical Cayley—Salmon theorem [6] [44] states that any smooth
cubic surface in P? contains precisely 27 lines. Furthermore, it is well-known that
any line in a smooth cubic surface intersects with precisely 10 others. Therefore,
setting €1 9.3 = 1, it follows from the above lemma that the smooth Segre surface )
contains precisely 27 — 10 — 1 = 16 lines, as expected. This is also consistent with
the line counting on the blow-up model in Remark

Starting with any embedded affine cubic X given by the normal form ,
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
0.2l

In the following sections, we will discuss some examples of this. For this purpose,
and for general reference, we have provided Table 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 As, both with 5 lines and with 4 lines on them.
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Y singularities P-eqn L{® Lse L
——— Py — (16,0) | — (16,0) | — (16,0)
——.A Py — (14,2) | — (14,2) | 4; (12,0)
—— A Ple PUE || Ay (10,2) | 41 (10,2) | Ag (8,0)
—,—,As P A5 (6,2) | As (6,2) | A3 (5,0)
— — Ay pPLs As (3,2) | A3 (2,2) | A4 (3,0)
— A1 A Prv — (12,4) | A; (10,2) | 4, (10,2)
A ALA, P’ Ap (8,4) | Ap (8,4) | Ay (8,4)

VA1 A P Ay (8,4) |24, (7,2) | Az (6,2)
Aq,A1, A P 24, (5,4) | 24, (5,4) | Ay (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.

— Ay Ag Az Az Ay
16 12 8 ) 4 3
24, 241 | A1+ A | A1+ A3 | 3A1 | 241 + Ay
9 8 6 3 6 4
2A1 + Az | 44, Dy Ds
2 4 2 1

TABLE 5.3. Possible singularity configurations and number of lines
on Segre surfaces in CP*, taken from Dolgachev [I3, 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 Pyy. In this section,
we study the two affine cubic surfaces associated with Py 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 Pi}" is also a natural Z-Segre for PEN.

Consider the general P! cubic
T1T2x3 — T1 + wWolko — 3 —wo + 1 =0. (5.12)

It is smooth unless wy, = —1 and reduces to the character variety of Py as wo — 0.
For generic ws, the embedded cubic contains 9 affine lines, explicitly given by
LM = {2, +wy =0,23 =1} LM ={z; —1=0,20 = 1},
LM = {234+ wy = 0,21 = 1}, LM = {23 —1=0,25 = 1},
LM = {21 4wy =0,20 = —wy '}, LM = {21 =023 —wozy = 1 — wy},

L;{M ={z3+wy =0,29 = —wgl}, LgM ={z3=0,21 —waxe = 1 — wa},
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LM = {20 =0,21 + 23 =1 —wy}.
We follow the construction in the previous section with respect to the line L§°
at infinity and introduce variables
Y1 =121, Y2=7T2, Y3=1T3 Y4=T1T2,
to obtain the corresponding affine Segre surface Y™ C C*, defined by
Y1y2 —ys =0, (5.13a)
Ysyas — Y1 +way2 —y3 —w2 +1=0. (5.13b)
We obtain the canonical projective completion ?JM C P* through homogeneous
coordinates , and the curve at infinity is given by
Yo=0, Y1Yo=0, Y3Y;=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
Pt Ye=1, Y;=0 (0<j<4,j#k),
where 1 < k < 4. The point pi™M is an A; singularity and the other three are
regular points in ?IM. Note, furthermore, that * — y maps L‘,lM7 1<k <8to

affine lines on Y™ but LM is mapped to a conic. Thus ?IM is a Segre surface
with one A; singularity and 12 lines, four of which lie at infinity, as indicated in
the corresponding entry of Table

Now, recall the affine Segre surface of P{M obtained by confluence in Section
It is affinely equivalent to VM under

wa(ys — 1)
21:W7 Z4:1,
m=-1-2 Z5=y1_17
wo 1+ wy
23:1—y1+w2y2—w2y4’ 26:71+W2y2,
14+ wo 14+ ws

with parameter values in (4.6)) given by py = A1 = 1 and A2 = 1 4 wo.
Next, we turn our attention to the embedded affine cubic surface of P}, defined
by

F1ToZs + &2 + Wiy — Tg+1=0. (5.14)
It is smooth unless w? = 4. Tt will be helpful to write w; = —(vo + vy'), so that
the 8 affine lines on the cubic admit a simple description,
LN = (&) = vy, &3 = v '}, LEN = {xy = 1,8, + @3 = vo +vp '},
LEN = {&3 = vo, 31 = vy '}, LN = {71 = vy ', &2 = 0},
LEN = {&1 = v, s = 0}, LEN = {vody + 2 = 1,33 = vy '},
LEN = {33 = vo, &1 +voF2 = v}, LEN = {1 = 0,79 = 1}.

Next, we consider the construction Section [3:2.2] with respect to the line L$° at
infinity, so that the resulting affine Segre surface has only an A; singularity in its

canonical projective completion, like iJM. So, we introduce the variables
U1 =721, Y2 =1=T2, Yz =2IT3, UYs= Tals,
to obtain the affine Segre surface Y*N C C* defined by
Y293 — Ya = 0,
s+ 97+ — g2 +1=0.
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. . . =FN .
Its canonical projective completion ' C P* through homogeneous coordinates
Y, see equation (5.8)), and the curve at infinity is given by

Yo =0, Y2¥3=0, Yi(Y;+VYi)=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

PN =[0:1:0:0:-1],
PN =100:0:0:0:1],
PN =10:0:0:1:0],
pit =[0:0:1:0:0],

where 1 < k < 4. The point p5~ is an A; singularity and the other three are regular

points in TFN. Note, furthermore, that * — y maps each of the affine lines LP,;N,
1 < k < 8, to an affine line on YN,

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

P* 5 PLY — Y = AY,

maps V'™ onto Y¥N. We require that the curves at infinity are mapped to one
another, and to this end we impose that the intersection point piM is mapped to
pEN, 1 <k <4. As a result, A takes the form

)
N
[
)
N
[\
o O O
e
o

A= |as 0 0 ass
a41 0 0 aga O
as1 —ag2 asz O 0

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

:'7:14- (1aylvy27y3ay4)Ta (515)

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

1 0 0 0 0
0 =2 9 0 0
wiw
A= 1 0 0 0 -1,
0 0 0 = 9
wiwsg
—wy wa—l 1-wy 0 0
wiwo wi

as well as a remaining necessary and sufficient condition relating w; and ws, namely
wid2=wy+wyl. (5.16)

In other words, when (5.16)) holds, then (5.15) defines an affine transformation
that induces an isomorphism from YIM 6 PFN Ag a consequence, we obtain the
following result.



SEGRE SURFACES AND GEOMETRY OF THE PAINLEVE EQUATIONS 59

Proposition 5.9. The affine cubic surface of P{IM, defined by equation (5.12), and
the affine cubic surface of PZN, defined by equation (5.14), are isomorphic when
their parameters are related by (5.16). Using the rational parametrisation

-1 2 *
wr =—(vo+vy ), w2=-v§, vy€C,
an explicit isomorphism is given by
o | 5= 1 |
Ty =vy T1, T2=1—2x1T2, I3=vy T3,
with inverse
A 1402 — o= YF 4 Foi o
T1 =vof1, xe=1+vy" —vy (Z1+ T2Z3), 3= VoTs.
Proof. From equation (5.15]), we obtain the affine transformation
~ —1 ~ ~ —1 ~ —1 —1
Yi=vy Y1, Ya=1l—wa, Ys=vo Y3, Yas=vo+vy —Vy Y1~ VoYa,

which induces an isomorphism from Y™ to Y*N. Now, note that the mapping
x — y from the affine cubic of Y™ to Y'M is an isomorphism of affine varieties,
and similarly Z ~ 7 is from the affine cubic of Y¥N to YN is an isomorphism. Com-
posing the three isomorphisms, x — y, y — y and y — 2, yields the isomorphism
between the affine cubic surfaces of Y™ and YN in the proposition. O

Remark 5.10. The isomorphism in Proposition maps the line LEN to LiM,
1 < k < 8. Furthermore, the inverse image of the remaining affine line, LM, is a
conic in YN,

Remark 5.11. We note that a bi-rational mapping between the cubic surfaces
of PEN and Pi]IM was given in [0, Remark 2.1]. That mapping is singular along
zox3 = 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

with parameter value Ay = 1—v2, and the Segre surface Y~ with w; = —(vo+vg '),
given by
2 ~
Vo Y2
21:1—1}8’ 24:1,
U Lo v —1
2 Yo ) 5 1— ’U% )
~ vo(Ys — vol2) _ wo(vo — Y1 — a)
%= 1 — 0?2 ’ %6 = 1 — 02
0 0

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

T1xox3 —T1 — X2+ 1=0.
It is smooth and contains 5 affine lines, given by
L' ={z; =0,20 = 1} LY ={zy = 1,25 =1},
LY = {z; = 1,25 = 0}, L = {23 =0,21 4+ 20 = 1},
Ly ={x; = 1,23 = 1}.

We follow the construction in the Section with respect to the line L$° at
infinity and introduce variables

Y1 =21, Y2 =722, Y3 =3, Y4=T1T2,
to obtain the corresponding affine Segre surface Y! C C*, defined by
Y1y2 —ys =0,
Ysys —y1 —y2 +1=0.
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. . . . . 1
We obtain the canonical projective completion ) C P* through homogeneous
coordinates (5.8), and the curve at infinity is given by

Yo=0, "Y,=0, Y3Y,=0.
This curve is the product of four lines, intersecting in four points, forming a rec-
tangle, as in Figure The four intersection points are given by
ph: Ye=1 Y;=0 (0<j<4,j#k),
where 1 < k < 4. The point p} is an Ay singularity and the other three are regular
points in ?I. Note, furthermore, that £ — y maps L}c, 1 < k < 4 to affine lines on

I
YL but LL is mapped to a conic. Thus ) is a Segre surface with one Ay singularity
and 8 lines, four of which lie at infinity, as indicated in the corresponding entry of

Table Setting

21 = —Ya4, Z4 = ]-7
22 =y3— 1, 25 =y1 — 1,
23 =1—y1 — Y2 + ya, z6 = Y2 — 1,
and vice-versa
y1 =25 + 1, Yo = 26 + 1, Y3 = 22 + 1, Y4 = —21,

we obtain that J' is isomorphic to the following Z-Segre:

z1+23+24+25+26 =0 (5.17a)
a—1=0 (5.17b)
2324 — 2129 =0 (5.17¢)
2324 — 2526 = 0. (5.17d)

5.5. Cubic and Segre surfaces associated with Pgeg). Looking at Table
we see that the PL¢ and the Pg}i °9) coincide, even though the parameters v; and v;
in the two cases don’t. Denoting the Pﬁf variables and parameters with the index
T and the ones of Pg °9) with an index V4 is easy to see that setting

117 II7
Vg xl Vg x2

I = T, i’ 2 T T, i’ 3
Voudttol! Voudttoll
% [ III v, vll!
d __ III d __ o0
Vo = Vo " Voo™ s Uy~ = II7
Vo
(deg)

we map the Py, cubic to the PPHG one. This shows that the two Z—Segre surfaces
coincide.
We can also produce the P‘\i,eg by blowing down the P{l,eg cubic

Va _ IIT
izg ,

2 2
T1Tox3 + ] + T5 + wix1 + waka,

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

21+23+2za+25+26=0 (5.18a)
p323 + 24 + pszs + peze = 0 (5.18b)
2324 — 2122 =0 (5.18¢)
2324 — 2526 = 0, (5.18d)

where pg = %. The family (5.18)) only depends on two independent parameters.
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5.6. Cubic and Segre surfaces associated with Pﬁ}. The affine cubic surface
associated with P7 is defined by

2 2
T1Tox3 + 27 + x5 +wWiT — T2 = 0,

with wy € C*. It is smooth for any value of w; and reduces to the cubic surface for
Pﬁ? as w; — 0.
The embedded surface contains 7 affine lines, given by

Ly ={x1 =0, 9 = 0}, L5:{x3+w1+w1_1:O,wlzlf@:O},
Ly ={z1 =0, 2z =1}, Le={x3 +wi +wt =0, 1 —wixy +w; =0},
L3:{$1 +w; =0, IBQZO}, L7:{.’£1 +w; =0,1—x9 +W1£3:0},

Ly ={x9 =1, 21 + 23 + wy = 0},

and three lines at infinity.
We follow the construction in Section [5.2) with respect to the line L{® at infinity
and introduce variables

Y1 =1, Y2 ==T2, Y3=T3, Y4 = T2T3,

to obtain the corresponding affine Segre surface ) C C*, defined by

y2y3s —ya = 0,
Yiys + YL + Y3 +wiyr —y2 = 0.

We obtain the canonical projective completion )) C P* through homogeneous
coordinates (5.8]), and the curve at infinity is given by

Yo=0, Y2¥3=0, Yi(Y1+Ys)=0.

This curve is the product of two lines and a conic, intersecting in three points, see
Figure [5.2d The point where the two lines at infinity intersect,

Yo:YV1:Y2:Y3:Y,]=1[0:0:0:1:0],

is an A, singularity, and ) is smooth elsewhere.

Note, furthermore, that 2 — y maps the lines Ly, 1 < k < 6 to affine lines on
Y, but L7 is mapped to a conic. Thus Y is a Segre surface with one As singularity
and 8 lines, two of which lie at infinity, as indicated in the corresponding entry of
Table Setting

-1 -1

21 =Wy Y1 ty2 Wy s, z4 =1 =y,

20 =—1—wi 'y + 4o, 25 = Wi Y,

z3=—((1+wi )y +wi'ya), 26 =—1+(1+wi)(y2—1) —wiys +wiys,
we obtain the corresponding Z—Segre surface

Zl+22+23+2’4+25:0,
z4+w%z5 —1=0,

2324 — 2122 = 0,

2324 — R5R6 — 0.

This is the entry in Table for ng with ps = w?.
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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 Z,.
In the case of the Painlevé differential equations, for each equation, there are three
surfaces: namely the monodromy manifold, its blow down to the J)—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 Z, the Nambu Poisson bracket is defined by the
following formula

df Adg A dhy A dhy A dhs A dhy

= . 6.1
{£.9} dzy ANdzg Ndzs Adzy N\ dzs A dzg (6.1)

Applying this formula to hq, hs3, hg defined by (2.2)), and hf defined in ([2.3)) in ,
we obtain the following:

{21, 22} 2 =A2(23(25(—p3 + ps) + 26(p3 — p6)) + za(25 — 2505 + 26(—1 + p6))), 62)
6.2

{21, 23} 2 =23X2(25(p2 — p5) — 26(p2 — p6)) + 21 A1 (25A2(1 — ps) — 2z6A2(1 — pe)+
+ z3(p6 — ps)),

{21524} =21 M2 (25(ps — p3) — 26(ps — p3)) + za(z5A2(ps5 — p2) + 26 A2(p2 — p6)+
+ 21M1(p5 — pe)),

{21,25} 2 =25A2(2a(p2 — 1) + 23(p3 — p2)) + 21 A1 (25A2(p3 — 1) + 23(p3 — pe)+
z4(ps — 1)),

{71, 26}z =26A2(24 — zap2 + z3(p2 — p3)) + 21 A1 (24 + 26 A2 — 23p3 — 26 A2p3+
z3p5 — ZapP5),

{22, 23} 2 =23X2(25p5 — 26p6) + 221 (26 A2 + 25A2(p5 — 1) + 23p5 — 236 — 26A206),

{22, 24}, =2aX2(26p6 — 25p5) + 22M1(25X2(p3 — p5) + 26A2(ps — p3) + za(ps — ps5)),

{22, 25} 2 =25X2(24 — 23p3) + 22A1(24 + 25A2 — 23p3 — 25X2p3 + 23p6 — 24p6);

{22, 26} . =26A2(23p3 — 24) + 22A1(26A2(p3 — 1) + 23(p3 — p5) + 24(p5 — 1)),

{23, 24} 2 =M A2(2225(—p2 + ps) + 2226 (p2 — p6) + 21(26p6 — 25p5)),

{23, 25}, =2325A2p2 + 22A1(25A2(p2 — 1) + 23(p2 — p6)) + 21 A1 (252 + 2306),

{23,26} . = — 2326 \2p2 — 21 A1 (26 A2 + 23p5) + 221 (26 A2 — 23p2 — 26 A2p2 + 23p5),

{24, 25} 2 =za26X2p2 + 2126 A1 A2p3 + 22A1 (26 M2 (p2 — p3) + 24(p2 — p5)) + 2124 M1 05,

{25, 26} 2 =M1 (22(24 — zap2 + 23(p2 — p3)) + 21(—21 + 23p3)),

By construction, this bracket defines a Poisson bracket (namely it satisfies the

Jacobi identity [46]) on C[z1,...,26] and the functions hy,h}, hs, hy are central
elements. This means that it can be restricted to the Segre surface

Zq = Spec (C[Zl, . .,ZG]/<h1, g,h3,h4>) .

Lemma 6.1. The central elements of the Poisson bracket (6.2) are algebraically
dependent on hy, ..., hy.

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 the Jacobian matrix of hi,...,hs has maximal rank 4. Then
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because any f is central element must satisfy{f,z;}z =0 for alli =1,...,6, it is
easy to prove that
4

of Oh; )
— = i =1,2,...
azj ;alaz‘]7 .] 9 ) ’67

for some polynomials «g, . . ., ay that are constant on the Segre surface. We conclude
that f must be a algebraically dependent on hq, ..., hy. O

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 X4, defined as zero set of the polynomial ¢® defined in [4.2), is
a Poisson map.

Proof. Observe that X(? admits the natural Poisson bracket defined by:

Ip(® Ip(® AP D

{x17x2}x - 8.%3 9 {x27x3}x = 5%1 ) {'r?)vxl}x - axQ . (63)

Let us choose the following blow down:

d)

3
VD = {(y1, 92, y3,94) € Cllya—1293, 190+ > _ (V2 +w ) + wi® = 0}. (6.4)

i=1
Then, the Nambu Poisson bracket on the surface Y@ is defined as follows

df Adg A d® A 4T,

Uhghy = dy1 A dya Ndys AN dys

Therefore, for ¢ < j,

0 —¥3 —Y2 1

, (6.5)
Ya + 2€§d)y1 + wgd) Zegd)yg + wéd) 26:()’d)y3 + wéd) Y1

ij

i yity =

where [];; 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
{yiayj}y = —{yz‘(xh172,$3),yj($1,5627$3)}x,

hence proving that the blow down map is Poisson. O

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

oD . Y@ _y 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 ®@ 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 Z; is defined in the same way
as for the Z,, namely by . The properties of this bracket are the same for all
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members of Table [L.1] so that we obtain a unified formula that by specializing the

@ o (o A

parameters €, and Pi gives the Poisson bracket on Z(4):

{21022} = APz (2505 = o) + z6(el” o — ¥ "))
#2824 (250 = 9050) + 260" — 7))

(evsnds = 1 (A1 99 + sl — 040+
+ 20 (706" — ™)) + 20 A (o 70 — o7 z5),

{o1,zahe = MO (207 (647 = o) + 2a (e 0l — 76
+26 27 (e o8 — o)) + 200 (25l — 260",

{3512 = A9 (AT 1)+ sl — ) + (2 - &)
+ 256D A (23p() — 24),

(o1, z0hs = M0 (20087 (1= € p4) + 206" — i) + 2a(1 = 761"
+ ZGEéd))‘éd) (22 — ZBPg,d)),

{z2,23}, = /\(1d)22 (z;,)éd)(eid)péd) —-1)+ 23(e(d)p(d) - eid)péd))+
b oA — ) + 20N a9 20,

feazade = A% (2607067 = o) + 2400 — §0") + 2007 (047 — 70l
+ 246 A (260l — 25p8"),

{2225} = APz (252571 = P p{") + 24 (el = €00 + 230" — el”0k"))
3D ey — 2k,

{72, 26}, = /\gd)@ (26/\5(1)(€£1d)ﬂ§,d) 1) + 23(p3 - (d)) + 34(64(1(1)053(1) - 1))
+ z66gd))\(d)(23p3 — 24),

{z3,26}, = /\gd)(zgegd) zleg ))(26/\2 + zgpéd)),

{z4,25}, = /\1(22€éd) — zle(d ) (25 /\éd) ) 42 p(d)),

{z1,26}. = —Mi(zmes” — 21e) (26757 o5 + 24pl"),

(25,26} > = AP (2068 — 21€6”) (24 — 23p5").
(6.6)
Using these formulae, by direct comparison with (6.5)), we obtain

z;};z)}i,l(}zl__l])_)(( t 1)) {Zz(yh s 7y4), Zj(yl, ey y4)}y7

{Ziv Zj}z -

hence proving that ®(@ is Poisson. A similar computation can be done for the
inverse. O

7. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we showed that the monodromy manifold of qPvy 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 Pyy. 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 }-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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