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Abstract

It is well-known that differential Painlevé equations can be written in a Hamiltonian form. However,
a coordinate form of such representation is far from unique — there are many very different Hamiltonians
that result in the same differential Painlevé equation. Recognizing a Painlevé equation, for example when
it appears in some applied problem, is known as the Painlevé equivalence problem, and the question that
we consider here is the Hamiltonian form of this problem. Making such identification explicit, on the
level of coordinate transformations, can be very helpful for an applied problem, since it gives access to the
wealth of known results about Painlevé equations, such as the structure of the symmetry group, special
solutions for special values of the parameters, and so on. It can also provide an explicit link between
different problems that have the same underlying structure. In this paper we describe a systematic
procedure for finding changes of coordinates that transform different Hamiltonian representations of a
Painlevé equation into some chosen canonical form. Our approach is based on Sakai’s geometric theory
of Painlevé equations. We explain this procedure in detail for the fourth differential Pryv equation, and
also give a brief summary of some known examples for Py and Pvyp cases. It is clear that this approach
can easily be adapted to other examples as well, so we expect our paper to be a useful reference for some
of the realizations of Okamoto spaces of initial conditions for Painlevé equations.

1 Introduction

Painlevé equations play an increasingly important role in a wide range of nonlinear problems in Mathematics
and Mathematical Physics [IKSY91, Con99]. It is well-known that Painlevé equations can be written in
a Hamiltonian form. However, there are many different Hamiltonian systems that reduce to the same
differential Painlevé equation, and the relationship between such different systems are far from obvious. The
need for such an identification comes from the fact that both discrete and differential Painlevé equations,
as well as related Hamiltonian systems, appear in many interesting applications, but often, when expressed
in the coordinates of the problem, they are difficult to recognize. This is sometimes called the Painlevé
equivalence problem [Clal9]. Knowing that a certain system is just a well-studied Painlevé equation in
disguise, and explicitly identifying parameters of the problem with the standard ones, gives access to a large
collection of known facts, such as Bécklund transformations, special solutions for certain parameter values,
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and so on. Often such connections are made on an ad-hoc basis that requires some luck and guesswork. The
main message of our paper is that the geometric approach makes any guesswork unnecessary and instead gives
us a step-by-step procedure to perform such an identification, when possible. Thus, our objective is both
to explain an algorithmic scheme for identifying different Hamiltonian systems related to the same Painlevé
equation via an explicit birational change of variables, and to provide the necessary amount of the background
material to make this approach accessible. This work is motivated by the recently proposed identification
scheme for discrete Painlevé equations [DFS20] and is based on the geometric theory of Painlevé equations
initiated in the works of K. Okamoto [Oka79] and further developed in the seminal paper of H. Sakai [Sak01].
In this paper we consider examples of different Hamiltonians for Painlevé equations that are given in the
foundational papers by K. Okamoto [Oka80a] (and much earlier in essentially the same form by Malmquist
[Mal23]) and M. Jimbo and T. Miwa [JM81], as well as more recent examples by G. Filipuk and H. Zotadek
[ZF15] and A. Its and A. Prokhorov [IP18]. In addition, for the Pry equation there is a very interesting
example of a Hamiltonian constructed by T. Kecker [Kec16], so for that reason in this paper we consider in
detail the differential Py equation, and then just summarize the data for Py and Pyy. The Pyp and Pryp
examples were considered previously in [DFLS21b] and [FLS23].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give examples of different Hamiltonian forms of the
Py equation and list explicit change of coordinates between them. We also show how to explicitly match
the Hamiltonian functions. In Section 3 we carefully review the construction of the space of initial conditions
for a Painlevé Hamiltonian system and, following [KNY17], recall some standard facts about the geometry
of the standard realization of the resulting Eél) surface, including the choice of root bases for the surface and
symmetry sub-lattices in its Picard lattice. We also discuss the Hamiltonian formalism for time-dependent
Hamiltonian functions. In Section 4 we describe an algorithmic procedure on constructing a birational change
of coordinates matching two different Hamiltonian systems based on identifying the geometry of the space
of initial conditions, and then apply it to different forms of Py equation, providing detailed descriptions of
necessary computations. Then in Sections 5 and 6 we give a summary of such matchings for Py and Py
respectively. Conclusions and some possible follow-up questions are discussed in Section 7.

2 The Fourth Painevé Equation Py and its Hamiltonian Forms

Our main example is the differential Pyy equation

Pw 1 (dw\® 3 A
Py =P D === — “w? + dtw? +2(1% — — 2.1
v IVa,8 2 = 5w (dt) + W + 4tw” + 2( a)w + " (2.1)
where ¢ is an independent variable, w = w(¢) is a dependent variable, and «, 3 are complex parameters. We
begin by showing how this equation appears, in a Hamiltonian form, in a variety of different scenarios, and

give some examples of identification based on just the context of the problem.

Its—Prokhorov and Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonians We begin by considering the Hamiltonian system obtained
by A. Its and A. Prokhorov [IP18] as isomonodromic deformations of a 2 x 2 linear system with one irregular
singular point at z = oo with the Poincare rank 2 and one Fuchsian singularity at z = 0,

dd A_q(t
i Az )@, A(z;t) = % + Ao(t) + A1 (t)z
1 0 ¢ k 1 q(4p—2q—2t) —kq (2.2)
A = 0 —1|’ Ao = _aMp=q=20)+46o 4> A= 5 ®(4p—q—2t)°—1602  q(4p—q—21) | >
2k dkq 2

where ¢ = ¢q(t), p = p(t), k = k(t) and Op, O are some (time independent) parameters (that are formal
monodromy exponents at the corresponding singular points). The isomonodromy deformation is then given
by the equation

dd 0 k

pr B(z;1)®, B(z) = Bi(t)z + Bo(t), By =41, Bo= {_ 4(4p—q—20)+46 0} . (2.3)
ok



The compatibility condition between (2.2) and (2.3) is the zero-curvature equation A; — B, +[A, B] = 0 that
results in the equations

dq

dg _, 2.4
i Pq, ( )
d

d%::f2p2+3q2/8+qt+t2/2*@oo+1/2*2@(2)/q2v (2.5)
dk

- = — 2t)k.

o (q+2t)

Equations (2.4) and (2.5) do not depend on the function k and eliminating p we obtain the fourth Painlevé
equation (2.1) for the function ¢(t) with parameters

a=20, -1, B=-80% (2.6)

The system of equations (2.4) and (2.5) is a non-autonomous Hamiltonian system with the Its-Prokhorov
Hamiltonian HY, = Hg’,(q7 p;t) (corresponding to a symplectic form w') given by

%:ag%{'}’ HiYy (g, pit) = 2p° UG R e k0 PO

J ;HIP where —V\DPU =AY 2 2 > g’ (2.7)
p v P _

i w =dpANdg.

i 9 p A dg

In a much earlier paper [JM81] M. Jimbo and T. Miwa gave a different parameterization of the coefficient
matrices of equations (2.4) — (2.5),

t U —z+ 09 —ce 0 u
AO = 12(2—00—0) t:| y Afl = | 22(2—286) 5 2@0 N BO = |:2(Z®O®oo) 0:| s (28)
w uy w

where z = z(t), y = y(t), u = u(t), and Oy and O, are the same parameters as in [IP18]. The compatibility
condition in this case leads to the following system of nonlinear differential equations for the functions y, z
and u:

%=—4z+y2+2ty+460, (2.9)
dz 2 2 4@0

_ 2 Ly 220 )Y 2.1
o yz +< Y+ ; >z+(@o+® )y (2.10)
du
oy -2t
7 (y —2t)u

Eliminating the function z from the first two equations (2.9) and (2.10) one can obtain the fourth Painlevé
equation for the variable y with the same values of parameters o and 8 as in (2.6) above. The system (2.9)
and (2.10) is also Hamiltonian with the Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian H{}! = H{M (y, 2, ¢):

ldy  OH{Y

_-3d 2 ]

y dt 9z where Hi]%}/[(y,z;t)y22<y+2t+4yo>z+(@o+@oo)(y+2t), 2.11)
o =(1/y)dy ANdz.

) dt oy w (1/y)dy N dz

Note that this time we need to use the logarithmic symplectic structure given by w'™; we explain the
geometry behind this in Section 4.3.

What is the relationship between the Hamiltonian systems (2.7) and (2.11)? In this case we do not need
any elaborate tools to match these two systems exactly. Indeed, comparing the matrix coefficients in (2.2)



and (2.8) we immediately see that u = k, parameters Oy and O, match, and the variables (¢, p) and (y, 2)
are related by the following birational change of variables:

y(g,p) =, q(z,y) = v,
P 1 and conversely, ot 2ty + y? — 4z + 40,
2(¢:p) = 7 (¢ — 4pg + 2qt + 46y), p(z,y) = I :

(2.12)
One can then check directly that this change of variables transforms system (2.7) to system (2.11). However,
since the change of variables is time-dependent, we get some additional terms in the expression for the
Hamiltonian. Specifically, the relationship between the Hamiltonians is obtained via the pull-back of a
certain 2-form on the extended phase space,

1
Q" = dp A dg — dHR, A dt = o* (™M), Q™M = Zdy A dz — dHJY A dt.
)
Thus, using (2.12), we see that

H{Y (y, 2;t) = HiY (q(y, 2,1), p(y, 2, t); 1) — and  Hy(g,pit) = HY (y(q,p. 1), 2(q, p, t); 1) +

o=
(IS

This remark is essential and so we explain it in more detail in Section 3.3.

Okamoto Hamiltonian In [IP18, JM81] the fourth Painlevé equation appeared from the monodromy pre-
serving deformation of the linear system (2.2). On the other hand, in the work of K. Okamoto the same
equation appeared from the monodromy preserving deformation of a scalar second order linear differential
equation, with coefficients depending on ¢, that has certain singularities in the complex plane. This approach
leads to a very different Hamiltonian system with a polynomial Hamiltonian [Oka80a, Oka80b, Oka86] given
by

dff_@HR}‘

_ 2 _
Q= oy Mo~ [T = 2o, HRF(f, g:t) = 2f g% — (f* + 2tf + 2k0)g + b f-
d OHOk where Ok — dg A df
ag _ v _ 45 2 _ wo =dag :
o of 29" + (2f +2t)g — O,

(2.13)

Eliminating the function g = g(¢) from these equations we get Pry equation (2.1) for the function f = f(¥)
with parameters

a=1+20. — kg, B=—2x2 (2.14)

It turns out that the Okamoto space of initial conditions for this system has the simplest geometry, and so
this system will be the reference example for the present paper.

Remark 1. We use the recent comprehensive survey paper [KNY17] (see also [Nou04]) as the main reference
for our choice of the geometric data.

Filipuk-Zol'gldek Hamiltonian A different approach to Hamiltonian structures of Painlevé equations that
starts directly with the equation itself and not the isomonodromy problem, and that leads to rational
Hamiltonians, was suggested by G. Filipuk and H. Zoladek in [ZF15]. The key observation there is that
Painlevé equations can be written in the Liénard form

2 2
T () <dm) + B0 1 O t).

da? dt dt
If we then introduce the new variable y via % = D(z,t)y (and use the subscript notation for partial
derivatives, A, = aAfgi’t), etc.), we observe that this equation transforms into a system that is Hamiltonian




with the Hamiltonian function H%(x, y;1),

d—‘r = Dy = HFZ’

dt ! (2.15)
dy 9 D, C FZ .
—~ =(AD-D B-—L ~ =-H

if the following compatibility condition

Dy

logD), = 2A
HE}% =D,y=2(D, — AD)y + (D — B) or, equivalently, {( og D)

(logD); =B’
holds, which is true when 24; = B. Then we get the function D(z,t) and the Hamiltonian H*%(x,y, ) is

C(z,t)
D(z,t)

2 x
HY (2, y;t) = D(x,t)% — / dx. (2.16)

For Pry, we get A(z,t) = 5=, B(z,t) = 0, and C(z,t) = 32° + 4ta? + 2(* — o)z + g, and so the
compatibility condition is trivially satisfied and we can take D(x,t) = Az for some A # 0. Then

2 1 3
Hi (z,y;8) = /\w% 5 (g; + 2ta? +2(8* — )z — f) )

In [ZF15] the authors take A = 1, which gives the Hamiltonian

}’I?\?(x,g]; §) =2 —2s2? —2(s? —a)r +

g 8
2 x

However, from the geometric point of view, to avoid a normalization coefficient at the symplectic form that
corresponds to the standard normalization condition on the root variables, see Section 3.2.2; it is better to
take A = 4, which results in a minor rescaling. The new Hamiltonian then essentially coincides with the
Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian [IP18] (and the choice A = 4 can be also observed at this point),

— 1
Hf\%(:c,y; s) = (1/4)H¥(1:,4y;8) = H%g (x,y;t; @(2) = —g, Ou = —;a) —t(1+ ), (2.17)

and so we do not consider it further. Essentially the same happens for Py, however, for Py we get something
quite different from the other examples, as described in Section 5.4.

Kecker Hamiltonian Finally, in this paper we shall also deal with the Hamiltonian that appeared in [Kec16]
and was further studied in [Kec19, Stel8]. This cubic Hamiltonian is given by

dr OHKSK 9 - 1 ~
& oy U HE (2,y:2) = 5 (0 +9°) + zey + ay + B,
Kok where 3 (2.18)
% _ _a};IV = 2% — 2y — B, Wi = dy A dz.
2 z

Now the relationship with the standard Py equation is less straightforward. First, note that now we have z as
an independent variable, x = z(z) and y = y(z) are dependent variables, and @&, § are (complex) parameters.
Let us introduce a new variable @ = w(z) := z(z) + y(2) — 2. Then, as shown in [Kecl6, Kecl9, Stel§],
(2.18) gives the following equation on w(z):

i 0 = (1—a+p)?

Po 1 (do\® 1, 2 ox

)



which then reduces to the standard equation (2.1) for parameters

- 2 -

a (@ + p), 6=—§(1—d+5)2 (2.19)

i
V3
1 1
if we put z = (—%)"t and w(2) = 2 (—3)* w(t).
Remark 2. We need to mention that not every known example of Hamiltonian systems that reduce to
Painlevé equations fits into our approach. As an example, consider the following system studied in [Tak01]

dq 8HIT\"}k 9
@ op P HE (g, pit) = 2 + V(g.t)

- where 1V 2 e (2.20)
d£ o _8HIV _ _3V(q,t) wTak —_ dp/\ dq,

dt  0Oq dq
and the potential V' (g, t) is given by

V(Q7t) =75

1 7q\® a\* q\? q\~?

1) -a(2) e (3 s ()
2 (2) 2 = (3) +A13

By taking w = (¢/2)? one can easily show that w satisfies (2.1). Moreover, in [Tak01] it was shown that
if one takes

q 2
L ome p o (2.21)
9(a:p) =5+ "5 T o5, T g

then (2.13) transforms to (2.20) with o = 1+ 20, — ko and 3 = —2k3, which is exactly (2.14). Further, the
Liouville form giving the canonical transformation is

1
0 = gdf — HRFdt = Z(pdq — H dt) + do(q, p, t),

where d¢(q,p, t) is an exact form which can be calculated explicitly.

However, the change of variables (2.21) is only algebraic, but not birational. In this case it is impossible to
construct the space of initial conditions for the system (2.20) in the sense of [Oka79] by resolving singularities,
and so our approach cannot be used. This example is considered in detail from the geometric point of view
in [FS22].

We summarize the relationship between different Py systems considered in this paper in Figure 1.

2.1 Coordinate transformations between different Hamiltonian forms for Py

We now give a summary of explicit coordinate transformations and parameter matching for different versions
of Hamiltonian representations for the differential Painlevé Py equation described above.

Its-Prokhorov and Jimbo-Miwa systems

Theorem 1. The Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian system (2.7) and the Okamoto Hamiltonian system (2.13) are
related by the following change of variables and parameter correspondence:

f + Ko s Py )
p(fag7t) =935 90 q 4 60
12 2 p=pt+ 1Ly D0
Ko f and conversely 9(a.p.t) =p 4 2 ¢ (2.22)
60:7’ ko = 260,
O = 140 — 2. foc = =1+ Og + Occ.



The Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian (2.12)
(the Filipuk-Zotadek Hamiltonian)

( The Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian )

Theorem 1 Theorem 2
The Okamoto Hamiltonian
7 (the Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada Hamiltonian)
[TakOl]/// Theorem 3
///
( The Takasaki Hamiltonian ) ( The Kecker Hamiltonian )

Figure 1: Relationship between different Hamiltonian Systems for Pry

The Hamiltonians are then related by
HIC (0. 751 00, 0c) = HRE(F(4,0), 9(4,2); # K0, boc) + 3 + 260 + Occ), (2.23)

where the purely t-dependent terms can in fact be ignored.

Proof. The change of variables (2.22) is established in Lemma 8. To relate the Hamiltonians, as explained
in Section 3.3 we need to match the 2-forms Q% = WOk — dHR¥ A dt = WP — dHIE A dt = QF. We get

QO = WO —qHRF Adt = dg A df —d (2fg> — (f* + 2tf + 2K0)g + 00 f) A dt

1 3 tg? 2 202
:dp/\dq—|—2dt/\dq—d<2p2q—qg—g—2q—|—@ooq—qo—q—2t®o>/\dt

=w'" —d (Hf} — 2t(80 + O)) Adt.

A similar result holds for the Jimbo-Miwa system (2.11).

Theorem 2. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Jimbo-Miwa (2.11) and Okamoto
(2.13) Hamiltonian systems is given by

b 7t = b
y(f,9:1) J;Q fly,zt) =y,
_J z 20
Z(f,g’t) ) fg+ft+l{/05 g(y’zﬂf):g_, t+707
Ko and conversely Y Y (2.24)
G0 = o Ko = 20,
@oo:]."‘eoo_@ foc = =1+ 60 + Occ.
2 b

The Hamiltonians are then related by

HY (v, 23,00, O00) = HRF(f(y, 2, 1), g(y, 2, )5 5 kg = 2600, 00 = —1+ 609+ O ) +y+2t(0g +O). (2.25)



Proof. The change of variables (2.24) is established in Lemma 10. To relate the Hamiltonians, note that

QO = WO — qHRF Adt = dg A df —d (2fg> — (f* + 2tf + 2K0)g + Osc f) A dt

2
4
:—%/\dy—l—dt/\dy d(y—zy—Qtz— o2

—y+ (@0 + @Oo)y> Adt
1
= ;dy Adz +d (HR' — 2t(00 + O)) A dt = w™ — dH{Y' A dt,

and note that the t-dependent terms can be ignored, as usual. O

Note that combining these change of variables immediately gives us the change of variables between the
Its-Prokhorov coordinates (g, p) and the Jimbo-Miwa coordinates (y, z) that we already obtained in equation
(2.12).

The Kecker system The identification between the Kecker and the Okamoto systems is more complicated.
In particular, the geometric normalization of the symplectic form differs from the original normalization of
the symplectic form wXek in (2.18); @Kek = (1/3)wkek,

Theorem 3. The Kecker Hamiltonian system (2.18) and the Okamoto Hamiltonian system (2.13) are related
by the following change of variables and parameter correspondence:

- _ (1419 . . o
90 = 4@ (30/8 -7 + 1219+ 2045 - ). (VB =30 — 6ifs — 3(V3 — i)ro
_ (1 ) . . o= 2\/§ ’
Lg),t = 3(V3+i)f — 12ig + 2(V3 + 3i)t), .
y(f,9) 4(3)3/41( (V3+1) ig +2(V3 + 3i) ) i (V3 30) — 610 + 33+ g (2.26)
A(t) = (-3) ", 2v3
and converseley,
Fly. ) = o oy = 2),
’ 33(/4 ; o Lmath
9(z,y,2) = — (V3 +i)z — (V3 —1i)y +2iz), -3
4(3 )314( ) g _ T2t (iv3—1)a+ (ivV3+ 1)5. (2.27)
t(z) = (—i) z, 6
The Hamiltonians are then related by
HE (2, 9520, 5) = 3 ((:13) THQE(f (@9 2), 90,9 2); H2): kol ), 0o (@ ) (2.28)

1+1v3 1—-1iv3 3 144V3 . 1—-iVv3 -
- G\fa:—&- 6fy+z9 + sza—l— 6\[25>.

Proof. The change of variables (2.26-2.27) is established in Lemma 12. For the Hamiltonians, given the

difference in normalizations, we should have

1
OOk = — dHR¥ A dt = = - (wR — dHESK A d2) = gQKek.

w\H



That is,

Q9% =dg ndf —d (2fg° — f2g —2tfg — 2kog + Ooo f) A dt
2V/Bdx Ady — V3(1 +iV3)dx Adz + V3(1 —iv3)dy A dz

6v/3
(1+1) (2\/§(x3 +y® — 23+ 3wyz) + 3(3i+ V3 +2v3B)z + 33— V3 + 2\/§d)y) 3\ &
—d ANl —- dz
18(3%/4) 4
_! dy/\d:c+1+1\/§d;v/\dz—1_1\/§dy/\dz
3 2 2
s 14 1t
—d(m3+y3—z3+5x+ +21\/§m+dy+—;l\/§y>/\dz>

1 .
=3 (dy Adx — dHR™ (z,y, 2; &, B) A dz) ,

which gives us the needed rescaling coefficients, as well as the z and y-dependent corrections to the Hamil-
tonian HRX(f(z,9), 9(x, y);t(2); ko(&, ), 0 (&, B)). The remaining terms are purely time z-dependent and
can be ignored. O

3 Preliminaries

3.1 The Okamoto space of initial conditions

Notation. For the Okamoto system we use the following notation: coordinates (f, g), parameters ko and 6;
time variable ¢; base points ¢;, exceptional divisors Fj;.

The foundations of the geometric analysis of Painlevé equations were developed by K. Okamoto [Oka79].
To make this paper self-contained, in this section we briefly explain how to construct the space of initial con-
ditions for the Hamiltonian system (2.13). This will also allow us to introduce various notational conventions.
This section is closely related to [KNY17, Section 2.6] that we recommend for details.

Recall that the Painlevé property essentially requires that the general solution of an ODE has no movable
(i.e., dependent of initial conditions) singularities other than poles. If we think about parameterizing solutions
via initial conditions at some time g, we then need to allow infinities as initial conditions, i.e., we need to
change from C to P!. Thus, we consider the pair of dependent variables (f,g) as affine coordinates on the
complex projective plane P! x P!. We then introduce three more charts (F,g), (f,G), and (F,G), where
F =1/f and G = 1/g are coordinates in the neighborhood of infinity, and via direct substitution we can
easily rewrite our system in those charts:

4
gz—fﬁﬁ—ztf—%m @=2ROF2——F+2tF+1,
dt G dt G
(faG): da (F’G): dG 2G
- = 2_ — - = 2_7_
T 0G* —2fG — 2tG + 2, 7 0 G i 2tG + 2,
F
%:_f2+4fg_2tf_2/<'07 %:2F2K0_4Fg+2tF+17
fvg : F,g N
) @=—2g2+2fg+2tg—9 ) @:—292+2ﬁ+2t9—9.
dt 07 dt F >

Consider, for example, our system in the (F, g)-chart. Solutions correspond to the flowlines of the vector field
V(F,g) = (2F%ko — 4Fg+2Ft +1)0p + (—2¢% + %g +2tg — 0)0y + O that becomes undefined when F' = 0.
Rescaling, F'V(F, g) = (2F3kg —4F2g+2F?t + F)0p + (—2Fg* + 29 + 2tFg — 0o F )9, + F0;, we see that at
the points (F' = 0, g # 0) the field becomes 2¢0,, and so this flow is “vertical” (has a zero 0;-component) and



hence such points do not parametrize solutions of the Painlevé equations (that are functions of t). Thus, we
call the curve given by F = 0 (in this chart) a vertical leaf (or an inaccessible divisor). However, at the point
(0,0) the rescaled field also vanishes (and we see the indeterminacy F/g = 0/0 in the original field V(F, g))
and so a further adjustment is needed. This indeterminacy is resolved by the standard blowup procedure
from algebraic geometry, see, e.g., [Shal3] for details.

In the two-dimensional case the blowup procedure is particularly simple and can be thought of as follows
[DFS20]. Geometrically, the blowup procedure “separates” the lines passing through the point g; (the center
of the blowup) by “lifting” them according to their “slopes” (see the left picture on Figure 2 for the local
illustration of a blowup in the real-variable case). Topologically, for complex surfaces, blowup is a surgery
that creates a Riemann sphere “bubble” (projectivized tangent space) S? ~ I% in place of the center of the
blowup ¢;, thus adding a new spherical class to homology (and, via the Poincaré duality, cohomology) of the
surface. Algebraically, the blowup procedure is an introduction of two new charts (u;,v;) and (U;, V;) in the
neighborhood of the blowup point ¢;(z;, y;), where the change of variables is given by x = x; +u; = z; + U;V;
and y = y; + u;v; = y; + V;. This change of variables is a bijection away from ¢;, but the point g; is replaced
by the P!-line of all possible slopes, called the central fiber or the exceptional divisor of the blowup. We
denote this central fiber by F; (and sometimes by E;), it is given in the blowup charts by local equations
u; = 0 and V; = 0. For these charts the upper/lower-case naming convention is only for convenience and, in
contrast to the naming of affine charts, it does not hold that U; = 1/u;. However, it is true that v; = 1/U;
— these local coordinates on P! represent all possible slopes of lines passing through the point ¢;, and so
this variable change “separates” all curves passing through ¢; based on their slopes. Schematically, it is
convenient to illustrate the blowup on a diagram as shown on the right on Figure 2. The notation L — F;
denotes the proper transform w=1(L — (x;,y;)), that needs to be distinguished from the total transform
7~ Y(L) = (L — F;) + F;. Note that, despite the presence of the negative sign, L — F; is an actual geometric
curve, i.e., an effective divisor.

F;
M-F T =2 +u; =z +U;V;
y=yi+uvi =y +Vi

-l .
T — T;

Vi=1vy—uy; ui=x—x; U;=
y-y Yy—Yi
Hy: y=yi v=2"Y yi—y_y

T — X;
'UZ‘UZ‘ZI

Figure 2: The Blowup Procedure

Thus, blowing up the point ¢; (F = 0,g = 0) amounts to introducing coordinate charts (u1,v;) and
(U1, V1) via F = uy = U1 V4, g = uyv; = V4. Since the change of variables is algebraic, it is easy to rewrite
our system in those charts:

d dU OsoUy — 1
T~ By + 2m0ul + 2ty + 1, e e
(uqv1) : d (U, V1) a "
1v1) - d'Ul v _9 1, V1) - d‘/l

ar = 2u1vf + TOO — 2Kou1v1, o
Performing the same kind of analysis we see that there is another vertical leaf given by the equations u; =
V1 = 0 (that corresponds to the central fiber) that contains a new indeterminate point ¢ (w3 = 0,v1 = 0o)
(equivalently, U; = 1/60, V1 = 0); since all new base points appear on exceptional divisors, we omit the
coordinates and write them, e.g., as ¢2(0, f) or g2(1/0,0). Introducing the new charts (ug, v9) and (Us, Va)
via u1 = ug = UsVa, v1 = O +ugvs = 04 + V5 and repeating this process we see that there are no new base
points in these charts and this cascade is resolved.

2
=2V 4+ o2V — b,
1
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f=0 =000 3 — Fy

H =00 H, — F3 — I3

7 a3 s ‘g\ g

< oo
g4 ge q7 qs £
-
Blg, .-.qs
q2
q1
H, g=0 Hy — Fy -
Hy Hy Hy — F5 P —F

Figure 3: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Pry Okamoto Hamiltonian System (2.13)

We now do the same procedure in the remaining charts to get the following cascades of base points:

ql(OO70) « q2(07900)7 QS(O,OO) <~ q4("$070)a

3.1
q5(00,00) ¢ q5(0,2)  q7(0, —4t) < qs(0,4(1 + 2> + O — K)). (3.1)

Remark 3. Since the blowup points that appear in the cascades are on exceptional divisors, when we write
the coordinates of these points as ¢;(0, a), we work in the (u,v) coordinate system, and points ¢;(a, 0) are in
the (U, V) coordinate system; for points ¢;(0,0) we would always specify which coordinate system is used.

The resulting configuration of the base points and vertical leaves is shown on Figure 3. The Okamoto
space of initial conditions is then the resulting surface with the configuration of vertical leaves removed. For
the geometric analysis it is, however, more convenient to consider the compact surface and just realize that
points on vertical leaves do not correspond to initial conditions of our equation.

Note that, modulo the coordinates of the base points, we get exactly the standard Eél) surface as given
in [KNY17], see Figure 5. All of the standard geometric data, such as the choice of surface and root bases,
for this surface is summarized in Section 3.2 (note that we use the notation F; for exceptional divisors in the
Okamoto case, and E; in the KNY case). However, the normalization of points g¢(0,2) in the Okamoto case
and pg(0, 1) in the standard case is slightly different, which results in the need for some scaling adjustments
in the variables. Specifically, the Hamiltonian system

dg ~ OHENY 5 -

di~ op 2ap —q” —tq —a, HY (¢,p:1) = @p° — ¢*p — tqp — az2q — a1p,
where

dp OHENY WENY — dp A dg,

= = — =2p—-p’+tg—a
di g @ —p q— a2,

(3.2)

considered in [KNY17, Section 2.6] results in the following form of Py equation:
d*q 1 (dq > 3 3 = 9 t2 a?
——=—|—=| +z¢+2t¢"+|az—ao+ = | qg— —.
a2 2q (dt gl T YA

By the rescaling change of variables £ = \/2t, q(f) = f(t(f))/v/2 this equation can be transformed to the
standard form (2.1) with parameters o = 1—a; —2as, 8 = —2a%. The parameters a; and az here are canonical
geometric parameters called the root variables, as explained in Section 3.2.2. For future computations, it is
important to relate these parameters to the parameters xy and 6, of the Okamoto Hamiltonian. Comparing

a=1-—a; —2ay =1+ 20, — ko, B = —2a} = —2r} (3.3)
we immediately see that
a1 = Ko, as = —0s, and also, ag=1—as—as =1+ 0 — Ko. (3.4)

Note that we could have also computed the root variables directly from the geometric data in the same way
as outlined in Lemma 4 using the symplectic form w®¥ = dg A df.
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3.2 Geometry of the standard Eél) Surface

In this section we describe the geometry of the model example of Eél) Sakai surface, following the standard
reference [KNY17]. This surface is the Okamoto space of initial conditions for Pry. Its symmetry group is

the extended affine Weyl group 1% (Agl)). Here we describe the standard configuration of the blowup points,
the choice of the surface and the symmetry root bases in the Picard lattice, and the birational representation
of the symmetry group W (Agl)). Recall that each nontrivial family of Sakai surfaces is obtained by blowing

up P! x P! at 8 points lying on the polar divisor of some symplectic form. The Picard lattice of the resulting
rational algebraic surface X has rank 10 and is Pic(X) = Spany {31, Hs, &1, ..., Es}, where H; stand for the
classes of coordinate divisors and &; are the exceptional divisors, or the classes of central fibers of the blowup
points. The anti-canonical divisor class then is —Ky = 2H; +2Hy — &1 — - - - — Eg, and surfaces of different
types correspond to different configurations of irreducible components of the anti-canonical divisor [Sak01].

3.2.1 The point configuration

Consider the following decomposition of the anti-canonical divisor class 6 = —XKq into classes §; (surface
roots) of the irreducible components d; of the anti-canonical divisor —Kx:

0 =g + 01 + 202 + 363 + 284 + I5 + 206
=(87— &)+ (81— E2) +2(H, — &1 —&5) +3(E5 — E6) + 2(Hp — €5 — &5) + (€3 — €4) + 2(E6 — &7).

The intersection configuration of those roots is given by the Dynkin diagram of type Eél), as shown on
Figure 4.

do
do = &7 — &s, 0y = Hp — €5 — Es,
5:8—8’ 628_8,
56 1 1 2 5 3—Cq (3.5)
do =H,— &1 — Es, d¢ = ¢ — 7.
O—O0—O0—0—=0 03 = & — &,

51 52 (53 54 55

Figure 4: The Surface Root Basis for the standard Eél) Sakai surface

Consider the complex projective plane P! x P! covered by four coordinate charts (q,p), (Q,p), (¢, P),
and (@, P), where @ = 1/q and P = 1/p. Using the action of the gauge group PGL3(C) x PGL2(C) of
Mobius transformations, we can, without loss of generality, put the divisors dy and dy, where 6; = [d;], to be
the lines at infinity, do = V(Q) = {¢ = oo} and dy = V(P) = {p = oo} and put the base points p;, ps, and
ps to be on the intersection of coordinate lines: p;(oc,0), p3(0,00), and ps (0o, 00). We then get the blowup
diagram for the standard example of Sakai surface of type EG1 as shown on Figure 5.

Remark 4. Here we use the same coordinates (g, p) as [KNY17], but these coordinates should not be confused
with the different coordinates (g, p) for the Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian system in (2.7) and Section 4.2.

This point configuration can be parameterized by five parameters b, by, bg, b7, and bg as follows:

p1(00,0) < pa(00,0;gp = ba), P3(0,00) < p4a(00,0;gp = by),
— b
P5(00,00) < pg (oo,OO; 1 be) —pr (00,00; L — b, ala = bep) _ b7)
p P P
q . qlg—bep) ., qlglqg—bep) —bsp)
= = bg; = br; =bg|.
P P P

(3.6)

< D8 (OO7 003
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q=0 q=0o0 B3 — Ey

H, p =00 H, — E3 — Es v
p3 Ps
DAY
Pa Pe pr ps B,
Bly,...pg
P2
H, ¥ =0 H, — E
H, H, H, - L3 Ey — E>

Figure 5: The standard Eél) Sakai surface

The residual two-parameter gauge group acts on these configurations via rescaling,

by by o f Apby  Apiby Y

(bG b7 bg’ g %bﬁ %b7 )\731)8’ g ’ Aa W 7é 07 (37)
and so the true number of parameters is three. A canonical choice of such parameters is known as the root
variables, as we explain next.

3.2.2 The period map and the root variables

To define the root variables we need to choose a root basis in the symmetry sub-lattice Q = II(R+) < Pic(X)
and find a symplectic form w whose polar divisor — K is the configuration of —2-curves shown on Figure 5.
As usual, we take the same basis as in [KNY17], see Figure 6. A symplectic form w with [(w)] € Kx such
that —[(w)] = dp + 91 + 262+ 303 + 204 + I5 + 2d6 can be written in the main affine (¢, p)-chart as w = kdgAdp.

ao o =FHy+H, — &5 — Eg— €7 — Es,
oy =Ty — €3 — &y,
(%) :J‘fp—gl —82, (38)
a1 Qs 0= g + a1 + as.

Figure 6: The Symmetry Root Basis for the standard d-P (Aél)) case

The period map x : Q@ — C is first defined on the simple roots a; and then extended to the full symmetry
sub-lattice by linearity. The root variables are the values of the period map on the roots «;, a; := x(«;) that
can be computed as follows, see [Sak01] and [DFS20] for details.

e First, we represent «; as a difference of two effective divisors, a; = [C}] — [CY];

e second, note that there exists a unique component dj, of —Ky such that d ¢ C} = d, ¢ C? = 1, put

P =d,NCY and Q; = dy, N C}:
P i
' ) K
Co C!
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e then

xa) =x (e -(ef) = | Q mif o= Q resa,

where w is our symplectic form.
We then get the following result.
Lemma 4. The root variables a; are given by

b2 — bgbs

3 5 ayp = —]{/’b47 a9 = kbg (39)
b6

aozk

It is convenient to put k = —1, so that the symplectic form is the standard symplectic form w = dp A dq.
Using the gauge action (3.7) we can normalize bg = 1. It is easy to see that under this gauge action each
root variable scales by Ap, so we can use the remaining scaling freedom to ensure the normalization condition
x(60) = ap+ai+azs = 1. Finally, in view of the relation of this example to Pry, we denote by := —t. This then
gives us the point configuration in terms of root variables. Using the notation of [KNY17] p12 (é, —a25)2,
P34 (ala, é); Ps678 (%, % +t—- a05)4, we get exactly the the same parameterization of the base points as in
[KNY17, section 8.2.22].

3.2.3 The extended affine Weyl symmetry group

For completeness, we also include here the description of the birational representation of the extended affine
Weyl symmetry group W <A§1)> = Aut (Aél)> x W (Ag1)>. The computations here follow the same steps
as in [KNY17] or in [DFS20] and are omitted, we only state the final result.

The affine Weyl group W (Aél)) is defined in terms of generators w; = w,, and relations that are encoded
by the affine Dynkin diagram A(Ql),

ap 2 o O
w; =e, W;ow; =wWjow when «a; a;
L i
Wf(Ag))::LV = {wo,...,ws .
w; 0 W; 0 W; = W, o w; 0w; when 0—O
(o5} (e %) Q; O
The natural action of this group on Pic(X) is given by reflections in the roots «,

Ceq;

wi(C) = wq, (€) =C—2 a;=C+ (Ceay)ay, C € Pic(X), (3.10)

a; @

which can be extended to an action on point configurations by elementary birational maps (which lifts to

isomorphisms w; on the family of Sakai’s surfaces), this is known as a birational representation of W (Agl)).

The group of Dynkin diagram automorphisms Aut (Dfp) ~ D3, where D3 is the usual dihedral group. Thus

we only describe two transpositions o1, o9 that generate the whole group.

Theorem 5. Reflections w; on Pic(X) are induced by the elementary birational mappings
aq
(a0 a1 g —ag ap + ay . q— q—p+t
wo - ) — ) ag )
az 1’ p ap + az t P— o
(@ a1, g apg+ay —a, q
wl'(a2 t’p>H<a1+a2 t’p—%)’

w, - [0 04 ap + as a1+a2_q+%2
2 ag t'p —asg t P ’
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For the automorphisms o; we choose the following two generators whose induced action on Pic(X) can be
represented as a composition of reflections in roots (but no longer symmetry roots), and that act on the
surface and symmetry root bases as follows:

01 = W, 3, We, —e;We,—g, ~ (1az) ~ (0105)(d204),

02 = Wy, —g5—esWe,—e,We,—gg ~ (oa2) ~ (8001)(d206).

The corresponding birational mappings then are
(G0 a1 (¢ —ap —az2, —p
o (az t p) ~ (—al t —Q>’
ap a1, g —a2 —aj q
: I ; .
72 (ag t’p) (ao t ’qurt)
3.3 Non-autonomous Hamiltonian systems, symplectic transformations and 2-forms

Suppose we have two Hamiltonian systems, with time-dependent Hamiltonians, and we found a birational
change of coordinates that transforms one system into the other. In this section we address the question of
how, given this change of coordinates, to find the relationship between the Hamiltonians themselves. The
difficulty here stems from the fact that for time-dependent coordinate systems the above change of variables is
in general also time-dependent. As a result, the direct change of coordinates in the Hamiltonian for one system
does not, as a rule, give the Hamiltonian for another system — some additional terms appear. To understand
the nature of these terms we need some facts about non-autonomous Hamiltonian systems that are relevant to
the global Hamiltonian structures of Painlevé equations on Okamoto’s spaces [ST97, MMT99, Mat97]. This
point is explained in detail in [DFS22], so here we only briefly illustrate it, locally, using the Its-Prokhorov
Hamiltonian system (2.7) and the Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian system (2.11), since the change of coordinates
(2.12) from (g,p) — (y, 2) is t-dependent, and we can clearly see the additional correction terms.

Consider two copies of C? with coordinates (x,y) and (X,Y) equipped with rational symplectic forms
w = F(x,y)dy Ndx and © = G(X,Y)dY AdX, ie., F(z,y) and G(X,Y) are rational functions of their
arguments. Suppose that we have a time-dependent birational change of variables ¢ that we can consider as
a birational transformation on the extended phase space C3,

¢:C*3 (z,y,t) = (X(z,9,1),Y(z,y,1),t) € C.

Then, for each fized t, we have a birational transformation ¢; : (z,y) — (X(z,y;t), Y (z,y;t)) and we say
that o, is symplectic with respect to w and @ if, under ¢, we have

w= F(z,y)dy Ndz = o1 (®) = G(X(2,y;1),Y (z,y,;1))d:Y N di X, (3.11)

where ¢} is the usual pull-back map and d; indicates the exterior derivative on C2, so t is treated as a
constant in the calculation. We usually omit the pull-back symbol and simply write w = @. Suppose that
we now have two time-dependent Hamiltonian functions H (z,y,t), K(X,Y,t). Then we can define 2-forms
Q=w—dHAdt and Q = & — dK Adt on the two copies of the extended phase space C?. Then, if under the
transformation ¢ we have the equality of 2-forms

Q= F(z,y)dy Adx — dH Adt = G(X,Y)dY AdX — dK Adt = Q, (3.12)

where d here is the exterior derivative on the extended phase space C3 and so t is treated as a variable in
this calculation, then the Hamiltonian system

d OH
F(:p,y)—x: 7 G(X,Y)dX :GK,
dt y . . dt )4
i S is transformed into qy K
Fla,y)2 = 22 GX, )" = -2
T dt ox’ dt 0X
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This equality of 2-forms dictates the correction between the Hamiltonians modulo purely ¢-dependent func-
tions, with

oxXoy dy oy
ot Oy ot Ox

0X0Y J0YoX
d(H—-K)ANdt =G(X,Y dy A dt XY)| ——=— — ——— | dzAdt 1
(1~ 1) it = GOx.) JasnarrGoey) (G50 - o @13)
Returning now to our example, note that the change of variables (2.12) is symplectic with respect to the

symplectic forms w'® and w'™, and so the equality of 2-forms
1
QY =dp Adg — dAE ANdt = —dy A dz — dHP A dt = Q™
Y

gives
1 1
d(HY, — HPYY Adt = —5dy Adt = Sdg Adt. (3.14)

Thus we get

H (y, ;1) = Hiy (q(y, 2,1), p(y, 2, 1) 1) — % and Hpy(q,p;t) = HWY (y(q.p,t), 2(q,p, 1); 1) + g
Remark 5. Sometimes after such changes of variables in the Hamiltonian there may be additional terms
present depending only on t that, as far as the dynamics is concerned, can be simply ignored. It is important
to note, however, that if a transformation ¢ is such that & = (¢; *)*(w) has explicit dependence on ¢ in the
coefficient F' or G, then the above discussion does not apply and a Hamiltonian structure of a differential
system will in general not be preserved by the transformation. This is because, given H(x,y,t), the pair
of partial differential equations that must be solved to find K(X,Y,t) satisfying the equality of two-forms
(3.12) will in general not be compatible, and the transformed system for X, Y will not be Hamiltonian with
respect to G(X,Y,t)d: X AN d;Y.

4 Reducing Hamiltonian Systems to the Canonical Form

In this chapter we construct spaces of initial conditions for each of the Hamiltonian systems described in the
Introduction. We then follow the identification procedure, described below, to match the spaces of initial
conditions to some reference case, that we take to be the Okamoto Hamiltonian system (2.13), both on the
level of the Picard lattice, and on the level of a birational change of coordinates.

4.1 The identification procedure

(Step 1) Construct the space of initial conditions for the system. We carefully review such construction in
Section 3.1. We need to remark here that this step is potentially more involved than in the discrete
case [DFS20], since indeterminacies of the vector field do not necessarily constitute singularities
which need to be resolved through blowups. In particular one must identify when a singularity is
inaccessible and should be removed along with the vertical leaves rather than blown up, since there
is the possibility that a system is indeterminate at a point, but it does not require blowing up since
there is not a family of local solutions passing through, but rather a single one. In such cases more
detailed inspection of solutions is required along the lines of classical Painlevé analysis, but we do
not encounter such examples here — see [DFS22] for an example where this is required.

(Step 2) Determine the surface type, according to Sakai’s classification scheme. Recall that almost all
surfaces in the Sakai classification scheme are obtained as blowups of P! x P! at eight base points
(the only exception of the Eél) surface corresponding to Py that is obtained as a blowup of P? at
nine points, and we do not consider that special case). These base points lie on a biquadratic curve
on P! x P! that is a polar divisor of the symplectic form w defining the Hamiltonian structure. The
surface type of the system is determined by the configuration of the irreducible components of this
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curve. Each such component should have self-intersection index —2 and is associated with a node of
an affine Dynkin diagram; nodes are connected when the corresponding components intersect. The
type of this Dynkin diagram is called the surface type of the equation. This description assumes
that the surfaces X,, are minimal, and this may not be the case in general. In that case some of
the —1 curves, that should be inaccessible divisors for the system, need to be blown down, as in
example in Sections 4.2 and 4.4.

(Step 3) Find a preliminary change of basis of Pic(X). At this step, we only need to ensure that this change
of basis identifies the surface roots (or nodes of the Dynkin diagrams of our surface) with the
standard example.

(Step 4) Adjust this change of basis using root variables and parameter matching. The matching obtained
in the previous step is far from unique, since we have the whole extended affine Weyl group of
Backlund transformations acting on the Picard lattice preserving the symmetry sub-lattice. On the
level of the equations, Bécklund transformations act on the parameters of the equation. It may
happen that we already know how the parameters should match, e.g., by finding a reduction of our
Hamiltonian system to the standard Painlevé equation. This parameter matching would fix the
Bécklund transformation ambiguity, but it may require adjusting the initial change of basis. For
that, we compute the canonical parameters for the surface, known as the root variables, using the
symmetry roots that we get from the preliminary change of basis in (Step 3), in terms of parameters
of the system, and compare it with the one obtained from the root variables of the reference surface
using that a priori parameter matching. These two sets of root variables would either match or differ
by some symmetry. The importance of the root variables is that they are compatible with the action
of the symmetry group, so we can just read off the expression of that symmetry in terms of the
generators of the group. Then we need to act by that symmetry transformation on our preliminary
choice of basis to ensure that the final change of basis will result in matching Hamiltonian systems
on the level of parameters as well. We illustrate this step in the next section, see (4.5).

(Step 5) Find the change of variables reducing the applied problem to the standard example. At this point
we have the identification between the two surfaces on the level of the basis change on the Picard
lattice, and so next we need to find the actual change of variables that induces that linear change
of basis. For that, identify the curves that form the basis for the corresponding coordinate pencils.
Those curves then are our projective coordinates, up to a Mébius transformation. To fix the Mobius
transformations, use the mapping of coordinate divisors. An important part of this computation is
the identification of the parameters between the two systems.

4.2 The Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian system
Notation. For the Its-Prokhorov system we use the following notation: coordinates (g, p), parameters ©
and O; time variable s; base points y;, exceptional divisors Kj.

In this section we construct the space of initial conditions for the Hamiltonian system (2.7). Note that,
if we only look at the Hamiltonians, we can not see the correspondence between the Okamoto parameters
{0, Ko} in (2.7) and the Its-Prokhorov parameters {©g, O } in (2.7). However, since both equations reduce
to the same standard form (2.1) of Pyy with

a=20, —1 =1+ 20 — ko, B =807 = —2k2,
we see that the relationship between parameters is given by

2
o

Ko
= o= =0 41

The time variable ¢ does not have to be the same either, so for now we denote it by s, but from Py we know
that we can take s =t.
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The space of initial conditions for this system is constructed in the same way as in Section 3.1. However,
this time we get ten base points (and so the space of initial conditions is not minimal),

y2(—60,0) y5(0, —=4) ——— 46(0,8s) «— y7(0,16(1 — s* — O))
(0,00 < (oe,00) —
y3(©0,0) Ys(0,4) ——— y9(0, =8s) «—— 410(0,16(s* + O))

(4.2)

whose configuration is shown on Figure 7 (left). After blowing them up and denoting the exceptional divisors
for the blowup points y; by K;, we get the configuration of vertical leaves that includes two curves with self-
intersection index —3, K1 — Ko — K3 and K, — K5 — Kg. These points lie on the polar divisor of a symplectic
form w = kdg A dp.

Y2 q= qg=o0 Ys Ye y.7 |
[N | e H,— K, — K4
H, p=o00 .
p/' Y1 Ya K> Ks — K¢
<—0<—0
Y3 Ys Y9 Y10 K‘g Kg o Kq
B1y1~~-ym
Ky — Ky — K3
H, p=0 \
H, H, H,— K\ Hy— K4

Figure 7: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian System (2.7)

To match this space with the space of initial conditions for the Okamoto system shown on Figure 3, we
need to blow down two —1 curves, and we should choose them among the curves intersecting with above
—3 curves to reduce the index; to avoid going back we should not choose the exceptional divisors. Thus,
we choose the curves H, — K; and H; — K4. Note that these curves are also inaccessible divisors, and so
blowing them down does not change the space of initial conditions. It is also more convenient instead of
blowing down those two curves to blow up two points on the Okamoto surface. Looking at the intersection
diagram (3.5) and Figure 3, we see that one point should be on the curve d3 = F5 — Fy corresponding to
the central node of the Dynkin diagram Eél), and the other one should be taken on a divisor corresponding
to one of the boundary nodes. At this point we do not have enough information to make the right choice,
so we just choose one of them, say di = Fy — F. Using the root variables we can later see whether this
choice is correct and make adjustments, if necessary. The same applies to the matching of the remaining two
legs of the Eél) diagram. Thus, we want to find an identification of two bases of the Picard lattice of two
non-minimal surfaces

Pic'" (X) = Spang {3y, H,, K1, ... K10} = PicOX (X) = Spang {Hs, H,, T1, ... F10},

ext

that matches the irreducible components of the anti-canonical divisor as follows:

0o = F7 — Tz = K9 — Ko, 04 =Hy—TF3—TF5 =K3s — Ko,
01 =01 —F—Fg =K1 — Ko — K3, 05 = F3 — Fy = K¢ — K7, (4.3)
(52:5-Cf—§1—ff5:3-(p—9<1—964, 0 = Fg — Fr = Kg — Kg. '

03 = TF5 — Fg — F10 = Ky — K5 — K,

We summarize such preliminary identification in the following Lemma.
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Lemma 6. A preliminary change of basis resulting in the identification (4.3) is given by

j‘ff:g'fp+2j{q—j<1_j<3_j<4_j<57 j{q:g{g’
Hy = Hy, Hy=Hp +2Hy - F1 = F5 — Fg — Fo,
F1 =%, — K, X1 =Hy — Fo,
Fa =Ko, Ko = Fa,
F3 = K, K3 =Hy -1,
Fi =Ko, Ky =H, — F1o0,
4 7 4 g 10 (4.4)
3:525}{(1—9{5, xsz}cg_?&
Fe = Ks, Ko = I3,
F7 =Ko, K7 = Ty,
Fg = Ko, Ks = Fe,
3:925}{(1—9{1, IKQZH:%
F10 = Hyq — Ky, K10 = Fs.
The corresponding symmetry roots then become
OéQZQf]‘Cq—f—j‘fp—g{l — K3 — K4 —Kg —Kg — Ky,
(6751 :2J{q+g‘fp—g<1—j<3—g<4—j<5—g<6—j<7,
az = K3z — Ka,
and using the Period Map for the symplectic form w = kdq A dp we get the following root variables:
ag = —k(@o + 600)7 a; = —k(]. + @0 — @00), g = 2]660
Imposing the normalization condition ag + a1 + ag = 1 gives k = —1, and so we get back the standard

symplectic form w'* = dp A dq.

Now we can use the root variables to check whether we got the correct bases identification. We know the
correspondence between the Okamoto parameters kg and 6., Painlevé parameters «, 3, and root variables
a; from (3.3) and (3.4). We also have the correspondence between the Its-Prokhorov parameters ©g and O,
and Painlevé parameters «, 8 from (2.6), and between Og, O and ko and O from (4.1). In particular,
we have ©2 = %?’, and so we need to choose the correct sign, which turns out to be a bit delicate, since the
Its-Prokhorov system only depends on ©2. However, the same parameters are also used in the Jimbo-Miwa
system (2.11) considered in the next section, and from that parameter matching we see that we need to take
Ko = 20¢. Then we get

alf =00+ 00 =1+ 04 = ad* + aP¥,

a‘Ilp =140 -0 =Ko — O :a(1)k+a20k’ (45)
alf = —20¢ = —kg = —aP¥,
where we chose \/k2 = —kg. Thus, we see that our root variables (and hence the bases identification) differ

by a composition of a reflection wy and an automorphism o7 described in Theorem 5.

Remark 6. We are off by a sign in the action of o; on a;, but that’s due to some normalization choices and
can be ignored at this point.

Acting by o1 0 wo = wac, — ¢, WF, — 5, W5, —F, Wi, —F, —5, on the identification (4.4) we arrive at the final
bases identification.
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Lemma 7. The change of bases for Picard lattices between the Its-Prokhorov and the Okamoto (with two
additional blowup points) surfaces is given by

Hy = Hg, Hq = Hy,

Hy=2H,+Hp — Ky — Ko — Ky — Ks, Hyp=2H; +Hy—TF3 —TF5 — Fg — F1o,
F1 = K, K1 =Hy —Fo,

Fo =Ky, Ko =Hy — T3,

F3 =H, — Ka, K3 = Fy,

Fy = XKs, Ky =Hyp — TFro, (4.6)
Ty = 3, — K. Ks = I, — Fs,

Fe = Ky, Ke = F1,

F7 =Ko, K7 =Fa,

Fs = Ko, Ks = Fe,

Fo = Hy — Ky, Ko = F7,

F10 = Hy — Ky, K19 = Fs.

This results in the following correspondences between the surface roots (note that we need to move an addi-
tional blowup point from the divisor dy to the divisor ds = F3 — Fy),

do = F7 — Fg = K9 — Ko, 04 =Hy— T3 =T =FH, — K1 — Ky,
01 =91 —Fy = Ke — Ko, 05 = T3 — T4 — TFg =K1 — Koy — K3, (47)
0y = Hy —F1 — F5 = K5 — K, 96 = T — F7 = K — Ko; .

03 =F5 — F — F10 = Ky — K5 — K,
and the symmetry roots,
aoz}ff+}fg—3r5—?6—97—§8:23'fq+g{p—j<1—JCQ—K4—J<8—9<9—J<10,
al:ﬂ{f_$3_974:j<2_j<3, (48)
Oégzg‘fg—.rfl—372:29’6,14-3‘(;0—9{1—3{2—%4—3{5—IKG—fK7.
The symplectic form is the standard one, w'* = dp A dq, and the root variables match,
agpz@w—@0=1+9w—n0=a8k, alf =20) = 2k = ¥k, aépzl—@o—@oo:—eoo:agk.

It remains to find the birational change of variables that corresponds to this change of bases of the Picard
lattice. It is given in the following Lemma.

Lemma 8. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Its- Prokhorov and Okamoto Hamil-
tonian systems is given by

f t HO b bl )
A)=g—5— = — — t ©
Plf9:1) 4 2 2f g(q,p,t)=p+%+§+*o7
Ko and conversely q
60:?7 K‘,022@0,
@oozl‘i’eoo*%a 900:_1+@0+®00

Proof. The proof here is by now a standard computation, see detailed examples in [DT18, DFS20], but to
make this paper self-contained, we briefly outline the argument here as well. From the change of basis we
see that the coordinate classes are

J‘szj‘fq, %9229’%4—3‘(}7—9{1—%2—9{4—%5.
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Thus, up to a Mobius transformation, the coordinates f and ¢ coinside,

_ Aq+B

f= Cq+ D’

where A,...D are the parameters of the Mobius transformation, defined up to a common multiple, that
we still need to find. The g-coordinate is more interesting — it is a (projective) coordinate on a pencil of
(2, 1)-curves passing through the points y1, y2, ys4, and ys. A generic (2, 1)-curve, written in the affine (g, p)
chart, has the equation

a214°p + a20q” + a11qp + a10q + ao1p + ago = 0,
and imposing the conditions given by points y1, y2, ¥4, y5 reduces this equation to
a0(q® + 4qp + 40q) + a10q = 0.

Thus, equations g = 0 and ¢2 + 4¢gp + 40y = 0 define two basis curves in this pencil, and so

(¢.p) = Kq+ L(q* + 4qp + 40y)
9\ep Mg+ N(q? + 4qp + 46y)’

where K, L, M, N are again some paramaters to be determined. Let now ¢ : (¢,p) — (f,g) be our change
of variables, and consider the induced forward mapping on the (unique irreducible) divisors corresponding
to classes of —3, —2, and —1 curves. For example, ¢, (3, — X1 — K4) = Hy — F3 — F5 means that the —2
curve H, — K1 — K4, whose projection down to P! x P! is given in the (g, P)-chart by the equation P =0
(and parameterized by ¢) should map on the —2 curve H, — F3 — F; whose projection in the (f, G)-chart is
given by the equation G = 0 (and parameterized by g). Thus,

(f,G)(q,on):(Aq+B P(MQ+N((]2+490))+4N(]>’ _(Aq+B N)

Cq+ D P(Kq+L(¢?+40¢)) +4Lq ) lp.=o \Cq+D’ L
implies that N = 0 (and hence M # 0 and we can take M = 1). So g(¢,p) = K+ L <q+4p+ %).

Similarly, ¢.(Kg — K19) = Fy — Fg means that the —2-curve K9 — Ko, given in the (ug,vg) chart in the
domain by the equation ug = 0 and parameterized by vy, should collapse on the g5 < g¢ ¢+ g7 cascade.
This results in C =0, D =1, A=4L, B =2(K 4+ 2Ls —t) and so f(q,p) = 2(K + 2L(q + s) — t). Similar
computations for ¢.(Kg — K7) = F1 — Fa imply that K = 2Ls, and p. (K1 — Ky — K3) = F5 — F4 — Fy
gives L = t/(4s). Finally, p.(K1p) = Kg gives s = +t, as expected, and we take s = ¢ (we also expect
this from the Painlevé equation) to get the final change of variables. The inverse change of variables is then
immediate. O

4.3 The Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian system

Notation. For the Jimbo-Miwa system we use the following notation: coordinates (y, z), parameters Oy and
O (same as in Section 4.2); time variable s; base points x;, exceptional divisors M;.

Consider now the system (2.11). It has eight base points,
1'1(0,0), 562(0,260), ZEg(OO,@O +@oo),
24(00,00) ¢ x5(us = 0,04 = 0) = 26(0,2) < 27(0, —45) < 15(0,4(—1 + 25% — Oy + O))
that lie on the polar divisor of a symplectic form w = fdundz Blowing them up we obtain the space of initial

conditions for the Jimbo-Miwa system shown on Figure 14. Proceeding in the same way as in Section 4.3,
but omitting the preliminary basis identification, we get the following result.
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Figure 8: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian System (2.11)

Lemma 9. The change of bases for Picard lattices between the Jimbo-Miwa and the Okamoto surfaces is given

by
Hy =Ty, Hy = Hy,
Hyg =2Hy +H, — My — My — M5 — M, H, =2H; +Hy — T3 —F5 — Fg — I,
F1 =Mz, My =Ty,
Fa = Msg, My = Hy — T3,
Ty = Hy — Moy, M3 = T, (4.9)
Fq =My, My =Hy — Ty,
Fs = H, — M, Ms = Hy — T,
Fe = Hy — Ms, Mg = Hy — T,
Fr =Ty — My, M7 =y,
Fs = Ms, Mg = Fo.
This results in the following correspondences between the surface roots,
0o = TF7 — Tg = FHy — Mz — My, g =Hyg—TF3=TF5 =T, — My — Ms,
01 =F1 — Fy = M7y — M, 05 = Fg — Ty = Hy — My — Mo, (4.10)
do =y — T —TFs = Mg — My, 0 = T — F7 = My — Ms;

03 = F5 — F = M5 — M,
and the symmetry roots,
(7)) :j‘ff—Fj‘fg—3:5—9:6—?7—?8:}[2—3\/[2—3\/[3,
Oélzj‘ff—ffrg—?4:M2—M1, (411)
a2:J-Cg—fﬂ—ffg:25{y+3{2—MQ—M4—M5—M6—M7—M8.
The normalization ag + a1 + as = 1 then results in k = 1 for the symplectic form, and so we recover the

symplectic form w'™ = (1/y)dy A dz. The root variables then match the Okamoto (and the Its-Prokhorov)

ones,
M =0, — 0 =ay =ag*, aM=200=0a]" =af*, alM=1-69 -0, =al" =aF*

The corresponding birational change of variables is given in the following Lemma.
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Lemma 10. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Jimbo-Miwa and Okamoto Hamil-
tonian systems is given by

y(f,9.t) = f,

) fly,z,t) =y,
_J z 20
Z(fagvt) 92 fg+ft+’<‘307 g(y7z7t>:y_,_~_t+707
Ko and conversely 2 Y
60 = ?7 Ry = 2607
O =1+ 00 — 2. fo0 = —1+ 60 + Occ.

Remark 7. We also note that knowing the configuration of the base points amounts to knowing the correct
symplectic structure, from which we can then directly obtain the Hamiltonian, as was observed in [DFLS21a].
Indeed, equations (2.9 — 2.10) are clearly not Hamiltonian w.r.t. the “standard” symplectic form dz A dy.
However, using the correct form w’™ = (1/y)dy A dz obtained in Lemma 9, we get

oH _ _dy 4z, 19

0z  ydt Y y

OH dz 222 40z
z_L_ = 0 + O,
9y~ ydi )2 z+ )2 + (00 +0x)

and therefore

2

2 40
H(y,z;t):i—yz—%z— 0%
Y

+ (00 + Ou)y = HRY (y, 23t) — (B9 + Os0)t,

and so we recovered the Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian, up to ¢-dependent terms.

4.4 The Kecker Hamiltonian system

Notation. For the Kecker system we use the following notation: coordinates (x,y), parameters & and f3; time
variable z; base points w;, exceptional divisors N;.

The space of initial conditions for this system is again not minimal and has ten base points, but it looks
quite different from the other examples. The base points come in three cascades originating from a single
point wy (00, 00), reflecting the cubic nature of HK®*(z,y; z). Because of that, it is convenient to introduce
the cubic roots of unity,

im —1-1V3
==

2mi —1+1\/§

§o=1, §1=¢€3 5 (4.12)

Then the base point cascades are

/ wa(—&0,0) «—— w3(—2,0) «—— wy(—f — (1 4 2%)& + @&, 0)
w1 (00, 00) ——— ws(—&2,0) ——— we(—2,0) —— wr(—F — (1 + 22)&; + @&, 0)

\ wg(—€1,0) —— wo(—2,0) —— wig(—f — (1 + 22)& + &1, 0)

that lie on the polar divisor of a symplectic form w = kdx A dy. The space of initial conditions is shown
on Figure 9. Note that this time we have a curve N; — Ny — N5 — Ng with self-intersection index —4, and
it is clear that we should blow down two —1 curves intersecting with it, with the obvious choice being the
inaccessible divisors H, — Ny and H, — Nj.
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Figure 9: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Kecker Hamiltonian System (2.18)

The process here is analogous to the one described in Section 4.2. Instead of blowing down, we add two
additional blowup points to the standard Eél) surface shown on Figure 5. Since the —4-curve on Figure 9
clearly corresponds to the central node of the surface roots Dynkin diagram, we add those additional points
to the divisor d3 = F5 — Fg on Figure 5 and then find the change of basis of the Picard lattices that matches
the irreducible components of the anti-canonical divisor, using the root variables and the period map to find

the correct identification between the three branches of the Eél) diagrams. We only state the result.

Lemma 11. The change of bases for Picard lattices between the Kecker and the Okamoto (with two additional
blowup points) surfaces is given by

Ky = Ko +H, — Ny — N, Ko = My +H, — Fs — Fo,
Hyg = Hy + Hy — Ny — N, Hy =Hp +FHy—Fs — Ty,
F1 = Ng, Ni=Hs+Hy—TFs5 —TFg — TFro,
Fa = No, Ny =H,y — Fs,
F3 = N3, N3 = T3,
Fa=Na, Na =754, (4.13)
Fs =Hy +Hy — Ny —Na — Ns, N5 = Hy — Fs,
F6 = Ns, Ne = F1,
F7 =Ny, N7 =,
Fs = Nio, Ng = Fs,
Fg = H, — Ny, Ng = F7,
F10 = Hy — Ni, Nip = Fs.
This results in the following correspondences between the surface roots,
dp = F7 — Fg = Ng — Ny, 04 = Hy — T3 — F5 = Na — N,
01 =T1 — Fa2 = Ng — N, 05 = F3 — Fy = N3 — Ny, (4.14)
0 = Hy —JF1 —F5 = N5 — Np, 06 = F6 — F7 = Ng — No,

03 = F5 —F — Fo — F10 = N1 — Na — N5 — Ng,
and the symmetry roots,

aozg'ff+g'fg—355—?6—3:7—358:%z+9'fy—3\f1—Ng—Ng—Nlo,
Oél:Hf—§3—3r4:Hx+g{y—N1—NQ—Ng—N4, (415)
042:f]{g—?l—3"2:5{I+3-Cy—N1—N5—N6—N7.
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The symplectic form here is @X = (1/3)dy A dx, and the root variables match,
kew  SotBé&—a& 1 a-p  ia+ph) Ok
ag 3 3 + 6 + 23 + — Ko =agy ,
2 LA

a¥ek:§0+5§0 ago _ Oé+/8:2li():a?7
3 3

aKek — Sotpe—ab 1 a-8 i(a+p) — 0, = "
3 3 6 2V/3

To find the corresponding birational change of variables, we need to keep in mind that we also have to
find the relationship between the independent variables that enter geometrically as coordinates of the blowup
points, so we include some details in the proof.

Lemma 12. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Kecker and Okamoto Hamiltonian
systems is given by

(141) . . o
ot = ?(3)3/; (808 =01 123+ 205 30r), 5 _ (V330 — 616 — 3(v3 — Do
141 - ’
g, t) = 3(vV3 — 12ig + 2(v/3 + 3i)t), 2v3
y(f,9,t) 4(3)3/41( (V3+1i) ig+2(V3+ 1)t) . (V5= 31) — 616 + 33 + o (4.16)
2(t) = (-3 4t, 2v3
and converseley,
1—i
f(1177y, ) 33(/4(1’;1,/2) K/O_l_d_i_é
(@,9:2) = = v (V3+i)z — (V3 —1i)y + 2iz), -3 .
ey 4(3 )31 ( ! ) ; _ 24+ (VBi-1)a+ (V3i+1)3 (4.17)
t(z) = (—i) ' z, 6

Proof. Let ¢ : (¢,p) — (f,g) be the change of variables that induces the above change of bases of the Picard
lattice. In the (z,y)-chart, the equations of the base curves for the pencil |H;| = |H, + F, — N1 — N3| can
be taken to be y + &z and 1, and for the pencil |H,| = |H, + H, — N1 — N5| we can take y + &z and 1.
Thus, up to the Mobius transformations, we get

Ay + o) + B
Cly+&x)+ D’

K(y+€2x)+L
M(y+&ax)+ N

f(z,y) = g(z,y) =

Using the correspondence between the —4 and —2 curves d; given by (4.14) we can evaluate the coefficients
A, ..., N to get

—2t&1&(x + E3y — &o2)
£0z(&0 — &2)(&1 — &)

or, after some simplification with &;,

—2t&1&(x + E3y — &o2)

flz,y) = 0z(&0 — &) (&1 — &)

g(z,y) =

2t(x +y — 2) _ —t&(z+ &y — §22)
@ DE-n YT e ey

Next, from the divisor matching p.(N7) = Fa, ¢.(Ng) = Fy, and @.(N19) = Fs we get a correspondence
between the coordinates of the blowup points, which in turn gives us the following relationship between

f(x,y) =
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parameters:

C22(B+ & - £d) 226 (B+1— @) ) C22(32%(& — 1)+ a— & — &P)
b = -1 B CE 3226 — 1)

These equations then give us the required parameter matching, confirming the root variable matching in
Lemma 4.13 and the parameter matching in (2.19), as well as the relation between the different time variables

1
t (for the Okamoto System) and z (for the Kecker system), v/32% = 2it?, i.e., 2 = (—3) " t, as expected.
Substituting expressions (4.12) for &; then gives (4.17) and (4.16) is established directly by inverting the
change of coordinates. O

Ko =

5 The Fifth Painlevé Equation Py

For the standard form of the fifth Painlevé equations we take the one in [Oka87a],
d*w 1 1 dw\?> ldw (w—1)2 Jé] v w(w + 1)
_— = _— _— _— _—— _— — —_ _— .1
dt? (2w+w1)(dt> ta T (aw+w>+tw+5 w—1" (5:1)

where ¢ is an independent (complex) variable, w(t) is the dependent variable, and «, 3,7,0 € C are some
parameters. Following Okamoto [Oka87b]*, it is convenient to introduce new parameters kg, koo, 8, and n
that we call Okamoto parameters

K2 2 1 (ko +0)% — K2,

az?’o, B:—%, v=-n(0+1), (5:—5772, as well as k = 4 , (5.2)
where the parameter notation is coming from a certain isomonodromy problem. Note that for 6 = 0, Py
reduces to Py and, excluding this case, it is possible to rescale the variables and put n = —1. Using these
parameters, one possible Hamiltonian for Py is given in [Oka87a],

1
HO(f,g:1) = £ (F(F = 12" = (molf = 12 +05(F = 1) +mtf) g+ K(f = 1)). (5.3)
Using the standard symplectic form w®¥ = dg A df, we get the Hamiltonian system
df  OHQ} 1
== S = o ((F = 1VAFg — ro) — FO(F = 1)+ ),
dt dg t (5.4)

d OHOkK
o =10 =0T — 20 =0) = (05 + tn)) + ).

and eliminating the function g = g(¢) from these equations we get Py equation (5.1) for the function f = f(¢)
with parameters given by (5.2). We take the Okamoto form of the Hamiltonian system for Py to be the
reference one. However, from the geometric point of view it is better to consider the Hamiltonian given in
[KNY17],
KNY 1

Hy (g, pit) = n (Q(q —Dpp+1t) — (a1 +az)gp +a1p + GQtQ)a (5.5)
since the Okamoto space of initial conditions for the resulting Hamiltonian system w.r.t. the standard sym-
plectic form w*NY = dp A dg,

d OHENY 1
dle: (‘;;) :;(q(q—l)@p—l—t)—a1(q—1)—a3(J)»

d OHENY 1
T = e = ¢ (P00 —20) + (01 +ax)p — aot)

(5.6)

2 2
*Note that there is a sign typo in the form of Py in that paper, it should be % = <L + #> <@> + -
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coincides with the standard Dél) Sakai surface, where the parameters a; satisfying the standard normalization
condition ag + a1 + ag + a3 = 1 are the root variables. The system (5.6) reduces to the standard Painlevé
equation (5.1) for the variable w(t) =1 — ﬁ with the parameter values

a? a3 1

2 ) 52_53’ Y = ap — az, 6:_5 (57)

There are a few other Hamiltonians for Py known in the literature. In [JM81] M. Jimbo and T. Miwa
gave the Hamiltonian

H{/M(y,z;t):_l (Z_;<Z+@0+@1+@°°>> <Z+@0_y<z+90_@1+900>> % +6x

t 2 2 2
(5.8)
For this Hamiltonian the symplectic form w’™ is logarithmic, w'™ = (1/y)dy A dz, and the resulting system
is

ldy oHM 1
B =1+ —((y—1 —3)— 1 42)(y — 1
E = o + 5 (0=D(00 =3~ O1s + 1) + (O + 42y - 1))
1dz OHIM 1 9 9 9
I =—— (z(® -3)—-0 1 O + 2 —1))] —6¢(Bg+01+6)].
i = e = (F(O0l” = 8) — 017 + 1)+ (B +22)(0” 1)) ~ B0(60 + 61 + 60))
(5.9)
This system reduces to the standard Py equation (5.1) for the variable y(¢) with the parameter matching
1/60)—0:+6,\° 1/60)—6;-60,\ 1
= — _— = —— _— = 1 — — = ——. .1
« 2 ( 2 ) 3 B 2 2 y @0 (—)17 o ) (5 0)
In [ZF15] G. Filipuk and H. Zotadek introduced the Hamiltonian
— -1)2%? oax B ~ otx
HFZ ) = z(z P
v (@ yit) 2t t +tz+x—l+(:c—l)2’

where parameters «, 3,7, are the same as in (5.1). Rescaling the variables slightly, similar to (2.17), we
consider instead the Hamiltonian

1=, z(x—1)%y% 1 ar f 0% otz
HY (2, y:) = gHYA(2,2030) = ==+ 5 (= + o+ — + =k (5.11)

Using the standard symplectic form w¥% = dy A dx and the Okamoto parameters (5.2), we get the following
system

dr OHYZ  2z(x —1)%y
at Oy t ’
dy ~ OHy" 1 (2(0 +1)n n*tz+1) k2 4322 —4dx+ 1)y* — mgo>

(5.12)

@12 " (@—17 @ 2 t

dat oy 4
Finally, the Hamiltonian given in [IP18] (that we write in variables (f, g) instead of the original variables
(¢,p)),

0y (f,9:1) = %(f(f —1)%9% + (80 + 301 + On0) f2g + (t — 2006 — 401)fg + (Ouc + O1 — Op)g

(5.13)
+201(O0e +O1 + Og)f + OF — (01 + O)% + @ﬂf)

coincides, up to purely t-dependent terms, with the Okamoto Hamiltonian (5.3) under the parameter match-
ing
Ko — Koo — 0 Ko — Koo + 0

S e e TR N I

"<'30+"{oo

5 (5.14)
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and the normalization n = —1, and so we do not consider it in any detail. Note that here the parameters ©;
are, up to some simple scaling, the same as in the Jimbo-Miwa case.

In the next sections we give the spaces of initial conditions for each of those Hamiltonian systems and give
the change of coordinates reducing them to the standard Okamoto case. These computations are standard
and so we only summarize the geometric data. We begin, however, with system (5.6) and the standard Dél)
surface.

5.1 The Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada Hamiltonian system

Notation. For the Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada system we use the following notation: coordinates (¢,p), pa-
rameters ag, a1, as, as (the root variables); time variable ¢; base points p;, exceptional divisors E;.

q:O q =00 E Hq_El_E3
ps pr 6
H, o p =00 >/ Hp, — Es — Ex
4 P2 By — Eo 7 //< B2l BB
Pe ps 576 FE7 — Eg FEs >(
u/ Hp = En
prj P Bly, ...ps Bs — Bu
Hp P = 0 Hp - E3 )<
p3 E,
Hq Hq Hq _ES Hq_Eﬁ

Figure 10: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada Hamiltonian System (standard

Dél) surface)

The Okamoto space of initial conditions for system (5.6) is given on Figure 10. It is the standard

realization of the Dél) Sakai surface and the coordinates of the basepoints are given in terms of root variables
satisfying the usual normalization condition ag + a1 + a2 + a3 = 1 by

pl(oovft) (7p2(07 7(10)3 pg(O0,0) %p4(07 7(12)3 p5(0,OO) (*]96(041,0)7 p7(1,00) <;1)8((1370)'

This is the same parameterization of the point configuration as in section 8.2.18 of [KNY17].

)

The surface and symmetry root bases for this standard realization of the Dél surface are given on Fig. 11

and Fig. 12 respectively. The birational representation of the extended affine Weyl symmetry group W(Dél))
is given in [KNY17] and [HDC20], and we do not reproduce it here.

do 04
0o =E1— &g, 03 =, — €5 — En,
52 63 51 = 83 - 84, 54 = 85 — 86, (515)
Gy = H,— & — €5, 05— Er— Es.
01 Js5

Figure 11: The Surface Root Basis for the standard Dél) Sakai surface point configuration

5.2 The Okamoto Hamiltonian system

Notation. For the Okamoto system we use the following notation: coordinates (f,g), parameters are the
Okamoto parameters (5.2); base points ¢;, exceptional divisors Fj.
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Q) 6%}
O[():j{pfglf((:% agig'fp783784,
a1 =H, — & — &, az =H, — E7 — Es. (5.16)

0 = ap+ oy + as + as.
a1 Q2

Figure 12: The Symmetry Root Basis for the standard Aél) symmetry sub-lattice

The space of initial conditions for the system (5.4) is given on Figure 13, where the basepoints are

q2 (07 M%) ) Q4(07 OO) — ‘L’)(HO’O)?
a0
qs (0, PHrotnse ) 6(1,00) < qr(ug = 0,06 = 0) — gs(tn,0) «— qo(t(1 4 6)7,0).

(5.17)

Note that we have nine basepoints and two —3 curves, so this surface is not minimal and we need to blow
down the —1-curve Hy — Fj.

F=0 = oo Fr—Fs Hf — Iy
6 _ Fs / / Hy — Fy — Fs — Fx
H, ™ g =0 >< :
4
\(—.(—.
* o Fy = Fs / Fs — Fy
Foy L/ Fy — > — F3
92 Bl ...
H, g=0 Hy - I 3
¢ ' | P
Hy Hy g3 Hf —Fy, Hj;—Fs

Figure 13: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Okamoto Hamiltonian System

We then get the following Lemma.

Lemma 13. The change of bases for Picard lattices between the standard Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada (with an
additional blowup point) and the Okamoto surfaces is given by

Hq = Hy, Hy = Hg,

Hy =2H; +Hy—F1 —F — T — Iy, Hy=2H,+H, —E3—E4— E5 — &y,
&1 = TJg, F1=3H, — &y,

Ea = Ty, T =Hy — &5,

&z =Hy — Ty, I3 = &g,

€4 =Ky — T, Fy = Eq, (5.18)
s =Hy — Fo, Fs = &g,

E¢ = T3, Fe = Hy — &4,

Er =Ty, Fr=Hy— &3,

&s = T, Fg = &1,

g =Xy —TJ1, Fg = Es.
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This results in the following correspondences between the surface roots with additional blowups (so strictly
speaking these are mo longer roots but classes of curves with indices —2 and —3),

0o = &1 — &2 = Tg — F, 03=H, —E—Er—Eg=Hy - T4 — T — Ty,
61:83—84:?6—?7, 54:85—86—89:?1—92—3:3, (519)
0p =Hy— &1 — €3 =TF7 — Ty, 05 = €7 — €8 = T4 — T

and the symmetry roots,

ap =, — €1 — & = 2Ky + Hy — Fy — Fy — Fo — Fr — Fs — Fo,
ay =, — &5 — € = Fo — T,

ay =T, — €5 — &4 =Hy — F) — Fo,

Qs =H,— & — g =Hy — Fy— F.

(5.20)

The symplectic form is the standard one, w° = dg A df, and the root variables are

0 — Ko+ Koo —0 — Ko + Koo
ap=14+——F—", a1 =—Ke, @=—"2—"—, 0az= kKo,
2 2
where the standard normalization ag + a1 + as + as = 1 is equivalent to rescaling n = —1 in (5.2).

The birational change of variables corresponding to this change of bases of the Picard lattice is given in
the following Lemma.

Lemma 14. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada and
Okamoto Hamiltonian systems is given by

1
Q(f7g7t) = ﬁv 1
ooty =R = D=0 ) Japt)=1=5 (aexpected
2 and g(‘]7p7t) = q(pQ+a2)a
0 — ko + Koo
CLO:1+ 9 ’ a1 = —Koo, ko = as, Koo = —0a1,
94_&0_%00 9:—611—2&2—@3, 77:—1.
Gy =——"1b— az = Ko.

(5.21)

Since the change of variables is time-independent, the Hamiltonians match (up to t-dependent terms),

az(l —a
BN (g, p:1) = HQ(/(g.p.0) 0, ):1) + s + 212 20) (5:22)

5.3 The Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian System

Notation. For the Jimbo-Miwa system we use the following notation: coordinates (y, z), parameters (5.10),
base points x;, exceptional divisors M;.

The space of initial conditions for the system (5.9) is given on Figure 14, where the basepoints are

21(0,=69), 2 <0, —@0+®21+@°°> ., 23(00,0), 4 <oo,_90_621+@°°> ,

25(1,00) + x6(us = 0,v5 = 0) « 27(t,0) + xg(t (t+60+06; — 1),0).

(5.23)

From the geometric point of view, it is best to match it to the standard Dél) Sakai surface, which we do
next.
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Hy — M; — My

y=0 y=o0 Mg — M
T5 T
H, :5 :i\ 2z =00 L H, — Ms — Mg
) Mg
1:7(_1"8 "334 ]\12
B M | M
7 — M;g
-— )

0323 ]\11 M o M
Tie Blas -as T M
H. z=0 | H.
H, H, Hy— Ms Hy,— Ms— M,

Figure 14: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian System

Lemma 15. The change of bases for Picard lattices between the standard Dél) Kajiwara-Noumi- Yamada
surface and the Jimbo-Miwa space of initial condition is given by

Hy = H,y, H, = H,,
Hp=2ﬁy+j‘fz—M2—M4—M5—M67 H, :2:}((]-‘1-9'(1,—83—84—85—87,
&1 =My, My = Es,
Eo = Mg, My = Hy — &,
8 :g'f —M 5 M = 8 9
3 y 6 3 6 (5.24)
84:g‘fy—M5, M4:f}(q_857
8519{1}73\/{4, ME’)::Hq*EALa
&6 = M, M = H, — &3,
Er = Hy — Ma, M7 = &4,
88 = Mjy, Mg = €.
This results in the following correspondences between the surface roots,
0o = &1 — &2 = My — Mg, 03 =, — &5 — E7 = F, — Ms — Mg,
51:8378413\/[57.’]\/[6, 54:85786::}{3/73\/[373\/[4, (525)
52:}((1—81—83:3\/{6—3\/{7, 55287—88=g‘fy—M1—M2;
and the symmetry roots,
Oéozg'fp—((:l—82:29{3/4-9‘(2—MQ—M4—M5—M6—M7—M8,
=H, — E — E¢ = My — Ms,
a1 q 5 6 4 3 (5.26)

QQZHP—83—84:%Z—M2—M4,
agzj'fq—€7—€8:M2—M1.

The symplectic form is the logarithmic one, w'™ = (1/y)dy A dg, and the root variables are

7607@1*600

R

a():l—@Q, ap = 2 ’

In the next Lemma we give the birational change of variables corresponding to this change of bases of
the Picard lattice, as well as the resulting change of variables between the Jimbo-Miwa and the Okamoto
systems.
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Lemma 16. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada and
Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian systems is given by

1
)= —
q(y, z,t) — 1
sty — =D (OO +22)(y=1) = Ou(y +1) vept=1-¢
2y and  { 2(q,p,t) = —a1 — azq — (¢ — 1)qp,
ap =1— 0y, al:w, ©¢ = a1 + as + as,
2
@0-@1—@ @1:0'27 ®oo:a1_a3.
az = Oy, a3=#

(5.27)
Combining it with the change of variables (5.21), we get the change of variables between the Okamoto
(with n = —1) and the Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian systems,

y(fvgvt):.ﬂ f(y?zat):y7
0+ + Koo 224+ 09+ 01 + O
Z(fvg7t):#_fga g(y,Z,t)Z— 2 ! )
2 2y
@0:%@*9, and o = @0*@21*9007 (5.28)
9, — o~ t0 6= 01464
1= 5 ; Koo = ————F———,
O = —Ko — Koo- 0 =—-0y— 0.

Since the change of variables is time-independent, the Hamiltonians match (up to ¢-dependent terms),

©1  (B9+©)*—02
H%M(ywz;t)=H\?k(f(y,z,t)yg(yw,t);t)+71+( : it) .

(5.29)

5.4 The Filipuk-Zotadek Hamiltonian System

Notation. For the Filipuk-Zotadek system we use the following notation: coordinates (z,y), parameters (5.2),
base points z;, exceptional divisors K.

The space of initial conditions for the system (5.12) is given on Figure 15, where the basepoints are

2 (0,5), % (5,0), 20 (.0) & z0((75.0).
21(0,0) <—< 24(0, 00) <—< 22(1,00) = 25(ur = 0,07 = 0) —<_
2 (0, ~ %), 2 (—52,0), 2 (24,0) < 212 (%2,0)).
(5.30)

Note that we have twelve basepoints and four —3 curves, so this surface is not minimal and we need to blow
down some curves. From Figure 15 it is pretty clear that we should blow down the —1- curves H, — K7 and
H, — K4, as well as the cascade H, — K7 and K7 — Kg. As usual, instead we blow up the standard surface
at additional points pg, ... pi2.

Lemma 17. The change of bases for Picard lattices between the standard Kajiwara-Noumi- Yamada (with four
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f:O Z9 Z10 f:OO Ko Ks — K9 — K11 H, — K,
24 27 28 H,— K4 — K; — K
H, e g =00 K o y 4 7 8
25 Z6 Z11 212 Ko K11 — K1
Kis— K5 Kg Ky — Ky — K3
= B L N
Z1° 212 K7 o KS K3
H, g=0 H, - K,
2 | | Ko
Hf Hf z3 H(L'_K4 Hl, _K7

Figure 15: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Filipuk-Zotadek Hamiltonian System

additional blowup points) and the Filipuk—Zol@dek surfaces is given by

Hy = H,, Hp = Hy,
Hy=3Hs +Hy =K1 —Kg =Ky —Ks = K7 —Kg, Hy=3Hs+H, —E —&E7r—Eg—E19— €11 — &2,
&1 = Ko, K1 =Hy— &2,
&2 = Ko, Ko = &,

&z =XK1, K3 =Hy = Es,
&4 = K2, Ky=Hy—En,
&5 = H, — K, K5 = &s,

&6 = Ko, Ke = Hy — Eq,
&7 = Hy — Ko, K7 =Hy — &o,
&g = Ks, Kg=Hq— &y,
€9 = H, — K, Ky = &4,

€10 = Hy — Ky, K10 = €2,

&1 = Hy — Ky, K11 = &3,

€12 = Hy — Ky, Kiz = E4.

(5.31)

This results in the following correspondences between the surface roots with additional blowups (i.e., classes
of curves with indices —2 and —3),

50281_82:9('9—5(:107
01 =E3— &4 =K1 —Kia,

(53:f}fp—85—87—812:}%—5{4_3{7_5{87

0y =E5— & —E12 =K1 — Ko — K, (5.32)
O =Hy— &1 —E3—Eg=Kg — Ky — Ky, 05 = E7 — € — E11 = Ky — K5 — K,
as well as Eg — €19 = K7 — Kg; and the symmetry roots,
ag=H, — &1 —E=3H, +H, — K1 — K3 — Ky — Kg — K7 — Kg — Kg — Ko,
ag =Hy—E5 — & =Kz — Ko, (5.33)

CVQ:%p—83—84:3g‘fz+g‘fy—g<1—3<3—g<4—3<6—fK7—J<8—fK11—lez,

Oégig'fq7877€8:j<67f}<5.

The symplectic form is w¥% = dy A dz, and the root variables are the same as in the Okamoto case (5.21).
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Lemma 18. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Kagiwara-Noumi-Yamada and
Filipuk-Zotgdek (with n = —1) Hamiltonian systems is given by

1 1
q<x’y’t> = ’ Jf(q,p, t) =1- ]
1-e and q
9 ntx 4+ (x — 1) (Koo — Ko) 9 nt asq? aiq
p(z,y,t) = (z —1)%y + o , ya.p.t) =" (p— 3 TR
(5.34)

Combining it with the change of variables (5.21), we get the change of variables between the Okamoto
and the Filipuk-Zotgdek Hamiltonian systems,

x(fhgat) = f7 f(:E7y7t) :[1]‘7
d
wan=s-3 (75l F) " Jemeo=ves (et )
(5.35)

Note that the change of variables is now time-dependent, and so there will be a correction term that,
from

dg A df — dHQ® A dt = dy A dx — dHYZ A dt,

Ui Ui
dgNdf =dyANd —————dt Ndr =dy Nd d{ —— | ANdt
o = dynde gt =dydotd (gl nae
should be equal to —ﬁ. Indeed,
n n(0 + k 0% — k% — K2,
HY (2, y; 1) = HY*(f (2,9, 1), 9(x,y, 1), 1) — 6+ o) : :

2z — 1) 2 At

6 The Sixth Painlevé Equation Py

For the standard form of the sixth Painlevé equations we again take the one in [Oka87a,

dw 11 11 N\ (dw\ o1 1 1 Ndw,
a2 2\w w-1 w—t)\ dt t t—1 w—t) dt
w(w —1)(w —1t) t t—1 t(t—1)
_— — )
rio1z \ PP T o Yoz )
where ¢ is an independent (complex) variable, w(t) is the dependent variable, and «, 3,7, € C are some

parameters. Following Okamoto [Oka87b], it is convenient to introduce the Okamoto parameters ko, £1, Koo,
and 0 given by

(6.1)

2 2 2 2 2 2
K K K 1-4 Ko+ k1 +60—-1)—k

‘2307 5:_?0, 7:?1, §= 5 aswellas;s:(o ! 1 ) ==} (6.2)
where the parameter notation is coming from a certain isomonodromy problem. Our reference Hamiltonian
for Py is the one in [Oka87a],

HO(.0:0) = sy (FU= DU =08 = (5ol =D =) m (T =0+ 0= 11~ D)g-+5( 1)), (63)

which gives, w.r.t. the standard symplectic form w®¥ = dg A df, the Hamiltonian system

Ok
%: 61;;/1 - t(tl—l) ((f_1)(f—t)(2fg—f‘€o)—mf(f—t)—(e—1)f(f_1))7
Ok
%:_85}11 :_t(tl—l) (((3f2_2(t+1)f—|-t)g—(/€0—|—/f1)(2f_t)_(9_1)(2f_1)+,€0)g+/{>.

(6.4)
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Eliminating the function g = g(t) from these equations we get the Py equation (6.1) for the function f = f(¥)
with parameters given by (6.2). The same Hamiltonian in [KNY17] is written in terms of the root variables

1—0—kKkyg— K1+ koo
ap =10, a1 =—Ke, a2= 5 )

as = Ki, a4 = R (65)

with the usual normalization condition ag + a1 + 2a2 + a3z + a4 = 1. From the geometric point of view it

is better to rewrite everything in the coordinates (¢,p) = (f, fg)' since the corresponding space of initial

)

conditions is minimal and corresponds to the standard realization of the Dfll algebraic surface. Thus, we

let the Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada Hamiltonian be

In these coordinates the symplectic form becomes logarithmic, w*NY = (1/q)dp A dq and the resulting
Hamiltonian system is

KNY
% = ananI B t(tl_ ) ((a= 1@ =0)2p - a) = (a0~ Dalg — 1) ~ asala ~ 1)),

dp  OHKENY

1 tp
A= = o et et et w) - ),

(6.7)

which reduces to the standard Painlevé Py equation (6.1) with parameters

2
ar

1-d
2’ ’

o =

v |8,
2
I
>[5
[«%Y
\
s
D
X

5:,

The Jimbo-Miwa Hamiltonian [JM81]

Y (5, 1) = (v = Dy = )22 = (Boly = Dy — 1) + Ory(y — 1) + Ouyly — 1))+

t(t—1)

(6.9)
K1 Koy —t) + 0004t — 1) + @1@tt)

is, up to purely t-dependent terms, the same as the Okamoto Hamiltonian (6.3)

o, 0)

Y (f.9:t) = HYI (£, 931) — O ( =

under the parameter identification
Qo =ko, O1=kK1, O, =0-1, Oy =1—ry, anddK K;=(0+0;+6,)%+ (0, —1)2,

or
i_Oe-1f e et 1-(rey
2 ’ 2’ 2’ 2 ’
and so we do not consider it further.
The Hamiltonian given in [IP18]

sx(x —1)(z —1) 2(r—1) Ou(l—0)(x—1)
tt—1) Y- tt—1)
Ok(z — 1) 0%(z — 1) 07 (t? — z(2t — 1))

zt(t—1) (z—1Dt{t—1) (x—t)t(t—1) ’

HY (2, y5t) = y
(6.10)

TFor consistency of notation throughout the paper our coordinate labels here are reverse to those in [KNY17]
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where ©; are some isomonodromy parameters (different from the Jimbo-Miwa parameters above), gives,
w.r.t. the standard symplectic form w'® = dy A dzx, the Hamiltonian system

dr OHY,  x(z—1) 49 z(x —1)(x —t)
a - oy tt-1) YT -1
dy _ _8H{;PI Cylty —1)(2z — 1) + y?x(2 — 3x) B Ch B CH N o7 (0 —1)
a  Odr tt—1) 22(t—1) (t—2)2  t(z—1)2 tt—1)
(6.11)
which reduces to Py for z(t) for parameters
(204 — 1)2 9 9 1— 40?2
a="—7]—", g =-20§5, ~v=207, 6:7. (6.12)
The matching between the Its-Prokhorov and Okamoto parameters is
Ko K1 0 1— Koo
e — = — = — = . .1
90 2 ) 91 2 ) 6t 27 @OO 2 (6 3)
Closely related to the Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian is the Filipuk—Zol@dek Hamiltonian [ZF15]
— 1 z(r —1)(z —t)g? t t—1  _tt—1)
vi (@, 1) t(t—l)( 2 ax+ﬂx+7x—1+ x—t )’ (6.14)
which we again rescale slightly and consider instead
1= 1 a Bt yt—1 St(t—1)
HY2 (2, y;t) = —HY? (2,293 t) = ———— Dz -ty — —z+=-4 = — . (6.15
vi(@yit) = SHyr (@, 2y31) tHt—1) (x(x =ty —set oy T Ty (6.15)

It is also convenient to rewrite this Hamiltonian in Okamoto parameters (6.2), which gives us the following
Hamiltonian system,

dr  OHEZ _ 2zy(z —1)(x — 1)

dt oy t(t—1) ’

(6.16)
@773H$%77y2(3$272(t+1)x+t) 1 1— 62 B K3 K2 N K2,
dt  dr tt—1) 4\(z—-1t)?2 (@t—-1Da2 tx-1)2 tit-1)/)"

Next we construct the Okamoto spaces of initial conditions for each of these systems and use them to find
the coordinate identification between them.

6.1 The Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada Hamiltonian system
Notation. For the Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada system (6.7) we use the following notation: coordinates (g, p),
parameters ag, . .., a4 (root variables), base points p;, exceptional divisors E;.

Its space of initial conditions is the standard geometric realization of the Dfll) surface shown on Figure 16.
The configuration of the base points is given in terms of root variables a;,

pl(oo7—a2), p2(ooa —a; — a2)a p3(t7oo) F,pll(ta/OaO)v P5(070)> p6<0aa4)7 p7(1,00) <_p8(a350)'

The surface and symmetry root bases for this standard realization of the Dfll) surface are given on Fig. 17

and Fig. 18 respectively. The birational representation of the extended affine Weyl symmetry group W(Dil))
is given in [KNY17] and we do not reproduce it here.
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q=0 g = oo H, - Es — Es E.—Es Es—E, H,—-FE —E3
p7 P3
H, - p= oo H, — Es — B
"\p ‘\p /)<E8 /><E4 2
8 4
&P2 H, — E» /// Fr
"pl — Hp — E1 //
Ps o Bly, ..ps Es \
Es <[\
H =0 ° H, — Fs
¥ ps P N N S
Hq Hy AN Hy = Es
Hq - E7 Hq - E3
Figure 16: The standard realization of the Dfll) Sakai surface
do 03
0o = €3 — &4, 03 = &7 — &s,
62 51:g'fq781782, 5419{(1785786, (617)
0y =, — &3 — &x.
01 04

Figure 17: The Surface Root Basis for the standard Dil) Sakai surface point configuration

&) ag
ao=H,—Es— &y,  a3=H,—E&r— L,
Qs ay = &1 — &g, ay = &5 — &. (6.18)
oy =H, — &1 — Es,
aq Oy

Figure 18: The Symmetry Root Basis for the standard Dil) symmetry sub-lattice

6.2 The Okamoto Hamiltonian system

Notation. For the Okamoto system (6.4) we use the following notation: coordinates (f,g), parameters are
the Okamoto parameters (6.2); base points ¢;, exceptional divisors Fj;.

The space of initial conditions for the system (6.4) is given on Figure 19, where the basepoints are

@ (0, Hrotrizree=l) q3(t, 00) — qa(6,0),
QQ(OO,()) q5(0,00) — q6(H0a0)7
q2 (07 MﬁH—W) l Q7(1,00) — QS(’%DO)'

(6.19)
Note that we have nine basepoints and two —3 curves, so this surface is not minimal and we need to blow

down the —1-curve Hy — Fy. As mentioned before, the change of coordinates is (¢,p) = (f, fg), and the
corresponding change of bases is given in the following Lemma.
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f=0 f=o0 Fs—Fs Fr—Fs F3—F, Hy = F
B B ~ £ /£ Hy—Fy— F5—

L I R 2250 X

] qs g4 Iy Fy

) By~ - By

L Bl %
H, g= H, — Fy 2

qo \ R

Hy Hy ° P Hy—Fs, Hy—F, H;—Fj

Figure 19: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Okamoto Hamiltonian System

Lemma 19. The change of bases for Picard lattices between the standard Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada (with an
additional blowup point) and the Okamoto surfaces is given by

j{q = g{f’ g{f = g_(qv

Hp =Hp +FHy— Fs — Fo, Hy=Hy+Hp — €5 — &y, (6.20)
& =3~ F., F, =K, — &,  fori=509,

& = Ty, Fi = &, otherwise.

This results in the following correspondences between the surface roots (with an additional blowup) is

0o = €3 — &4 = T3 — Ty, 03 = &7 — &g = Ty — T,
51:%q—81—€2—89:?9—§1—3:2, 54:%q—85—66:f5—?6; (621)
do=H, —E3—Er—Cg=Hy— T3 —TF5 — Ty,

and the symmetry roots,
Oé():f]'quggf(g;l:j{f*g:g*fﬂ;, 043:9{(1—87788:f}ff—?773:8,
041281—82:3:1—\?% 044285—86:}(:f—3~5—3~6. (622)
042:j'fp—81—85:%g—3'1—3'9,

6.3 The Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian system

Notation. For the Its-Prokhorov system we use the following notation: coordinates (z,y), parameters (6.13),
base points w;, exceptional divisors K.

The space of initial conditions for the system (6.11) is given on Figure 20, where the basepoints are
wl(()a@oo - ]-), w4(@t,0)7 w6(6070)a w8(®170)7
wy (00, 0) ws(t, 00) ws (0, 00) wr (1, 00) (6.23)

Note that we have twelve basepoints and four —3 curves, so this surface is not minimal and we need to blow
down some curves. From Figure 20 it is pretty clear that we should blow down the —1- curves H, — K3,
H, - K5, H, — K7 and H, — Kg. As usual, instead we blow up the standard surface at additional points
Py, ... P12.
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We ws Wy K; — Kg — Kio Ks — K4 — Ko

z=0 T =00
H, %w7< w3< y =00 )6 )6 )6 Hy — K3 — Ks — K7
Ko Ky Ky
wir Wiz w10 Ks — K¢ — K1 /| ka K2 Kio
K K9 — K1 — Ko
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Figure 20: The Space of Initial Conditions for the Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian System

Lemma 20. The change of bases for Picard lattices between the standard Kajiwara-Noumi- Yamada (with four
additional blowup points) and the Its-Prokhorov surfaces is given by

%, = .. H, = H,,

H, = 33, + Ky — K — K5 — K — Ko — Kio — Kz, Hy = 3K, +H, — & — &7 — Eg — E10 — E11 — €1,

&1 =Xy, Xy =&y,

Ex = Ky, Ko = &,

&3 = Hy — Kqo, K3 = Hy — €10,

&4 =Ky, Ky = &y,

&5 =K1, Ks = Hyq — €11,

&6 = K, Ko = Ee,

&7 =Hy — Ko, K7 =H, — €12,

&g = Ks, Ks = &g,

Eo = H, — Ko, Ko = H, — Eo,
E10 = Hz — K, K10 = Hy — &3,
11 =Hz — K, K11 = &s,

Ei10 = H, — K, Kz =Hy—Eq.

(6.24)
This results in the following correspondences between the surface roots with additional blowups (i.e., classes
of curves with indices —2 and —3),

0o =E3— &4 — E10 = Kz — Ky — Ko, 03 =E7 —Eg — €12 = K7v — Kg — Ko,
5125{11—81—82—89:9{9—9{1—5(2 5425{(1—85—86—811=g<5—j<6—g<11, (625)
(5225{17—83—87—89Zg‘fy—jC3—g<5—j<7,

and the symmetry roots,

ag=Hyg—E3— &4 =Kyo — Ky, ag=Hy— &7 — & =Ko — Kg,
a1 :81—82:g<1—g<2, a4:85—€6:fK11—fK6, (626)
ag =K, — &1 — & =3H, +Hy — K1 — K3z — K5 — K7 — Kg — K19 — K11 — Kyo,

The symplectic form is the standard one, w'¥ = dy A dz, and the root variables are

ap :2925, ap :2@00—1, a9 = 1—@0—@1 —@t—G)oo, a3:2@1, a4:2@0. (627)
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From this we immediately get the change of coordinates to the standard surface, and to the Okamoto
case.

Lemma 21. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Kajiwara-Noumi-Yamada and
the Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian systems is given by

q(z,y,t) =z, z(q,p,t) = q,

0, CH and 1 /2p—ay aop as
5 ,t :@ y R 7t = — _ _ ,
p(z,y,t) o+w(y+x_1+x_t) ylg,p,t) = 5 . R
(6.28)

with the parameter correspondence given by (6.27).
Combining it with the change of variables ¢ = f, p = fg, we get the change of variables between the
Okamoto and the Its-Prokhorov Hamiltonian systems,

z(f,9,t) = f,
y(fg t)_ N 9 _@_ K1 f(l',y,t)zl'7 @ @ @
- 20F-0) 2f 2f-1) gloy,t) =y + 24 L 2
Ko K1 and x x—1 zx—t (6.29)
O = — 0, = —
0 ) ) 1 2 ) Ko = 2@07 K1 = 2(-—)1’

Since the change of variables is time-dependent, there will be a correction term in the Hamiltoninan (as
well as some purely ¢-dependent terms),

) o1 0 2—1
HY (2, y3t) = HOF (f (2,9, 1), (2, y, )5 t) — (Hl HO)

2w—1) 2 \i=1"%) 2 =1y

6.4 The Filipuk-Zotadek Hamiltonian system

Notation. For the Filipuk-Zotadek system we use the following notation: coordinates (z,y), parameters (6.2),
base points z;, exceptional divisors K.

The space of initial conditions for the system (6.16) is the same as given on Figure 20 for the Its-Prokhorov
case, but the coordinates of the basepoints are slightly different:

2 (0,=752) 21 (52,0), % (%0) 2 (%,0)
29(00,0) 23(t, 00) 25(0, 00) <—< z7(1, 00) <—< (6.30)
22 (0, 52, Z10 (l;geao)a 211 (52,0) , z12 (—452,0) .

The change of basis on the level of Picard lattices is the same as in Lemma 20, but the change of coordinates
is slightly different and is given in the following Lemma.

Lemma 22. The change of coordinates and parameter matching between the Kagiwara-Noumi-Yamada and
the Filipuk-Zolgdek Hamiltonian systems is given by

q(x,y,t) =z, z(q,p,t) = q,

1 x x and P
t)=zy+ - + +(6-1 ) =% _
p(z,y,1) = 2y + 3 (%o F— +( )xt>, y(q,p,t) p

(6.31)
with the parameter correspondence given by (6.5).
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Combining it with the change of variables ¢ = f, p = fg, we get the change of variables between the
Okamoto and the Filipuk-Zolgdek Hamiltonian systems,

$(fvg7t):fﬂ f(xvyat):x7
i d o 6.32
15 (5 40), ™ s} (B2 22), O

The Hamiltonians are related by

0—1
Hg%(l’,y,t) = Hg%(f(w,y,t),g(%y,t),t) - m

K2, (2t —1)(0 —1) — Ko + K1)(0 — 1 + ko + K1)
-1 H(t - 1)

Remark 8. Note that the coordinates for the Its-Prokhorov and Filipuk—Zol@dek systems are related by

1
FZ P FZ P
= =x, = —|— 5
T T T Y Y )

with the parameter correspondence the same as in (6.29).

7 Conclusion

In this paper we showed that, similar to the discrete case considered earlier in [DFS20], the geometric
approach to the theory of Painlevé equations is an effective tool in studying the Painlevé equivalence problem
and reducing Painlevé equations, when written in a Hamiltonian form, to some chosen reference Hamiltonian
via a birational change of variables. We introduced an essentially algorithmic procedure on how to obtain
this change of variables explicitly via the geometry identification between the corresponding spaces of initial
conditions. The procedure is illustrated in detail for the systems related to Pry, but is very general and can
be used for other systems and scalar forms of Painlevé equations as well. One interesting follow up question
to consider is to see what additional insights, if any, can the geometric approach provide to the notion of the
tau-functions corresponding to these Hamiltonian systems.
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