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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(α, β, γ, δ) is a family of second order ordinary differential equations
with rational coefficients parameterized by four values α, β, γ, δ ∈ C [9]. The celebrated Picard solution
of the PVI(0; 0; 0; 12) is obtained as follows [11]. For two arbitrary constants c1, c2 ∈ C, the inverse
Abel-Jacobi image of the point with the coordinates (c1, c2) in the Jacobian of the elliptic curve

v2 = u(u− 1)(u− x) (1.1)

gives a point Q0 on the curve. Its u-coordinate as a function of x is the Picard solution of the Painlevé
equation with parameters α = β = γ = 0 and δ = 1

2 .
In [4] we interpret the Picard solution as isoperiodic deformations of an Abelian differential of the
third kind over a family of elliptic curves (1.1) 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 Q0 on the compact Riemann surface corresponding to the elliptic curve (1.1). We study
the deformations the curve and of the u-coordinate y0 of the pole Q0 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 (6.3) for y0(x) for every given n.
Remarkably, coefficients of these equations are rational functions of x and y0, the property shared with
the Painlevé equations. To derive these equations, we use Bell polynomials [1] 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 [8] 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 (1.1) denote by L(x) the corresponding compact Riemann
surface. Let us denote an arbitrary point of L(x) by P = (u(P ), v(P )). The covering u : L(x) → CP 1

sending a point P to u(P ) is ramified at the four ramification points P0 = (0, 0), P1 = (1, 0), Px = (x, 0)
and P∞ = (∞,∞) and their projection on the u-sphere, 0, 1, x,∞ are called the branch points of the
covering u.
Introduce the standard local coordinates on the surface L(x) as follows:

ζuk
(P ) =

√
u(P )− uk if P ∼ Puk

, with uk ∈ {0, 1, x} ,

ζ∞(P ) =
1√
u(P )

if P ∼ P∞, (2.1)

ζQ(P ) = u(P )− u(Q) if P ∼ Q and Q is a regular 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 Υ we define its value at a
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point Q̃ ∈ L(x) which is not a pole of Υ as the constant term of the Taylor series expansion of the
differential with respect to the standard local parameter ζ from the list (2.1) at Q̃, that is

Υ(Q̃) =
Υ(P )

dζ(P )

∣∣∣
P=Q̃

. (2.2)

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

ω =
du

I0 v
, (2.3)

where the normalization constant I0 is defined by

I0 =

∮
a

du

v
. (2.4)

Evaluating ω at ramification points and at some regular point Q0 according to (2.2), yields

ω(P0) :=
ω(Q)

d
√
u(Q)

∣∣∣
Q=P0,u=0

=
2

I0
√
x
, (2.5)

ω(P1) :=
ω(Q)

d
√
u(Q)− 1

∣∣∣
Q=P1,u=1

=
2

I0
√
1− x

, (2.6)

ω(Px) :=
ω(Q)

d
√
u(Q)− x

∣∣∣
Q=Px,u=x

=
2

I0
√
x(x− 1)

, (2.7)

ω(Q0) :=
ω(Q)

du(Q)

∣∣∣
Q=Q0

=
1

I0
√
y0(y0 − 1)(y0 − x)

, where y0 = u(Q0). (2.8)

As a corollary of these expressions, we obtain the following useful fact about the holomorphic normal-
ized differential:

ω2(P0) + ω2(P1) + ω2(Px) = 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 Q. As an example,
one can think of ω1(P )ω2(Q) where ωj are two Abelian differentials on L(x), however a bidifferential
is not always represented as such a product. The Riemann bidifferential is the unique bidifferential
on L(x) having the following three properties

• Symmetry: W (P,Q) =W (Q,P );

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

W (P,Q) =
P∼Q

(
1

(ζ(P )− ζ(Q))2
+O(1)

)
dζ(P )dζ(Q); (2.10)

• Normalization by vanishing of the a-period:
∮
aW (P,Q) = 0.
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Due to the symmetry, the above integral can be computed with respect to either P or Q. Clearly, W
depends on the choice of a canonical homology basis. As a consequence of this definition we have:∮

b
W (P,Q) = 2πiω(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 (2.2) while fixing one of the arguments, say P , of W and considering the
bidifferential as a differential in the second argument Q. Thus, for a point R ∈ L(x) we obtain an
Abelian differential of the second kind

W (P, Q̃) =
W (P,Q)

dζ(Q)

∣∣∣
Q=Q̃

.

with a unique pole of order two at P = Q̃ of biresidue 1 and vanishing a-period. Here ζ is the standard
local parameter from the list (2.1) at Q̃.
For the differentials of the second kind obtained in this way fromW , in the case when the pole is located
at one of the ramification points of L(x) , 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, Puk

) is the unique Abelian differential of the second kind with a second order pole at
P = Puk

with biresidue 1 and vanishing a-period. We need to introduce some normalization constants,
similarly to I0 in (2.3). More precisely, we have

W (P, P0) =
(

1
ω(P0)u(P ) + I0

)
ω(P ), I0 =

∮
a

ω(P )

ω(P0)u(P )
; (2.12)

W (P, P1) =
(

1
ω(P1)(u(P )−1) + I1

)
ω(P ), I1 =

∮
a

ω(P )

ω(P0)(u(P )− 1)
; (2.13)

W (P, Px) =
(

1
ω(Px)(u(P )−x) + Ix

)
ω(P ), Ix =

∮
a

ω(P )

ω(P0)(u(P )− x)
. (2.14)

Evaluating with respect to the second argument at another ramification point, we get

W (Px, P0) =

(
1

ω(P0)x
+ I0

)
ω(Px) =

(
Ix − 1

ω(Px)x

)
ω(P0), (2.15)

W (Px, P1) =

(
1

ω(P1)(x− 1)
+ I1

)
ω(Px) =

(
Ix − 1

ω(Px)(x− 1)

)
ω(P1) ; (2.16)

and, similarly,

W (Q0, Px) =

(
1

ω(Px)(y0 − x)
+ Ix

)
ω(Q0) . (2.17)

Comparing the two expressions in each of (2.15) and (2.16), we obtain

I0

ω(P0)
=

Ix

ω(Px)
− xI20

4
; (2.18)

I1

ω(P1)
=

Ix

ω(Px)
− (x− 1)I20

4
; (2.19)

I0

ω(P0)
=

I1

ω(P1)
− I20

4
. (2.20)
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3 Isoperiodic deformations

Let us fix an arbitrary point Q0 ∈ L(x) different from the ramification points and let y0 := u(Q0) be
its projection on the u-sphere. Let A ∈ C and n ∈ N∪ {0} be also fixed. Define the following Abelian
differential of the second kind

Ω(P ) =W (n)(P,Q0) +Aω(P ) , P ∈ L(x), (3.1)

where ω the holomorphic normalized differential on L(x) and where W (n) 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 = Q0 :

W (n)(P,Q0) =
P∼Q0

(
1

(u(P )− y0)n+2
+O(1)

)
du(P ) . (3.2)

Here u(P )−y0 being the local parameter near Q0 and y0 = u(Q0) . Note that for n = 0 the differential
W (0)(P,Q0) =W (P,Q0). For positive n, differential (3.2) may be interpreted as the nth coefficient in
the Taylor series expansion of W (P,Q)/dζQ0(Q) with respect to the local parameter ζQ0(Q) (2.1) at
Q = Q0 and divided by (n+ 1).
The b-period of the normalized meromorphic differential (3.2) is given by (see, for example, Corollary
10-5 in [12]): ∮

b
W (n)(P,Q0) =

2πi

(n+ 1)
ω(n)(Q0) . (3.3)

Here ω(n)(Q0) is the nth coefficient in the Taylor series expansion of ω(P )/dζQ0(P ) at P = Q0

ω(P ) =
P∼Q0

(
ω(Q0) + ω(1)(Q0)ζQ0(P ) + · · ·+ ω(n)(Q0)ζ

n
Q0

(P ) + . . .
)
dζQ0(P ) (3.4)

with respect to the standard local parameter ζQ0(Q) (2.1) at Q0 . The b-period of W (n) can be also
obtained from (2.11).
Denote by τ the b-period of L(x), that is

τ =

∮
b
ω . (3.5)

The periods of Ω (3.1) are∮
a
Ω = A ,

∮
b
Ω =

2πi

n+ 1
ω(n)(Q0) +Aτ =: B . (3.6)

Let us now consider a family of compact Riemann surfaces L(x) corresponding to the curves (1.1)
parameterized by the values of x varying in some small, simply connected, open set X ⊂ 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 (3.6) of Ω is equal to α and is thus constant by construction. The b-period B in (3.6)
is in general a function of x and y0 . On the other hand, on can define a function y0(x) by requiring
that the b-period B of Ω be constant.
Let us define a section Q0(x) of the family of surfaces L(x) , x ∈ X by requiring that the periods of
differential Ω (3.1) be independent of x . Recall that we denote y0 = u(Q0). Our goal is to obtain a
differential equation for the function y0(x).
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Definition 1 Let L(x) be a family of Riemann surfaces of genus one parameterized by x ∈ X ⊂ C
with a consistent choice of canonical homology bases a, b. Let Ω = Ω(x) is a differential of the second
kind with a unique pole on L(x). We call a family of pairs (L(x),Ω), x ∈ X , defined by conditions∮
aΩ = const and

∮
bΩ = const isoperiodic. Alternatively, we can say that such a family gives an

isoperiodic deformation of the pair (L,Ω) with L ∈ L(x).

4 Bell polynomials

Here we introduce polynomials L, which will help us differentiate expression (2.8) with respect to y0,
see also [3]. Let us define

Ll(z1, . . . , zl) = l!
∑

p1+2p2+···+lpl=l
p1,...,pl≥0

(−1)
∑l

k=1 pk zp11 z
p2
2 . . . zpll

2
∑l

k=1 pk
∏l

k=1 pk!
∏l

k=1 k
pk
. (4.1)

For example, we have

L0 = 1, L1(z1) = −z1
2
, L2(z1, z2) =

z21
4

− z2
2
, L3(z1, z2, z3) = −z

3
1

8
+

3

4
z1z2 − z3 .

The polynomials Ll are related to the complete exponential Bell polynomials, see [1], 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 L(x) (1.1) for integer values of k ≥ 0 :

Σk :=
1

(−y0)k
+

1

(1− y0)k
+

1

(x− y0)k
. (4.2)

One sees, for example, that ∂
∂y0

Σk = kΣk+1. The following result shows an application of polynomials
Ll in our context.

Lemma 1 Let the polynomials Ll be as above and the value ω(Q0) be defined by (2.8). Then for any
integer n and any integer l ≥ 0

∂lω(Q0)

∂yl0
= ω(Q0)Ll(−Σ1, . . . ,−Σl) . (4.3)

Proof. As is easy to see, the first derivative is ∂ω(Q0)
∂y0

= 1
2ω(Q0)Σ1 . Thus the derivatives in question

can be written in the form of ω(Q0) multiplied by some polynomial in Σ1, . . . ,Σl of the following form

∂lω(Q0)

∂yl0
=

∂l

∂yl0

{
1

I0
√
y0(y0 − 1)(y0 − x)

}
= ω(Q0)

∑
p1+2p2+···+lpl=l

p1,...,pl≥0

Cp1p2...plΣ
p1
1 Σp2

2 . . .Σpl
l

with some coefficients Cp1p2...pl . 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 ω(Q0), one sees the following recursion
relation for coefficients Cp1p2...pl

Cp1p2...pl =
1

2
Cp1−1,p2...pl−1

+
l−1∑
n=1

n(pn + 1)Cp1...pn−1,pn+1,pn+1−1,pn+2...pl−1
.
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It is straightforward to verify that the coefficients

Cp1p2...pl =
l!

2
∑l

k=1 pk
∏l

k=1 pk!
∏l

k=1 k
pk

(4.4)

satisfy this recursion with the initial value C0 = 1 . 2 To shorten the expressions, we will write

Ll := Ll(−Σ1, . . . ,−Σl) =
∑

p1+2p2+···+lpl=l
p1,...,pl≥0

l! Σp1
1 Σp2

2 . . .Σpl
l

2
∑l

k=1 pk
∏l

k=1 pk!
∏l

k=1 k
pk
. (4.5)

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

Ln+1 =

n∑
k=0

n!

2(n− k)!
Ln−kΣk+1, (4.6)

where Σj is defined by (4.2).

Proof. From Lemma 1 we have

Ln+1 =
1

ω(Q0)

∂n+1ω(Q0)

∂yn+1
0

=
1

ω(Q0)

∂n

∂yn0

∂ω(Q0)

∂y0
=

1

ω(Q0)

∂n

∂yn0

∂ω(Q0)

∂y0
=

1

ω(Q0)

∂n {ω(Q0)L1}
∂yn0

.

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

Ln+1 =
1

ω(Q0)

n∑
k=0

(
n

k

)
∂n−kω(Q0)

∂yn−k
0

∂kL1

∂yk0
.

Using now L1 = 1
2Σ1 according to (4.5) and ∂k

∂yk0
Σ1 = k!Σk+1, which follows from definition (4.2) of

Σk and Lemma 1 again, we prove the corollary. 2

Corollary 2 For the polynomials Ln defined by (4.5) with arguments Σk given by (4.2), we have

∂

∂y0
Ln = Ln+1 − LnL1 . (4.7)

Proof. Lemma 1 implies

∂

∂y0
Ln =

∂

∂y0

{
1

ω(Q0)

∂nω(Q0)

∂yn0

}
=

1

ω(Q0)

∂n+1ω(Q0)

∂yn+1
0

− 1

ω2(Q0)

∂nω(Q0)

∂yn0

∂ω(Q0)

∂y0

which due to Lemma 1 coincides with (4.7). 2
Let us now prove the following useful expression for the partial derivative of Ll with respect to x,
while assuming that y0 does not depend on x.

Lemma 2 Let Ln be a polynomial defined by (4.5) with Σk being the sum from (4.2). Let ω(Q0) be
defined by (2.8). Assuming x and y0 to be independent, we have

∂Ln

∂x
=

Ln

2(x− y0)
− 1

2ω(Q0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
= − n

2ω(Q0)(x− y0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
. (4.8)

7



Proof. From definition (4.5) of Ln we have

∂Ln

∂x
=

n∑
k=1

∑
p1+2p2+···+npn=n

p1,...,pn≥0

n! Σp1
1 Σp2

2 . . .Σpn
n pk(−k)

2
∑n

k=1 pk
∏n

k=1 pk!
∏n

k=1 k
pkΣk(x− y0)k+1

= −1

2

n∑
k=1

∑
p̂1+2p̂2+···+np̂n=n−k

p̂j=pj , if j ̸=k, p̂k=pk−1

n! Σp̂1
1 Σp̂2

2 . . .Σp̂n
n

2
∑n

k=1 p̂k
∏n

k=1 p̂k!
∏n

k=1 k
p̂k(x− y0)k+1

= −1

2

n∑
k=1

n!Ln−k

(n− k)!(x− y0)k+1
.

On the other hand, by Leibniz rule and Lemma 1,

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
=

n∑
k=0

n!

k!(n− k)!

∂n−k

∂yn−k
0

ω(Q0)
∂k

∂yk0

{
1

x− y0

}
=

n∑
k=0

n!

(n− k)!

ω(Q0)Ln−k

(x− y0)k+1

=
ω(Q0)Ln

x− y0
− 2ω(Q0)

∂Ln

∂x
, (4.9)

where in the last equality we used the above result for ∂Ln
∂x . The last expression implies the first

equality in (4.8).
Alternatively, we can rewrite the expression obtained for ∂Ln/∂x by changing the summation index
to s := k − 1

∂Ln

∂x
= − n

2(x− y0)

n−1∑
s=0

(n− 1)!Ln−1−s

(n− 1− s)!(x− y0)s+1
,

which can be interpreted using the (n− 1)th derivative of ω(Q0)/(x− y0) as in the second equality of
(4.8). 2

5 Rauch variation

Recall that our goal is to obtain a differential equation for the projection of Q0 on the u-sphere denoted
by y0 as a function of x. To this end, we will start by differentiating relations (3.6) with respect to
x. To differentiate with respect to the branch point x, 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 (1.1). Namely,
consider a family of compact surfaces corresponding to the curves

{(u, v) ∈ C2|v2 = (u− u1)(u− u2)(u− u3)}

parameterized by distinct values of the branch points u1, u2, u3 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 ω(P ) = 1

2πi

∮
bW (P,Q)

be the holomorphic normalized differential and τ =
∮
b ω be the modulus of the elliptic surface. Then

using notation (2.2) for evaluation of differentials at a ramification point Puj with respect to the

standard local parameter ζuj (P ) =
√
u(P )− uj , for j = 1, 2, 3 we have:

∂Rauch

∂uj
W (P,Q) =

1

2
W (P, Puj )W (Puj , Q) , (5.1)
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where the notation ∂Rauch means that the projections of the points P and Q on the u-sphere are kept
fixed for the differentiation with respect to uj . By performing the integration over the b cycles, we
deduce from (5.1) the variational formulas for ω and τ :

∂Rauchω(P )

∂uj
=

1

2
W (P, Puj )ω(Puj ); (5.2)

∂Rauchτ

∂uj
= πiω2(Puj ), (5.3)

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

Lemma 3 Let L(x) be the compact Riemann surfaces of genus one corresponding to the algebraic
curves (1.1) with x ∈ X ⊂ 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 (2.1) and (2.2). Let ω be the holomorphic normalized differential
(2.3), (2.4) andW (P,Q) be the fundamental Riemann bidifferential (2.10) on L(x) . Then the following
variational formulas hold:

dω(Px)

dx
= −1

2
ω(P0)W (Px, P0)−

1

2
ω(P1)W (Px, P1);

dW (Q0, Px)

dx
= −1

2
W (Q0, P0)W (P0, Px)−

1

2
W (Q0, P1)W (P1, Px)−

∂

∂y0
W (Q0, Px)+

∂

∂y0
W (Q0, Px)y

′
0 .

Proof. Let ε be a complex number sufficiently close to zero and let the ramified covering uε : L(x) →
CP 1 be defined by uε : P 7→ u(P )+ ε , where P = (u(P ), v(P )) is a point of the curve (1.1). For ε = 0
we obtain the covering u from Section 2.
The covering uε is ramified at the ramification points P0 = (0, 0), P1 = (1, 0), Px = (x, 0) and
P∞ = (∞,∞) for any ε; the branch points of uε are at u1 := ε, u2 := 1 + ε, u3 := x+ ε, ∞.
Denote byWε(Q0, Px) the Riemann bidifferentialW (2.10) evaluated at the pointsQ0 and Px according
to definition (2.2) with respect to the standard local parameters induced by the covering uε . Assume
for a moment that the point Q0 is an arbitrary regular point of the covering, in particular that its
position does not depend on x. Note thatW ε(Q0, Px) is a function of the branch points: uε1 := ε, uε2 :=
1 + ε, uε3 := x+ ε and of yε0 := y0 + ε, the uε coordinate of Q0. Thus we have

d

dε
W ε(Q0, Px) =

∂W ε(Q0, Px)

∂uε1
+
∂W ε(Q0, Px)

∂uε2
+
∂W ε(Q0, Px)

∂uε3
+
∂W ε(Q0, Px)

∂yε0
. (5.4)

On the other hand, the standard local parameters (2.1) at Q0 and at Px induced by the covering
uε with respect to which the evaluation W ε(Q0, Px) is computed do not depend on ε : we have
ζu3(P ) =

√
uε(P )− u3 =

√
u(P )− x = ζx(P ) and ζQ0(P ) = uε(P ) − uε(Q0) = u(P ) − u(Q0) and

thus

W ε(Q0, Px) =
W (P,Q)

dζu3(P )dζQ0(Q)

∣∣∣
P=Px
Q=Q0

=
W (P,Q)

dζx(P )dζQ0(Q)

∣∣∣
P=Px
Q=Q0

=W (Q0, Px) . (5.5)

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

∂W (Q0, Px)

∂u01
+
∂W (Q0, Px)

∂u02
+
∂W (Q0, Px)

∂u03
+
∂W (Q0, Px)

∂y0
= 0 . (5.6)

9



Now, the derivatives with respect to u01 and u02 can be obtained by Rauch formulas (5.1). Using at
the same time uε0 = x, we rewrite (5.6) in the form:

∂W (Q0, Px)

∂x
= −1

2
W (Q0, P0)W (P0, Px)−

1

2
W (Q0, P1)W (P1, Px)−

∂W (Q0, Px)

∂y0
. (5.7)

Thus we have obtained the derivative of W (Q0, Px) with respect to x assuming that Q0 does not
depend on x. The full derivative with respect to x can then be written as

dW (Q0, Px)

dx
=
∂W (Q0, Px)

∂x
+ y′0

∂W (Q0, Px)

∂y0
,

which, together with (5.7), gives the second formula of the lemma. The derivative with respect to x
of ω(Px) is obtained in a similar although simpler way, as there is no dependence on Q0 . 2

Corollary 3 Let the normalizing constant Ix be defined by (2.14) and let L1 stand, as before, for

L1 = −1
2

(
1
y0

+ 1
y0−1 + 1

y0−x

)
according to (4.1), (4.2) and (4.5). Then, with the assumptions and

notation of Lemma 3, the variational formulas of the lemma can be rewritten as follows:

dω(Px)

dx
=
ω(Px)

2

(
Ixω(Px)−

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
, (5.8)

and

dW (Q0, Px)

dx
= − ω(Q0)

2ω(Px)

(
1

y0 − x

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
− 1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
+

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
+

1

2
(Ix)2ω(Q0)ω(Px)

− ω(Q0)I
x

2

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
+

1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
+ (y′0 − 1)

(
− ω(Q0)

ω(Px)(y0 − x)2
+W (Px, Q0)L1

)
. (5.9)

Proof. The derivative of ω(Px) is obtained by plugging expressions (2.15) and (2.16) for W (P0, Px)
and W (P1, Px) in terms of Ix into the expression of Lemma 3 and then using relation (2.9) as well as
explicit expressions (2.5)-(2.7) for ω(Pj) .
For the derivative of W (Q0, Px), we rewrite the expression from Lemma 3 plugging in expressions
(2.15)-(2.16) and (2.12)-(2.14) with P = Q0 :

dW (Q0, Px)

dx
= −1

2

(
1

ω(P0)y0
+ I0

)
ω(Q0)

(
Ix − 1

ω(Px)x

)
ω(P0)

− 1

2

(
1

ω(P1)(y0 − 1)
+ I1

)
ω(Q0)

(
Ix − 1

ω(Px)(x− 1)

)
ω(P1)

+ (y′0 − 1)
∂

∂y0

{(
1

ω(Px)(y0 − x)
+ Ix

)
ω(Q0)

}
.

Now, we express I0 and I1 from (2.18) and (2.19), evaluating at the same time the derivative with
respect to y0 explicitly differentiating expression (2.14) with P = Q0 for W (Q0, Px) . This yields:

dW (Q0, Px)

dx
= −ω(Q0)

2

(
1

y0
+
ω2(P0)I

x

ω(Px)
− ω2(P0)I

2
0x

4

)(
Ix − 1

ω(Px)x

)
− ω(Q0)

2

(
1

y0 − 1
+
ω2(P1)I

x

ω(Px)
− (x− 1)I20ω

2(P1)

4

)(
Ix − 1

ω(Px)(x− 1)

)
+ (y′0 − 1)

(
− ω(Q0)

ω(Px)(y0 − x)2
+W (Px, Q0)L1

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

(2.18)
ω2(P0)I20x

4 = 1 and due to (2.19)
(x−1)I20ω

2(P1)
4 = −1. Then using again (2.5)-(2.7) to obtain

ω2(P0)
xω2(Px)

= 1− 1
x and ω2(P1)

ω2(Px)(x−1)
= −1− 1

x−1 while collecting terms with equal powers of Ix and using

(2.9), we obtain the claim of the lemma. 2

6 Isoperiodicity equation

Let us first rewrite the expression for the b-period of Ω from (3.6) more explicitly using the Bell
polynomial Ln. Given that ω(n)(Q0) is the nth term in the Taylor expansion (3.4) it is proportional
to the n-fold derivative of the function ω(P )/dζQ0(P ) evaluated at P = Q0, which is the same as
the n-fold derivative with respect to y0 of the function ω(Q0) given by (2.8). Due to Lemma 1 and
notation (4.5), we have

B =

∮
b
Ω =

2πi

n+ 1
ω(n)(Q0) +Aτ =

2πi

(n+ 1)!
ω(Q0)Ln +Aτ . (6.1)

Differentiating this equality with respect to x, we can express y′0 = dy0/dx as follows.

Lemma 4 Let Ω be the meromorphic differential of the second kind defined by (3.1) on the each
compact surface L(x) corresponding to the curve (1.1) for x ∈ X ⊂ C \ {0, 1}. Let the position
Q0 ∈ L(x) of the pole of Ω be defined by the conditions

∮
aΩ = const and

∮
bΩ = const. Then the

u-coordinate y0 = u(Q0) of the pole as a function of x satisfies

y′0 = − 1

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

(
ω(Px)W (Q0, Px)Ln − n

(x− y0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+A(n+ 1)!ω2(Px)

)
. (6.2)

Proof. Given that the b-period of Ω (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

0 =
2πi

(n+ 1)!

dω(Q0)

dx
Ln +

2πi

(n+ 1)!
ω(Q0)

dLn

dx
+A

dτ

dx

=
2πi

(n+ 1)!

(
∂Rauchω(Q0)

∂x
+
∂ω(Q0)

∂y0
y′0

)
Ln +

2πi

(n+ 1)!
ω(Q0)

(
∂Ln

∂x
+
∂Ln

∂y0
y′0

)
+A

∂Rauchτ

∂x
.

Plugging in Rauch derivatives (5.2), (5.3) and (4.3) from Lemma 1 as well as (4.7) and the second
equality of Lemma 2 for derivatives of Ln, we obtain the claim of the lemma. 2

Example 1 In the case n = 0, the differential Ω (3.1) is given by

Ω(P ) =W (P,Q0) +Aω(P ) .

Applying Lemma 4, and using L0 = 1 and L1(−Σ1) = 1
2Σ1 with Σ1 = − 1

y0
− 1

y0−1 − 1
y0−x , we can

express y′0 in terms of Ω(Px) as follows:

y′0 =
ω(Px)Ω(Px)

ω(Q0)
(

1
y0

+ 1
y0−1 + 1

y0−x

) .
11



Now, our aim is to differentiate the expression for y′0 from Lemma 4 the second time with respect to
the branch point x in order to derive a second order ODE for the function y0(x) .

Theorem 1 Let n ≥ 0 be a fixed integer and let Ω be the meromorphic differential of the second kind
defined by (3.1) on each compact surface L(x) corresponding to the curve (1.1) for x ∈ X ⊂ 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 fixed for all x ∈ X . Let the position Q0 ∈ L(x) of the pole of Ω be defined by the conditions∮
aΩ = const and

∮
bΩ = const. Then the u-coordinate y0 = u(Q0) of the pole as a function of x satisfies

the following second order ordinary differential equation:

y′′0 = −(y′0)
2Ln+2

Ln+1
− y′0

(
1

x
+

1

x− 1
+

1

y0 − x

)
+ y′0

(n+ 1)!

(x− y0)n+2Ln+1

n∑
s=0

Ls(x− y0)
s

s!

+
n!

(
1
x + 1

x−1 + 2
y0−x

)
2(x− y0)n+1Ln+1

n−1∑
s=0

Ls(x− y0)
s

s!
− n!

2(x− y0)n+2Ln+1

n−1∑
s=0

(n− s)Ls(x− y0)
s

s!

− n!

4(x− y0)n+2Ln+1

n−1∑
s=1

s−1∑
k=0

Lk(x− y0)
k

k!
− Ln

4Ln+1

(
2

y0 − x

(
1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
+

3

(y0 − x)2
+

1

x− 1
− 1

x

)
.

(6.3)

Proof. Let us differentiate expression (6.2) for y′0 with respect to x in the following way:

y′′0 = −
d
dx {Ln+1ω(Q0))}
Ln+1ω(Q0)

y′0

− 1

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

d

dx

(
ω(Px)W (Q0, Px)Ln − n

(x− y0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+A(n+ 1)!ω2(Px)

)
. (6.4)

Using (4.7) and (4.8) to differentiate polynomial Ln+1 and (4.3) to differentiate ω(Q0) with respect
to y0 and the Rauch formula (5.2) with uj = x to differentiate ω(Q0) with respect to x , the first line
in (6.4) gives

−
d
dx {Ln+1ω(Q0))}
Ln+1ω(Q0)

y′0 = − y′0
Ln+1

(
∂Ln+1

∂x
+ y′0

∂Ln+1

∂y0

)
− y′0
ω(Q0)

(
∂Rauch

∂x

∣∣∣
y0=const

ω(Q0) + y′0
∂ω(Q0)

∂y0

)
= − y′0

Ln+1

(
− n+ 1

2ω(Q0)(x− y0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+ y′0(Ln+2 − L1Ln+1)

)
− y′0
ω(Q0)

(
1

2
ω(Px)W (Px, Q0) + y′0ω(Q0)L1

)
Differentiating the first term in the second line of (6.4) is done with the help of formulas (5.8) and
(5.9) from corollary 3 for the full derivatives of ω(Px) and of W (Q0, Px) as well as formulas (4.8) and
(4.7) for derivatives of Ln :

d

dx
(ω(Px)W (Q0, Px)Ln) =

1

2

(
Ixω(Px)−

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
ω(Px)W (Q0, Px)Ln

+

[
− ω(Q0)

2ω(Px)

(
1

y0 − x

(
1

y0
− 1

x

)
+

1

x
− 1

x− 1
+

1

y0 − x

(
1

y0 − 1
− 1

x− 1

))
12



− ω(Q0)I
x

2

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
+

1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
+

1

2
(Ix)2ω(Q0)ω(Px)

+(y′0 − 1)

(
− ω(Q0)

ω(Px)(y0 − x)2
+W (Px, Q0)L1

)]
ω(Px)Ln

+

(
− n

2ω(Q0)(x− y0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+ y′0(Ln+1 − LnL1)

)
ω(Px)W (Q0, Px) .

Let us differentiate the second term in the second line of (6.4):

d

dx

(
− n

(x− y0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

})
=
n(1− y′0)

(x− y0)2
∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
− n

(x− y0)

∂

∂x

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
− ny′0

(x− y0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
.

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

∂

∂x

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
=

∂

∂x

n−1∑
s=0

(n− 1)!Lsω(Q0)

s!(x− y0)n−s

=
1

2

ω(Px)W (Px, Q0)

ω(Q0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
−

n−1∑
s=0

(n− 1)!(n− s)Lsω(Q0)

s!(x− y0)n−s+1
−

n−1∑
s=0

(n− 1)!s ∂s−1

∂ys−1
0

{
ω(Q0)
x−y0

}
2s!(x− y0)n−s+1

,

where in the first term we differentiated ω(Q0) according to Rauch (5.2) and in the last term we used
(4.8) to differentiate Ls .
The derivative of the last term in (6.4) is a straightforward application of (5.8) from Corollary 3.
Collecting all these derivatives in (6.4) and cancelling two terms of the form (y′0)

2L1 and two terms
of the form y′0W (Px, Q0)ω(Px)LnL1, we obtain

y′′0 = − y′0
Ln+1

(
− n+ 1

2ω(Q0)(x− y0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+ y′0Ln+2

)
− y′0

2

ω(Px)W (Px, Q0)

ω(Q0)

− 1

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

{
1

2

(
Ixω(Px)−

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
ω(Px)W (Q0, Px)Ln

+ ω(Px)Ln

[
− ω(Q0)

2ω(Px)

(
1

y0 − x

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
− 1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
+

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
−ω(Q0)I

x

2

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
+

1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
+

1

2
(Ix)2ω(Q0)ω(Px)−

ω(Q0)(y
′
0 − 1)

ω(Px)(y0 − x)2
−W (Px, Q0)L1

]
+

(
− n

2ω(Q0)(x− y0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+ y′0Ln+1

)
ω(Px)W (Q0, Px)

}
− 1

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

[
n(1− y′0)

(x− y0)2
∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}

− n

(x− y0)

1

2

ω(Px)W (Px, Q0)

ω(Q0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
−

n−1∑
s=0

(n− 1)!(n− s)Lsω(Q0)

s!(x− y0)n−s+1
−

n−1∑
s=0

(n− 1)!s ∂s−1

∂ys−1
0

{
ω(Q0)
x−y0

}
2s!(x− y0)n−s+1


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− ny′0
(x− y0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}]
− A(n+ 1)!ω2(Px)

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

(
Ixω(Px)−

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
. (6.5)

Let us now note that the first terms in lines 5 and 7 coincide and their sum can be rewritten, expressing
W (Q0, Px) as in (2.17), in the following form:

n

2Ln+1ω(Q0)(x− y0)

ω(Px)W (Px, Q0)

ω(Q0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
=

n

2Ln+1ω(Q0)(x− y0)

(
Ixω(Px)−

1

x
− 1

x− 1
+

1

y0 − x
+

1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
, (6.6)

where some terms were added and subtracted for the next step. Let us now combine the first three
terms in (6.6) and the last group of terms in (6.5):

− 1

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

(
Ixω(Px)−

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)(
− n

(x− y0)

∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+A(n+ 1)!ω2(Px)

)
=

(
Ixω(Px)−

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)(
y′0 +

ω(Px)W (Px, Q0)Ln

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

)
,

where we used expression (6.2) for y′0 from Lemma 4. The last obtained expression cancels partially
against the term in the second line of (6.5). Incorporating all these transformations in (6.5), opening

some of the parentheses, replacing ω(Px)W (Px,Q0)
ω(Q0)

by 1
y0−x + Ixω(Px) according to (2.17), we obtain:

y′′0 = − y′0
Ln+1

(
− n+ 1

2ω(Q0)(x− y0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+ y′0Ln+2

)
− y′0

(
1

y0 − x
+ Ixω(Px)

)
+

Ln

4Ln+1

(
1

y0 − x

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
− 1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
+

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
+
Ixω(Px)Ln

4Ln+1

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
+

1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
− ω2(Px)Ln(I

x)2

4Ln+1
+

(y′0 − 1)Ln

2(y0 − x)2Ln+1

+
LnL1

2Ln+1

(
1

y0 − x
+ Ixω(Px)

)
− n(1− y′0)

2Ln+1ω(Q0)(x− y0)2
∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}

− 1

2Ln+1

n−1∑
s=0

n!(n− s)Ls

s!(x− y0)n−s+2
− 1

4Ln+1ω(Q0)

n−1∑
s=0

n!s ∂s−1

∂ys−1
0

{
ω(Q0)
x−y0

}
s!(x− y0)n−s+2

+
1

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

ny′0
(x− y0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+

(
Ixω(Px)−

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)(
y′0 +

Ln

4Ln+1

(
1

y0 − x
+ Ixω(Px)

))
+

n

2Ln+1ω(Q0)(x− y0)

(
1

y0 − x
+

1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
. (6.7)

It remains to collect the terms with Ix and (Ix)2 to see that they vanish and note that the remaining
terms are rational. We have
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y′′0 = − y′0
Ln+1

(
− n+ 1

2ω(Q0)(x− y0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
+ y′0Ln+2

)
− y′0
y0 − x

+
Ln

4Ln+1

(
1

y0 − x

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
− 1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
+

1

x
− 1

x− 1

)
+

(y′0 − 1)Ln

2(y0 − x)2Ln+1
− LnL1

2Ln+1(x− y0)
− n(1− y′0)

2Ln+1ω(Q0)(x− y0)2
∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}

− 1

2Ln+1

n−1∑
s=0

n!(n− s)Ls

s!(x− y0)n−s+2
− 1

4Ln+1ω(Q0)

n−1∑
s=0

n!s ∂s−1

∂ys−1
0

{
ω(Q0)
x−y0

}
s!(x− y0)n−s+2

+
1

2Ln+1ω(Q0)

ny′0
(x− y0)

∂n

∂yn0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
−
(
1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
y′0 +

Ln

4Ln+1(x− y0)

(
1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
+

n

2Ln+1ω(Q0)(x− y0)

(
1

y0 − x
+

1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
∂n−1

∂yn−1
0

{
ω(Q0)

x− y0

}
. (6.8)

Rewriting derivatives of ω(Q0)
x−y0

with respect to y0 in terms of polynomials Ll as in (4.9), we see that
the obtained equation is equivalent to the claim of the theorem. 2

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

y′′0 =
(y′0)

2

2

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
+

1

y0 − x

)
+

(y′0)
2
(

1
y20

+ 1
(y0−1)2

+ 1
(y0−x)2

)
1
y0

+ 1
y0−1 + 1

y0−x

− y′0

(
1

x
+

1

x− 1
+

1

y0 − x

)
− 2y′0(

1
y0

+ 1
y0−1 + 1

y0−x

)
(y0 − x)2

+

2
x(y0−x) +

2
(x−1)(y0−x) +

1
x−1 − 1

x + 3
(y0−x)2

2
(

1
y0

+ 1
y0−1 + 1

y0−x

) .

Example 3 For n = 1, the differential equation from Theorem 1 reads

y′′0 =
(y′0)

2

2

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
+

1

y0 − x

)
− y′0

(
1

x
+

1

x− 1
+

1

y0 − x

)
+

1(
1
y0

+ 1
y0−1 + 1

y0−x

)2
+ 2

(
1
y20

+ 1
(y0−1)2

+ 1
(y0−x)2

)×
×
[
2(y′0)

2

((
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
+

1

y0 − x

)(
1

y20
+

1

(y0 − 1)2
+

1

(y0 − x)2

)
+ 2

(
1

y30
+

1

(y0 − 1)3
+

1

(y0 − 1)3

))
+

4y′0
(y0 − x)3

(
x

y0
+
x− 1

y0 − 1
− 1

)
+

2

(x− y0)2

(
1

x
+

1

x− 1
+

3

y0 − x

)
+
1

2

(
1

y0
+

1

y0 − 1
+

1

y0 − x

)(
2

y0 − x

(
1

x
+

1

x− 1

)
+

3

(y0 − x)2
+

1

x− 1
− 1

x

)]
.

Theorem 1 gives a necessary condition for the deformations of an elliptic curve carrying a differential
Ω (3.1) to be isoperiodic in the sense of Definition 1. The next theorem gives a sufficient condition.
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Theorem 2 Let n ≥ 0 be a fixed integer, x0 ∈ C\{0, 1}, and let Ω(x0) be the meromorphic differential
of the second kind defined by (3.1) on a compact Riemann surface L(x0) of the curve (1.1) with x = x0
and some choice of a point Q0(x0) ∈ L(x0) different from ramification points. Assume that x0 and
Q0(x0) are such that ω(n+1)(Q0(x0)) ̸= 0 for ω(n+1) defined by (3.4). Let {a, b} be a canonical homology
basis on L(x0) such that the projections u(a) and u(b) do not intersect a certain neighbourhood X̂ of
x0. Then there exists a unique continuous family (L(x),Ω(x)), x ∈ X ⊂ X̂ , where the family of curves
L(x) (1.1) admits a continuous section Q0(x) ∈ L(x) such that Ω(x) is a differential (3.1) of the
second kind with a pole of order n+ 1 at Q0(x) having a- and b-periods independent of x ∈ X .

Proof. Given that the a-period of Ω = Ω(x) is constant by definition (3.1), an isoperiodic deformation
is defined by the condition

∮
bΩ(x) = const. The quantity

∮
bΩ(x) is a function of x and y0. By the

implicit function theorem, the relation
∮
bΩ(x) = const defines a function y0(x) in a neighbourhood of

x = x0 if ∂
∂y0

|x=x0

∮
bΩ(x) ̸= 0. Note first that due to (3.1) and (3.2), ∂Ω

∂y0
= ∂W (n)(P,Q0)

∂y0
is a differential

of the second kind with a pole at Q0 of the order one higher than the order of the pole of W (n)(P,Q0)
with the Laurent series at the pole of the form

W (n)(P,Q0) =
P∼Q0

(
n+ 2

(u(P )− y0)n+3
+O(u(P )− y0)

)
du(P ) .

Moreover, the a-period of ∂Ω
∂y0

vanishes just like the a-period of Ω. This, due to the unicity of a
normalized differential of the second kind with a given behaviour at the pole, implies

∂Ω

∂y0
= (n+ 2)W (n+1)(P,Q0).

Now, by (3.2) and (3.3) for x ∈ X̂ where the contour b is fixed by the condition u(b) = const, we have

∂

∂y0

∮
b
Ω =

∮
b

∂Ω

∂y0
= (n+ 2)

∮
b
W (n+1)(P,Q0) = 2πiω(n+1)(Q0(x0)).

This is non-zero given the choice of x0. This proves the existence of an isoperiodic deformation in
some neighbourhood X ⊂ X̂ of x0.
Now, Theorem 1 states that for every continuous isoperiodic deformation, y0(x) should satisfy equa-
tion (6.3). In addition, we know that for an isoperiodic deformation, y′0(x) is given by (6.2). There
is a unique solution to (6.3), (6.2) passing through the point y0(x0). This proves the unicity of an
isoperiodic deformation of the pair (L,Ω(x0)). 2

Note that the condition given in Theorem 2 for x0 is valid for a generic point x0 ∈ C \ {0, 1} as
ω(n+1)(Q0(x0)) = 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(x)
corresponding to the elliptic curve of equation (1.1) with an arbitrary point Q0 and the normalized
differentials of the second kind

Ω
(n+1)
Q0

(P ) :=W (n)(P,Q0) , P ∈ L(x), (7.1)
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with a unique pole at Q0 of order n+ 2. Denote further

U := − 1

2πi

∮
b
Ω
(1)
Q0
, V := − 1

πi

∮
b
Ω
(2)
Q0
. (7.2)

Remark 1 If an elliptic curve is given by (1.1) with real x, then it admits an antiholomorphic invo-
lution

ρ(u, v) = (ū, v̄),

see e.g. [6]; the canonical basis of cycles can then be chosen so that ρa = a, ρb = −b. In this case, for
the holomorphic normalized differential (2.3), the normalization coefficient I0 is real and the b-period τ
(3.5) is purely imaginary, see e.g. [6]. Thus, if y0 = u(Q0) is real and such that y0(y0−1)(y0−x) > 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 (2.3), (2.4). Consider a meromor-
phic function µ with a unique pole of order three at Q0. Such a function exists for any point Q0 of an
elliptic curve, as one can take an appropriate shift of the derivative ℘′ of the corresponding Weierstrass
function. Due to the existence of the function µ, 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 ψ, is constructed from the polynomial

q(k) = kX + k2Y,

where k is the reciprocal of the local parameter ζ around Q0 on L(x). We may assume that µ =
k3 +O(1) for P close to Q0. The Baker-Akhiezer function has the following expansion at Q0:

ψ(X,Y ;P ) = ekX+k2Y
(
1 +

ξ1
k

+
ξ2
k2

+ . . .
)
, P ∼ Q0,

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

L = ∂2X + û, A = ∂3X +
3

2
∂X + ŵ,

where

û = −2
∂ξ1
∂X

, ŵ = 3ξ1
∂ξ1
∂X

+ 3
∂2ξ1
∂X2

− 3
∂ξ2
∂X

.

Then the Baker-Akhiezer function ψ satisfies the following system

Lϕ =
∂ψ

∂Y
, Aψ = µψ.

Compatibility condition for these two equations[
− ∂

∂Y
+ L,A

]
= 0,

is equivalent to the system of nonlinear PDEs for û and ŵ:

3

4
ûY − ŵX = 0, ŵY +

1

4
(ûXXX + 6ûûX) = 0.
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By excluding ŵ from the last two equations, one gets the following form of the Boussinesq equation
[5]:

3ûY Y + (6ûûX + ûXXX)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 [13] a
century later. As indicated in [5], the function

û(X,Y ) = 2
∂2

∂X2
ln θ(XU + Y V + z0) + c, (7.4)

solves the Boussinesq equation (7.3), where θ(z) is the theta-function associated with L(x) and U and
V are the b-periods of the differentials of the second kind (7.2) with a unique pole at Q0, and z0, c ∈ C
are constants. As an application of Theorem 1, we get the following proposition.

Proposition 1 Consider a continuous family of solutions û(X,Y ) (7.4) of the Boussinesq equation
(7.3), constructed on the Riemann surfaces L(x) and an arbitrary selected point Q0 ∈ L(x) parame-
terized by the values of x ∈ X ⊂ 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 û(y, t) in the family, then the
projection y0 = u(Q0) of the point Q0 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 û(y, t) in the family, then the
projection y0 = u(Q0) of the point Q0 on the u-sphere as a function of x satisfies equation (6.3)
with n = 1.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of formula (7.4) and Theorem (1). 2
Explicit forms of equation (6.3) 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 x0 ∈ C \ {0, 1}, and let L(x0) be the surface corresponding to the elliptic curve
given by (1.1) with x = x0. Let {a, b} be a canonical homology basis on L(x0) such that the projections

u(a) and u(b) do not intersect a certain neighbourhood X̂ of x0. Let Ω
(n+1)
Q0

(x0) be the normalized
meromorphic differential of the second kind defined by (7.1) with n ≥ 0 on L(x0) for some choice of a
point Q0(x0) ∈ L(x0) different from ramification points. Let û be a solution to the Boussinesq equation
defined by (7.4) on L(x0) corresponding to the point Q0 ∈ L(x0) with U and V defined by (7.2).

(i) Assume that n = 0 and that Q0(x0) is such that ω(1)(Q0(x0)) ̸= 0 where ω(1) is defined by (3.4).
Then there exists a unique local continuous deformation of the solution û preserving the wave
number U (7.2).

(ii) Assume that n = 1 and that Q0(x0) is such that ω(2)(Q0(x0)) ̸= 0 where ω(2) is defined by
(3.4). Then there exists a unique local continuous deformation of the solution û preserving the
frequency V (7.2).

These deformations correspond to the isoperiodic deformations (L(x),Ω(n+1)
Q0

(x)) of the pair

(L(x0),Ω(n+1)
Q0

(x0)) for x in a neighbourhood X ⊂ X̂ of x0.
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A solution û (7.4) is periodic in X with period T if and only if there exists a real number T > 0, such
that TU is a lattice point of the Jacobian of L(x). Similarly, û is periodic in Y with period T if and
only if there is a real number T > 0, such that TV is a lattice point of the Jacobian of L(x). The
lattice of the Jacobian of L(x) is generated by (1, τ), 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 û(X,Y ) be a solution
(7.4) of the Boussinesq equation (7.3), constructed from the Riemann surface L(x0) and its selected
point Q0 for which U (7.2) is real. Then, if L(x), x ∈ X ⊂ C \ {0, 1} where x0 ∈ X is a family

of surfaces from Theorem 1 with respect to the differential Ω = Ω
(1)
Q0

(7.1), then solutions û of the
Boussinesq equation constructed from surfaces L(x) form a continuous family of solutions periodic in
X with period T = 1/U .

Proposition 3 Consider a continuous family of solutions û(X,Y ) (7.4) of the Boussinesq equation
(7.3), constructed from a family of Riemann surfaces L(x) parameterized by x ∈ X ⊂ C \ {0, 1}, with
X being connected, and their selected points Q0 = Q0(x) ∈ L(x).

(i) Assume that each solution û(X,Y ) from the family is periodic in X with a period T ∈ R. Assume
also that there exists x0 ∈ X such that U(x0) (7.2) is real for the surface L(x0). Then U (7.2)
is real for all surfaces L(x) with x ∈ X ⊂ C \ {0, 1} and the projection y0 of Q0 on the u-sphere
as a function of x satisfies equation (6.3) with n = 0.

(ii) Assume that each solution û(X,Y ) from the family is periodic in Y with a period T ∈ R. Assume
also that there exists x0 ∈ X such that V (x0) (7.2) is real for the surface L(x0). Then V (7.2)
is real for all surfaces L(x) with x ∈ X ⊂ C \ {0, 1} and the projection y0 of Q0 on the u-sphere
as a function of x satisfies equation (6.3) with n = 1.

Proof. If solutions û(X,Y ) are periodic in X with period T ∈ R, then TU is a lattice vector for all
x ∈ X . If in addition U(x0) is real, then TU(x0) is an integer and thus, due to the continuity of U(x)
and connectedness of X , the quantity TU(x) is integer for all x ∈ X and TU(x) = TU(x0). Thus U(x)
is constant for all curves in the family L(x). Then, Theorem 1 is applicable to the family L(x) with
n = 0 and thus y0 satisfies (6.3) with n = 0. The proof of the second part of the theorem is analogous
with n = 1. 2
Conversely, from Theorem 2, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 4 Let x0 ∈ C \ {0, 1}, and let L(x0) be the surface corresponding to the elliptic curve
given by (1.1) with x = x0. Let {a, b} be a canonical homology basis on L(x0) such that the projections

u(a) and u(b) do not intersect a certain neighbourhood X̂ of x0. Let Ω
(n+1)
Q0

(x0) be the normalized
meromorphic differential of the second kind defined by (7.1) with n ≥ 0 on L(x0) for some choice
of a point Q0(x0) ∈ L(x0) different from ramification points. Let û be a solution to the Boussinesq
equation defined by (7.4) on L(x0) corresponding to the point Q0 ∈ L(x0).

(i) Assume that n = 0 and that the surface and the point Q0(x0) ∈ L(x0) are such that U (7.2) is
real and ω(1)(Q0(x0)) ̸= 0 where ω(1) is defined by (3.4). In this case, the solution û is periodic
in X with period 1/U and there is a unique continuous deformation û(x,X, Y ) of û(X,Y ) such
that for each x in some heighbourhood X ⊂ X̂ of x0 the function û(x,X, Y ) is a periodic in X
solution to the Boussinesq equation (7.3) with the same period 1/U .

(ii) Assume that n = 1 and that the surface and the point Q0(x0) ∈ L(x0) are such that V (7.2) is
real and ω(2)(Q0(x0)) ̸= 0 where ω(2) is defined by (3.4). In this case, the solution û is periodic
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in Y with period 1/V and there is a unique continuous deformation û(x,X, Y ) of û(X,Y ) such
that for each x in some neighbourhood X ⊂ X̂ of x0 the function û(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 x = x0, Theorem 2 gives a unique deformation of the pair (L(x0),Ω(n+1)
Q0

)

preserving the value of U . Thus U stays real for any curve from the isoperiodic family (L(x),Ω(n+1)
Q0

).
This implies that solutions û (7.4) constructed from L(x) for x ∈ X is also periodic in X and the
period is 1/U. 2

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 x0 and y0(x0) such that y0(y0−1)(y0−x) > 0 in order for U(x0) and
V (x0) to be real, that is in order for the assumptions of Propositions 3 and 4 concerning the reality of
U(x0) of V (x0) 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 :

V = ±4πi
√
3

3
U2

√
θ
′′′
1 (0)

θ′1(0)
.
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[4] V. Dragović, V. Shramchenko, Algebro-geometric approach to an Okamoto transformation, the
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