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Isoperiodic deformations of Abelian differentials of the second kind
over elliptic curves and the Boussinesq equation
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Abstract

We study deformations of a genus one Riemann surface and of a second order Abelian differential
on the surface which preserve the periods of the differential with respect to a chosen canonical
homology basis of the surface. We call these deformations isoperiodic. We derive a second order
ordinary differential equation with rational coefficients governing the variations of the position
of the unique pole of the differential under the isoperiodic deformations. The obtained equation
depends on the order of the pole of the differential. We characterize the solutions of the obtained
ordinary differential equations that correspond to the isoperiodic deformations. We apply these
results to the theory of genus one solutions to the Boussinesq equation.
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1 Introduction

The Painlevé VI equation PVI(«, f,7,6) is a family of second order ordinary differential equations
with rational coefficients parameterized by four values «, 3,+,d € C [9]. The celebrated Picard solution
of the PVI(0;0;0; %) is obtained as follows [II]. For two arbitrary constants c1,ce € C, the inverse
Abel-Jacobi image of the point with the coordinates (c1,c2) in the Jacobian of the elliptic curve

v? =u(u—1)(u—x) (1.1)

gives a point Qg on the curve. Its u-coordinate as a function of x is the Picard solution of the Painlevé
equation with parameters a = =y =0 and § = %
In [4] we interpret the Picard solution as isoperiodic deformations of an Abelian differential of the
third kind over a family of elliptic curves parameterized by x € C\ {0, 1}, that is deformations
preserving the periods of the differential.

Here we extend this idea to Abelian differentials of the second kind on elliptic curves. Namely, we
consider a meromorphic differential having a unique pole of order n + 2 for any integer n > 0 at a
given point Qg on the compact Riemann surface corresponding to the elliptic curve . We study
the deformations the curve and of the u-coordinate g of the pole @)y as a function of x preserving the
periods of the differential with respect to a chosen canonical homology basis of the surface. We call
such deformations isoperiodic.

As a result, we obtain a second order ordinary differential equation for yo(z) for every given n.
Remarkably, coefficients of these equations are rational functions of x and yg, the property shared with
the Painlevé equations. To derive these equations, we use Bell polynomials [I] and Rauch variational
formulas 7] on Riemann surfaces of genus one. We characterize the solutions of the obtained ordinary
differential equations that correspond to the isoperiodic deformations.

A similar question was studied in [§] although the equations and their consequences derived there are
very different from ours.

We apply our results to the study of genus one solutions [5] of Boussinesq equation [2].

2 Elliptic curves and Abelian differentials

For the elliptic curve defined by equation denote by L(x) the corresponding compact Riemann
surface. Let us denote an arbitrary point of £(z) by P = (u(P),v(P)). The covering u : £(x) — CP!
sending a point P to u(P) is ramified at the four ramification points Py = (0,0), P, = (1,0), P, = (z,0)
and P, = (00, 00) and their projection on the u-sphere, 0,1, z, 0o are called the branch points of the
covering u.

Introduce the standard local coordinates on the surface £(x) as follows:

Cu,(P) =~/u(P)—u if P~P,, with u,e{0,1,z},

1
w(P) = if P~ Py, 2.1
ColP) = s (2.1)

(P)=u(P)—u(Q) if P~Q andQ is aregular point.

It is with respect to these standard local coordinates that we define the evaluation of Abelian dif-
ferentials at a point of the Riemann surface. For an Abelian differential T we define its value at a



point Q € L(x) which is not a pole of T as the constant term of the Taylor series expansion of the
differential with respect to the standard local parameter ¢ from the list (2.1) at @, that is

YD) = 2P (2.2

Let us fix a canonical homology basis {a, b} on £(z) and consider the holomorphic normalized differ-
ential w on £(z). For this differential we can write

du
- 2.
=1 (23)
where the normalization constant I is defined by
Iy = du . (2.4)
Evaluating w at ramification points and at some regular point @)y according to (2.2), yields
w(Q) ’ 2
w(Ppy) = ——— =—, 2.5
(Fo) dy/u(Q)lQ=Pou=0  Io\/x (2:5)
w(Q) 2
w(Pp) = 7’ =—— 2.6
(P1) d\/u(Q) — 11Q=Pru=1  Iyy/1—x (2.6)
w(Q) 2
w(Py) = 7‘ = 2.7
(F2) d\/u(Q) — 'Q=Peu=c  [y\/z(x — 1) 27
w(Q) 1
w(Qo) == ‘ = ; where yo=u(Qo). (2.8)
du(@)1Q=00  Io\/yo(yo — 1)(yo — x)

As a corollary of these expressions, we obtain the following useful fact about the holomorphic normal-
ized differential:
wWi(Py) + w?(P1) + w?(Py) = 0. (2.9)

Let us now introduce the fundamental Riemann bidifferential W (P, Q) with P,Q € L(x), see [7]. A
bidifferential behaves as a differential with respect to each of the arguments P and (). As an example,
one can think of w;(P)wz(Q) where w; are two Abelian differentials on £(x), however a bidifferential
is not always represented as such a product. The Riemann bidifferential is the unique bidifferential
on L(z) having the following three properties

e Symmetry: W(P,Q) =W (Q, P);

e The only singularity being a second order pole along the diagonal P = @ with the following
local expansion in terms of a local parameter ¢ near P = Q:

_ ( !
P~ \ (¢(P) = ¢(Q))

W(P.Q) 2+0m)«wmq@; (2.10)

e Normalization by vanishing of the a-period: § W (P,Q) = 0.



Due to the symmetry, the above integral can be computed with respect to either P or (). Clearly, W
depends on the choice of a canonical homology basis. As a consequence of this definition we have:

éW(P, Q) = 2riw(P). (2.11)

We evaluate the bidifferential at a precise point with respect to one of its arguments in the same way
as we do for differentials while fixing one of the arguments, say P, of W and considering the
bidifferential as a differential in the second argument (. Thus, for a point R € L(z) we obtain an
Abelian differential of the second kind

w0y = Yo

dC(Q) le=q

with a unique pole of order two at P = Q of biresidue 1 and vanishing a-period. Here ¢ is the standard
local parameter from the list at Q.
For the differentials of the second kind obtained in this way from W, in the case when the pole is located
at one of the ramification points of £(z), we can write somewhat explicit expressions in terms of the
coordinates u and v from (|1.1). To obtain such expressions we use the fact that the corresponding
differential W (P, P,, ) is the unique Abelian differential of the second kind with a second order pole at
P = P,, with biresidue 1 and vanishing a-period. We need to introduce some normalization constants,
similarly to I in . More precisely, we have

WP P = (it +1°) (), P f o (2.12)
w(P
W (P,P) = (W +11) w(P), I'= 7{ W(PO)(U((P)) 5 (2.13)
w(P
W (P,P,) = (m + Ix) w(P), [T = i W(PO)(lf(P)) — (2.14)
Evaluating with respect to the second argument at another ramification point, we get
_ 1 0 W _ T 1 w
W(P,, Py) = <w(P0)x +17 ) (Py) (I w(Pz)x> (Py), (2.15)
_ 1 L) w — z _ 1 w .
WiE ) = (G 1) <R = (7 Gy ) < 219
and, similarly,
1 €T
W(Qo, Px) = <W<Pm)(y0_x) +1 ) w(Qo) - (2.17)

Comparing the two expressions in each of (2.15) and (2.16]), we obtain
I r aly

w(ly) w(l) 4 (2.18)
I (= - DI§

w(P)  w(Py) 4 (2.19)
i _ ! M1 (2.20)

w(Po) w(Pl) 4
4



3 Isoperiodic deformations

Let us fix an arbitrary point Qo € L(x) different from the ramification points and let yy := u(Qo) be
its projection on the u-sphere. Let A € C and n € NU {0} be also fixed. Define the following Abelian
differential of the second kind

Q(P) = W™ (P, Qo) + Aw(P), P € L(z), (3.1)

where w the holomorphic normalized differential on L£(x) and where W™ stands for the Abelian
differential of the second kind with zero a-period and the following principal part with respect to u at
its only pole at P = @y :

(n) _ !
W@ =, (e
Here u(P) —yo being the local parameter near Qo and yo = u(Qo) . Note that for n = 0 the differential
WON(P, Qo) = W(P, Qo). For positive n, differential may be interpreted as the nth coefficient in
the Taylor series expansion of W (P, Q)/d(q,(Q) with respect to the local parameter (g, (Q) (2.1)) at
Q@ = Qo and divided by (n + 1).

The b-period of the normalized meromorphic differential is given by (see, for example, Corollary
10-5 in [12]):

o+ 0(1)) du(P). (3.2)

() _ )
FIOP.Q) = (@) (33
Here w(™(Q) is the nth coefficient in the Taylor series expansion of w(P)/d(g,(P) at P = Qq

wP) = (@) + D (Quau(P) + o+ (@), (P + . ) ddy(P)  (3.4)

with respect to the standard local parameter (g, (@) (2.1) at Q9. The b-period of W) can be also
obtained from ([2.11)).
_— 7{ w. (3.5)
b

Denote by 7 the b-period of £(x), that is
27
Q=4 Q=—""uwm Ar=:B. .
i ’ ?{ np1e (@) (3.6)

The periods of Q (3.1)) are

Let us now consider a family of compact Riemann surfaces L£(z) corresponding to the curves
parameterized by the values of x varying in some small, simply connected, open set X C C\ {0,1}.
We assume that the variations are small enough for the canonical homology basis {a, b} to be chosen
consistently for all the surfaces, that is we assume that the projections on the u-sphere u(a) and u(b)
of the homology basis are independent of x € X.

The a-period of 2 is equal to a and is thus constant by construction. The b-period B in
is in general a function of x and yg. On the other hand, on can define a function yo(x) by requiring
that the b-period B of €2 be constant.

Let us define a section Qo(x) of the family of surfaces L(x), x € X by requiring that the periods of
differential 2 be independent of x. Recall that we denote yo = u(Qp). Our goal is to obtain a
differential equation for the function yo(x).



Definition 1 Let L(z) be a family of Riemann surfaces of genus one parameterized by © € X C C
with a consistent choice of canonical homology bases a,b. Let Q = Q(x) is a differential of the second
kind with a unique pole on L(x). We call a family of pairs (L(x),Q), © € X, defined by conditions
faQ = const and be = const isoperiodic. Alternatively, we can say that such a family gives an
isoperiodic deformation of the pair (L,Q) with £ € L(x).

4 Bell polynomials

Here we introduce polynomials L, which will help us differentiate expression (2.8]) with respect to yp,
see also [3]. Let us define

l
_ p1 P2 P
(—1)Xk=1Pk 212D 2

Li(z1,...,z) =1! > l : (4.1)
] 1
P1+2p2+-+Hpr=l 22 k=1 Pk TTyy pi! [Ty AP
le-,PlZO
For example, we have
2 3 3
Ly =1, Li(z) = —%, La(z1,20) = %1 - %2, L3(z1, 20, 23) = —%1 + e -

The polynomials L; are related to the complete exponential Bell polynomials, see [I], by a simple
change of variables. We will evaluate the polynomials at the following arguments given by sums over
all the branch points of the curves £(x) (L.1)) for integer values of k£ > 0 :

1 n 1 n 1
(—wo)*  (1—wyo)k  (z—yo)F

One sees, for example, that (%()Ek = kX+1. The following result shows an application of polynomials
L; in our context.

Yg = (4.2)

Lemma 1 Let the polynomials L; be as above and the value w(Qo) be defined by (2.8)). Then for any
integer n and any integer | > 0

[
‘%5;?(’) (o) (=S, .- (4.3)
0

Proof. As is easy to see, the first derivative is 8%(;30) = %W(Qo)zl . Thus the derivatives in question
can be written in the form of w(Qo) multiplied by some polynomial in ¥1,...,%; of the following form

dw(Qo) O { 1
To/yo(yo — 1

)(yo — ) } = w(Qo) Z Cplpz---pzzzflng .. Z?l

p1+2p2+---+py =l
P1;--p1 20

yh oyl

with some coefficients Cy,p,..p, - Note that this notation assumes that the indices of a coefficient C'
which are equal to zero and are placed at the end of the string of indices can be omitted, that is,
for example, C1 = C1,0,0,0. By examining the derivatives of w(Qp), one sees the following recursion
relation for coefficients Cp,p,..p,

1 -1
Cp1p2~--Pz = §Cp1*17p2~-p171 + E n(pn + 1)Cp1~~-pn—1,Pn+1,Pn+1*17Pn+2mp171 .

n=1
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It is straightforward to verify that the coefficients
!

Chipo..py = (4.4)
p1p2.--p1 222:1 P ]._[2:1 pk! Hﬁc:l kP
satisfy this recursion with the initial value Cy = 1. O To shorten the expressions, we will write
nyrypz oy
Ly :=L(=%,...,—%) = > 1 72 L (4.5)

l 1 i .
1P |
p1+2p2+-+ip; =l 22’“71 k szl DPk: Hk:1 kP
P1,..sp1 20

Corollary 1 The functions L, (4.5) satisfy the following recursion relation (similarly to the Bell
polynomials):

n!
Lpt1 = Z an—ka+lv (4'6)

where ¥; is defined by (4.2)).

Proof. From Lemma [I] we have

L 0"Mw(@) 1 9" 0w(@Q) _ 1 9" dw(Q) _ 1 9" {w(Qo)Li}
w(Qo)  dyytt w(Qo) dyg Yo w(Qo) dyg Yo w(Qo) g '

Ln+1 -

Using the Leibniz rule for differentiating the product, we rewrite the above relation as

1 " /n 8n_kw(Q0) 8kL1
Ly = —— .
1 w(Qo) 2 <k> oyn=k  oyk

k=0

Using now L; = £¥; according to (5] and %21 = k!¥k41, which follows from definition (4.2]) of
0

> and Lemma (1| again, we prove the corollary. O
Corollary 2 For the polynomials L,, defined by (4.5 with arguments Xy given by (4.2)), we have

0
—Ly,=Lpi1—LyLy. 4.7
o +1 1 (4.7)

Proof. Lemma [I] implies
D0 L Q) Q) 1 200 2400,
dyo " Oy |w(Qo) Iyg w(Qo)  oyy™! w?(Qo) dyy  Oyo

which due to Lemma [1] coincides with (4.7). O
Let us now prove the following useful expression for the partial derivative of L; with respect to =,
while assuming that yy does not depend on .

Lemma 2 Let L, be a polynomial defined by (4.5) with ¥y being the sum from (4.2)). Let w(Qo) be
defined by (2.8). Assuming x and yo to be independent, we have

L, L, 1 o {w(Qo)

or  2(x—yo) 2w(Qo) yf

z— yo} - _2w(Q0)T(lm ~ %) ;;g‘_ll {;u(_Q;Z} . (48)

7



Proof. From definition (4.5)) of L,, we have

_ z”: 3 n! SRSE2 S (—k)

"o n n k41
i e npnen 222 P Tl it TT RS — o)

P1y-Pn 20
T 3 DY AD Y SIS Vg 1 Z”: n! Ly
~ 9 b S b Y _ PRSI
210 i opet o npemnk 22k P Ty pi! [Ty KPe (20 — yo)*t? 2 &~ (n— k)N z —yo)**

pj=pj, if j#k, pr=pr—1

On the other hand, by Leibniz rule and Lemma

ﬂ w(Qo ok ok { 1 }_ - n! w(Qo)Ln,k
8y8{x—yo} Zk'n— k) oyn =+ (Qo)ayo v—yof & (n—k)!(z—yo)t
— W(QO)LTL

T — Yo

oLy,
- 2(Q0) 52 (49)

where in the last equality we used the above result for %. The last expression implies the first

equality in (4.8]).
Alternatively, we can rewrite the expression obtained for dL,,/dx by changing the summation index
tos:=k—1

n—1

oL, n Z (n—1)!Ly_1-4
(n—1—=s)!(z —yo)st’

or  2(x —yo) ~

which can be interpreted using the (n — 1)th derivative of w(Qo)/(x — yo) as in the second equality of

[E3). o

5 Rauch variation

Recall that our goal is to obtain a differential equation for the projection of QQy on the u-sphere denoted
by yo as a function of x. To this end, we will start by differentiating relations with respect to
x. To differentiate with respect to the branch point z, we use the Rauch variational formulas, giving
derivatives of W with respect to simple branch points, see [7, [10]. To introduce the Rauch formulas,
we need to consider a family of elliptic curves written in a form slightly different from . Namely,
consider a family of compact surfaces corresponding to the curves

{(u,v) € C*]v? = (u — uy)(u — uo)(u — uz)}

parameterized by distinct values of the branch points uq, uo, ug varying in some small neighbourhood
so that a homology basis {a, b} can be chosen for all surfaces in the family in a way that u(a) and u(b) be
independent of the branch points. Let W (P, Q) be the fundamental Riemann bidifferential on deﬁned
on a surface from this family with respect to the chosen homology basis. Let w(P) = 27” fb

be the holomorphic normalized differential and 7 = fbw be the modulus of the elhptlc surface. Then
using notation (| . ) for evaluation of differentials at a ramification point P, with respect to the

standard local parameter (,;(P) = \/u —uj, for j =1,2,3 we have:
aRauCh
8u]'

W(P,Q) = ;W (P, P, )W(Py;,Q), (5.1)



where the notation 082"h means that the projections of the points P and @ on the u-sphere are kept
fixed for the differentiation with respect to u;. By performing the integration over the b cycles, we
deduce from (j5.1)) the variational formulas for w and 7 :

aRauchw P 1
6%() — SW(P, Py )w(Py,); (5.2)

8Rauch7_
6uj
We will also need to differentiate with respect to x various quantities evaluated at P,. The above
Rauch formulas cannot be used to achieve this, thus we need the following lemma.

= miw?(Py,), (5.3)

Lemma 3 Let L(x) be the compact Riemann surfaces of genus one corresponding to the algebraic
curves with x € X C C\{0, 1}, where the set X is small enough so that the homology basis {a,b}
can be chosen on each surface L(x) in a way that the projections of the basis cycles on the u-sphere,
u(a) and u(b) are independent of x € X . Let the notation for local parameters and evaluation of
differentials at a point be defined by and . Let w be the holomorphic normalized differential
(2.3)), and W (P, Q) be the fundamental Riemann bidifferential on L(z). Then the following
variational formulas hold:

dw (P, 1 1
wch - —W(B)W (P, Bo) — qw(P)W (Pa, P1);
dW ,Px 1 1 a 8 /
%) = —§W(Q0, PO)W(P07Px)_§W(Q07 Pl)W(P17 Px)— %W(QO’ ch)—i-TyOW(QO, Px)yo .

Proof. Let € be a complex number sufficiently close to zero and let the ramified covering u. : £L(x) —
CP! be defined by u. : P — u(P)+e, where P = (u(P),v(P)) is a point of the curve (L.1). For e =0
we obtain the covering u from Section
The covering u. is ramified at the ramification points Py = (0,0), P = (1,0), P, = (2,0) and
Py, = (00, 00) for any &; the branch points of u. are at u; :=¢, ug := 1+ ¢, ug :=x + ¢, 0.
Denote by W (Qo, P.) the Riemann bidifferential W (2.10)) evaluated at the points Qo and P, according
to definition with respect to the standard local parameters induced by the covering u. . Assume
for a moment that the point @)y is an arbitrary regular point of the covering, in particular that its
position does not depend on z. Note that W¢(Qo, P;) is a function of the branch points: u§ := ¢, u§ :=
1+e¢,u5:=2+¢ and of y5 := yo + ¢, the u. coordinate of ()9. Thus we have

d € 8W€(Q07Pcc> 8W€(Q07Px) 6W€(Q0,Px) BWE(QOaPm)
dz-:W (Qo, o) = ous * du§ * ous * Iy ' (54)
On the other hand, the standard local parameters at o and at P, induced by the covering
ue with respect to which the evaluation W¢(Qy, P,) is computed do not depend on ¢ : we have

Cﬁ3(P) = Vu:(P) —u3 = Ju(P) — 2 = ((P) and (Q,(P) = us(P) — us(Qo) = u(P) — u(Qo) and
thus
B N N 1 M
dCug (P)dCQo (Q) g:gg dCr(P)deo (Q) gzgg

This implies that the derivative with respect to ¢ in (5.4) vanishes and, evaluating (5.4) at € =0, we
have

Wa(Q07 P:E)

=W(Qo, Px) . (5.5)

BW(Qﬁa Px) + 8W(Q0> Pm) + 6W(Q07 Px) + 8W(Q0, Px)
ol oul oul Yo

=0. (5.6)



Now, the derivatives with respect to u{ and 49 can be obtained by Rauch formulas (5.1). Using at
the same time uf = z, we rewrite (5.6)) in the form:

oW (Qo, Py _ OW(Qo, Px)
ox Yo '

Thus we have obtained the derivative of W(Qq, P;) with respect to z assuming that Qo does not
depend on x. The full derivative with respect to x can then be written as

AW (Qo, P,)  OW(Qo.P) W (Qo, Pa)
- + yO )
dx oz Yo

which, together with (5.7)), gives the second formula of the lemma. The derivative with respect to x
of w(P,) is obtained in a similar although simpler way, as there is no dependence on Q. O

- _éW(Qm Po)W (Po, Pr) — %W(Qo,Pl)W(Pla Pr) (5.7)

Corollary 3 Let the normalizing constant I* be defined by (2.14) and let Ly stand, as before, for
L, = —% (%0 + yolfl + y0£x> according to (4.1)), (4.2) and (4.5). Then, with the assumptions and
notation of Lemmal[3, the variational formulas of the lemma can be rewritten as follows:

P _ 9B (o LY 59

x x—1

and

AW (Qo,Pr)  w(@Q) [ 1 (1 111 11 1,
dx T 2w(Py) <y0 -z (yo + yo—1 = - 1) * T x— 1) + Q(I I COREY

w(Qo)I* [ 1 1 1 1 ) w(Qo)
S (e et amn) Y00 (e QL) 69)

Proof. The derivative of w(P,) is obtained by plugging expressions (2.15) and (2.16|) for W (P, Py)
and W (Py, P;) in terms of I” into the expression of Lemma [3[ and then using relation (2.9) as well as

explicit expressions (2.5)-(2.7)) for w(P;).

For the derivative of W (Qo, P.), we rewrite the expression from Lemma |3| plugging in expressions

E19)-210) and @13-@.14) with P = Qo -

MQE) (Yo (1

1 1)
W(P())y() W(Px)w
1 1

2 <w(131)(y0_1) + fl) w(Qo) (I”“’ - W) w(Py)

+ 0~ D0 (e + ) @)

Now, we express I° and I' from (2.18) and (2.19)), evaluating at the same time the derivative with
respect to yo explicitly differentiating expression (2.14) with P = Qg for W (Qo, P,) . This yields:

AW (Qo.Py) _ w(Qo) < L, PR oﬂ(Poﬂ&w) <Ix 1 >

w(Fo)

dzx 2

dx 2 Yo w(Py) 4 w(Py)x
w(Qo) 1 WA(P)I® (z—1)13wW3(Py) - 1
7% (yo—l+ w(];m) - 1 1><I _w(Px)(x—1)>
+Wo—1) <_W(P:;E§OO)_$)2 + W(P:on)L1> '

10



Now we transform this expression multiplying terms in the first two lines and noting that due to

(12.18) M = 1 and due to (2.19) % = —1. Then using again (2.5)-(2.7) to obtain
w?(Po) _ 1 and % =-1- mlj while collecting terms with equal powers of I* and using

zw? (P
(12.9), we obtam the claim of the lemma. O

6 Isoperiodicity equation

Let us first rewrite the expression for the b-period of Q from more explicitly using the Bell
polynomial L,,. Given that w(")(Qo) is the nth term in the Taylor expansion it is proportional
to the n-fold derivative of the function w(P)/d(qg,(P) evaluated at P = Qo, which is the same as
the n-fold derivative with respect to yo of the function w(Qg) given by . Due to Lemma (1| and

notation (4.5)), we have

27r1 27i

Differentiating this equality with respect to x, we can express y; = dyo/dz as follows.

Lemma 4 Let ) be the meromorphic differential of the second kind defined by on the each
compact surface L(x) corresponding to the curve forx € X ¢ C\ {0,1}. Let the position
Qo € L(z) of the pole of Q0 be defined by the conditions j;aQ = const and be = const. Then the
u-coordinate yo = u(Qo) of the pole as a function of x satisfies

n o1 w(Qo)
o (Q0) <°”<P W@ Po) o = oy o 1{x—yo

Proof. Given that the b-period of Q (3.1)) is assumed constant, the derivative with respect to x of the
right-hand side in (6.1]) vanishes. Thus differentiation of (6.1]) with respect to the branch point x leads

to

, 1
Yo = —

} + A(n + 1)!w2(Px)> . (6.2)

271 dw(Qo) 27 dL, dr
 (n41) dx Lot (n+ ! «(Qo) dx Ad:r
omi  (ORMNY(Qg)  dw(Qo) 2mi oL, 0L, , oRauch
= (T g ) e @ (2 ) + 4%

Plugging in Rauch derivatives (5.2), (5.3) and (4.3) from Lemma [l as well as (4.7) and the second
equality of Lemma [2| for derivatives of L,,, we obtain the claim of the lemma. O

Example 1 In the case n = 0, the differential (| s given by

Q(P) = W(P,Qo) + Aw(P).

Applying Lemma |4, and using Lo = 1 and L1(—%1) = %21 with X1 = _y% — yTl—l - yol—;w we can
express y; in terms of Q(Py) as follows:
I w(P)Q(Py)
Yo =

w(Qo) ( yo%l + yol_x) '
11



Now, our aim is to differentiate the expression for y(, from Lemma 4| the second time with respect to
the branch point x in order to derive a second order ODE for the function yo(z) .

Theorem 1 Let n > 0 be a fized integer and let € be the meromorphic differential of the second kind
defined by on each compact surface L(x) corresponding to the curve forz e X C C\{0,1}.
The set X is assumed simply connected to allow for a choice of homology basis {a,b} such that u(a)
and u(b) be fized for all x € X. Let the position Qo € L(x) of the pole of Q be defined by the conditions
fa Q) = const and fb Q) = const. Then the u-coordinate yo = u(Qo) of the pole as a function of x satisfies
the following second order ordinary differential equation:

Lo 1 1 1 n+1)! " Ly(z —yo)*
v = — ()’ T —y6<+ + )+y6( k) > o2~ 30)

Lyt r x—1 y—=x r —y0)" 2L —~ s!
1 - —
”!<5+z1+y0 x)%:lLsa:—yo B n! nz:l(n—s)Ls(:c—yo)s
2(1’ - yO n—l—lL ntl T 2($ - yo)n+2L +1 =5 s!
1s—1
n - Li(z —y)* L, 2 1 1 3 1 1
4w —yo)"2Ln +1;kzo W ALy \p—zl\e 2—1) T o—2Z T2=1 z)°

Proof. Let us differentiate expression (6.2) for y; with respect to = in the following way:

n__ % {Ln+1W(Q0))} /
Yo = Ln—i—lw(QO) Yo

1 d
@y i (V@0 P -

Using (4.7) and (4.8]) to differentiate polynomial L, and (4.3)) to differentiate w(Qo) with respect
to yo and the Rauch formula (5.2) with u; = = to differentiate w(Qo) with respect to x, the first line

in (6.4) gives

n_ ot {w@o)

(.73 — yo) ayn 1), — yO} + A(TL + 1)!w2(Px)> . (6.4)

. % {Ln+1w(Q0))} ! y6 <8Ln+1 + /aLn-i-l)_ y6 <8Rauch y/ 8&)(@0))

- +
Ly y10(Qo) . Ly Ox Yo Yo w(Qo) Ox yO:constw(QO) 0 Yo

= — y6 _ n+1 o {W(QO)} / _ >
Lo < 2w(Qo)(x — yo) Oyy Lz — o + yo(Ln+2 — L1Lny1)

yo (1 ,
b (G PW (P Qo) + (@0 )
Differentiating the first term in the second line of (| is done with the help of formulas and
(5.9) from corollary |3| for the full derivatives of w(P, ) and of W(Qo, Py) as well as formulas and
(4.7) for derivatives of L,

d 1 1

£ GPIW(Qo P = 5 (PP = § = 15 ) POW Qo P

@) [ 1 (1 1\ 1 1 1 1 1
+[_2w(Pz) <y0—$<3/0_90>+90_1‘—1+y0—$(yo—l_ﬂf—l))

12




w(Qo)I* [ 1 1 1 1

Yo — 1
- 1) (—

WS@% + WP, Q0>L1>] w(Py) Ly

n 1 [ w(Qy)
*( 20(Q0)(@ — y0) o ! {x—yo

Let us differentiate the second term in the second line of :
et o))
dr \ (z—yo)oyy" |z —yo
_n(l—yp) 0"F {W(Qo) } n_ 99! {W(Qo) } oy O" {W(Qo) }
(90—110) oyst Lz — o (ﬂf—yo)afvay”l T — Yo (x—yo0)Oyg lz—wo )~

To compute the derivative with respect to = in the middle term, let us rewrite in terms of polynomials
L,, it using the Leibniz rule as in (4.9):

} +3o(Lnt1 = LnL1)> w(Pr)W (Qo, Pr) -

o ol {w( } a”i (n— 1)!Lew(Qo)

(9:1:83/”1 T — Yo _%5:0 sz —yo)n—*

LRI 7 {0000} S oot w(Qo) 'k (D {50

—1
T2 w(Qo) dys~t Lz — o (z — yo)n—5t1 25l — yo) 1

s=0 s=0

where in the first term we differentiated w(Qq) according to Rauch and in the last term we used
to differentiate Ly .

The derivative of the last term in is a straightforward application of from Corollary
Collecting all these derivatives in and cancelling two terms of the form (y6)2L1 and two terms
of the form y,W (Py, Qo)w(Py)Ly, L1, we obtain

y// _ 3/6 (_ n-+1 o {w(Qo) } n y’L 2> B %W(Px)W(Px,QO)
0 Lnt1 \ 2w(Qo)(x —yo) 9yy |z — Yo 0+ 2 w(Qo)

(T { (Im (P -1 - xi1> W(P)W (Qo. Pr) Lo

w(Qo) 1 1 1 11 11
Py)Ln |- — o L.
+wllf) n[ 2w(Py) \yo— = y0+y0—1 x x-—1 +x x—1

W(Qo)(5h— 1)
(P (4o — )2 W(P“Q“)Ll]

bt oL ) w(PW (@0 P}

_w(@)I* (1 + 1 + % + ;ci1> + %(Iz)Qw(Qo)w(Px)

2 Yo Yo—1
. ( n ot {W(Qo)
2w(Qo)(z —yo) dyy~ Lz —wo

1 n(l—yy) 1 [w(Qo)
2L, 1w(Qo) [(fﬂ—yo) 2 oyp! {iﬂ—;o}
n w n— nln— (n—s)Lsw nfl(n_l)!s% C;c(fQ?
1 (Pm)W(anQO) ot {x_yo} Z 1 ) (QO) _Z Oy { Y }

(z —yo) | 2 w(Qo) oyy~ ! sl(x — yo)n—stl 2s!(x — o)+

s=0 s=0
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r x—1

_ nyg O {w(Qo) H A+ 1)w?(Py)
(z —w0) Oyy Lz —wo 2Ln11w(Qo)

Let us now note that the first terms in lines 5 and 7 coincide and their sum can be rewritten, expressing
W(Qoq, P;) as in (2.17)), in the following form:

(1%(1%)_1_ ! > (6.5)

n w(Py)W (P, Qo) 9"" {W(Qo)}
2Lniw(Qo)(z —yo)  w(@Qo)  dyg ' lz—wo
B n » 1 1 1 1 1 " [ w(Qo)
e (T et ) g ) 09

where some terms were added and subtracted for the next step. Let us now combine the first three

terms in and the last group of terms in (6.5)):

1(%) (I’”w(Px) LS ) <—( n__ o {‘”(QO) } + A+ 1)@2(1%))

- 2Lp 1w

r r—1 x—yo) dyg~t lz—wo
_ T 1 1 / W(Px)W(PmaQO)Ln
- (e = 5) (=5 )

where we used expression (6.2) for y(, from Lemma {4l The last obtained expression cancels partially

against the term in the second line of (6.5)). Incorporating all these transformations in (6.5)), opening
)W (

some of the parentheses, replacing w(P W(Q(])D)I’QO) by yoix + I*w(P,) according to (2.17)), we obtain:

/ n
1" Yo n+1 0 {W(QO)} ! ) / ( 1 T )
= - - + YhLnia ) — + I"w(P,
Yo Lpi1 ( 2w(Qo)(x —yo) Ayy |z — o Yolmt2 | =00\ =2 (Fz)

N L, 1 1+ 1 1 1 +1 1
ALppi \ywo—z\vw w—1 =« z-1 r x-—1

I*w(P,) Ly, < 1 1 N 1 1 > wW3(Py) Ly (I7)? N (yy — 1)Ly,
4Ln+1 Yo Yo — 1 x z—1 4Ln+1 2(y0 - $)2Ln+1
L,L 1 1—y o1
L (L) )0 (el
2Lpt1 \Yyo — @ 2Lp+1w(Qo)(z — v0)* Oy T — Yo
_ _ 0°~! [ w(Qo)
1 ”Z:I n!(n — s)Lg 1 nZ:l n!sayg_l { s }
2Lny1 = sl(x - yo)" 52 4L, 1w(Qo) — sl(z— yo)n 52

1 ny, 0" {w(@o)} <$ 1 )(, L, ( 1 . >>
+2Ln+1w(Qo)(fE—yo)5y§ — FolPe) =2 = 771 Yot 4T y0_$+IW(PI)

" 1 1 1 ot W(Qo)}
* 2Ln+1W(QO)(x - yO) (yO -z * x + xr — 1> 8yg_1 {x — Yo ’ (67)

It remains to collect the terms with I* and (I)? to see that they vanish and note that the remaining
terms are rational. We have

14



/ n /
1" Yo n+1 0 { W(QO) } / > Yo
Y ( 20(Qo) @ —yo) Oy \x—yof T OT) Ty~

L, 1 1 1 1 1
+ — + - ==
4Lpt1 \Yo—2 \Y% v -1 =z =x-1 S z-1
L Wo=DLe Ly n(1l —yp) an L {w }
2(y0 - z)2Ln—i-1 2Ln+1(x - yO) 2Ln+1w(Q0)(x - yO x

_ _ 91 0)
1 nz:l nl(n — s)Ls 1 nz:ln'sab 1{90 yo}
s! s!(

2L sl — o) ALpw(Qo) & sl(w — yo)

L ! nyp 0" {W(Qo)}_<1+ L > rp_ Ln (1+ 1 )
2Lp11w(Qo) (x —yo) Oyg Lz — o z x—1 Yo ALpi1(z —yo) \z  x—1

n 1 l 1 on—1 W(QO)}
" 2Ln+10(Qo)(z — yo) (yo mpei e 1) Ayp! {x —yo (6.8)

Rewriting derivatives of (Qyoo) with respect to yo in terms of polynomials L; as in (4.9), we see that

the obtained equation is equivalent to the claim of the theorem. O

Example 2 For n =0, the differential equation from Theorem [1] reads

N2 (1 1 1
o = (%0)* <1+ Lo, ! > N (vo) <y3 T T (yo—x)Q)
0 2 \wo w-1 w-—=z Ly 141

/
—y6<x+xi1+yol_x>_ ] = )
(5 +%1+mmﬂm—m
S=2) T @) T a1
2 (3 + o )
Example 3 For n = 1, the differential equation from Theorem [1] reads

/1\2
" (y0> <1 1 1 ) /(1 1 1 >
Yy = — + + —yo | =+ +
0 2 \yo ww-1 y-—=x Nz "z-1 " y-=

1
1 1 1 2 1 1 1
(;0 Topat y0—93> +2 (% Tz T (yo—$)2>
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
x |2 ’2<<+ + ><+ + )+2<+ + ))
{(y‘)) w i w1t o) B w12 o 2 =17 =17
4y, (x x—1 > 2 <1 1 3 )
0 (=2 )+ (=4 +
(yo—x)3 \yo wo—1 (x—yo)2\z -1 y—x

+1 1+ 1 n 1 2 1+ 1 n 3 n 1 1
2\vwo yw-1 -2/ \ypo—z\z z-1 (yo—2)2 -1 =z/|°

3
N R0

+

Theorem [I] gives a necessary condition for the deformations of an elliptic curve carrying a differential
Q2 (3.1) to be isoperiodic in the sense of Definition [} The next theorem gives a sufficient condition.
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Theorem 2 Letn > 0 be a fized integer, zo € C\{0, 1}, and let Q(zo) be the meromorphic differential
of the second kind defined by on a compact Riemann surface L(xo) of the curve with x = xg
and some choice of a point Qo(xg) € L(xg) different from ramification points. Assume that xo and
Qo(xo) are such that W™ (Qo(x0)) # 0 for w1V defined by (B-4). Let {a,b} be a canonical homology
basis on L(xg) such that the projections u(a) and u(b) do not intersect a certain neighbourhood X of
xo. Then there exists a unique continuous family (L(z), Q(x)), = € X C X, where the family of curves
L(z) (L.1) admits a continuous section Qo(x) € L(x) such that Q(z) is a differential of the
second kind with a pole of order n+ 1 at Qo(x) having a- and b-periods independent of v € X.

Proof. Given that the a-period of Q = Q(x) is constant by definition (3.1)), an isoperiodic deformation
is defined by the condition §, Q(x) = const. The quantity  Q(z) is a function of x and yo. By the
implicit function theorem, the relation fb Q(x) = const defines a function yo(z) in a neighbourhood of

T = xg if 8yo | o=z fb x) # 0. Note first that due to ( and , Byo = %y(op’% is a differential
of the second kind with a pole at Qg of the order one higher than the order of the pole of W(”)(P, Qo)
with the Laurent series at the pole of the form

< n+2
P~o \ (u(P) — 10)

Moreover, the a-period of g—;ﬁ vanishes just like the a-period of 2. This, due to the unicity of a
normalized differential of the second kind with a given behaviour at the pole, implies

o0
8y0

W™ (P, Qo) 3+ Ou(P) — yo)> du(P).

= (n+2)W(P,Qp).
Now, by (3.2)) and (3.3|) for z € X where the contour b is fixed by the condition u(b) = const, we have

(n+1) — 927 (n+1) ‘
61/0/(1{ f&yo (n+2)7€W (P, Qo) = 2miw!™ ) (Qo(20))

This is non-zero given the choice of xg. This proves the existence of an isoperiodic deformation in
some neighbourhood X C X of .

Now, Theorem [l| states that for every continuous isoperiodic deformation, yo(z) should satisfy equa-
tion (6.3). In addition, we know that for an isoperiodic deformation, yg(x) is given by (6.2). There
is a unique solution to , passing through the point yo(xg). This proves the unicity of an
isoperiodic deformation of the pair (£, Q(xp)). O

Note that the condition given in Theorem [2| for xy is valid for a generic point xg € C\ {0,1} as
w1 (Qq(z0)) = 0 for a set of measure zero in the space of elliptic curves.

7 Applications: isoperiodic deformations of solutions to the Boussi-
nesq equation
In this section, we assume that A = 0 in (3.1). We consider a genus one Riemann surface L£(z)

corresponding to the elliptic curve of equation (|1.1) with an arbitrary point (Qp and the normalized
differentials of the second kind

Qet(P) = W(P,Qy), P e L(x), (7.1)
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with a unique pole at Qg of order n + 2. Denote further

1 1
Ui=——¢0a,  v.i=—= jfggg (7.2)
b

ori J, @0’ i

Remark 1 If an elliptic curve is given by (L.1)) with real x, then it admits an antiholomorphic invo-
lution

p(u, v) = (ﬂv ﬁ)a
see e.g. [0]; the canonical basis of cycles can then be chosen so that pa = a, pb = —b. In this case, for
the holomorphic normalized differential (2.3)), the normalization coefficient Iy is real and the b-period T
(3.5)) is purely imaginary, see e.g. [6]. Thus, if yo = u(Qo) is real and such that yo(yo—1)(yo—z) > 0,
then both U and V (7.2) are real, see (7.1) and (3.3).

We follow [5] closely in this section while keeping our normalization , . Consider a meromor-
phic function p with a unique pole of order three at Q9. Such a function exists for any point ()¢ of an
elliptic curve, as one can take an appropriate shift of the derivative g’ of the corresponding Weierstrass
function. Due to the existence of the function u, for a surface of genus one, solutions of the Kadomtsev-
Petviashvili equation (KP) in terms of the theta-function obtained from the Baker-Akhiezer function,
see for example [5], reduce to solutions of the Boussinesq equation. The Baker-Akhiezer function in
question, denoted by ), is constructed from the polynomial

q(k) = kX + K%Y,

where k is the reciprocal of the local parameter ¢ around (Qp on L(z). We may assume that p =
k3 +O(1) for P close to Qp. The Baker-Akhiezer function has the following expansion at Qo:

W(X,Y;P) :ekX+’f2Y(1+§+9+...),

L k‘2 P~ QOa

where &;, i = 1,2 are functions of X and Y to be determined below. Consider the operators

3
L = 0% + i, A:a§(+§ax+w,

where ” ” o ”
h— 925l o ge USL L g962
b=x Uy PiaxT T Yax
Then the Baker-Akhiezer function v satisfies the following system
o
Lo=—, AY=
¢=y Ab=wp
Compatibility condition for these two equations
0
——+L,A| =
gy tLAI=0,

is equivalent to the system of nonlinear PDEs for 4 and w:

3. R . 1, . .
Jly —ix = 0, wy + Z('LLXXX + 6aix) = 0.
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By excluding w from the last two equations, one gets the following form of the Boussinesq equation
[5]:

3uyy + (6uux + txxx)x = 0. (7.3)

The Boussinesq equation originated in the classical work of Boussinesq [2] in 1872. It is a nonlinear
integrable generalization of the wave equation, describing propagation of waves in weakly dispersive
and weakly nonlinear media. The Lax pair for this equation was constructed by Zakharov [I3] a
century later. As indicated in [5], the function
82

solves the Boussinesq equation ((7.3]), where 6(z) is the theta-function associated with £(x) and U and
V are the b-periods of the differentials of the second kind ([7.2)) with a unique pole at Qq, and zp,c € C
are constants. As an application of Theorem [l we get the following proposition.

Proposition 1 Consider a continuous family of solutions 4(X,Y") (7.4) of the Boussinesq equation
(7.3)), constructed on the Riemann surfaces L(xz) and an arbitrary selected point Qo € L(x) parame-
terized by the values of v € X C C\ {0, 1}, where U and V are given by (7.2)).

(i) If the period U (the wave number) is the same for all solutions U(y,t) in the family, then the
projection yo = u(Qo) of the point Qy on the u-sphere as a function of x satisfies equation (|6.3)
with n = 0.

(ii) If the period V (the frequency) is the same for all solutions u(y,t) in the family, then the
projection yo = u(Qo) of the point Qo on the u-sphere as a function of x satisfies equation (6.3))
with n = 1.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of formula and Theorem . O

Explicit forms of equation for n =0 and n = 1, used in (i) and (ii) of Proposition |1| are given in
Examples 2] and [3] respectively.

Conversely, Theorem [2| implies the following proposition.

Proposition 2 Let 2o € C\ {0,1}, and let L(xg) be the surface corresponding to the elliptic curve
given by (L.1) with x = xg. Let {a,b} be a canonical homology basis on L(xy) such that the projections

w(a) and u(b) do not intersect a certain neighbourhood X of xo. Let ngﬂ)(xo) be the normalized
meromorphic differential of the second kind defined by with n > 0 on L(xg) for some choice of a
point Qo(xo) € L(xg) different from ramification points. Let i be a solution to the Boussinesq equation
defined by on L(xg) corresponding to the point Qo € L(xo) with U and V defined by .

(i) Assume that n = 0 and that Qo(z¢) is such that w™M (Qo(xo)) # 0 where W is defined by (3.4).
Then there exists a unique local continuous deformation of the solution u preserving the wave

number U (7.2)).

(ii) Assume that n = 1 and that Qo(xo) is such that w®(Qo(zo)) # 0 where w® is defined by
(3.4). Then there exists a unique local continuous deformation of the solution U preserving the

frequency V (7.2).
(n+1)

These deformations correspond to the isoperiodic deformations (L(x), Q" (x)) of the pair
(E(l'o),QgL0+1)($o)) for x in a neighbourhood X C X of xo.
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A solution @ is periodic in X with period T if and only if there exists a real number T' > 0, such
that T'U is a lattice point of the Jacobian of £(x). Similarly, u is periodic in Y with period 7T if and
only if there is a real number 7' > 0, such that TV is a lattice point of the Jacobian of £(x). The
lattice of the Jacobian of £(x) is generated by (1,7), see (3.5).

Observe the following relationship between isoperiodic deformations differentials of the second kind
on Riemann surfaces and periodic solutions of the Boussinesq equation. Let @(X,Y’) be a solution
(7.4) of the Boussinesq equation , constructed from the Riemann surface £(xo) and its selected
point Qo for which U (7.2) is real. Then, if £(z), z € X C C\ {0,1} where zop € X is a family
of surfaces from Theorem |1| with respect to the differential Q = Q(ng , then solutions @ of the

Boussinesq equation constructed from surfaces £(z) form a continuous family of solutions periodic in
X with period T'=1/U.

Proposition 3 Consider a continuous family of solutions 4(X,Y") (7.4) of the Boussinesq equation
(7.3)), constructed from a family of Riemann surfaces L(x) parameterized by x € X C C\ {0, 1}, with
X being connected, and their selected points Qo = Qo(x) € L(x).

(i) Assume that each solution 4(X,Y") from the family is periodic in X with a period T € R. Assume
also that there exists xg € X such that U(xg) is real for the surface L(xg). Then U
is real for all surfaces L(x) with x € X C C\ {0,1} and the projection yo of Qo on the u-sphere
as a function of x satisfies equation with n = 0.

(ii) Assume that each solution u(X,Y") from the family is periodic in'Y with a period T € R. Assume
also that there exists xg € X such that V(xo) (7.2) is real for the surface L(xg). Then V
is real for all surfaces L(x) with x € X C C\ {0,1} and the projection yy of Qo on the u-sphere
as a function of x satisfies equation with n = 1.

Proof. If solutions 4(X,Y) are periodic in X with period T" € R, then TU is a lattice vector for all
x € X. If in addition U(xg) is real, then TU (zg) is an integer and thus, due to the continuity of U(z)
and connectedness of X', the quantity TU (z) is integer for all x € X and TU (z) = TU (zp). Thus U(z)
is constant for all curves in the family £(x). Then, Theorem (1| is applicable to the family £(x) with
n = 0 and thus yq satisfies with n = 0. The proof of the second part of the theorem is analogous
withn=1. O

Conversely, from Theorem |2 we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 4 Let o € C\ {0,1}, and let L(xg) be the surface corresponding to the elliptic curve
given by with © = xg. Let {a,b} be a canonical homology basis on L(xg) such that the projections
u(a) and u(b) do not intersect a certain neighbourhood X of xo. Let Q80+1)(x0) be the normalized
meromorphic differential of the second kind defined by with n > 0 on L(xg) for some choice
of a point Qo(xg) € L(xg) different from ramification points. Let U be a solution to the Boussinesq
equation defined by on L(xg) corresponding to the point Qo € L(xo).

(i) Assume that n = 0 and that the surface and the point Qo(zo) € L(xo) are such that U is
real and w™M (Qo(xg)) # 0 where w(Y) is defined by (3-4). In this case, the solution 4 is periodic
in X with period 1/U and there is a unique continuous deformation u(x, X,Y) of 4(X,Y) such
that for each x in some heighbourhood X C X of zg the function u(x, X,Y) is a periodic in X
solution to the Boussinesq equation with the same period 1/U.

(i) Assume that n =1 and that the surface and the point Qo(xo) € L(xo) are such that V (7.2)) is
real and W (Qo(xo)) # 0 where w® is defined by ([3.4). In this case, the solution i is periodic
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in'Y with period 1/V and there is a unique continuous deformation u(x, X,Y) of u(X,Y) such
that for each x in some neighbourhood X C X of xq the function 4(x,X,Y) is a periodic in 'Y
solution to the Boussinesq equation ((7.3|) with the same period 1/V .

Proof. Given that U is real for z = x, Theorem gives a unique deformation of the pair (£ (z), leoﬂ))
preserving the value of U. Thus U stays real for any curve from the isoperiodic family (£(z), leoﬂ)).

This implies that solutions @ (7.4)) constructed from L(x) for z € X is also periodic in X and the
period is 1/U. O

Remark 2 According to Remark[1], assuming that the homology cycles a and b are selected as in that
remark, it is enough to select real zo and yo(xo) such that yo(yo—1)(yo—x) > 0 in order for U(zo) and
V(xg) to be real, that is in order for the assumptions of Propositions@ and concerning the reality of
U(zo) of V(xo) to hold.

Remark 3 By applying Dubrovin’s effectivization procedure from [5], Ch. IV (see formulas (4.1.13’)
and (4.2.5)) we get the relationship between U and V :

4miv3 o [6](0)
=4 .
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