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MONODROMY OF GENERALIZED LAME EQUATIONS WITH
DARBOUX-TREIBICH-VERDIER POTENTIALS:
A UNIVERSAL LAW

ZHIJIE CHEN AND CHANG-SHOU LIN

ABSTRACT. The Darboux-Treibich-Verdier (DTV) potential 22:0 n(ng +
1)p(z + %t 1) is well-known as doubly-periodic solutions of the station-
ary KdV hierarchy (Treibich-Verdier, Duke Math. J. 68 (1992), 217-236).
In this paper, we study the generalized Lamé equation with the DTV po-
tential
3
y'(z) = | Y m(m+Dp(z+ F7) +Bly(z), ngeN
k=0

from the monodromy aspect. We prove that the map from (7, B) to the
monodromy data (r,s) satisfies a surprising universal law dt A dB =
8m2dr A ds. Our proof applies Panlevé VI equation and modular forms.
We also give applications to the algebraic multiplicity of (anti)periodic
eigenvalues for the associated Hill operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, we use the notations wy = 0, w1 =1, wy = 7,
w3 =1+7tand Ay = Z+Zt, wheret € H = {t|ImT > 0}. Define
E. := C/A: to be the elliptic curve and E-[2] := {%t|k =0,1,2,3} + A to
be the set consisting of the lattice points and 2-torsion points in E.

Let p(z) = p(z;T) be the Weierstrass elliptic function with periods A
and define e, (1) := p(55;7), k = 1,2,3. It is well known that

3
o (z;1)* = 4}[[1(9(2; T) —ee(1)) = 4p(z1)° — §2(1) p(zT) — 83(7),

where ¢>(7), g3(7) are invariants of the elliptic curve E;. Let {(z) = ((z; T) :=
— |7 p(& 7)dE be the Weierstrass zeta function with two quasi-periods 77, (7):

(1.1) (7)) ==20(%57) =0z +wiT) —{(zT), k=12

and 0(z) = 0(z7) := exp [*{(&T)dE be the Weierstrass sigma function.
Notice that {(z) is an odd meromorphic function with simple poles at A;
and o (z) is an odd holomorphic function with simple zeros at A+.

This is the final one in our project of studying the generalized Lamé
equation (denoted by H(n, B, 7))

(1.2) y'(z) = (In(z;t) + B)y(z), z€C,
1
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with the Darboux-Treibich-Verdier potential [18, 34), 35,36, 37]

3
(1.3) In(z7) == Y me(me + 1) p(z + %5 7),
k=0

where n = (ng, ny,nz,n3) with np € N and maxn;y > 1, and B € Cis a
parameter. By changing variable z — z + %t if necessary, we can always
assume ng > 1.

In the 19th century, Darboux introduced H(n, B, T) as the elliptic form
of the well-known Heun equation (i.e. a second order Fuchsian differ-
ential equation with four regular singular points). About 100 years later,
H(n, B, 7) was introduced in the soliton theory by Treibich and Verdier
[34)135,36]]. In a series of papers [29} 130, 31} 32, 33] by Takemura, H(n, B, T)
was also studied as the eigenvalue problem for the Hamiltonian of the BC;
(one particle) Inozemtsev model [21]. When n = (1,0,0,0), H(n, B, T) be-
comes the classical Lamé equation

(1.4) y"(z) = [n(n+1)p(z; 1) + Bly(z), ze€C.

See the classic texts [19) 27, [38] and recent works [4),[13} 23], 24] for introduc-
tions about (L.4).

Since the works of Treibich and Verdier [34, 35| 36], the DTV potential
In(z; T) is famous as an algebro-geometric finite-gap potential associated
with the stationary KdV hierarchy. In the literature, a potential q(z) is called
an algebro-geometric finite-gap potential if there is an odd-order differential
operator

d 2¢+1 2g-1 d 2g—1—j
(1.5) Pyg1 = (E) + j;) bj(2) (E)

such that [Pyg1,d*/dz* — q(z)] = 0, or equivalently, q(z) is a solution of
stationary KdV hierarchy equations (cf. [15,[16]).

For the DTV potential I(z; T), we let Py, 1 be the unique operator of
the form (L5) satisfying [Pyg11,d*/dz* — In(z;T)] = 0 such that its order
2g + 1 is smallest. Then a theorem of Burchnall and Chaundy [3] implies
the existence of the so-called spectral polynomial Qn(B; T) of degree 2g + 1
in B associated to I (z; T) such that

2
Prei1 = Qu(ds — In(%7);7).

The number g, i.e. the arithmetic genus of the associate hyperelliptic curve
{(B,C)|C? = Qn(B; 1)}, was computed by Gesztesy and Weikard [18] (see
also [33]]): Let my, be the rearrangement of 7y such that mg > my > mp > mg,
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then
Mo if Y my is even and mg + m3 > mq + my;
16) g-— W if Y my is even and mg + ms3 < mq + mo;
mo if " my is odd and mgy > mq + my + mg;
w if Y my is odd and my < mq + my + ms.

In this paper, we continue our study, initiated in [6], on H(n, B, T) from
the monodromy aspect. Since the local exponents of H(n, B, 7) at 5 are
—ny, 1+ 1 and Iy(z; T) is even elliptic, it is easily seen (cf. [18] 29]) that
any solution is meromorphic in C, i.e. the local monodromy matrix at % is
the identity matrix I,. Thus the monodromy representation p : 71(E;) —
SL(2,C) is a group homeomorphism, which is abelian and hence reducible.
More precisely, let é]-, j = 1,2, be two fundamental cycles z — z + w; of E;,
and let (y1(z),y2(z)) be any basis of solutions of H(n, B, 7). Then there are
monodromy matrices p(¢;) € SL(2,C) such that

+ ‘ .
@;g +Z§§> = () (ﬁg) , j=12,
p(L1)p(l2) = p(t2)p(41),

and the monodromy group is generated by p(¢1),p(f2). Consequently,
there are two cases (see [6)[18]):

(@) If Qn(B;T) # 0, the monodromy is completely reducible, namely
up to a common conjugation, p(¢;) and p(¢2) can be diagonized
simultaneously and expressed as

6—2711'5 0 e2m’r 0
(17) p(ﬁl) = < 0 eZnis) ’ p(ﬁz) = < 0 27rir>

e
for some (r,s) € C*\3Z?. In particular,
(1.8)  (trp(4y),trp(f2)) = (2cos2ms,2cos2mtr) & {£(2,2),+(2,—-2)}.
Define an equivalent relation
(r,5) ~ (r',s") if (r,s)=+(r,s') modZ>.
Since trp(/;) is independent of the choice of solutions, so (r,s) is

unique in (C2\1Z2)/ ~, and we refer it as the monodromy data of
H(n, B, 7).

(b) If Qn(B;T) = 0, then the monodromy is not completely reducible
(i.e. the space of common eigenfunctions is of dimension 1), and up
to a common conjugation, p(¢1) and p(¢2) can be expressed as

(1.9) p(l) = ¢ G (1)> , plh) =& (é (1)> ,

where €1,¢; € {£1} and C € CU {oo}. In particular,
(1.10) (trp(41),trp(f2)) = (2€1,2¢2) € {£(2,2), £(2,-2)}.
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Remark that if C = oo, then (1.9) should be understood as
10 10
P(gl) =& <0 1> ’ p(ﬂz) =& <1 1> :

In view of Case (a), a natural question that interests us is how to charac-
terize the mondoromy data (r,s) in terms of (7, B). Define

(1.11) %n == {(,B) € Hx C| Qa(B; ) # 0},

which is clearly an open connected subset of IH x C. Then the map
(1.12) ¢n:Zn — (CP\122%)/ ~, @n(7,B):= (1,5)

is well-defined. It was proved in [7, Lemma 2.3] that

(1.13) ¢n(T,B1) # ¢n(T,B2) if Bi # Bo.

Remark 1.1. Given any (1, By) € Zn, take (rg,50) € C*\3Z2 to be a rep-
resentative of the monodromy data of H(n, By, 79). Since there is a small
neighborhood V' C C2\1Z? of (rg,so) such that (r,s) # (r,s') for any
(r,s),(r',s") € V satisfying (r,s) # (¥,s’), there is a small neighborhood
U C Xy of (10, Bo) such that @q |, : U — (C*\ 17%)/ ~ canbe seen as

(pn‘u:U—>VCC2\%ZZ,

and so we can consider the local analytic properties of ¢,. Our main result
of this paper is the following surprising univeral law.

Theorem 1.2. Given n. Then the map ¢y, is holomorphic and locally one-to-one,
and satisfies

(1.14) dt A dB = 87%dr A ds, V(7,B) € Zp.

Remark 1.3. This universal law (1.14) is quite mysterious to us. Is there any
geometric explanation of this universal law? This question is worthy to be
explored.

On the other hand, as in [15,[17], for simplicity we call an elliptic function
q(z) an elliptic KAV potential if q(z) is a solution of the stationary KdV hier-
archy. The DTV potential I(z; T) is the simplest elliptic KAV potential. A
natural question is whether any analogue of Theorem [1L.21 holds for other elliptic
KdV potentials. More precisely, it was proved by Gesztesy, Unterkofler and
Weikard [17, Theorem 1.1] that g(z) is an elliptic KdV potential if and only
if up to adding a constant, 4(z) is expressed as

n
(1.15) 9(z) = q(z;7) = Y} mj(m; + Doz — pi(7);7),
j=1
where m; € N, p;(7) € E; satisfies p;(t) # p;(7) fori # j and the follow-
ing conditions
(1.16)
n

Z mj(mj +1)p(2k’1)(pi(r) — pj(T);T) =0forl1<k<m;1<i<n.
j=1,#i
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By (LI6), it is reasonable that p;(7)’s are holomophic in T and p;(7) #
p;(7) for i # j for T belonging to some open subset O C H. Consider the
corresponding differential equation

(1.17) y'(z) = [Zn;m]-(m]- +1)p(z —pj(1);T) + B}y(z), TeO,
j=

and denote its spectral polynomial by Qp(B; 7). Then like the DTV case,
the map

{(t,B) € OxC|Qp(B;T) #0} > (7,B) = (1,9)
is well-defined. Is there any analogue of the universal law (L.14) holding
for this map? One can see that our approach does not work for the general
elliptic KdV potentials, and this question remains open.

Our proof of this universal law is based on Painlevé VI equation and the
so-called pre-modular form Z}(T) constructed in [7] which characterizes the
monodromy data (7, s) in a precise way.

Definition 1.4. A function f, s(t) on H, which depends meromorphically on two
parameters (r,s)(mod Z2) € C2, is called a pre-modular form if the following
hold:
(1) If (r,s) € C*\ 322, then f, () % 0,00 and is meromorphic in T. Fur-
thermore, it is holomorphic in T if (r,s) € R?\ 1Z2.
(2) There is k € IN independent of (r,s) such that if (r,s) is any m-torsion
point for some m > 3, then f.s(7) is a modular form of weight k with
respect to T'(m).

The main result of [7] is following

Theorem 1.5. [7] There exists a pre-modular form Z(T) defined in T € H for
any pair (r,s) € C>\ 322 such that the following hold.

(@) If (r,s) = (%, %) withm € 2N>y, ki, ko € Z>o and ged(kq, ko, m) =

1, then Z2,(T) is a modular form of weight Y3 _o ny(nx + 1) /2 with re-
spect to

I'(m):={y€SL(22,Z)|y =1, mod m}.
(b) Given (r,s) € C*\ 3Z% and 1y € H such that r + 519 ¢ Ax, there

is B € C such that (r,s) is the monodromy data of H(n, B, 1), i.e. the
monodromy matrices of H(n, B, 79) are given by (L7)

6—2711'5 0 e2m’r 0
p(ﬁl) = < 0 eZnis) ’ p(ﬁz) = < 0 eZnir)
if and only if Z?;(19) = 0.

Theorem[L.5 for the Lamé case n; = np, = n3 = 0 was first proved in [23].
We emphasize that Theorem [L.5 has important applications to nonlinear
PDEs; see [[7, 23] for details.
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In this paper, we prove that the assumption r + sy ¢ Ay in Theorem
Theorem[L.5H(b) can be deleted, i.e.

Theorem 1.6. Given (r,s) € C?\ 3Z% and 1y € H, there is B € C such that
(r,s) is the monodromy data of H(n, B, 1) if and only if Z.(t9) = 0.

After Theorem[1.6] a further question arises: What are the explicit expres-
sions of these pre-modular forms? This question is very difficult because the
weight % Y ni(nx + 1) is large for general n. Define

(1.18) Zr,s(T) :=§(r + 8T, T) —rm (T) — 5172(1')
=G(r+51,7) — (r+s7)in (7) + 27tis,

where we used the Legendre relation 17 — o = 27i. It is known from
[13] 23] that (write Z = Z,4(7), p = p(r +st|1) and ¢’ = ©'(r + st|7) for
convenience):

(1.19) 00 =z, 7200 =73 3p7 — ¢,

Zi00) =78 —15p7% — 200 7%+ (¥ g2 — 45¢7) 72
— 1200’7 — 3(¢').

ZE00 =710 45078 —1200'77 + (3¢, — 6300%)Z° — 504pp' Z°
— 1 (2800° — 49,0 — 115¢3) Z* + 15(11g, — 24¢?) ' Z>
— 2(140p* — 2458, + 190g3¢ + 21g3) Z*
— (409° — 163> +125¢3) ' Z + 3 (2582 — 39%) (¢')%.

The above formulas are all for the Lamé case. For n > 5, the explicit ex-

pression of Zr(g,o,o,o) (7) is not known so far. See [10, 13} 23] for applications

of the above formulas.
Here are new examples of Z(7) for the DTV case:

200 72 e,

Zr(,ls,o,l,O) 72 0+ e, Zr(,ls'o’o’l) _ 72 o+ es,
Zr(,zs,l,O,O) — Z4 +3(€1 _zp)zz _4p,Z _3(p2 +€1§)+€% . g4_2)/
and similarly, the expression of Zr(,2s,0,1,0) (resp. Zﬁ{zs,o,o,l)) is obtained by re-
(2,1,0,0)

placing e; in Z, with e, (resp. e3). See [7].
In order to prove Dahmen and Beukers’ conjectural formula of count-
ing integral Lamé equations with finite monodromy, we proved in [9] that

Zﬁg’o’o’o)(r) has at most simple zeros. This result is not trivial at all due

to two reasons: (1) The explicit expression of Zr(g,o,o,o) (7) is not known for
n > 5; (2) Even for n = 2,3, 4, the expressions of Zﬁg’o’o’o) (7) are already so

complicated that we can not obtain this simple zero property by calculating
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the highly nontrivial derivative %Zr(g,o,o,o) (7). In [9] we proved this simple

zero property by showing that Zﬁ,’;'o"’"’) (T) appears in the denominator of

expressions of solutions to certain Painlevé VI equation. We believe that
this assertion should also holds for Z?(7), i.e. Z;(7) should also appear
in the denominator of expressions of solutions to certain Painlevé VI equa-
tion. But this assertion has not been confirmed so far.

In this paper, we develop a new idea to extend the simple zero property
to include the DTV potential.

Theorem 1.7. Given n. Then for any fixed (r,s) € C?\ 3Z?, Z2,(t) has at most
simple zeros in IH.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly

review the construction of the pre-modular form Zr(f;)(r) from [6} [7] and
prove Theorem In Section 3, we establish the connection between
Painlevé VI equation and the pre-modular form Zr(g)(r). In Section 4 we
prove Theorem In Section 5, we prove the universal law for two sim-
plest Lamé case. In Section 6, we prove the universal law for general DTV
cases via an induction approach, where Painlevé VI equation plays a cru-
cial role. Finally in Section 7, we apply the universal law to the algebraic
multiplicity of (anti)periodic eigenvalues of the associated Hill operator.

2. PRE-MODULAR FORMS

In this section we prove Theorem[L.6] For this purpose we need to briefly
review the constuction of the pre-modular form Zﬁg) (7) from [6}7]. Denote

In|:=) n for n.
k

(i) Any solution of H(n, B, T) is meromorphic in C. Given any B €
C, there exist a unique pair +a := +{a,--- ,a|n|} C E; and constants
c(£a) € C (see (2.4) below) such that

a)z Hl‘i‘l U(Z _ ai) a)z Hz‘i‘l U(Z + ai)
[Tigo(z— ) [Tiogo(z— %)™

are solutions of H(n, B, T). Since the DTV potential I,(z; T) is an even
function, y,(—z) is also a solution of H(n, B, T) and has the same zeros
asY_4(z), 0 ya(—2) and y_,(z) are linearly dependent. From here and the
transformation law (let 73 = 20 () = 71 + 112)

2.1) ya(z) := et Y a(z) = e

2.2) oz +wy) = - Po(z), k=123,

it is easy to see that y_,(z) = (=1)"*"*"y, (—z) and ¢(—a) = —c(a) —
Y1 Tk
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(ii) Recalling the spectral polynomial Qn(B; T), ya(a) and y_,(z) are lin-
early independent if and only if Qn(B;T) # 0, which is also equivalent
to

(2.3) {ay,- - ,a|n|}ﬂ{—a1,--- ,—a‘n‘} =@ in E..
In this case,

n| 3 ek
(2.4) cla) =) (@)=Y, 5
k=1

i=1
and the (7, s) defined by
(2.5) { Zinll a; — Yo M5% =1 +sT
Zlnll (a;) — Ty " =111+ 12
satisfies (r,s) € C?\ 122, and

<yya z;r a:;l ) o 27is MS) <yyaa(( Z)))

(s
<yya z;r a:jz ) <ezmr 2mr> <y%a((z.2)>’

i.e. with respect to y,(z) and y_,(z), the monodromy matrices are given by

eme‘s 0 e2m’r 0
(2.6) P(fl) - < 0 eZm‘s) ’ P(€2) - < 0 e—Zm’r) .

(iii) Define

_ fa={a, - ap} eSym‘“‘ET| Ya(z) defined in
2.7)  Ya(7):= { (2.1)) is a solution of H(n, B, T) forsome B |-

Then Yn(7) = Ya(T) U {00g} is a hyperelliptic curve with arithmetic genus
g with

no ny np n3
«— w w w w w w
00 1= <0/"'/0/T1/"'/T1/T2/”'172173/"'/TS>'

The affine part

(2.8) Ya(7) = {(B,C)|C* = Qu(B; T)},
and the branch points of Y, (7) are precisely those {a; } li'l € Yy (7) such that
(2.9) {ay,- - ,a‘n‘} ={—ay, - ,—a|n|} in E..

(iv) The first formula of (2.5) motivates us to study the addition map
On : Yn(T) — E¢ (also called a covering map in [32) Section 4]):

3

N
(2.10) on(a) =) a;—
i=1

k=1
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Since 2y _, 2%k = 0in E, we have
3
Z a; —

Since the algebraic curve Y, (1) is irreducible, oy, is a finite morphism and
deg oy is well-defined. We proved in [6] that

1 3
degon = 5 Y (e +1).
k=0

Let K(Yq(7)) be the field of rational functions on Y, (7). Then K(Y, (7)) is
a finite extension of K(E;) and

3
[K(Ta(D) : K(E)] = %kz ne(ng +1).
=0

(v) Define zy : Yn(7) — CU {c0} by

Z

3

T —C<Z Z”“"") Y gla) + )

i= k=1

—_

Then z, € K(Yn(7)) is a primitive generator of the finite field extension of
K(Yn(T)) over K(E;), and there is a minimal polynomial
(2.11)

Wa(X) = Wa(X;0n,7) € Q[e1(7), e2(1), €3(T), 9(0n; T), 9 (0; T)] [X]

of the field extension K(Yn(7)) over K(E;) which defines the covering map
0n between algebraic curves. Then the pre-modular form Z?,(7) is con-
struct from Wy (X) by the following result.

Theorem 2.1. [7, Theorem 2.4]
(1) Wn(X;om, T) is a monic polynomial of X-degree 1 Yy ny(ny + 1) such that
Wh(zn(a);0n(a), t) = 0.

Moreover, Wy, is homogenous of weight § Yy ni(ny + 1), where the weights
of X, 9(0m), ex’s, ' (om) are 1,2, 2, 3 respectively.

(2) Fix any 7. For each o € E{\E<[2] being outside the branch loci of oy, :
Yn(T) = Ex, Wa(+;0,T) has 3 Y ng(ny + 1) distinct zeros.

3) Define Z}(T) := Wa(Z,s(1);7 +57,7). Then Z}(7) is the desired
pre-modular form as stated in Theorem

Here we have the following simple observation.

Lemma 2.2. Fix any 1. There is a polynomial gn(s) of degree 3 ¥ ny(ny + 1)
such that if (ro,s0) € C2\ 322 satisfies ro + soTo = 0 and Z2 ; (T0) = 0, then
gn(s0) = 0.
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Proof. Clearly Z}} ((10) is meromorphic in s. Denote & = 1 + 519, i.e. « — 0
as s — sp. Itis well known that

1 &
Z(a;10) " + Y ajn7t,

(2j + D)aja?,

] Mg -
[

1
p(a; ) = 2

o (1) = 2j(2j + 1)aja¥,

e2(70),e3(10)]- Then (1.18) gives

1 ‘ o0 '
Zros(T0) = " + 27tis — 11 (1) + Z a],le]-‘rl'
j=1

where a; € Qlg2(1),83(10)] C Q[el(

Recalling and Theorem [2.1]that

3 Lo (1) =2 .
212)  Zh (1) = Zns(r) D N b7, (o),
=0
where
bj € Qlp(a; 1), 9’ (#;70), 1(10), 2(T0), €3(T0)]

is homogeneous weight of Y (11 + 1) — j, where the weights of p(a; 1),
ex(10), @' (0; 10) are 2,2, 3 respectively. Inserting the above expansions into

(2.12), we obtain

+o0 .
ZTI’:),S(TO) - Z dj“]/
=—3 Lenk(m+1)
where

dj = dj(s) € Q1 (1), e1(10), e2(T0), e3(0)] [271is],

in particular,
do(s) = (2is) 2 Zini(mt1) 4 Jower order terms

is of degree 3 Y 11 (1 + 1). Now by 7% (o) =0and &« — 0 ass — sp, we
obtain
di(sp) =0 forall j <O.

The proof is complete by letting gn(s) = do(s). O
Now we apply the above theory to prove Theorem [L.6l

Proof of Theorem 1.6l Fix any (ro,sp) € C?\ %Zz and 19 € H such that ry +
s0To € Aq. By replacing (ro,s0) with (rg + my,so + mz), my,my € Z, if
necessary, we may assume o + soTp = 0.

Step 1. We prove the sufficient part. Suppose there is By such that (g, so)
is the monodromy data of H(n, By, T), we need to prove Z2 . (1) = 0.
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By Qn(Bo; 1) # 0, there is small ¢ > 0 such that for any |B — By| < ¢,
Qn(B; 1) # 0. Consequently, we may assume that the monodromy data
of H(n, B, 1) is (r(B),s(B)) ¢ 1Z? satisfying (r(B),s(B)) — (ro,s0) as
B — Bp. Since the addition map oy is a finite morphism, the pre-image
0, 1(0) is finite, so except finite B’s we have 7(B) + s(B)1 ¢ A, and then
Theorem [L.5 implies Z7,) s(B)(TO) = 0. From here and the continuity of
Z}(7) with respect to (,s), we obtain Z!  (10) = 0.

Step 2. We prove the necessary part. Suppose Z . (10) = 0, we need
to prove the existence of By such that (ro,sp) is the monodromy data of
H(n, B() , T()) .

Since Z, () is meromorphic in (r,s) ¢ 372, there is small ¢ > 0 such
that for any |s —sg| < &, Z};(10) as a function of r has a zero r(s) satisfying
r(s) — rgp as s — so. Then by Lemma [2.2and by taking e smaller if neces-
sarily, we have (r(s),s) ¢ 3Z*and r(s) +s7 & A forany 0 < |s —so| < e.
From here and Z (1) = 0, it follows from Theorem[L.5 that there is B(s)
such that (r(s),s) is the monodromy data of H(n, B(s), 7). Recalling (2.4)-
(2.5) that the corresponding c(a) = r(s)11(7) + s72 (1), since we proved in
[6} (5.7)] that B(s) — oo if and only if the corresponding c(a) — oo, we con-
clude from (r(s),s) — (ro,s0) that B(s) are uniformly bounded as s — s
and so up to a subsequence, B(s) — By for some By. Consequently, (o, so)
is the monodromy data of H(n, By, 1p). This completes the proof. U

3. PAINLEVE VI EQUATION AND PRE-MODULAR FORMS

Our proofs of Theorems[I.2land [I.7lare based on the connection between
H(n, B, T) and Painlevé VI equation. First we briefly review some basic
facts about Painlevé VI equation.

3.1. Painlevé VI equation. The well-known Painlevé VI equation (PVI)
with four free parameters («, B, 7y, ) is written as

AA 111 L NN 1 1 1\ dA
a2 2\A  A—1 A—t) \ dt t t—1 A—t) dt
AA=1)(A—1) t t—1 HE—1)

-7 PRt G o)

(3.1)

Due to its connection with many different disciplines in mathematics and
physics, PVI has been extensively studied in the past several decades. We
refer the readers to the texts [14],22] for a detailed introduction of PVI.
One of the fundamental properties for PVI is the so-called Painlevé prop-
erty, which says that any solution A(t) of PVI has neither movable branch
points nor movable essential singularities; in other words, for any t; €
C\{0,1}, either A(t) is holomorphic at ty or A(t) has a pole at ty. There-
fore, it is reasonable to lift PVI to the covering space H ={t|Im T > 0} of
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C\{0, 1} by the following transformation:
_e3(1) —e(7) _ p(p(0); 1) —e(7)
62 =@ —am T T amam

Then A(t) solves PVIif and only if p(7) satisfies the following elliptic form
of PVI (EPVI):

dzp(’f) —1 3 w,
(3.3) e 4—7T2k§)ockgo’ (p(7) + %5 1),

with parameters given by

(3.4) (zo, a1, 000, a3) = (&, =B, 7,5 — 0) .

See e.g. [1, 25] for the proof. The Painlevé property implies that function
o(p(1)|T) is a single-valued meromorphic function in H. This is an advan-
tage of making the transformation (3.2).

Remark 3.1. Clearly for any my, my € Z, £p(T) + mq + myT is also a solution
of the elliptic form (3.3). Since they all give the same solution A(f) of PVI
via (3.2), we always identify all these +p(7) + m; + m,T with the same one

p(o).
From now on we consider PVI with parameters
(a,8,7,0) = (3(no+3)*, —3(m+3)% 3(m2+3)?%
(3.5) 1-1ms+ 1)), ny € Nforallk,
and denoted it by PVI,; or equivalently EPVI with parameters
(3.6) ap = 2(ng+ %)% np € Nforall k,

and denoted it by EPVI,,.
First we recall Hitchin’s famous formula for the case n = 0. For any

(r,s) € C*\3Z2, let p?, (1) be defined by

O (r+st;7)
27, 4(7)

In [20] Hitchin proved the following remarkable result for EPVIy.

(3.7) o(p)s(1);7) := p(r+s7;7) +

Theorem 3.2. [20] For any (r,s) € C*\3Z?2, p°,(t) given by B2 is a solution
0 ) —
to EPVIy; or equivalently, A (t) := % via (3.2 is a solution to
PVI,.
It is known (cf. [8, Section 5]) that solutions of EPVI, could be ob-

tained from solutions of EPVIj via the well-known Okamoto transforma-
tions ([26]).

Notation: Denote by p}(T) to be the solution of EPVIy obtained from p?(T) in
Theorem 3.2l via the Okamoto transformations.
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Then by applying Hitchin’s formula (3.7) and the Okamoto transforma-
tion, we proved in [8, Remark 5.2] that

of six independent variables with coefficients in Q such that for any (r,s) € C?\
172, there holds

P(Prs(1);T) = En(Zrs(7), p(r +5T;7), ¢ (r + 57, 7),01(7), €2(7), €3(7)).
For example, by writing
Z=27,51), p=pr+st1), ¢ = +st1)
for convenience, we have
30’72 + (12¢? — §2) Z + 3pg’
2(2° =3pZ —¢') '

Note from (L.19) that Zg’o’o’o) (1) = Z® — 3pZ — ¢ appears in the denomi-

nator of o pﬁ};o'o'o) (7); 7). We will study the general relation between Z (1)

and PVIin Section 3.2.

On the other hand, we proved in [5] that EPVI, governs the isomon-
odromic deformation of the following generalized Lamé equation (denoted
itby GLE(n, p, A, 7))

38) (P (1)) = p+

3
B9 y'= [ L mm+ Dotz + 450+ Jlole+p1) + o~ pi7)

+AQG+piT) ~ Lz - piT) + By = 1(2)y,
where +p ¢ E;[2] and

3
3100 B=A>—@2p1)A—3202p;7) = Y m(n+ Dp(p + %5 7).
k=0

Note that (3.10) is equivalent to saying that £p ¢ E;[2] are always apparent
singularities (i.e. any solution of (3.9) has no logarithmic singularities at
£p).

Fix any base point qg € E: that is not a singularity of (3.9). The mon-
odromy representation of GLE (3.9) is a homomorphism p : 711 (E\({£p} U
E;[2]),q90) — SL(2,C). Since ny € IN and the local exponents of (3.9)
at % are —ny and ny + 1, the local monodromy matrix at % is the iden-
tity matrix I. Thus the monodromy representation of (3.9) is reduced to
o+ m(E\{£phq0) — SL(2,C). Let 1+ € m(E\({p} UE[2]),q0)
be a simple loop encircling +p counterclockwise respectively, and /; €
m (E-\({£p} UE<[2]),90), ] = 1,2, be two fundamental cycles of E; con-
necting go with g + w; such that ¢; does not intersect with L + A+ (here L
is the straight segment connecting +p) and satisfies

Tiy- = Ll in m (EA\{+p}, o).
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Since the local exponents of (39) at +p are {—3,3} and +p ¢ E[2] are
apparent singularities, we always have p(y+) = — L. Denote by N; = p(¥;)
the monodromy matrix along the loop /; of (3.9) with respect to any linearly
independent solutions. Then N;N, = N> N; and the monodromy group of
(B.9) is generated by {—I>, N1, N>}, i.e. is always abelian and so reducible.
It is known (cf. [6]) that expect finitely many A’s for given (7, p), N3 and
N, can be diagonalized simultaneously, and more precisely, there exists
(r,s) € C%\ 122 such that

672711'5 0 eZnir 0
Ny = < 0 eZm‘s) , No= < 0 e—2m’r>'

Let U be an open subset of H such that p(t) ¢ E[2] for any T € U.
Then we proved in [5] that p(7) is a solution of EPVI, if and only if there exist
A(T) (and the corresponding B(7) via (3.10)) such that GLE(n, p(7), A(T), T) is
monodromy preserving as T € U deforms. Furthermore, (p(7), A(T)) satisfies
the following new Hamiltonian system

O = I = 24— (2p;7) +2p (7))
G11) § dam _ om _ <(2@(2P;T)+2171( T))A — p(Zp;T)>

T T T w5 g D)o (p+ G5)

where H = (B + 2pi1(t) A). In other words, this Hamiltonian system is
equivalent to EPVI We refer the reader to [5] for the more general state-
ment and the proof. Here we need to apply the following result [8].

Theorem 3.4. ([8, Theorem 5.3]) For n, let p"(7) be a solution to EPVIy,. Then
the following hold:

(1) For any T satisfying p "(T) & E<[2], the monodromy group of the associ-
ated GLE(n, p™(7), A™(7), T) is generated by

e—2ms eZm‘r 0
(312) P('Y:t) =—h, M= < 27r1s> ,Np = < 0 eZm’r)

ifand only if (r,s) € C?\3Z? and p™(t) = pP,(T) in the sense of Remark
B.1

2) (prl 51( ) ) = p(prz 52( ) T) <~ (71/51) = i(”zlsz) mod Z2.

3.2. Relation between PVI and Z (7). In this subsection, we study the
deep connection between PVI and the pre-modular form Z (7). For n =
(ng, n1,ny, n3), we define

(3.13) n(jf = (ng +1,ny,ny,n3).

Lemma 3.5. [5, Lemma 3.1] Fix any 19 € H and ¢, € {2} Then
for any h € C, EPVI, has a solution p} (T) satisfying the following asymptotic
behavior

(3.14) pR(T) =Cpy(T — To)% (1+h(t— 1)
+a(t—1)*+0((t—1)%))ast — m,
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with

—n2 (no+ 1)?% (1) 1 3
T 2i07'(2 T a2 kle(”k + %" (%5 10).

Moreover, these two 1-parameter families of solutions give all solutions p™ () of
EPVI, satisfying p" (1) = 0.

Recall Remark 3.1] that we identify the solutions pj(7) and —ph( T),8
21’[0+1
2m

(313 gives two 1-parameter families (one family is given by ¢;, = i

and the other by 2, = —i?%*1) of solutions of EPVI,.
The first result of this subsectlon is

Theorem 3.6. Let (r,s) € C2\ 3Z?% and p?,(7) be a solution of EPVI,. Sup-
pose prs(10) = 0 for some 19 € H. Then p}(t) = pj(T) for some h € C.
Furthermore, by defining

3
(3.15) By = 2micy, (4mih — m1(10)) Z (nj+ 1ej(w),
the following hold.
1) Ifc;, = —iznz‘);l, then ng (t0) = 0and the monodromy of H(ng , By, To)
is generated by
p—27is 0 e27tir 0
(316) P(gl) - < 0 eZm’s) ’ p(ﬂz) - < 0 eZm’r) :

2) If ez, = i2n20;1/ then Z?g_ (t0) = 0 and the monodromy of H(n , By, T)
is generated by (3.16).

Proof. The assertion p}(7) = pji(T) for some i € C follows from Lemma
Furthermore, letting By be given by (3.15), we proved in [5, Theorem
3.1] that

1) ifc = —i%, then as T — T,

3
Y ome(ne + D)z + %5 1) + oz + PR (1); 1) + p(z — pls(1); 7))
k=0

+A()(0(z + prs(1); 1) = 4z = p7s(7); 7)) + B(T)

3
— (no+1)(no +2)p(z; 1) Z (ni +1)p(z + %5 1) + Bo,

so the associated GLE(n, p?,(7), A(T), T) converges to H(ng, Bo, );
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() if c3, 2”20; ! thenas T — 1,

Z (e + Dz + 95 7) + §(p(z + prs(1); T) + p(z = prs(7); 7))

k=0

A+ P (7)) — Lz — P 1) + B(D)

(1o — Dropl(zim) + Y me(me + )o(z + %570) + Bo
k=1

so the associated GLE(n, p};(7), A(T), T) converges to H(n, By, o).

Recalling Theorem [3.4] that the monodromy of this GLE(n, p}';(7), A(7), T)
is given by (3.12), it follows from [8, Theorem 6.2] that the monodromy

of H(ng,Bo, 1) for C%O = —i2”§;1 (resp. H(ny, By, 1) for cno = 12”20;1) is
given by (3.16). This, together with Theorem[L.6] implies that Z,,S (1) =0
for 2, = —i2%*L (resp. Z,3 (19) = O for 2, = iZLH), O

The converse statement of Theorem [3.6lis also true, which strongly sug-
gests that Z;(7) appears in the denominators of the expressions of both

nl n,
p(prs (1);T) and p(prs (7); 7).

Theorem 3.7. Let (r,s) € C>\ 322 such that Z?, (1) = 0 for some 19 € H,
namely there is a unique By € C such that the monodromy of H(n, By, ) is
generated by (3.16). Then

ng _ ng o\ ng :219+3
(1) pre(10) = 0and p,2 (1) = p,° (1) with Cn0+l i=3== and h satisfying

(3.17) Bo = 2mich, .y (4mih — 11 (10)) — Y nj(n; + 1)ej(10).

.
-
ey

2mp—1 :
22— and h satisfy-

) p?fi(ro) = 0and pfg(r) = pzo_(r) with 5%071 = —i
ing

[6¥]

(3.18) By = 27ric%071 (4rtih — () — Y ni(n; + 1)ej(1).
j=1

Proof. Note that the existence of B follows from Theorem[I.6land the unique-
ness of By follows from (1.13).
By defining & in terms of By via (3.17), Lemma [3.5 implies the existence

+
of a solution p,° (1) of EPVIL, such that

p,r:g(r) = Cpy11(T — )2(1+h(T — 1)+ O(T—1)%) as T — T,

:2n9+3
2

withc2 =i . Then as mentioned in the proof of Theorem[3.6] the as-

n0+1
+

sociated GLE(n, pzo (1), A(T), T) converges to H(n, By, 7p). Since the mon-

odromy of H(n, By, 7o) is given by (3.16), [8, Theorem 6.2] says that the
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monodromy of GLE(n, ng (1), A(T), T) is given by (3.12). From here and

Theorem 3.4, we conclude that ng (1) = p?‘g (7). This proves the assertion
(1), and the assertion (2) can be proved similarly. O

Given n = (ng, n1,nz,n3), we define
(n1,mo,n3,mz) if k=1,
(3.19) ny = (g, M1, M2, Mk3) = § (n2,m3,m0,m1) i k=2,
(n3,ny,ny,ng) if k=3.
Then it follows from (@.3) that
(3.20) p"(7) solves EPVIy if and only if p™(T) — %t solves EPVI,,.
Given (r,s) we define
(r+4,5) if k=1,
(3.21) (1, s6) == (r,s+3) if k=2,
(r+3,s+3) if k=3.
This following result will play a crucial role in our proof of Theorem[1.2]

Lemma 3.8. p}, ; (T) — % = pr&(t) in the sense of RemarkB.1l

Proof. Denote p™(t) := py. ; (T) — 5, which is a solution of EPVIy,,. By
Theorem[3.4) to prove p™ = p;'% is equivalent to prove that the monodromy
of the associated GLE(ny, p™(t), A™(7), T) is given by (3.12).

Theorem [3.4] says that the monodromy group of the associated GLE(n,
Pr s, (T), A™(T), T) is generated by

672711'5;( 0 eZm’rk 0
P(Wi) =-Dh, Ni= < 0 ezm'sk> , Np= < 0 e—2m’rk> :

More precisely, since the local exponents of GLE(n, p}.  (T), A"(7), T) at
+pr (1) are {—3,3} and £pP ; (1) & Ec[2] are apparent singularities, it
was proved in [8] that GLE(n, p}}, ;, (T), A"(7), T) has a linearly indepen-

dent solutions of the form

n(2) = Py (29(2), val2) = Py (2)9(2),
where

- o(2)
(2= Voz—p)ez+p)

and 7/(z) is meromorphic in C and satisfies the transformation law
(3.22) P(z+1) = e 7g(z), G(z+71) = 2""Y(z),

namely §(z) is elliptic of the second kind. Note that ®,(z)? is an even
elliptic function.
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Now since p™ (1) = pf. ; (T) — St and (recall 73 = 71 + 7 and Ty — 172 =
277i)
d we —i
T3 = 1 Ok k),
it follows from the first equation of (3.11) that the corresponding A™(7) =
A™(7). Then it is easy to see that

71(2) =z — ) = Py (2 - S)P(z— ),

Balz) = oz~ G) = By (z— $)P(—z+ %),
are linearly independent solutions of GLE(ny, p™ (1), A™(7), T). It suffices
to prove that the monodromy matrix of GLE(ng, p™ (1), A™(7),T) with

respect to (i1, 72) are given by (3.12).
By the transformation law (2.2) we have

o(z — p™ — wy) = —e HEPH L) g (z — p),
SO
o(z = %)
D zZ— Yk = 2
a7 Vo(z = p™ — wi)o(z + p™)
- CDPnk (Z)gk(Z),
where

Mk

Ck(z) == ekeT(Z*p“k—%)U(z — %)

o(z)
Again by the transformation law (2.2), a direct computation gives

Vk*‘z*’k'h - Ck(z) if k= 1,
e e = {—Ck(z) ifk =23,

€k € {:l:i}.

Gr(z+1) =

_ Tl _ Jok(z) ifk=2,
Cr(z+1)=e C(z) = {_gk( ) ifk=1,3.

Now for GLE(nyg, p™(t), A™(T), T), recalling that ¢;,j = 1,2, are two fun-
damental cycles of E; connecting go with go + w; such that ¢; does not in-
tersect with L + A; (here L is the straight segment connecting 4-p™¥), it was
proved in [6, Lemma 2.2] that

g;q)pﬂk (Z) = q)p“k (Z), ] = ]., 2,
where £7y(z) denotes the analytic continuation of y(z) along ¢;. Together

these with 1 (z) = ®,m (2)¢k(2)7(z — %), 6:22) and B.21), we finally ob-

tain '
G1(2) = Py ()G (2 + DIz — F +1) = e 701 (2),

671(2) = Dpne(2)8k (2 + T)ﬁ( - % +17) = (2).
Similarly, we obtain from §(z) = ® (2 )Ck( )9(—z + %) that

Gi2(2) = eha(2),  Gia(z) = e a(2).
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In conclusion, the monodromy matrix of GLE(ny, p™(7), A™(7), T) with
respect to (i1, 72) are given by (3.12), and so Theorem 3.4 implies p™(7) =
prs(7) in the sense of Remark 3.1l This completes the proof. O

n)

4. SIMPLE ZERO PROPERTY OF Zr(,S (1)

This section is denoted to the proof of Theorem[I.71

Proof of Theroem L7 Fix (ro,s0) € C?\ 3Z*. Assume by contradiction that
Z% . (+) has a zero 1y of order k > 2. Then there is a small open neighbor-

hood V of 1y such that Z2 ; (7) has no zeros in V' \ {1}

We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. We show that there is a small open neighborhood U C C?\ 72
of (ro,s0) such that for any (r,s) € U, Z},(-) has a zero 7(r,s) of order k
satisfying 7(r,s) — 19 as (r,5) — (ro,50) and Z}(-) has no zeros in V \
{t(r,9)}.

Since Z;(7) is meromorphic in 7, it follows from Rouché’s theorem that
there is a small open neighborhood U C €2\ 372 of (g, s9) such that for

any (r,s) € U, Z7;(-) has exactly k zeros
(r,s), - ,(r,s) up tomultiplicity in V

and T]-(r,s) — 1 foralll <j<kas(r,s) — (r0,50). On the other hand, we

define
1

Fys(t) 1= ———,
p(prs (1), 7)

which is meromorphic in 7. Then by Theorem [3.7H(1) and Lemma 3.5 we
see that 19 is a simple zero of Fy,s,(T) and F,, s,(7) has no other zeros in V.
Again by Rouché’s theorem, the zero number of F, () is also 1 in V for
any (r,s) € U (by taking U smaller if necessary). This, together with the

fact that 7j(r,s) € V is a simple zero of of F,5(7) for each 1 < j < k, implies

T(r,s) = =7nwl(r,s),

namely 7(7,s) := 11(7,s) is a zero of Z};(T) of order k for any (r,s) € U.
Step 2. We prove that U > (r,s) — 7(r,s) is holomorphic. Conse-
quently,

@) GZE0s) = (2Z0)(t(rs) =0, V(rs) € UL

Indeed, we define

k—1
T otk T
which is meromorphic in 7. By Step 1 we know that 7(r, s) is a simple zero
of G,s(7) for any (r,s) € U, so the implicit function theorem yields that
U > (r,s) = t(r,s) is holomorphic. Now since Z?;(7(r,s)) = 0, we obtain

(528:)(x(r,8)) + (7 Z29) (x(r,9)) T (r,5) =0,

Grs(7) : Z2 (1),
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(222)(x(r,9) + (&) (x(r,9)n(r,5) = O,
where 7, (7,s) := arg;,s) and (7, s) := Brgg,s)‘ Since Step 1 and k > 2 imply
(%Z;‘,S) (t(r,s)) = 0, we obtain (4.1).
Step 3. Recall Theorem[2.1+(3) and (2.17)) that
Z2 (1) =Wn(Zys(T);7 +57,7T)

€Qler1(1),ex(7),e3(1), p(r +s7;7), o' (r + 7, 7)][Z1,s (7))

Since (1.18) implies
azra’iss(ﬂ =—(tp+m)=—-1(p+m)+2mi= Tazrésr(T) + 27,
we easily obtain
0Z7(7) 0Z(T) OW,
(4.2) s = T + ZmW (Zys(T);7 + 5T, 7).
From here and (.1)), we obtain
(4.3) IWa (Z,s(t(r,8));r +st(r,8),7(r,8)) =0, V(r,s) € U.

0X
Step 4. Since (ro,50) € C*\ 7% and Z! , (1) = 0, as mentioned in

Theorem [3.7] there is a unique By € C such that the monodromy data of
H(n, By, 10) is given by this (ro, sp) and in particular Qn(Bo; 7) # 0. Then
there is ¢ > 0 such that for any |B — By| < ¢, we have Qn(B; 1) # 0, i.e. the
monodromy of H(n, B, 1) is given by (L.7) for some (r,s) = (r(B),s(B)) ¢
177 such that (r(B),s(B)) — (ro,50) as B — By. Then Theorem [ says
By taking € smaller we may assume (7(B),s(B)) € U. Then and Step 1
together imply
(4.5) 7(r(B),s(B)) =1, V|B—By| <e.
On the other hand, recalling the addition map 2.10):
On @ Yn(T0) = Eq,
the branch loci of which is a discrete set. So we can take B satisfying |B —
By| < e such that
o :=71(B) +s(B)t & E[2] is outside the branch loci of oy,.

Then Theorem 2.1] says that Wy (+;0, 7o) has 3 Y nx(ny + 1) distinct roots
and 5o Z, ) +(p)(T0) is a simple zero of Wy (+; 0, T0), i.e.

oW,

a—Xn(Zr(B),s(B)(TO);UI T) # 0.
However, (£.3) and .5) imply

OWhp

W(Zr(B),s(B)(TO);U, ) =0,
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clearly a contradiction.

Therefore, any zero 1y of Z}} ; (-) must be simple. This completes the

proof. 0

5. PROOF OF THEOREM THE SPECIAL CASES

In this section, we prove Theorem[I.2/for the first two Lamé case (1,0, 0, 0)
with n = 1,2. We recall the following formulas (see e.g. [2]):

2 4(57) = 1= [0(50) + 20T - m(0)(z7)
F (1)) - 2z (1),

—i

61 ol = o [26ET) — () (5 7)

+4(p(z7) — m(D)e(zT) - 20(1)],

2 9l(57) = 12 [6(p(z57) — (D) (57)

+ (@(z7) —2m(1) (1267 (5:7) — &2(7)],
T @) = 54 1200 -~ 2(0)],
o (57) = 5 [120(57) — (7))
By applying these formulas and
(5.2) Z,s(t) =0(r+st;1) — (r+st)m1 (1) + 271is,
a direct computation leads to
i(r+s7)

(5.3) aZgST(T) — —sp+ (a%é(z;r)) e T g 120 — 2
= ﬁ@, + %(@ +m)Z,
(5.4) w =s¢' + (a%@(z; T)) .
= %[Zp/ +20% = 20m — 382],
(5.5) w =sp" + (%@’(z; T)) .

= 5[2(12@2 — g2) +6(p—m)¢'],

where as before, we write

Z:s(T) =2, pr+st;1)=p, @r+st;1)=¢
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freely for convenience when there is no confusion arising.
5.1. The case n = 1. For this simplest case, Zgo 00) (1) =Z:s(1) = Z.
By Theorem[L.6] the monodromy data of
(5.6) y" = [20(z;7) + Bly(2)
is (r,s) ¢ 3Z*if and only if
Z,s(1) =0, B=p(r+su1).

Since 7 is a simple zero of Z, 4(-), it follows from the implicit function the-
orem that T = 7(r,s) is holomorphic in (r,s) € U, where U is a small open
subset in C2\ 3Z2. By Z, 5(7(r,s)) = 0 and (5.2)-(E.3), we have

Cat(rs) | B oy
Tr «— -

or aZSST(T) N e
at(rs) 2D r(p4g)—2mi 872
TS = a - — o7 (T) - i ; — TT;/ - —/.
° 5 i v
Similarly by B = @(r + st(r,s); T(r,s)) we have
B 9o 9B 9o
B, := 5 p +a— Bs := % Tp +a—T5
Therefore,

T.Bs — B, = (17, — 75 ) ' = 87,
i.e. dT A dB = 87%dr A ds. This proves Theorem [L.2] for the case (1,0,0,0).
5.2. The case n = 2. For this case,
z3 (1) = 23000 = 73 357 — .
For the corresponding Lamé equation
(5.7) y"(z) = [6p(z;T) + Bly(2),

the well-known associated spectral polynomial Q2(B; T) := Q2,0,0,0)(B; T)
is given by

(5.8) Q(B; 1) =
Define +C by C2 = Q»(B;

177 if and only if Zr(,s)( )
Theorem 5.3, Example 5.8])

(B* —382)(B° — 3g2B + ¥ g3).
7). Then the monodromy data of 5.7) is (r,s) ¢
= 0 and the following formulas hold (see [23}

_ . B*+27¢;
(5.9) p=pr+s1T)= ST 30,
3 —_ —
(5.10) o = o (r+s1,7) = 2B’ — 932B — 54g3)

27(32 — 3g2)2 !
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2
3(BZ=3gy)’

Clearly (—r, —s) corresponds to —C in these formulas. By (5.9)-G.11), a
direct computation gives

(5.11) Z=275t)=C

(5.12) B =3(Z>—p).

Qn the other hand, by (5.3)-(.5) and p" = 6p* — £, a direct computation
gives

827(,25) (1) 0 9Z,5(7) dp(r +s1;7)  0p'(r+5T;7)
o 3(27=9) PR ot B oT
3i 3i
613 =00 Nz (120 - g7 +300)
T 47
9z (1) 5 9Z, s(T) dp(r+st;T) 9P/ (r+sT;7)
o 3(27=9) o 32 or B or
(5.14) ==3(Z* — p)(p+m) — BZ¢' +6¢* — ),
E)Zr(,zs) (1) . .2 0Z,5(7) dp(r +s1;7) 09 (r+sT;7)
I G I S
(2)
(5.15) = TM + 67i(Z% — p).

ar

Now by Zr(,zs)(r) = 0 and the implicit function theorem, T = 7(7,s) is
holomorphic in (r,s) € U, where U is a small open subset in C?\ 3Z2.
Consequently, inserting (5.9)-(5.12) into (5.13)-(5.15) leads to

2) - ,
9Zys (1) _ 3372 + (1207 — 9)Z +3p¢’] = ©

oT 47T o
aZ(Z) -
%U = —3(22 —o)p+m)— (3Z@/+6pz B %2)
= _%(Bz +31713 — %gz)/
and so
923 () 2 3
5 ‘B +31713——g2
_ 0 - 5
(516) T = — BZ,E,ZJ;(T) = =27 C ,
oT
(2)
Ts BZ+5(T) 67i(Z% — p) 671iB
(617) =y Tty =TT T
T 92 (1) aZ\2) (1) B2+ 3B — 3¢,

or or
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On the other hand, (5.12) gives

B, 0 5 '
(5.18) o = §<Z,,s(r(r,s)) — o(r +sr(r,s),r(r,s)))
= —(2Z(p+m) +¢) + (22220 _ oSty
Inserting (5.3)-(.4) and (5.9)-(5.11) into this formula and by a direct com-
putation, we obtain

2C B —+ 67]1
27 = TN
0Z,5(t)  9dp(r+st;1)
(5.19) 275 =
i i
=5-Z[¢' +2(p+m)Z] + 5-[2¢" +26" — 201 — 3]

i
:%(Bz +31713 — %gz),

and so
B 2C B+6 i
(5.20) = = _732—7322 + - (B + 3B — 3g)T.
Similarly, by (5.11) and (5.17)-(5.19), we also have
(5.21)
B, d

3 s <Z"S(T(r'5)>2 —plr+ ST(r,S);T(r,S)))

=4miZ —t(2Z(p+m) + ¢') + <ZZaZr,s(T) _ op(r +sT; T))Ts

oT oT
B dZ d ; 671iB
—amiz + 7 - (22 (1) dplrtst T)) ™
3 oT oT B2 + 3mB— 582
8miC B, 2B

Therefore, by (5.16)-(5.17) and (5.20)-(5.21), we have

671iB
T (T 22 —e—)
T,Bs — :B, = det ( B2 +3mB—58

By TBy +2BT + i

1 _ 67iB
3
= T, det < B24+3mB— 3¢ )

BT ZBT;» 4 8riC

(B*—3g2)
8miC 67iB
=1 (2Bt + + B,
r< (B> —3g2)  B2+3mB— 3% )
B < 8miC 47tiCB(B + 611) )
"\(B2—3g2)  (B>—3g,)(B2+3mB — 382)
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47T, C
TTiT, _ 82,

i.e. dT A dB = 87%dr A ds. This proves Theorem [[.2] for the case (2,0,0,0).

5.3. A remark for the general case. For general n, it is impossible to prove
Theorem [1.2] via direct computations. Instead, we will develop an induc-
tion approach to prove Theorem [1.2] in Section [6l Here we note that the
following general result holds.

Theorem 5.1. Fix n. Then there exist rational functions
Ro(B; 1), Ri(B; T) € Q[ e1,e2, €3, 82,83 (B) = Q[11, €1, 2, 3)(B)
such that

C T

In particular, for the Lamé case n = (n,0,0,0), there holds
(5.22) Ro(B;T),R1(B; T) € Q[n1,42,83](B).
Proof. By ex(T) = p(%;7) and we have

(5.23) e (1) = iﬂ[%gz(r) + 11 (T)ep(T) — ek(T)z].
Recall Theorem [2.1+(3) and (2.11)) that
Z2 (1) =Wn(Zys(T);7 +57,7T)
€Qle1(1),e2(7),e3(1), p(r +s7;7), 9 (r + 57 7)|[Z1,5(T)].
Clearly it follows from
dp(r+sT;7) , 09 (r+s7;7)

=, 2 " == 6% — ¢y/2,
5 © » © " — &/

Zys(t)
or v

that
0Z™ (T
rasr( ) € Qle, ez, e3,1m1, 9, 9'[Zrs(7)]-
Similarly we see from (5.3)-(5.5) and (5.23) that

aZ™ (T i
T,S( ) S E X Q[el/eZ/ es, 171/ £, p/] [Zr,S(T)]’

a7
and so
9Z7(7)
(524:) T = —% €im X Q[el/ €2,€3,11, 8, p,] (ZI’,S(T))'
3t

On the other hand, it was proved by Takemura [32, Theorem 2.3] that
there are rational functions

(5.25) Ri(B), R2(B), R3(B) € Qley, ez, e5](B)
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such that
(5.26) Z,s(t) = CRy(B), ¢/'(r +s7;7) = CR3(B), p(r +s1;7) = Ro(B).

Inserting these into (5.24)) leads to the existence of rational functions Ry (B) =
Ro(B; ), Ro(B) = Ro(B; T) € Qley, ez, e3,111](B) such that (note C2 = Qn(B))

T Ro(B) A
I 202 4 Ro(B).
7~ ¢ TR(B)
Since (t,B) — £(r,s) leads to 7(r,s) = t(—r, —s) and
(5.27) (r,s) «—C, (—r,—s)«— —C (see(5.26])),
we have 7,(r,s) = —1,(—r, —s), i.e.
Ro(B) | __(Ro(B) | &
— i+ Ro(B) = — (=== + Ro(B)),
and so Ro(B) = 0. This proves
T _ Ro(B)
7T c -
Similarly, we recall that
BZ?S n .
5 _ a,S(r) o m-zaaﬁx(zns(ﬂ'r + 57, 7)
Tr BZ;},S(T) aZ;‘,s(T) !
ar ar
with
2Wn (7 (T ;7+58T, T
ad T’Zérns)(f) ) ¢ Qlex, e2,e3,771, 9, 9'1(Zr,5(7)),

or

so there are rational functions Ry(B) = R;(B;7), R1(B) = R((B;7) € Q
[e1, €2, e3,11](B) such that

2% (Z,5(T);7 + 5T, 7) _ Ry(B)

750 c TRiB)
or
By 2(—r, —s) = £(r,s) and (5.27) we obtain R{(B) =0, so we have
R 7Ry (B).
T

Finally, for the Lamé case n = (1,0, 0,0), it was proved in [23] that
Z7s(7) € Q[82(7), 83(7), p(r + 5T, 7), 0/ (r + 57, 7)] [Z15(T)],
and (5.25) can be improved as
R1(B), R2(B), R3(B) € Q[g2, 83](B).

Therefore, the above argument actually implies (5.22)). This completes the
proof. O
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.2} AN INDUCTION APPROACH

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [1.2] for general n, which
can not be proved by direct computations due to the lack of explicit expres-
sions of Z;(7), and new ideas are needed. We will introduce an induction
approach to overcome this difficulty.

6.1. The linearized equation of EPVI. Fix any n. Recall Lemma [3.3] that
p(pR.(7); T) depends meromorphically on (r,s) € C?\ 3Z?. Thus

n Iprs(T) Ipps(T)
(6'1) Yl;r,s(T) = é}’ ’ Yz;r,s(T) = éS

are well-defined and solve the linearized equation of EPVI, as functions of
T

dZ 3

—1 (. n [
(6.2) d—ﬂY(T) = g2 kZ:(”k +3)%0" (PPs(1) + %5 1) | Y (7).
=0

Consequently, the Wronskian
ayp (t) ayp

(6.3) Walr,s) 1= 25Xy 0(1) — —242—

is independent of T and meromorphic in (r,s) € C2\ 122,
The following result is the key observation of proving Theorem [1.2]
Lemma 6.1. Fix n, the following assertions are equivalent.
(1) Wh(r,s) = —1.
(2) For ny = (ng — 1,ny,nz,n3) with ng > 1, the map Pt (1,B) —
(r,s) satisfies

(6.4) dt A dB = 87%dr A ds.

(3) For ny = (ng + 1,n1,n2,n3), the map P (t,B) — (r,s) satisfies

6.
Proof. (1)<(2). Fix any (79, By) satisfying Qno—(Bo; T9) # 0 and let (rg,s0) =

Pns (T0, Bo) & 3Z* be the monodromy data of H(n;, By, 1), i.e. ) (1) =

70,50

0. Then there is a small open neighborhood U C C?\ 1Z? of (g, s) such

that Z;2 () has a unique zero T = 7(r,s) in a small open neighborhood V
H of 1y for any (r,s) € U. Let B = B(r,s) be the unique B such that (r,s) =
Pn, (T(r,5),B(r,5)) is the monodromy data of H(ny, B(r,s), 7(r,s)). Then
by Theorem[3.7-(1) and Lemma 3.5, we have

PRL(T) =cuy (T — T(1,5))?
(6.5) [1+h(t—1(r,8) +a(t—1(r,8)* +O((f — 1(r,5))%)]
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for T near 7(r,s), where

(6.6) h=h(r,s) = B (7'5)_2:20(; (r,s)).

21’10—|—1

3
On(T) :=2mic; m(T) + — Y _nj(n;j+ 1ej(t) withch =i=——— oy

j=1
Here and following, we use T to denote the variable of p}i(-) and 7 =
7(r,5) to denote the zero of Z,2 ().
Consequently,

1 2h

(6.7) p(prs(T);T) = 2 GFo1(rs) +0((T —1(r,9)))-

3,
Since LemmaB.3]says that p(p;'(%); T) depends meromorphically on (7, s) €

U, and t(r,s), as a simple zero of Z: Q (+), is holomorphic in (r,s) € U, we
easily see from (6.7) that i = h(r,s) is also holomorphic in (r,s) € U and
so does B = B(r, s) by (6.6), and

B, + 9, (7)T B+ 09 (1)7
—8m2c2, ' 8w,

For T near T = 7(r,s), it follows from (6.5) that

6.8) hy =

2~ apn (%) n, ~ _1 3¢y h ~ 1
Yﬂr,S(T) = résr = _CTOTr(T - T) 2 — CTOTV(T - T)z
5¢cp,a - 3 - 5
+ (Cnohy = ==1)(T = 7)2 + O((T - 7)2),
apr (T
(0 = P2 - o - o)
+ (enphs — %) (- 1) + O((T - 7)3),
and so
d . 3 Bewgh - _1
d~Y1rs(T)_TO ( ) o C40 f(T T) :
+3(enghy — 305) (T - 1) +O((T - 1)),
d Ny 3 Beggh 1
2Vg (1) = Bt -0 - X
5¢n . 3
+ 3(enhs — 3ET) (F = 1)+ O((7 - 1))
From here and the Wronskian Wy(r,s) = legg(ﬂ Yo, s(T) — dY“ (f) Y1,5(T)
is independent of the variable 7, a direct computation gives
(6.9) Wa(r,s) = c5 (Trhs — Tshy) = %, for (r,s) € U,

where we used (6.8) to obtain the second inequality.
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Now if (6.4) holds, we have 7,B; — 7;B, = 872, so Wy(r,s) = —1 for
(r,s) € U and hence for all (r,s) € C?\ 1Z?, because Why(,s) is meromor-
phicin (r,s) € C?\ 1Z2. This proves (2)=>(1).

Conversely, if Wy(r,s) = —1, (69) gives 7,Bs — ©:B, = 87 for any
(r,s) € U, namely holds for (7, B) in a small neighborhood of (1, By).
Since (T, By) is arbitrary, we conclude holds for ¢,-. This proves
1)=@2).

(1)<(3). Again fixany (19, Bo) satisfying Q,, (Bo; 10) # 0and let (o, 50) =

Pns (0, Bo) ¢ $Z? to be the monodromy data of H(ng , By, 1), i.e. zm, (10) =

70,50

0. Then there is a small open neighborhood U C C?\ 17 of (o, s) such

that Z, 2+ () has a unique zero T = 7(7,s) in a small open neighborhood V C
H of 1y for any (r,s) € U. Let B = B(r,s) be the unique B such that (r,s) =
Pns (t(r,s), B(r,s)) is the monodromy data of H(ng, B(r,s), T(r,s)).

Now by Theorem [3.7}(2) and Lemma we still have (6.5)-(6.6), where

the only different thing is ¢Z = —i % Therefore, the same argument as
(6.9) implies

T.Bs — .8, = —8712Wn(r,s), for (r,s) € U.
The rest proof is the same as that of (1)< (2). U

6.2. Proof of Theorem Now we can prove Theorem [1.2| via an induc-
tion approach.

Proof of Theorem We prove via induction that for any n = (ng, n1, 1z, n3)
with 1 > 0 and max; n, > 1,
(6.10) dt AdB = 87%dr A ds

holds for ¢y : (t,B) — (1,5).

Step 1. We prove (6.10) for the Lamé case n = (1,0,0,0), n > 1.

In Section 5, we have proved (6.10) for n = 1,2. From here and Lemma
[6.1) we easily conclude via induction that (6.10) holds for all n > 1. Fur-
thermore,

(6.11) Win0,00)(r,8) = =1, foranyn > 0.

Step 2. We prove (6.10) for n = (ng,n1,0,0) withn; > 1, 19 > 0.
Since y(z) solves H((n1,0,0,0),B, 7)

y'(z) = [m(m +1p(z 1) + Bly(2)
if and only if 7(z) := y(z + %) solves H((0,171,0,0), B, 7)
y'(z) = m(m +1)p(z + G5 7) + Bly(2),

SO P(0,1,,00) = P(n1,000)- 1ogether with Step 1, we obtain that (6.10) holds
for (0,11,0,0), ny > 1.
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0,111,0,0 0,00
On the other hand, Lemma 3.8 says pﬁfl )(T) -4 = piil%,s )(T),
which implies

Y(O,nl,O,O) (T) _ Y(Vl],O,O,O) (T), Y(O,Vl],O,O) (T) _ Y(nl,O,O,O) (T)

Lr,s T L+ 2,8 T 244
From here and (6.11), we obtain
_ 1. —
Wi0,11,00)(7:8) = W, 00,0)(r + 3,8) = —1.

This together with Lemma [6.T}(3) implies that (6.10) holds for (1,71,0,0).
From here and (6.10) holding for (0, 11,0, 0), we easily conclude from Lemma
[6.I]that (6.10) holds for all (ng, n1,0,0). Furthermore,

(6.12) W(no,nl,o,o)(”fs) = —1, forany ng,n; > 0.

Clearly the similar argument implies that (6.10) holds for both n = (1,0, n2,0)
with ny > 1and n = (n9,0,0,n3) with ng > 1, and
(6:13)  Wiu,0,10,0)(7:8) = Wipg 0,0, (1,8) = —1,  for any ng, n2,n3 > 0.

Step 3. We prove (6.10) for n = (ng, n1, n,0) with np > 1, ng, n; > 0.

Since y(z) solves H((n1,0,0,n2), B, T)

y'(z) = [m(m + 1) p(z;7) + na(n2 +1)p(z + ;) + Bly(z)
if and only if (z) := y(z + %) solves H((0,11,12,0), B, T)
y'(2) = [m(m + Dp(z + 57) + na(ny + Dz + 4 7) + Bly(2),
SO @(0,11,15,0) = P(m,00,)- Logether with Step 2, we obtain that (6.10) holds
for (0,n1,1n,0), ny > 1.
0,111,12,0 0,0,

On the other hand, Lemma 3.8 says p£,5n1 " )(T) - % = piil% J HZ)(T).

From here and (6.13), we obtain

W(O,nl,nz,O)(r/S) = W(nl,O,O,nz)(r + %, S) =-1

This together with Lemma [6.T+3) implies that (6.10) holds for (1,711, 12,0).
From here and (6.10) holding for (0,71,13,0), we easily conclude from
Lemma 6.7] that (6.10) holds for all (ng, 111, 12,0). Furthermore,

(6.14) W(ﬂo,m,flz,o)(rfs) = —1, forany ng,ny,ny > 0.

Step 4. We prove (6.10) for n = (ng, n1, na, n3) with nz > 1, ng, n1,ny > 0.

Since y(z) solves H((n3, n2,11,0), B, 7) if and only if §(z) := y(z + F)
solves H((0,n1,n2,n3), B, T), so POmiams) = Plmymm0)- logether with
Step 3, we obtain that (6.10) holds for (0, n1, 12, n3), nz > 1.

On the other hand, Lemma 3.8 says pﬁ?s'”l'”z'“) (1) — % = p(”3'”2’”1’0) (7).

r+%,s+%
From here and (6.14), we obtain

W(O,Vl],?lz,ng,) (rls) = W(n3,n2,n1,0) (7’ + %’S + %) = _1'
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This together with Lemmal6.1H3) implies that (6.10) holds for (1, 11, n, n3).
From here and (6.10) holding for (0,15, 1y, n3), we easily conclude from
Lemma 6.1 that (6.10) holds for all (ng, n1, n, n3). Furthermore,

(6.15) W(”Or”lrnerS)(r’S) = —1, forany ng,ny,nz,n3 > 0.

This completes the proof. i

7. APPLICATIONS

In this final section, we give an application of the universal law. Define
A;(B) = Aj(B; T) to be the trace of the monodromy matrix p(¢;), i.e.

(7.1) A1(B;T) :=2cos(27s), Ax(B;T) :=2cos(27r).
It is well known that A;(B; T) are holomorphic in both B and .
Lemma 7.1. Forany (7,B) € Ly,

(7.2) A pi= %Al = —% sin(27s) Ty,

(7.3) Ao i= 50 = L sin(27r)T,.

Proof. Taking derivatives with respect to  and s respectively to A;(B; T) =
2 cos(27ts), we obtain

Tr Br Al,-r o 0
T, Bs) \A1p) \—4msin(2ns) )’

where A;; = dA;/90T. From here and 7,Bs — ;B, = 8712 we easily obtain
(Z2). The proof of (Z.3) is similar. 0

We will see that Lemma [Z.I has interesting applications to the algebraic
multiplicity of (anti)-periodic eigenvalues for the Hill operator with the
DTV potential

2
Let By be any zero of the spectral polynomial Qn(B; 7). It follows that

A1(By; T) = £2,

L(x;T), x€R

so By is a (anti)-periodic eigenvalue of (7.4) with respect to x — x + 1.
Denote

d(By) := ordp, (A1(T)* — 4)

to be the order of By as a zero of A1 (+; T)? — 4. Itis well known (cf. [16])) that
d(By) equals to the algebraic multiplicity of By as a (anti)periodic eigenvalue
of (Z4). For generic T’s the algebraic multiplicity d(By) = 1. However, for
special T’s the algebraic multiplicity is no longer 1 and how to compute it
remains a long-standing open problem. Here we provide an algorithm of
computing the algebraic multiplicity.
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Theorem 7.2. Recalling the rational function Ro(B;T) € Q[n1,e1,e2,e3](B) in
Theorem 5.} there holds

(7.5) d(By) = 20rdp,Ro(-;T) +2 — ordp,Qn(+; T),

namely the algebraic multiplicity d(By) can be computed by counting ordg,Ro(+; T)
and ordp,Qn(-; 7).

Proof. In the following argument we omit the notation 7 since it is fixed.

Clearly
1
sin(27ts) = E\/4 — A1(B)?,

and recall Theorem B.T]that

T, = m’RO(B) = 71 Ro(B) .
¢ v/ Qn(B)

Inserting these into (7.2)) leads to
A1g(B)  —i Ro(B)

4-M(B2 4 /Qu(B)

From here and
4—M(B)* ~ (B—Bo)"®),  Ayp(B) ~ (B— By)"F)~1,
we easily obtain (Z.5). O

Example 7.3. The first Lamé case n = (1,0,0,0) is simple. Let us consider
the second Lamé case n = (2,0,0,0), where we have computed in (5.16)
that

Ro(B;T) = —2(B* +311B — 3¢2).

Recall (5.8) that
(7.6) Qa(B;T) = (B* — 382)(B° — 382B + ¥ 3)
3
= (Bz — 3g2) H(B + 3€k).
k=1

It is easy to prove that

{—361, —362, —363} N {(3g2)1/2, —(3g2)1/2} = @,

so —3ey’s are always simple zeros of Q> (B; 7).
Let By be any zero of Q>(B; 7). There are two cases.
Case 1. By = +(3¢2)!/2. It is well known that g,(7) = 0 if and only if

ae™3 +b|(a b

First we consider T € G, i.e. g(7) = 0. Then By = 0 and ordoQ>(+; T) = 2.
Furthermore,

Ro(B;t) = —2B(B + 311(7)).
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Since 17, (e™/3) = 2—\/% and
n <Zis> = (cT 4 d)*n1(1) — 2mic(ct + d), <£Cl Z) €SL(2,7Z)

imply that 771 (7) # 0 for T € &, we have ordgRo(-;T) = 1. Therefore, we
see from (Z.5) that

d(By) =d(0) =2 for T € 6.

Next we consider T ¢ &,i.e. g2(7) # 0. Then By # 0and so ordp,Q2(+;7) =
1. Clearly

_TlR()(B,' T) = (B — Bo)(B + Bo + 3171 (T)) + %BO(B() + 6171 (T)),
so we easily obtain

ordp, Ro(+7) = 0 if Bo+6m1(T) #0,
POV 1 i By + 6 (1) = 0.

From here and (Z.9) it follows that

d(B)— 1 if Bo+6171(T)7§0,
713 if By+6m (1) =0.

In conclusion,

1 if T¢6,+(3g)Y2+6m £0,
d(+(3g)*) =d0)=2 if Te6s,
3 if + (3¢2)2+ 61 =0.

Recently, we proved in [11] that there are infintely many 7’s such that
12771 (1)? — g2(1) = 0, so for such T’s, either d((3g2)'/?) = 3ord(—(3g2)"/?) =
3.
Case 2. By = —3¢ (7). Then ord_3,,Q>(-;7) = 1 and
SRo(B; T) = (B + 3ex) (B — 3ex + 3171) — 9rwiel (1),

where we used

(1) = = [25a(0) + m(Delr) - ex(2)?].
Soif e;(T) # 0, we have ord 3., Ro(+;7) = 0 and so d(—3¢;) =
0 and 2¢; — 71 # 0, we have ord_3, Ro(-;7) = 1 and so d(—
e,(t) = 0and 2¢; — 111 = 0, or equivalently
(7.7) 373429, =0, 62+ =0,
then ord_3,, Ro(+; T) = 2 and so d(—3e;) = 5. In conclusion,
1 if e (1) #0,
d(—3ex) = 3 if (1) =0,2¢, —11 #0
5 if e (1) =0,2¢ — 11 =0.

T
Ek) = 3.

W =
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Recently, we proved in [12] that there are infintely many 7’s such that
e,.(t) = 0, so for such 1’s, d(—3e;) € {3,5}. Whether there exist T satis-
fying (Z.7) remains as an interesting open problem.
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