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Abstract. Solutions to the Riemann-Hilbert problems with irregular singularities naturally
associated to semisimple Frobenius manifold structures on Hurwitz spaces (moduli spaces of
meromorphic functions on a Riemann surface) are constructed. The solutions are given in terms
of meromorphic bidifferentials defined on the underlying Riemann surface. The relationship
between different classes of Frobenius manifolds structures on Hurwitz spaces (real doubles,
deformations) is described on the level of the corresponding Riemann-Hilbert problems.

1 Introduction

In its original formulation, the Riemann-Hilbert (Hilbert’s 21st) problem is the problem of exis-
tence of a Fuchsian system of linear ordinary differential equations on the Riemann sphere having
given singularities and monodromy data.

Another problem is to find a solution to that system. This problem can be reformulated
in a general form as the problem of reconstructing an analytic function in the complex plane
from jump conditions across some curves. The latter problem is also traditionally referred to as
the Riemann-Hilbert (factorization) problem; it is this meaning of the term that we adopt here.
Problems of this type play an important role in the theory of integrable systems, see the review
[10].

A solution to the Riemann-Hilbert problem can be rarely expressed in terms of known special
functions. There are, however, examples of monodromy data for which explicit solutions have
been found. For instance, in [15] the Riemann-Hilbert problem corresponding to a Fuchsian
system was solved for quasi-permutation monodromy matrices. The matrix solution was found
in terms of a generalization of the Szeg6 kernel on a Riemann surface. In the matrix dimension
two, the explicitly solvable Riemann-Hilbert problems with off-diagonal monodromies are used
in the theory of random matrices as asymptotic Riemann-Hilbert problems in the study of the
large N limit of Hermitian matrix models [4].

In this paper we present solutions to another class of Riemann-Hilbert problems. The prob-
lems studied here arise in the theory of Frobenius manifolds, which were introduced [6] as a
geometric formulation of the structure of the Witten-Dijkgraaf-Verlinde-Verlinde equations —
the structure which also appears in singularity theory, in the theory of Gromov-Witten invari-
ants of projective varieties and in other branches of mathematics, see [6, 7, 17].

We consider Frobenius manifold structures on Hurwitz spaces, i.e. on the moduli spaces of
pairs — a Riemann surface and a meromorphic function on the surface. There exist three classes
of Frobenius manifold structures on Hurwitz spaces. The first class was found in [6]. The other
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two classes [19, 20] are the so-called real doubles and deformations of the manifolds from [6].
All these Frobenius structures are semisimple, i.e. such that the algebras defined in the tangent
spaces to the manifolds contain no nilpotents.

Our motivation to study the Riemann-Hilbert problems related to Frobenius manifolds is
based on the fact that a semisimple Frobenius manifold can be reconstructed [7] from a funda-
mental solution to the associated Riemann-Hilbert problem. Therefore the relationships between
different Frobenius manifold structures on Hurwitz spaces may potentially be revealed by study-
ing the corresponding Riemann-Hilbert problems. Furthermore, such relationships could allow
to extend the notions of real doubles and deformations to an arbitrary semisimple Frobenius
manifold. In this paper we find transformations relating solutions to the Riemann-Hilbert prob-
lems corresponding to the three classes of Frobenius manifolds mentioned above. However, it is
not clear how these transformations generalize from the structures on Hurwitz spaces to other
Frobenius manifolds.

There are two Riemann-Hilbert problems — a Fuchsian and a non-Fuchsian one — associated
to each semisimple Frobenius manifold. The problems are dual to each other, i.e. related
by a formal Laplace transform [6]. In this paper we study the non-Fuchsian problem, which
is associated to a Frobenius manifold in the following way. Given a point on a semisimple
Frobenius manifold F of dimension n, one can construct the following non-Fuchsian matrix
ordinary differential equation on CP' with rational coefficients:

aa—f = (U+%V)\If. (1)

Here W is an n x n matrix-valued function on CP! x F; and U is the diagonal matrix U =
diag{A1,...,\n}, where {\;} is a distinguished set of coordinates on the Frobenius manifold,
the canonical coordinates (see Section 3.4). The skew-symmetric matrix V' is determined by the
Frobenius manifold as follows:

V= [, U], (2)

entries of the symmetric matrix I' are given by the rotation coefficients 3;; (defined below by
(27)) of the flat metric on the Frobenius manifold: I';; = §;; if ¢ # j and I';; = 0.

Equation (1) has a regular singularity at the origin and an irregular singularity at the point
at infinity. The monodromy data of this equation is called the monodromy data of the corres-
ponding Frobenius manifold; it was used for classifying all semisimple Frobenius manifolds [7].
The monodromy data includes the Stokes matrix at irregular singularity and the behaviour of
a solution at singular points.

The Frobenius manifold axioms imply the isomonodromy condition: the independence of the
monodromy at the origin and the Stokes matrix of equation (1) of the point of the Frobenius
manifold. This condition is equivalent to the compatibility of equation (1) with the following
system defining the dependence of the function ¥ on the canonical coordinates on the manifold:

ov
O\

Here E; is the matrix having only one non-vanishing entry, which is equal to one and stands on
the i-th place on the diagonal. In the matrix dimension 3, the compatibility condition of the sys-
tem (1), (3) is equivalent to the Painlevé-VI equation with the coefficients (1/8,—1/8,1/8,3/8),
see [6].



The fundamental solution to system (1), (3) contains the complete information about the
underlying Frobenius manifold structure [7].

The problem of reconstructing the solution to equation (1) from its monodromy data is the
Riemann-Hilbert problem corresponding to the Frobenius manifold.

The description of the Frobenius manifold structures on Hurwitz spaces includes represen-
tations of the matrices V and I' in terms of various meromorphic bidifferentials defined on the
Riemann surface. The main example of such a bidifferential is given by the canonical norma-
lized bidifferential W(P,Q) with vanishing a-periods and a second order pole on the diagonal.
Other bidifferenitals used in the construction include the Schiffer and Bergman kernels and a
deformation of the bidifferential W.

The purpose of this paper is to solve the system (1), (3) for Frobenius manifold structures
on Hurwitz spaces. The solutions are given in terms of the bidifferentials mentioned above. For
instance, in the case corresponding to the Frobenius structures from [6] on Hurwitz spaces of
the pairs (£, \) the solution is written in terms of the bidifferential W and has the form:

(\I/(Z))U = ZA(Q)W (Q, ). (4)

21f f

Here {P;}!' ;| are critical points of the meromorphic function A on the surface £; and @ stands
for a point on the surface; the bidifferential W is evaluated at the points P; with respect to a
local parameter defined by the function A. The integration paths {C; };L:l are given by contours
on the Riemann surface which go from a pole of the meromorphic function A to another pole
through a neighbourhood of one of the critical points {P]}’;:1 in a prescribed way. The direction
in which the contours approach poles of the meromorphic function depends on arg{z}. Thus,
the monodromy of W(z) is related to the monodromy in the appropriate space of contours on
the Riemann surface.

Example Frobenius manifold structures on the Hurwitz space of degree 2 meromorphic fun-
ctions on the Riemann surface of genus g. The dimension of this Hurwitz space and the Frobenius
structure on it is 2g+2; the local coordinates on the Hurwitz space (and the canonical coordinates
on the corresponding Frobenius structure) are given by the critical values of the meromorphic
functions. We consider the Hurwitz space in a neighbourhood of a meromorphic function with
a certain fixed ordering of critical values. Then the Stokes matrix of the corresponding solution
(4) is given by:

1 0 0 0
-2 1 0 0

S = 2 =2 1 0 (5)
2 -2 2 -1

The solutions to the Riemann-Hilbert problems associated to the deformations and real
doubles of Dubrovin’s [6] Frobenius structures on Hurwitz spaces turn out to be related to
the solution (4) by a Schlesinger transformation. Namely, the solution corresponding to the
deformations, we denote it by ¥4, is obtained from the function ¥ given by (4) as follows:

wo(z) = (1-1Ta) (2),
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where 1 denotes the identity matrix; and Tq is a matrix function on the Frobenius manifold
independent of z, such that Ta vanishes. The Stokes matrices of the Frobenius structures on
Hurwitz spaces from [6] thus coincide with the Stokes matrices of their deformations.

In the case of the real doubles, the solution to the Riemann-Hilbert problem is constructed in
terms of the Schiffer 2 and Bergman B kernels on the Riemann surface; we denote the solution
by Wqp. Its matrix dimension is twice as large as the dimension of the matrix ¥(z) given by
(4). The solution Wy, is obtained by a Schlesinger transformation from a block-diagonal matrix
whose blocks are built from the function ¥(z) as follows:

o= (o-12) () )

Here T is a matrix-valued function on the Frobenius manifold independent of z (and such that
T? = 0). Thus, the Stokes matrix for the real doubles of a Frobenius manifold F is the block-
diagonal matrix whose blocks are given by the Stokes matrix of the manifold F.

The above Schlesinger transformations are constructed for solutions related to the Hurwitz
spaces: the expressions for the matrices T and T are written in terms of differentials defined on
the underlying Riemann surface. A representation of these transformations in terms universal
to the Frobenius structure could lead to construction of a real double and a deformation of an
arbitrary semisimple Frobenius manifold.

The paper is organized in the following way. Section 2 is devoted to a general discussion
of a solution to the system (1), (3) and the Riemann-Hilbert problem. Section 3.1 discusses
the necessary for our purposes facts from the theory of Hurwitz spaces. Section 4 is the main
section of the paper - it contains the solutions of the Riemann-Hilbert problems associated to
the Frobenius manifold structures on Hurwitz spaces. The section also describes the relationship
between the Riemann-Hilbert problems corresponding to the Frobenius structures on Hurwitz
spaces from [6], their real doubles and deformations. In Section 5 we explicitly compute the
Stokes matrices in the case of the Hurwitz spaces of functions with simple poles.

2 The Riemann-Hilbert problem

Generally speaking, a Riemann-Hilbert problem is the problem of reconstructing a matrix func-
tion with a singularity of a given type and a given discontinuity. We study a problem of this
kind associated to the linear system (1), (3). We first look at the general behaviour of a solution
to the system and then formulate the corresponding Riemann-Hilbert problem. This section
collects the results of [6, 7, 21] which are used in the sequel.

2.1 Behaviour of the solution and monodromy data

A solution to equation (1) has an irregular singularity of Poincaré rank 1 at the point at infinity.
There exists a formal solution ¥ of the form:

B(z) = <1+0 C)) U as |z — oo, (6)

where U is the diagonal matrix from (1). There are sectors where the actual solutions to equation
(1) with the asymptotic behaviour of the form ¥ from (6) exist. To describe these sectors we
start with the following definitions.



Definition 1 A line going through the origin in the complex z-plane is called admissible for
equation (1) if Re {z(\; —A;)} # 0 for nonzero z € [ and for any i # j.

The non-admissible directions of equation (1) are given by the so-called Stokes rays. They are
determined by the configuration of the eigenvalues of the matrix U as follows.

Definition 2 The rays r;; = —r;; defined for distinct indices 7 and j by
rij = {z | Re[z(\i —A;)] =0, Rele®z(N\; — ;)] >0 for 0 <e<7} (7)
and oriented from the origin are called the Stokes rays of equation (1).

Let us fix an oriented admissible line I. It divides the z-plane into the left II' and right II”
half-planes. Let ¢ be the angle between the line [ and the real axis. Consider the domains given
by sectorial neighbourhoods of the half-planes:

Hé:{z|gb—5<arg(z)<7r+¢—|—€}, Il ={z|¢p—7m—ec<arg(z) < p+¢}, (8)

where ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small, i.e. such that IT. (respectively II7) contains only the Stokes
rays contained in IT' (respectively II"). In such neighbourhoods I and Hé of any half-plane
there exist [21] solutions to equation (1) with the asymptotics as |z| — oo given by the formal
solution (6). We shall denote the respective solutions by ¥" and W', see Figure 1.

Figure 1: z-plane.

The intersection of the domains II” and TI' consists of two sectors. Each of the sectors
contains a part of the separating line [. Let us orient these parts in the direction from the origin
and denote the obtained rays by {4 and [_: the orientation of [ coincides with that of the line [.
There are two solutions ¥ and W! to equation (1) defined in each of the sectors of the intersection
I17 ﬂl‘[lE These solutions are therefore related in each sector by a right multiplication with a
z-independent matrix. Let us denote the matrix relating the solutions in the sector containing
Iy by S:

Tl(z) = U"(2)8. (9)
Definition 3 The matrix S in (9) is called the Stokes matriz of equation (1).

The matrix relating the solutions in the sector containing [_ equals S” as a corollary of the
skew-symmetry of the matrix V' from equation (1).
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Thus the matrix
My, = S(S8T)~!

gives the monodromy of the solution with respect to analytic continuation around the point
z = oo counterclockwise starting in II".

The Stokes matrix has the following structure: its diagonal entries equal one, and an off-
diagonal entry s;; vanishes if the corresponding Stokes ray r;; (7) belongs to the right half-plane
ITI". This can be seen from the asymptotics (6), which implies e?VSe U 1 as z — oo along
the ray [4. Therefore, s;; = 0 if Re{z(\; —A;)} > 0 which is equivalent to the condition r;; € II".

A domain of existence of a solution with asymptotics (6) can be broadened [1, 21]. Namely,
the parameter ¢ in the definition of TIX can be increased until one of the rays {z | arg(z) =
T+ ¢+e} or {z|arg(z) = ¢ —e} bordering the domain meets a Stokes ray of the equation. The
analytic continuation of the solution defined in Hé into a neighbourhood of z = co beyond this
Stokes ray no longer has the asymptotic behaviour (6). The analogous holds for the analytic
continuation of W" defined in II7.

At the origin a solution to equation (1) has a regular singularity. The expansion of ¥" in a
neighbourhood of z = 0 intersected with II" has the form

U (2) ~ G(z)2*2RCT, z~0, (10)

where C] is a constant matrix; p = diag{u1, . .., in } is the diagonalization of the skew-symmetric
matrix V' from (1); G(z) is holomorphic at z = 0 and such that G(0) is non-degenerate and sat-
isfies G(0)~1VG(0) = u; the matrix R appears in the resonant case, i.e. when some eigenvalues
of the matrix V' differ by an integer: the matrix R satisfies R;; # 0 only if p; — pu; = k for a
positive integer k.

A solution of the form (10) can be analytically continued into a disc neighbourhood of z = 0
with a branch cut ending at the origin. Thus the monodromy matrix of ¥" at the origin has the
form M = (Cr)~te?miremRCr,

The two monodromy matrices at singular points of the equation satisfy MM = 1, which
is equivalent to the relation STS~! = (CF)~le?mHemMECT,

The monodromy matrices do not depend [6] on the point of the Frobenius manifold as a
consequence of the compatibility of equations (1) and (3), which follows from the axioms of the
Frobenius manifold structure.

Reconstruction of the matrix functions " and ¥ from the given monodromy data including
the Stokes matrix S and the asymptotics (6) and (10) near singular points amounts to solving
the following Riemann-Hilbert problem.

2.2 Formulation of the Riemann-Hilbert problem

Let a matrix U = diag{A1,..., A, } with distinct {);} and the matrices S, pu, R, Cj related by
STS~1 = (Cr)~1e?mre?™MECT he given, where p is diagonal: p = diag{p1,...,un}; the entries
of the matrix R satisfy: R;; # 0 only if yu; — pu; = k for a positive integer .

Let | be any oriented admissible line in the z-plane passing through the origin (I = 4 |JI-
as before). The complement of the line in the complex plane consists of the left II' and right II”
half-planes according to the orientation of the line [.



The Riemann-Hilbert problem consists in finding a matrix function ¥(z) made up of the
following two functions each defined in one of the two half-planes

wor-{ 50 2k "

such that:
o det U(z) #0 for z € C\ 0.

e U has an essential singularity at the point at infinity with the asymptotics ¥(z) ~
(14 0(1/z2))e*V as |z| — oo in II" or in IT*; W is holomorphic elsewhere in the half-planes.

e In a half-disc centered at z = 0 and contained in II" the function ¥ has the asymptotics
U (2) ~ G(2)2"2CT with a matrix function G(z) holomorphic at the origin.

e On the ray I, the boundary values of the matrix functions ¥” and W¥! are related by
multiplication with the matrix S from the right, i.e. ¥!(z) = ¥"(2)S for z € I,.

e On the ray [_ the boundary values of the solution are related by multiplication from the
right with the matrix S7, i.e. W!(z) = ¥"(2)S” for z € I_.

We solve this Riemann-Hilbert problem for the matrix p being a diagonalization of the
matrix V defined by (2) — the entries of p are given in Proposition 1 below; the Stokes matrix
S is described below in Theorem 3 with examples given by Section 5.

Remark 1 Given a solution ¥(z) to the Riemann-Hilbert problem formulated in this section,
the matrix function W(z) = ¥(z)e *V solves the following Riemann-Hilbert factorization prob-
lem. Given an admissible line [ = 1_ | going through the origin in the z- plane and a matrlx—
valued function S(z) defined on the line by S(z) := e®USe U if z € I, and S(z) := e*V STe~

if z € l_, find a matrix function ¥(z) holomorphic in the half-planes II" and II* and such that
its boundary values on the line [ are related by multiplication from the right with the matrix
S(z), namely, U'(z) = U7 (2)S(2).

3 Hurwitz spaces

3.1 Definition of Hurwitz spaces

The Hurwitz space H, is the moduli space of ramified coverings A : £ — CP!, where L is a
compact Riemann surface of genus g and the covering map A is a meromorphic function on L.
Two coverings A : £ — CP! and X : £ — CP" are equivalent if there exists a biholomorphic map
f: L — L such that dof = \.

We denote the ramification points by P;. At these points A'(P;) = 0. Their images \; := A\(F;)
in CP!, the projections of ramification points on the base of the covering, are called the branch
points. A branch point P; is called simple if \'(FP;) # 0 (i.e. the corresponding ramification
point belongs to exactly two sheets of the covering). Branch points give the local coordinates
on the Hurwitz space.

The following subspace Hg.p,.... n,, of the space H, is also called the Hurwitz space: Hg:ng,... nm
is the moduli space of N-fold genus g coverings of CP! with simple distinct finite branch points



and with the ramification type over the point at infinity fixed by the numbers ng,...,n,, in
the following way. Let us denote the coordinate on the base of the covering by (. The point at
infinity ¢ = oo has m + 1 preimages: A\~!(c0) = {00y, . .., 00, }; the point oo; belongs to exactly
n; + 1 sheets of the covering. Thus, the total number of sheets is

m
N:Zni—i—m—f—l.
=0

Let us order the sheets of the covering so that the point oo, belongs to the sheets from the
0-th to the no-th; the point oco; belongs to the sheets from the k;-th to (k; + n;)-th where
ki == Z;-;B(nj + 1), see the Hurwitz diagram in Figure 2.

w

N

—

o T T

0 biholomorphic

Figure 2: A ramified covering of CP!, where g =2, n =9, m=1,n, =1, n, = 2.
The number n of simple finite branch points is given by the Riemann-Hurwitz formula:
m
n = 2g+2m+2ni.
i=0

Locally in a neighbourhood of a covering of the described type, the set of branch points

{A1,..., An} gives coordinates on the Hurwitz space Hgng,....nm-
The complex structure on the surface £ is defined by the covering as follows: near a simple
ramification point Py the local parameter is taken to be xi(P) = \/A(P) — Ag; in a neighbour-

hood of the point co; with the ramification index n; the standard local parameter is given by
)\(P)—l/(ni+1)_

The covering is completely defined by the set of branch points and a group homomorphism
71 (CPY\ {\1,..., Ap;00}) — Sy. An element of the symmetric group Sy gives the permutation
of sheets of the covering when the projection of the point on the base describes a loop from
71 (CPY\ {A1,..., A\n;00}). Let us denote by o the permutation which corresponds to a circle
around the point ( = co not enclosing other branch points.

We shall fix a canonical homology basis {a; by }7_, on the surface £, i.e. we shall work locally
in the covering space ﬁg;noy-..,nm whose elements are pairs: a point of the space Hg.p,,....n,, and a
canonical basis of cycles on the underlying surface (i.e. a weakly marked Riemann surface and
a meromorphic function on it).



3.2 Bidifferentials on Riemann surfaces

The bidifferentials described in this section play a key role in the construction of the Frobenius
structures on the Hurwitz spaces as will be shown below in Section 3.4. The solution to the
system (1), (3) will be given in terms of these bidifferentials.

The bidifferential W. The canonical meromorphic bidifferential W (P, Q) is defined as the
second derivative of the logarithm of the prime form E(P,Q) (see [9]) on a compact Riemann
surface:

W(P,Q) := dpd, log E(P,Q) (12)

with P and @ being points on the surface. W (P, Q) can be alternatively defined as a bidifferential
with the following properties: i) it is symmetric; ii) has a second-order pole on the diagonal
P = @ with biresidue 1; iii) its a-periods with respect to either of the arguments vanish:

]{ W(P,Q)=0, k=1,...,g. (13)

The b-periods of W generate the holomorphic differentials wy normalized by fak wj = 0ji :

}{W(P, Q) =2miwk(P), k=1,...,9.
bk

The deformation of W. For a surface £ of genus g > 1, denote by B the Riemann matrix
(Bi; = fbi w;) and let q be a symmetric matrix independent of the branch points {\;} and such
that the inverse (B+q) ! exists. Using such a matrix one can deform the bidifferential W (P, Q)
keeping the symmetry property and the singularity structure unchanged. Namely, we introduce
the following bidifferential Wq (P, Q) where q plays the role of parameter of deformation:

Wq(P,Q) :=W(P,Q) =271 > (B+q);'wi(P)wi(Q)- (14)
k,l=1

In the limit when all diagonal entries of the matrix q tend to infinity while the off-diagonal
entries remain finite, the matrix (B + q)~! vanishes and, therefore, the bidifferential Wy tends
to W. The normalization condition, analogous to (13) for W, for the deformed bidifferential has
the form:

g
§ WaPQ+ Y ai f WarQ) =0
k j=1 aj

Note that for a fixed symmetric matrix q the bidiffferential Wy cannot be defined on an arbitrary
Riemann surface: it is not defined for the surfaces satisfying

det(B+q) =0. (15)

This condition may be empty for some matrices q, for example, it is never satisfied for a real
q. In the general case we cannot describe the matrices  for which the set of surfaces satisfying
(15) is not empty.



Schiffer and Bergman kernels are defined for a surface of genus g > 1 (in genus zero, the
Bergman kernel vanishes and the Schiffer kernel coincides with W). The Schiffer kernel Q(P, Q)
is a symmetric bidifferential with the singularity of the same type as that of the bidifferential
W. It is given by:

QUP,Q):=W(P,Q) - Y (ImB);'wi(P)wi(Q). (16)

k=1

The Bergman kernel B(P, Q) is defined by:

B(P,Q):=m )  (lmB)y'wi(P)wi(Q). (17)

k=1

These bidifferentials are kernels for integral operators in the space LS (L) of (1,0)-forms
[9], the operators act on the holomorphic differentials w on £ as follows:

1

2mi

. [ [P, Q1P = o [[B0.0@ = wr) (18)
L L

The kernels can be alternatively defined as follows [9]. The Schiffer kernel Q(P, Q) is a
symmetric bidifferential with a second order pole at the diagonal P = () with biresidue 1 and
such that the first relation in (18) holds for any holomorphic differential w(P) on the surface
L. The Bergman kernel B(P,Q) is a bidifferential such that the integral operator with the
kernel B(P,Q)/2mi acts in the space LY"” (L) of (1,0)-forms as an orthogonal projector onto the
subspace of holomorphic (1, 0)-forms.

From these definitions one can deduce the independence of the Schiffer and Bergman kernels
of the choice of a canonical homology basis {ay, by }7_; on the Riemann surface.

The periods of the kernels are related to each other:

jik Q(P,Q)Z—jik B(P,Q), ?{k QP,Q)=— ¢ B(P,Q),

b

where the integrals are taken with respect to the first argument.

3.3 Variational formulas

Here we study the dependence of the bidifferentials on the point of the Hurwitz space. A
covering A : £ — CP! defines a complex structure on the surface £ (see Section 3.1) and this
structure depends on the point of the Hurwitz space represented by the coordinates {A1, ..., A, }.
Therefore, the above bidifferentials defined on the Riemann surface corresponding to the covering
depend on the branch points {\;} of the covering (we consider small variations of {A;} which
keep the fixed canonical homology basis {ag, bx} on the surface unchanged).

The variational formulas below give the derivatives of the bidifferentials with respect to the
simple branch points {A;}. It is assumed that the projections A(P) and A(Q) of the points P
and @ on the base of the covering are kept fixed under the differentiation with respect to {A}.
In the formulas, the fixed quantities are listed after the vertical bar.
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For the bidifferential W, the dependence on the simple branch points {A;} is given by the
Rauch variational formulas [12, 18]:

OW(P,Q) 1
T‘/\(P),/\(Q) = §W(P7 P )W (P, Q), (19)

where W (P, Py) denotes the evaluation of W (P, Q) at Q = P}, with respect to the local parameter

T
W _ W(rQ) _ w2 (P,Q)\ "
(B, P) = dxk(Q)’Q:Pk - <2Qr=e183kd)\(Q)> ' (20)

Formulas (19) can be easily proven [12] by comparing singularities of the right and left hand
sides and using the normalization condition (13).
Being integrated over b-cycles of the surface, the Rauch formulas (19) give variational for-
mulas for the holomorphic differentials and the Riemann matrix:
&.uj (P ) 1 aBﬂ

= *Wj(Pk)W(RPk)a TAk

(%\k /\(P) 9 = ﬂiwj(Pk)wl(Pk). (21)

Formulas (19) and (21) allow straightforward computation of the variational formulas for
the deformed bidifferential Wq(P, Q). As turns out, they look formally exactly as those for
W(P,Q):

OWq(P,Q) 1
e aeiag = 3VaP PIWa(Pe, Q). (22)

The dependence of Wq on {\;} has the above form only at the points of Hurwitz space where
the bidifferential is well defined, i.e. outside of the divisor (15) in Hgng,....nm-

Note that both bidifferentials W and Wy, as well as the differentials w; and the matrix B,
are locally holomorphic with respect to branch points {3}, i.e. they do not depend on {\;} (see
[9], p. 54). However, the Schiffer and Bergman kernels depend also on {\;} as can be seen from
their explicit definitions (16) and (17), where the complex conjugate of the Riemann matrix B
enters.

The variational formulas for Q and B can be derived from their definitions (16) and (17) by
a straightforward differentiation. They have the form:

oUPQ) 1 oUP,Q) _ lpp BABO.P
TM’A(P),A(Q) = 3P PIAE Q). O ‘A(P),A(Q) = 5 B(P.P)B(Q, Fr), -
9B(P,Q) 5 9BPQ) 1

O\ ‘)\(P),)\(Q) Ok ‘)\(P),)\(Q)

The notation here is analogous to that in (20): Q(P, Py) stands for (Q(P, Q)/dzk(Q))|g=p, and
B(P, ) = (B(P,Q)/dz1(Q)) lo=r,-

3.4 Frobenius structures on Hurwitz spaces

A Hurwitz space can be endowed with a structure of a Frobenius manifold. In this section we
describe the part of the construction of three classes of Frobenius structures on the Hurwitz space
Hyino,...nm 16, 19, 20] which is needed to introduce the associated Riemann-Hilbert problems.
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Frobenius manifold. A Frobenius manifold [6] is a complex manifold with a structure of
associative commutative algebra with a unity in the tangent bundle and a Darbouz-Egoroff (flat
potential diagonal) metric compatible with the algebra structure. The compatibility means that
for a metric 7(-, -) and any three elements x, y, w of the algebra the condition n(zy, w) = n(x, yw)
holds. (In Frobenius manifold theory, the word “metric” denotes a bilinear quadratic form.) In
addition to this, there are further requirements on the metric. For our purposes it is enough to
mention the existence of the Fuler vector field E on the manifold covariantly linear with respect
to the Levi-Civita connection of the metric acting on the metric by

Liegn(z,y) = (2 —v)n(z,y), (24)

where v is a constant.

There are two distinguished coordinate sets on the Frobenius manifold: canonical coordinates
denoted by { At} and flat coordinates {t;}. The metric 7 is diagonal in the canonical coordinates:
n = Y1, gi(d\)?, where g;; are functions of {\;}. In flat coordinates the coefficients of the
metric are constant.

The multiplication in the tangent space is diagonal in canonical coordinates: dy,0x; = 950y, -
Thus the unit vector field in the algebra is

e=> 0. (25)
k=1

The Euler vector field in the canonical and flat coordinates has the form [6]:

E = Z )\ka,\k = Z l/ktkatk. (26)
k=1 k=1

The coefficients vy, are called the quasihomogeneity coefficients.

A system for rotation coefficients. The flat metric on a Frobenius manifold is diagonal
in the canonical coordinates {A1,...,A,} on the manifold. For an arbitrary diagonal metric
n =" gi(d\;)? the rotation coefficients are defined by:

By o= 2T (27)
Gii
The matrices V and I' (2) entering equations (1), (3) are built from rotation coefficients [3;; of
the flat metric on the Frobenius manifold as follows: Vj; = B;;(A\; — \;) and I'y; = B;; if @ # j
and V;l = Fii =0.
The rotation coefficients (3;; of a metric on a Frobenius manifold satisfy certain equations as
a corollary of the Frobenius manifold axioms. First, they are symmetric:

= e

The symmetry is equivalent to the potentiality of the metric, i.e. to the existence of a function
G({\c}) generating the metric coefficients: g¢;; = 9dy,G. Second, for a Frobenius manifold of
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dimension n, the rotation coefficients satisfy the following system of differential equations:

axkﬂij = ﬁik;ﬁjlm 1,7, k are distinct (29)
> 0 Bi =0 (30)
k=1
Z)\ka,\kﬁz‘j = —0Bj. (31)
k=1

The first two equations, by virtue of the Darboux-Egoroff lemma, provide the flatness for the
corresponding diagonal potential metric. The third equation (31) follows from the form of the
action of the Euler field on the metric (24).

Equations (28) - (31) provide compatibility condition for the linear system (1), (3).

Solution to the system for rotation coefficients on Hurwitz spaces. A class of solutions
to the system (28) - (31) for rotation coefficients can be constructed on the Hurwitz space in
terms of the bidifferentials introduced in Section 3.2 as follows.

The Rauch variational formulas (19) imply [12] that the following quantities satisfy equations
(28) - (31):

1 L
Bij = sW(B, By), for i j; i,j=1,....n. (32)

In particular, the very form of the Rauch formulas (19) with P = P; and ) = P; coincides with
that of equation (29). As was first noted in [12], the rotation coefficients (32) correspond to the
family of n Frobenius structures of dimension n on Hurwitz spaces found by Dubrovin [6].

Due to the similarity of the variational formulas for all bidifferentials from Section 3.2,
two other sets of rotation coefficients can be found analogously to (32) in terms of the other
bidifferentials. Namely, the quantities

1
Bij = 5Wa(Pi, Py) (33)

give rotation coefficients for the so-called deformations [20] of the Hurwitz Frobenius manifolds
from [6].

The Schiffer and Bergman kernels define a solution to equations (28) - (31) on the Hur-
witz space considered as a real manifold, i.e. on the space Hgy.n,...n,, With the local coor-
dinates {\1,...,An;A1,..., Ay ). Let the indices in equations (28) - (31) run through the set
{1,...,m;1,...,7}. Then the equations are satisfied by the following quantities:

SO(P. ) (34)

1 1 _
with indices 4,5 € {1,...,n} and i,j € {1,...,7}. The solution (34) defines rotation coefficients
for a family of 2n Frobenius manifold structures of dimension 2n [19] on the real Hurwitz space.
These manifolds are called the real doubles of Dubrovin’s Frobenius structures on Hurwitz
spaces.

13



Remark 2 Solutions (34) are independent of the choice of canonical homology basis on the
Riemann surface in contrast to solutions (32) and (33). Therefore, the Frobenius manifolds cor-
responding to rotation coefficients (34) are structures on the Hurwitz space Hg.n,.... n,, Whereas
the Frobenius structures with rotation coefficients (32) and (33) are defined on the covering
ﬁg;noy,_,nm of the Hurwitz space.

Remark 3 There also exist [20] deformations of the Schiffer and Bergman kernels. The de-
formed kernels provide analogously another family of solutions for the system (28) - (31).

Thus there are three different Riemann-Hilbert problems - the problems corresponding to
the linear systems (1), (3) built from the rotation coefficients (32), (33) and (34). In the sequel,
the solutions to these problems will be given in terms of the bidifferentials W, Wy, and €2 and
B, respectively.

Spectrum of the Frobenius manifolds. The monodromy data of the Riemann-Hilbert
problem associated to a Frobenius manifold includes the spectrum of the manifold, i.e. the set
{p1,..., un} of eigenvalues of the matrix V' from (2). The eigenvectors are given by n primary
differentials {¢;} (the primary differentials are given by integrals of the respective bidifferential
- either W, or Wq, or 2 and B - with respect to one of the arguments over various contours on
the Riemann surface, see [6, 19, 20]) evaluated at the ramification points of the covering:

Vaj = Mj(;ja where (Ej = (¢j(P1), e ,(bj(Pn))T. (35)

The evaluation is done with respect to the standard local parameter, similarly to (20). A
Frobenius manifold is called resonant if some of the differences u; — p1; is a nonzero integer.
Frobenius manifold structures on Hurwitz spaces are resonant. The spectrum is given by the
next Proposition.

Proposition 1 Frobenius manifolds whose rotation coefficients are given by (32) or by their
deformations (33) have the following spectrum {pu;}7_; :

e g+ m values p1j =1/2

e g+ m values p1; = —1/2

(&3 [e—
n;+1

B 17 . )
o n; values {pj = 5tacy for every i =0,...,m;

n; s the ramification index at the point co;.
The spectrum of the real doubles, the Frobenius manifolds with rotation coefficients (34),
contains each of the above values twice.

Proof. The values {y;} are related to the quasihomogeneity coefficients {v;},v (see (24), (26))

of the Frobenius manifold by [6]:
v
pi=1-v—

the coefficients of quasihomogeneity can be found in Proposition 5 of [19].
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Alternatively, the spectrum of the Frobenius manifold can be computed by explicitly finding
the eigenvalues of the matrix V. In the case of rotation coefficients (32) given by W, the primary
differentials ¢; satisfy the following variational formulas [6, 19, 20]:

0P = SW(PLP)G(R) I 4k and Y0 6i(P) =0,
k=1

A short calculation with the help of these formulas shows that for the vector gi_;l from (35), the
multiplication by the matrix V is equivalent to the action of the Euler vector field E given by
(26): Vggi = E((Z_S‘Z) One computes this action by the method used below in the proof of Lemma
2 and thereby finds eigenvalues of the matrix V.

The spectrum of the real doubles can be computed analogously. The quasihomogeneity
coefficients and variational formulas for the primary differentials can be found in Proposition 11

of [19]. O

4 Solution of the non-Fuchsian Riemann-Hilbert
problem

In this section we construct a fundamental solution to the system (1), (3) associated to a
Frobenius manifold structure on a Hurwitz space Hy.p,,....n,, and describe the Stokes matrix S
for the solution.

For a line dividing the z-plane into half planes II' and II" we shall find matrix functions
WU!(2) and U"(2) defined in the respective half planes which satisfy equations (1) and (3) and
have the required asymptotics as z — oo. We shall also find a solution ¥,(z) defined in a disc
neighbourhood of z = 0 with a branch cut such that its monodromy matrix at the origin is in
the Jordan canonical form.

The solutions ", ¥ and ¥, are written in terms of the bidifferential defining the rota-
tion coefficients of the corresponding Frobenius manifold (see Section 3.4). We start with the
manifolds with rotation coefficients (32) and find the solution in terms of the bidifferential W.

4.1 A system of contours on a Riemann surface

For each z € C\ {0} we consider a linear vector space A(z) spanned by n differentials of the
form

FMIW(Q, Py) (36)

for k =1,...,n defined on the surface.

The usual way to treat integrals of such differential forms is to define a certain space A*(z)
of equivalence classes of contours on the surface £; the integrals of differentials (36) over these
contours converge. The space A*(z) is the first relative homology of the pair constructed as
follows. Let us denote by £ the manifold obtained by replacing the points {00}, on the surface
L by small closed discs D;. Then £ := L \U,; Dy, where D} denotes the interior of the disc D;, is
a real blow-up of the surface £ at the points {oo;}!" . There is a smooth map L — L taking the
boundary 0D; € L to the point co; € L. This map allows us to extend the function A(P) from the
surface £ to the interior of £. Although A(P) is not defined on the boundary of L, its argument
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arg z(P) is defined also for P € dL. Recall now that there are n; + 1 sheets of the covering
A : L — CP! glued together at the point co;. Therefore, for each z € C \ {0} there are n; + 1
arcs in the boundary of the disc D; where 7/2 < arg{zA(P)} < 37/2. Let us denote by £ the
manifold with a boundary obtained by glueing the open arcs {P € 9D; | 7/2 < arg{z\(P)} <
37/2} to the interior of £, i.e. L7 := LOU,{P € 9D; | n/2 < arg{zA\(P)} < 3m/2}. Then
A*(z) = H1(L?,0L7).

Remark 5 below will show that the pairing given by the integral of the differential form over
the contour defines duality between the spaces A(z) and A*(z).

Now we shall construct n contours {Ci(z)}_, on L along which the exponent in (36)
is bounded for the given value of z. The equivalence classes corresponding to the contours
{Ck(2)}}_, in the space A*(z) will be shown to form a basis in A*(2).

Fix z # 0 and consider in the (-sphere, the base of the covering, a ray ri(z) going out of the
branch point A in a direction such that for ¢ € r(z)

™ 3T

5 <arg{z(C — M)} < > (37)

and such that 73, does not pass through any other branch point A; with j # k. Let us consider
the ray ), as a slit with two banks. Consider an oriented contour Cy(z) which comes from the
point at infinity along one of the banks of the slit r;, makes a small circle around the point Ag
and goes back to infinity along the other bank of the slit.

For each choice of orientation on the contour (fk(z), there are two components in the preimage
A~(Cr(2)) which pass through a neighbourhood of the ramification point Pg. The sum of these
two components is equivalent to a small contour around the point Py, which represents the zero
element in the space A*(z) since the residue of differentials (36) at Py vanishes.

We need to specify a choice of one of the two components in A\~!(Cj(z)). This choice affects
the overall sign in the formula (39) below for the solution with the given asymptotics (6) in a
neighbourhood of the irregular singularity.

In the local parameter xi(P) = y/A(P) — A\x near Py the requirement (37) takes the form:
7/2 < arg{z 2%} < 3w /2. This condition holds in two sectors in the z-plane:

Ot 1= {:ck | % — ar2gz <arg{tzr} < %T — arzgz} . (38)

Let us choose the contour Cg(z) to be (in the equivalence class of) that component of
A1(Ci(2)) which approaches Py, in the sector oy and goes away from Py in the sector o_.

Thus the contour Ci(z) starts at the point oco;, goes round P} and ends at oo; for some,
possibly equal, i and j. A change of the direction in which the contour C(z) winds around the
point Py does not change the integral of a differential (36) over the contour due to the vanishing
of the residues of the differentials at Pj.

The variation of the ray r4(z) on the base keeps the corresponding contour Ci(z) in the same
equivalence class as long as the ray 7;(z) remains in the sector (37) and stays away from other
branch points (i.e. if the deformation of the ray to its new position does not meet any branch
points). Moreover, for finite values of z, the contour can be deformed in a neighbourhood of Py
as long as requirement (37) is satisfied for projections of the end-parts of the contour lying in
a neighbourhood of the point at infinity. In what follows we shall speak about contours on the
surface £ meaning the elements of the space A*(z) which they represent.

Note also that projections A(Cx(2)) of the contours Ci(z) on the base of the covering do not
depend on small variations of the branch points {);} of the covering.
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4.2 Construction of the solution

Let ¢ be the angle between the admissible line [ and the real axis. Let us define the contours
{C;} along which the forms (36) are bounded for all z € II". The contours {C} are equivalent
to the contours {C(z)} for some z € II" and have a fixed projection on the base of the covering.
Namely, for a point @) on the contour C, away from a neighbourhood of P} we require:

ars(\(Q) ~ M) = o — 6.

Analogously, the set of contours {C,i} is formed by fixing the direction so that the exponents
in (36) are bounded along the contours for any value of z in II' : for Q € C,i away from a
neighbourhood of Py

arg(A\(Q) — ) = 5 — &

Recall from the definition of contours Cj, (see inequality (38) and the comment after it) that
the contour C crosses a neighbourhood of Py so that in the local parameter x; it passes from
the sector where arg(xy) = 37/4 — ¢/2 to the sector where arg(—zy) = 37/4 — ¢/2. A similar
condition for C! is induced by the definition of Cy(z).

Thus the integrals of differentials (36) over contours C, (respectively, CIZC) are defined for any
z in the half-plane II" (respectively, IIY). These integrals provide solutions U/l for the linear
system:

Theorem 1 Let the contours er and Cé be as described above. The following matriz functions
Ul = (\Ili]) and V" = (V};) defined in the half-planes ' and II7, respectively, satisfy equations
(1) and (3):

1

T 1 z
W) = NCRE /C L, e QW(Q,R). (39)

These solutions have the following asymptotics as z tends to infinity:

()= (14+01/2)eV, z—o00, zell", (40)
where U is the diagonal matriz U = diag(A1, ..., A\p).

Remark 4 The contours on the Riemann sphere given by the projections A\(Cy) and A(CL) were
used in [7], Lecture 5 for describing the fundamental solution to (1) having the asymptotics (40)
at infinity in terms of solutions to an auxiliary Fuchsian system of ODE (whereas in our case
the form we integrate is defined by purely algebraic data).

Before proving the theorem let us look at the action of the unit vector field (25) and the Euler
vector field (26) on the integrals from (39) formulated in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 1 Consider a covering of CP* with simple finite branch points {\;}. Let Cj be one of
the contours C; or Cj.. Then the following relation holds:

Son, [ OW@R) == [ @OwQ.p) (41)
k=1 J

Cj
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Proof. To compute the sum of partial derivatives in the left hand side we use the identity
Sr_ O h({N}) = Els=oh({\i + 8}), where h is a function of the branch points.

Consider a biholomorphic map of the Riemann surfaces £ — £° which acts in every sheet of £
by sending the point P with the projection A(P) to the point P? projecting to A(P?) = A\(P)+§
on the base. The branch points {)\;} are then mapped to {\; + d}.

The bidifferential W stays invariant under biholomorphic mappings of the surfaces, therefore
the equality W (P, Q) = W°(P?, Q%) holds, where W is the bidifferential W defined on £°. Since
the local parameters x;(P) = y/A(P) — \; are invariant under the mapping, this equality also
holds if one of the arguments of the bidifferential coincides with a branch point (see (20) for
definition of the differential W (P, F;)):

W (P, P;) = Wo(P°, PY). (42)

For the quantity fcj MW (Q, P;) we have

n
d
Z a/\k / eZ /\(Q)W(Q7 PZ) = }60/ eZ)‘(Q)W(;(Q’ Pi6)7
Cs d(5 - Cs
k=1 J J
which after changing the variable of integration and then using (42) proves the lemma:

d d . .
_ d(sbzo/c.ez(/\(Q)+5)W5(Q5’Pi6) _ dd’5=0/c,e M@+ (Q, P,) :Z/C-e NQW (0, ).
J j g

Here we used the invariance of the contours C; under the mapping £ — L. 0

Lemma 2 In the settings of Lemma 1, the action of the Euler vector field (26) on the integrals
s given by

n 5 22 (Q) ) = 2A(Q) . _} 2 MQ) ).
> n Ak/cje W@ R) == [ M@ @wQ.r) -5 [ XOW@QR). @

Cj j

Proof. Consider a biholomorphic map from the surface £ to the surface £¢ which acts in each
sheet of the covering by P — P€¢ where the point P€ is such that A(P€) = (1 4+ €)A(P). The
bidifferential W is invariant under biholomorphic maps, hence W¢(P¢, Q) = W(P,Q); the
local parameter z1(P) = \/A(P) — A\x becomes z{(P¢) = x(P)v/1+ €. Therefore W(Q, F;)

transforms as follows

e pey . WVU(Q,P) _ 1 ,
w (Q 7PZ) T dﬁ,f(Pe) Pe:Pie - \/mW(Q)PL) (44)

For a function of branch points we have (D", A\xOx, )h({\i}) = Ocle=0h ({(1 + €)A;}). Thus
the left hand side of (43) becomes:

> Ay, / AAW(Q Py = L] _, / e MAW(Q, Fy).
k=1 G de Cj
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The contours of integration do not change under the map £ — L¢. Therefore changing the
variable of integration @ to Q¢ and using (44), we prove the lemma:

n d p
Z)\ka)\k/ eZ)‘(Q)W(Q,Pi) _ ’5:0/ ezA(Q )WG(QG’P;)
k=1 Cj de G

d W(Q, P;) / 1
- = 2(I4+MQ) A= T 1) A z Q) P) — / 2\(9) P,
e Q)e W(Q,F; e W(Q,F;).

O

Proof of Theorem 1. To prove the first part of the theorem, we shall verify that each column
of the matrices ¥ and W' satisfies equation (1). In the proof we shall for brevity omit the
constant 2iy/7. Then the ij-entry of the second term in the right-hand side of (1) for ¥ = w"/!
has the form:

1 1 &1
(VW) = —— WP, B (O — N\ 2w (Q, P
Z( )7,] \/; Z 2W( ) k)( k )/Ce (Qv k)a
k=1,k#i i
which, by virtue of the Rauch variational formulas (19) for W, rewrites as
1 1 n n
S, = | 3w [ SNOW@R) - Y o, [ N OWQP)
o V23 k=1,k4i G k=1,k£i G
Expressing the sum of derivatives in the second term with the help of Lemma 1 yields

1 1
(V). = ——
Z( )2] /;3

where E is the Euler vector field (26). Using now Lemma 2 for the action of the Euler vector
field, we obtain:

I

E/ eZ’\(Q)W(Q,Pi) — )\iz/ eZA(Q)W(Q,B)
C

j Cj

1 L AQ) A Y Vo, [ e @ .
Z(Vﬁf),-j—ﬁ[/ch(Q)eAQW(Q,PZ) 2Z/Cje“QVV(@,PZ) Al/cjeWW@,Pl)

Thus the ij-entry of the matrix in the right-hand side of (1) with ¥ = ¥"/! is given by

1 1
Uv + -Vvu = —
< +Z )ij Vz

which coincides with (8,%"/!);;. This proves that the matrices U"/! (53) satisfy equation (1).

Equation (3) for the matrices W'/ (53) follows from the Rauch variational formulas (19) for
the bidifferential W and Lemma 1.

The asymptotics (40) can be computed with the help of the saddle-point integration method
(see [8, 21]) as follows.

Let us consider the matrix function W!(z)e™*Y and prove that it behaves as 1 + O(1/z) in

the limit as z — oo in IT'. The entries of this matrix have the form:
1 1
! —ZU) - — [ eXN@-\w(q, p). 45
(W), 2T VE Jer @ F) 45)
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The saddle-point integration method is based on the idea that the asymptotics of the integral
(45) as z — oo estimates by the sum of contributions of the points on the integration contour
such that for any fixed z € C\ {0} : i) the complex modulus of the exponent under the integral
attains at this point its local maximum over the contour; ii) the maximum cannot be made
smaller by any small deformation of the integration path.

As is shown in [8], Theorem 1.6.1, these requirements are achieved for a point of maximum
of the function Re{z(A(P) — A;)} over the integration contour if and only if it coincides with
a saddle point of the function (points where the derivative of (A — A;) with respect to local
parameter vanishes are saddle points of the harmonic function Re{z(A(P) — A;)}).

For the integral (45) there is only one such point: Q = P;. For ¢ # j the path of integration
Cé- can be deformed to pass through the ramification point P;. Therefore, in the case of the
integrals (45) with distinct ¢ and j one can apply the following asymptotic estimates obtained
by the saddle-point method, see [8] paragraph 1.6. The contribution of the point P; to the
integral in (45) for i # j is given by: \/—n/z (W (P}, P;) + O(1/z)). Thus, for the off-diagonal
entries of the matrix (45) we have (\Ifl(z)e_ZU)Z.j =0(1/z) as z — oc.

In the expression for diagonal terms of the matrix (45), the integrand is singular at the
saddle point of the function Re{z(A — A;)} so the integration contour cannot be deformed to
pass through it. However, the asymptotics of the integral as z — oo is also determined by the
integral over the part of the contour lying in a small disc D; centered at P; : the integral over
the remaining part of the contour is exponentially small. In the disc D; the integral from (45)

has the form:
222 [ 1
e*%i | - +0(1) | dxj, (46)
c Ty

where z € TI' and c is an arc in the xj-plane starting on the ray argz; = m/4 — ¢/2 ending on
the opposite ray argz; = 57/4 — ¢/2 and not passing through the origin. For simplicity, we
take the start and end point of ¢ to be ends of a diameter of D; and denote them by £r with
Rer > 0. The contribution of the holomorphic part of the expansion of W (P, P;) in (46) to the

integral vanishes in the limit z — oo. The integral fcez « / .%? dz; after a change of variables

’LL2 = —ZI'2

7 and integration by parts yields:

2
—2v/ =2 / e du + S (47)
C\/ —Z2 r

Since Re{zr?} is negative for z € II', the second term vanishes in the limit z — oo. The first
term reduces to the Gaussian integral as follows. Let us consider two vertical segments in the
u-plane going from the ends of the contour c¢\/—z to the real line. Note that the segments lie
in the domain of the u-plane where Re{—u?} is negative for z € II'. On one of the segments we
have u = rv/—z £ iy with 0 < y < |[Im{rv/—z}|. The modulus of the integral over this segment
can be estimated from above by the quantity |ry/—z |eRe{Z”2}, which tends to zero as z — oo. The
integral of e~ du over the second segment is estimated similarly. Therefore, we conclude that
the integral in (47) in the limit z — oo coincides with the Gaussian integral — [p e dy = —\/7.
Thus, the quantity in (47) tends to 2¢/—2/7 as z — oo in II'. Therefore, for the diagonal entries
of the matrix (45) we have zlgrolo (\Ill(z)e_ZU)n. =1.0
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Theorem 2 The determinant of the solution (39) to system (1), (3) is given by:

det U7 = exp{z Z Ak} (48)
k=1

Proof. The formula tr{(0,A4) A='} = (d,detA) (detA)~! holds for any matrix function A(z).
Applying it to ¥(z), from the form of equations (1), (3) one obtains (48) up to a constant
factor. The asymptotics (40) of the solution implies that the factor is equal to one. O

Remark 5 Theorems 1 and 2 imply that the contours {C};} (or, analogously, {CL} ) form a basis
in the space A*(z) dual to the space of differentials (36), where z is in the right (left) half-plane.

Proposition 2 The solution U"/' given by Theorem 1 admits analytical continuation preserving
the asymptotics (40) into the smallest sectorial neighbourhood of the respective half-plane bounded
by the Stokes rays.

Proof. The projection of the contour Cj in (39) is fixed in such a way that the quantity
Re{z(A(P) — A\r)} is negative for all values of z in the right half-plane II". The validity of
this condition implies, by virtue of Theorem 1, the required asymptotic behaviour (40) for the
solution W". If the values of z are restricted to a small sector in II" adjacent to the ray [, then
the integration contour C; can be deformed to include the sector of the left half-plane between
I+ and the next Stokes ray into the condition Re{z(A(P)—\g)} < 0. Namely, consider the sector
containing the ray [, :

p—e<argz < ¢+e, (49)

where € > 0 and ¢ is the angle between the ray [, and the real line. Let the contour ég be
obtained from Cj; by a clockwise e-turn about the point P} : for P belonging to C, the equality

arg(\(P) ~ \) = o — g~ (50)

holds. Then the matrix function W7 given by the expression (39) with the integration contours
replaced by the new contours {éz} gives the analytic continuation of the solution ¥U" into the
sector ¢ < argz < ¢ + ¢ in the left half-plane. The new solution has the required asymptotics
(40) as |z| — oo in the sector (49) as follows from the proof of Theorem 1. As is easy to see, in
the part of the sector (49) lying in the right half-plane the integrals (39) over contours C; and
(f; coincide: WL (z) = ¥"(z) for z such that ¢ —e < argz < ¢.

The parameter ¢ can be increased till the ray argz = ¢ + ¢ meets a Stokes ray r;;. After
that the analytical continuation preserving the asymptotics (40) breaks down since the set of
contours {Cr} (50) is no longer a smooth deformation of the set {C}} : there is k such that the
contour é,g can no longer be obtained by turning the contour C; about P since a branch cut
joining the points P; and P; will be in the way of such a deformation.

The analytic continuation of ¥" beyond the ray [_ and the analytic continuation of ¥ are
made analogously. O

From the form of solutions (39) one sees that a transformation which takes one of the matrix
functions U!, ¥" to another one amounts to the transformation between the respective systems
of integration contours on the Riemann surface.
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Namely, the analytical continuation of the solutions ¥” and W' (39) into a small sector
containing the ray [, inside is made by the deformation of the integration contours C and C.
into the contours (fg and (f,lc as described in Proposition 2. The contours CA}; and é,i belong to
the space A*(z4) for z; € l4. The two system of contours {(?};}ZZI and {CA}C}ZZI give two bases
in the space A*(z4), therefore they are related by a linear transformation. This transformation
is given by the Stokes matrix (9) of equation (1).

In other words, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 3 ! Consider a Frobenius manifold structure on the Hurwitz space and the corre-
sponding linear system (1). Let | =1_|Jl4 be an admissible line in the z-plane for the system.
Consider two systems of contours {(f;’} and {(f;} on the covering of the Riemann sphere de-
fined above, which form two bases in the space N*(zy) with z4 € ly. Then the matriz S of
transformation between the two bases

(€L, ....Cy=(C,....C")S
18 the Stokes matriz of the Frobenius manifold.

Examples of computation of the Stokes matrix will be given in Section 5.

4.3 Monodromy matrix at zero: Jordan canonical form

Alternatively to dividing a neighbourhood of z = 0 into two domains II" and IT*, one can consider
a disc neighbourhood of the origin slit along the segment of the ray [_ lying in the disc - we
shall denote this domain by D.

In this section we shall construct a fundamental solution ¥, (see (54) below) defined in D
whose monodromy M, around the origin is given by a matrix in the Jordan canonical form. The
asymptotics of the solution ¥, at z = 0, similarly to the asymptotics (10) of ¥", has the form:

Wy (2) ~ G(2)212RC,, z~0,

where () is a constant matrix. On the overlap of the domain D and the right half-plane II" the
solutions ¥, and W™ are related by

U,(z) =¥"(2)C, (51)

where C' is called the connection matriz. Thus the constant matrices in the asymptotics of the
solutions ¥" and ¥, at the origin satisfy C, = CjC. The matrices M, and C are related to
the Stokes matrix and to the monodromy M of the solution ¥" around the origin by M, =
c-1sTs—lc =M.

We start with constructing an auxiliary solution ¥, given by the integrals of the form (39)
over a natural system of contours on the Riemann surface given by the next proposition. Recall
that the solutions ¥" and ¥! were given by integrals over a certain basis in the space of contours.
The solutions constructed here have the same form with a different choice of basis.

Recall (Section 3.1) that o denotes the permutation of the sheets of the ramified covering
which corresponds to the projection of the point on the base encircling the point ( = co coun-
terclockwise (thus the collection of the branch points {A;} clockwise); and the number k; stands
for the label of the first sheet containing the point oo;.

!This theorem and Theorem 4 below were conjectured by C. Hertling (private communication).

22



Proposition 3 The following contours {vi(z)}}_, on the covering A : L — CP! constitute a
basis in the space A*(z) :

e k=1,...,2¢g:
a- and b-cycles on the Riemann surface (the canonical homology basis of L).

e k=29g+1,....,2g+m:
m cycles encircling points 001, . .., 00, counterclockwise; we shall also denote these cycles

by {Vi}?ll-

The contours from the next two groups start and end at the points on the covering projecting
to the point at infinity on the base. The direction in which the contours leave and approach these
points depends on arg{z} and is determined by the following condition for Q € vi(2) :

3
g < arg[2\(Q)} < 7” (52)
e k=2g+m-+1,...,2g+2m:
m paths (denoted by Woi(2), i = 1,...,m) connecting oo, with 0o, i # 0, approaching the
endpoints in the direction fized by (52) on the 0-th and k;-th sheets, respectively.

For definiteness, we fix the contours in the following way. Let us connect all points co; by
a curve in the fundamental polygon of the surface. Then we require the contours Wey;(z)
to lie inside the fundamental polygon and not to cross the curve connecting the points co;.

o k=2g+2m+1,...,n wheren=2g+2m+> " n;:
for any i € {0,...,m} we take n; contours T;.o(z) with a =1,...,n;. The contour T;.o(2)
leaves oo; along a direction satisfying (52) on the sheet number o 1(k;) at oo;, goes
counterclockwise around the point co; to the sheet number o®(k;), and there comes back to
0o; in the same direction (projection of Ti.o(z) on the base of the covering winds around
the point at infinity once; the contour crosses only the branch cuts ending at co;). These
contours are also required to lie inside the fundamental polygon of the surface.

Proof. The proof follows from the definition of the space A*(z) as the first relative homology
group of the pair (£*,0L?), see Section 4.1.

We shall also show that the contours Cg(z) for finite z # 0 constructed in Section 4.1 can
be decomposed in the space A*(z) into linear combinations of the contours ~x(z) listed in the
proposition. Indeed, to every contour Ci(z) for z € C\ {0} a linear combination of the paths
{Wyi(2)} and {7;.o(2)} can be added so that the result is a closed contour on the surface. Since
in a neighbourhood of a point at infinity all contours go parallel to each other, the end-parts
of Ci(2) cancel against the corresponding parts of the added linear combination of the contours
{Wyi(2)} and {7;.o(2)}. Therefore the resulting closed z-independent contour is equivalent in
the space A*(z) to a contour which does not contain any of the points co;. Then such a closed
contour is representable in the space A*(z) as a linear combination of the a- and b-cycles on the
surface and the contours {V;} encircling the points {oo;}. O

Remark 6 The contour encircling the point oo, is not included in the list of basis contours
given in the proposition due to the following reason. Since the sum of residues of a differential
is zero, the sum of contours encircling all points ooy, ..., 00, at infinity gives a trivial contour
in the space A*(z).
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Remark 7 Note also that projections of the contours v;(z) on the base of the covering do not
depend on small variations of the branch points {);} of the covering.

The next proposition gives a solution of system (1), (3) defined in the domain D.

Proposition 4 Let D be a disc neighbourhood of z = 0 with a branch cut chosen along the
segment of the ray l_ lying in the disc. The following matriz V,(z), defined for z € D, solves
equations (1) and (3):

(809), = gaye ], @ w

Here vj(z) are the contours from the basis in the space A*(z) given by Proposition 3.

Proof. The integrals (53) do not depend on the direction in which contours of integration
7;(2) approach points at infinity as long as the argument arg{zA(Q)} remains between 7/2 and
37 /2, as in (52), for any point @ on the contour in a neighbourhood of one of the points oco;.
Therefore, we can consider 7;(z) as contours independent of z when differentiating the matrix
W, with respect to z. Their dependence on z only comes into play when one studies the global
behaviour of the solution, such as monodromy of U, as z runs around the origin.

Thus, the proof of the proposition repeats the first part of the proof of Theorem 1. O

Let us now look at the monodromy transformation of the solution ¥, under analytic contin-
uation around the origin. This transformation consists of the change of sign in the overall factor
1/y/z in (53) and of the transformation of the integration contours ;(z). The next theorem
gives the Jordan form of the monodromy matrix.

Theorem 4 When the argument z of the solution Wo(2) (53) encircles the point z = 0 in the
counterclockwise direction, the matriz Wy(z) transforms to another solution V,(z)M, with the
momnodromy matriz My having the following blocks in the Jordan canonical form:

e 2g blocks of the size 1 with the eigenvalue —1
e m blocks of the size 2 with the eigenvalue —1

e n; blocks of the size 1 with the eigenvalues —e* /(") where o = 1,...,n; for any
1=0,....m

Remark 8 The eigenvalues of the monodromy matrix M, are equal to e>™#s, where {n;} are
the eigenvalues of the matrix V, the spectrum (see Proposition 1) of the associated Frobenius
manifold.

Proof. The quantity under the integral in (53) is singlevalued in z, but the contours of
integration change as z makes a loop around the origin. Therefore, the monodromy matrix,
up to the minus sign, is given by the matrix which transforms the system of cycles {v;(2)} to
the new system of similar cycles {v;(ze?™)} obtained from {v;(2)} by a smooth deformation
following the change in the argument of z.

The cycles v;(z) for j =1,...,2g9 + m (the cycles {ay; b} and {V;}) do not depend on z.

For the remaining contours, 7v;(z), j > 2g + m, the increase of 27 in the argument of z
leads by (52) to the turn of the end-parts of the contours by the angle of 27 /(n; + 1) in the local
parameter (recall, that we take the local parameter at oco; to be A ("i“)).
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Therefore, the path Wy, for 1 < k < m connecting oo, to ooy transforms to Wok = Wk —
To.1 + T,y if ng > 0 and ny > 0; if any of the ramification indices vanishes, the corresponding
cycle 7y, or 7Ty, is replaced by V, or Vy, respectively, in the above expression for the transformed
contour Wok.

The contours {7;.} permute cyclically in each group of contours connecting one of co; with
itself: for ¢ # 0 the group is {71, Tisas - - -, Tings Vi — Tin — Tio — -+ — Tip, }; for i = 0 the cyclic
permutation is done in the following group of contours: {Z;.,...,Zomges —Zon — -+ — Tomg —
>oit, Vi}, see Remark 6.

From these considerations one sees that the first 2g + m columns of the monodromy matrix
contain only one non-zero element, which is equal to —1 and is placed on the diagonal of the
matrix. The minus sign comes from the factor 1/,/z in the solution ¥y(z) (53). As is also easy
to see, the first 2¢g rows and the m rows from (2¢g + m + 1)th to (2g + 2m)th (corresponding to
the paths connecting points at infinity on different sheets) have the similar structure: their only
non-zero elements are —1 on the diagonal. Thus, the monodromy matrix has 2¢g 4+ 2m (counting
multiplicity) eigenvalues equal to —1.

Since the matrix M, has equal eigenvalues, it is not necessarily diagonalizable. We shall find
its Jordan canonical form as follows. We shall present a new basis of contours in the space A*(z),
z € D, which will be referred to as the Jordan basis of contours. Formula (53) with the contours
7v;(z) replaced by the new contours will define a solution W,(z) in the domain D (see formula
(54)). The monodromy transformation of the solution ¥,(z) under analytic continuation around
z = 0 counterclockwise will be denoted by M,; it is given by the matrix in the Jordan canonical
form.

The Jordan basis of contours {I';}7_; consists of:

e a— and b— cycles: {ag; byp}i_;;
[ {T2k—1};gn:1a where Tgk_l = NVk,

o {Tor(2)}}, : the contour Yoi(2) is the sum of the following paths connecting the point
oo with all other points oo; for i # k. There are (ny + 1) sheets glued at the point oog; for
each of the remaining sheets of the covering there are (nj + 1) paths starting at the point
at infinity on the given sheet and ending at the point ocoj on one of the (ny + 1) sheets.
The end-parts of the paths approach the points at infinity in the direction specified by
(52). Each of these paths is oriented from the point ocog. As is easy to see, the contours
Tor(z) are linear combinations of the contours W;;(z) from Proposition 3.

o {Ajo(2)|a=1,...,n;} foreach i =0,...,m:

2mik
n; +1 '

Ai;a(z) =V, + Z(ei;a(ni—&-l—s) - 1)7;';8(’2)7 where €i;k = €XP

s=1

Let us now see how these contours transform when z goes around zero. The a- and b-cycles
and the cycles To;_1 do not change. We shall now prove that Yor(2e?™) = Top_1(2) — Tor(2).
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Using the above definition of the contours Y9, and Remark 6 we get:

Yor(267™) = Tar(2) + (ng + 1) i [Z Tiss(2) + (Vz‘ - 2%5(@)]

i=0,i#k Ls=1
ng N
— (N —np—1) [Z Tiss(2) + (vk - Z%s@)
s=1 s=1

For the contours A;.,(z) we have:

= Tor(z) = NVj.

n;—1

n;
Ai;a(ze%l) =V + Z (Ei;a(ni+175) - 1) 7;;54—1(2) + <5i;a -Vi— ZZS(Z))a
s=1 s=1
which after a straightforward calculation using the relation €;,_o = €j.an, for o < n; leads to
Ai;a(ze%i) = €i;:alia(2).

Thus, we obtain a solution ¥, defined by

(‘I’o(z))i]‘ = 21\1/77_\}5 /Fj(z) GZA(Q)W(Q,B‘). (54)

with integration contours being {Fj(z)}?zl = { {aw b1 {Tor—1, Tortiy; {Aia | @ =
1,...,n;}/", } taken in this order. As can be seen from the above calculation, the monodromy
matrix M, of ¥y(z) at z =0 is in the Jordan form claimed in the theorem. O

Analogously to Theorem 3 one finds the connection matrix C' defined by (51): it gives
coordinates of the Jordan basis of contours {I';(z)} from Theorem 4 with respect to the basis
{C;}7_, in the space A*(z) with z belonging to the intersection of the domain D and the right
half-plane.

Proposition 5 Consider a Hurwitz Frobenius manifold and the corresponding linear system (1).
Let 1 =1_Jl+ be an admissible line in the z-plane for the system, which divides the plane into
two half-planes 11" and 1. Let the contours {Fj};‘:l be the Jordan basis of contours constructed
above, and the system of contours {C;} be as in Section 4.2. Then the matriz C' such that the
equality

(Ty,...,ITy) =(CT,...,C)C

holds in the space A*(z) with finite z € II" is the connection matriz (51).
Examples of computation of the connection matrix will be given in Section 5.
4.4 Other Frobenius structures on Hurwitz spaces

4.4.1 Deformed Frobenius manifolds

By deformations of Hurwitz Frobenius manifolds we mean the Frobenius structures on Hurwitz
spaces Hg:ng,...n, With rotation coefficients (33) given by the bidifferential Wq (14). We shall

m
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say that associated to these manifolds is the deformed Riemann-Hilbert problem. The deformed
system of matrix differential equations (1), (3) has the form

0.Wq(2) = (U + _Va) Uq(2), (55)
00 Va(2) = (2Bi — [0, T Wq(2), (56)

where the diagonal matrix U is the same as before and I'q and V denote the matrices I' and V'
from (2) built from rotation coefficients (33).

A solution ¥ of the deformed Riemann-Hilbert problem (55), (56) can be written similarly
to the non-deformed case. Theorem 1 with the bidifferential W replaced by its deformation W
(14) gives a solution to the system (55), (56) and, therefore, to the Riemann-Hilbert problem
associated to the deformations of Hurwitz Frobenius manifolds:

(T ")ij(2) =

2Mf o AOW(Q. P). (57)

A proposition similar to Proposition 4 holds for the deformed problem. Namely, formula (53)
with W replaced by Wy gives a solution to (55), (56) defined in a the domain D at the origin.

The next theorem describes the relationship between solutions to the deformed and non-
deformed systems.

Theorem 5 The solution ¥ of the system (1), (3) and the solution ¥ of the system (55), (56)
are related by

Wy () = (1 _ iTq> W (2). (58)

Here 1 denotes the identity matriz; and U denotes either of the solutions W™ or W' given in their
domains by Theorem 1. Similarly, ¥4 denotes the respective deformed solution. The matriz Tq
s a symmetric matriz with the entries:

(Tq)ij =7 Y (B+q)y' wi(P)wi(F)), (59)
k=1

where {wy }_, is the basis of holomorphic normalized differentials and B is the Riemann matriz
of the surface L. The constant symmetric matriz q is the matriz of parameters from (14).

Proof. The theorem can be proved by a direct computation as follows. Relation (58) is equivalent
to

n

/ eNDW(Q, Pr) = / MDY <1 - iTq)ij W(Q. Py), (60)

P P j=1

where p stands for any of the contours v;(z), C;, or C,lC from Proposition 3 and Theorem 1. Using
the definition (59) of the matrix Tq and the Rauch variational formula (21) for the holomorphic
differentials wj, we rewrite the right-hand side of (60) as follows:

27r1 9 .
Q) P) (B . / 2AQ) ) 1
/p W(Q, . > B+ )y wil z)]él O, pe wi(Q) (61)

k=1
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For the sum of the derivatives with respect to the branch points A; we have the relation:

Zaxj /ez’\(P)wl(P) = z/ez APy (P), (62)
j=1 p P

which can be proved by the method of the proof of Lemma 1, using the invariance of the
holomorphic normalized differentials under biholomorphic mappings of Riemann surfaces.

Plugging (62) into (61) and using the definition (14) of the bidifferential Wy, we obtain the
left-hand side of (60). O

Corollary 1 The matrices S, My, C for the deformed Riemann-Hilbert problem (55), (56) co-
incide with that for the non-deformed problem (1), (3) discussed in Sections 4.2 and 4.3.

The next proposition gives some properties of the matrix transforming the function ¥ into
U, (58).
a

Proposition 6 The matriv Gq(z) :==1 — Tq/z of the transformation (58) satisfies:
det G4(z) = 1; Gq(—2)Gq(z) = 1. (63)

Proof. Since the solutions \Ila/ Fare given by formula (39) with the bidifferential W replaced by

Wq, a theorem similar to Theorem 2 holds for the deformed solution \Ila/ l, i.e. the determinants

of the matrices ¥"/! and \Ifa/ " are equal. Therefore, the determinant of the transformation matrix
Gq is equal to one.

The left hand side of the second formula in (63) equals 1 —T4?/z. The matrix Tq? vanishes
due to the relation

ﬂ'iZwk(Pj)wl(Pj) = Z 8)\jBkl =0. (64)
=1 i=1

The last equality in (64) can be proven, for example, by putting z = 0 and p = by in formula
(62). O

4.4.2 Real doubles of Frobenius manifolds

In this section we work with the real Hurwitz space, i.e. with the space Hg.p,,....n,, Of cove-
rings where the set of local coordinates is formed by the branch points of the coverings and by
their complex conjugates: {\;; S\j}?zl. Rotation coefficients of Frobenius structures on the real
Hurwitz space [19] are written (34) in terms of the Schiffer and Bergman kernels © and B (16),
(17). A solution to the associated Riemann-Hilbert problem is a 2n x 2n matrix which satisfies
the linear system (1), (3) with the diagonal matrix U = diag(A1, ..., An, A1, - - -, An) and 2n x 2n
matrices I' and V' formed by the rotation coefficients (34) as described by (2) and in Section 3.4.
We shall refer to this Riemann-Hilbert problem as the Riemann-Hilbert problem for doubles. A
solution to this problem can be written in terms of the Schiffer and Bergman kernels analogously
to the formulas (53) and (39) for the matrix ¥. The solution will be denoted by W,z; it is given

by the next theorem.
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Theorem 6 The solution U, to the Riemann-Hilbert problem corresponding to the real doubles
of Hurwitz Frobenius manifolds is the following 2n x 2n matriz consisting of four n x n blocks:

[ Uge@o@r) (fg e @@ R)

Vop(2) = CINCVE (65)

(fCT Q>BQP)) (fc,« QmQP))

Each block is given by its (i,7)-entry; i,5 € {1,...,n}. The rows in blocks are labeled by rami-
fication points, i.e. by the indices i € {1,...,n}. The contours Ci are the same as in Theorem

1. The solution W, in the left half-plane TI' is obtained from (65) by replacing the contours Ci
with the contours C]l-.

Proof of the theorem is analogous to that given above for Theorem 1. Similarly to Theorem
2 we compute the determinant of the solution Wq5(2).

Theorem 7 The determinant of the solution \Ilé/g from Theorem 6 is given by:

n

det Wy (2) = exp{z Y (A + Aw)}.
k=1

The next theorem establishes a relationship between the solution ¥(z) to the Riemann-
Hilbert problem for the family of Hurwitz Frobenius manifolds and the solution ¥,z (z) to the
Riemann-Hilbert problem for their real doubles.

Theorem 8 Let ¥(z) be the nxn matrix solution to the Riemann-Hilbert problem from Theorem
1 (expressed in terms of the bidifferential W ). The solution Vg5 from Theorem 6 of the Riemann-
Hilbert problem for the real doubles can be obtained from the matrixz function ¥ by the following

transformation:
Wap(z) = (1 - iT) ( ‘I'(()Z) \IJ?Z) > . (66)

Here 1 denotes the identity matriz. By ¥ we denote any of the matrices V", W' considered
in their domains; and Vqp stands for one of the Wr, ., Wl . respectively. The matriz T is the
following symmetric 2n x 2n matriz consisting of the four n x n blocks. Fach block is given by

its (i,7)-entry; i,5 € {1,...,n}:

(Sm B cn(Pa(P) (= Xy (B wn(P)r(P)

s
T :=

(= ey (B e (Pea(P)) (0,0 (mB) wn(P) n(Fy))

where {wy }1_, is the basis of holomorphic normalized differentials and B is the Riemann matriz
of the surface L

The proof can be obtained by a direct calculation analogously to the proof of Theorem 5.
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Corollary 2 The Stokes matrix, the monodromy at the origin and and the connection matrices
corresponding to the Riemann-Hilbert problem for the real doubles have a block-diagonal structure
with two blocks. The blocks are given by the respective matrices from the monodromy data of
the Riemann-Hilbert problem for Frobenius structures on the complex Hurwitz space (described
in Sections 4.2 and 4.3).

Similarly to the matrix Tq?, the matrix T2 (67) vanishes as a corollary of relation (64). Fur-
thermore, analogously to Proposition 6 one proves the next proposition giving the properties of
the matrix 1 — T/z from (66).

Proposition 7 The matriz G(z) := 1 — T/z of the transformation (66) satisfies the following
relations:
det G(z) = 1; G"(—2)G(z) = 1.

4.5 Isomonodromic tau-function

The isomonodromic tau-function 7; associated to monodromy preserving deformations of a
system of linear ordinary differential equations was introduced in [11] . The function 7; is
a function of deformation parameters; it plays an important role in the theory of isomon-
odromic deformations. In [11] it was conjectured that 7, is holomorphic everywhere outside
of a certain critical variety in the space of deformation parameters. This conjecture was proved
in [3, 16]. In our case the deformation parameters are the coordinates {A;} on the Frobe-
nius manifold. The tau-function 7, is holomorphic on the universal covering of the space
C"\ {(A1,..., An) | Ak = Ay with k # [}, where the critical variety is empty. The set of zeros of
the function 7, in this space is called the Malgrange divisor; the solvability of the corresponding
Riemann-Hilbert problem can be described in terms of this divisor. For example, for the given
matrices p, R and S (see Section 2.2) the solution always exists outside of the Malgrange divisor
[2].

In this section we summarize the known results on isomonodromic tau-functions of the
systems (1), (3) associated to Frobenius manifolds studied in the paper: the tau-functions are
computed in terms of objects defined on the underlying Riemann surface.

For our system (1), (3) corresponding to a Frobenius manifold, the definition [11] of the
tau-function reduces, according to Examples 5.2 and 5.3 in [11], to:

Olog T - .
o L= Y BEN-), i=1...n (68)
j#i,j=1

As was shown in [14], for the Frobenius manifolds with rotation coefficients f3;; given by the bidif-
ferential W (12), the isomonodromic tau-function 7; (68) coincides with the so-called Bergman
tau-function Ty, introduced and computed in [13] (note that the definition of log7; used in [14]
differs by a factor of —1/2 from the definition of [11] cited here (68)). The Bergman tau-function
is defined in terms of the bidifferential W as follows.

Denote by S" the following term in the asymptotics of W (P, Q) (12) near the diagonal
P~Q:

WBQ) =, (<x<P> )

5 + SY(xz(P)) + 0(1)) dx(P)dz(Q)
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(the quantity 65" (x(P)) is called the Bergman projective connection [9]). Choosing the local
parameter to be z;(P) = v/ A — A\; we denote by S}" the value of S at a ramification point P; :
Sw

(2

x;=0
Since the singular part of W —kernel in a neighbourhood of the point P; does not depend on
coordinates {);}, the Rauch variational formulas (19) imply 8y,S}" = W?2(P;, P;)/2. The sym-
metry of this expression with respect to the indices ¢ and j provides the compatibility of the
system of differential equations which defines the tau-function 7, :

W:_st, i=1.. ..n (70)

The Bergman tau-function (70) first appeared in [15] where it entered the expression for
the isomonodromic tau-function corresponding to the Riemann-Hilbert problem with Fuchsian
singularities and quasipermutational monodromy matrices. In [13] 7, was computed in terms
of the prime form, theta-functions and holomorphic normalized differentials on the Riemann
surface. It was also shown that 7y has no zeros in the universal covering of the space C" \
{( A\, -, An) | Ax = A with &k # [}, This implies that the Malgrange divisor for the tau-function
7; (68) is empty. Hence the Riemann-Hilbert problem associated to the Frobenius structures on
Hurwitz spaces from [6] is solvable for any point of the Hurwitz space ﬁg;no7.,,7nm

The isomonodromic tau-function 7,4 for the deformed Frobenius manifold structures can be
also expressed in terms of the Bergman tau-function. As was shown in [20], 7;q = 7w det(B+q)
(note that the definition of log7; in [20] is consistent with that of [14] and therefore is different
from the one used here by a factor of —1/2).

In the case of real doubles, the Frobenius manifolds with rotation coefficients (34), let us
denote the isomonodromic tau-function by 7i*%; the definition (68) in this case becomes:

dlog 728 L ) L
3& - = Z ij( Zﬁ
J#ii=1 i=1 1)
Olog ;" L . L o
on Z BN = Z ji =)
¢ j=1 J#i5=1

The tau-function 7§% is related [19] to the Bergman tau-function by 782 = |7y;,|? det(ImB).
Thus, we can formulate the following

Theorem 9 The isomonodromic tau-function 1, (68) with B;; = W (P, P;)/2 (corresponding to
the Frobenius structures on Hurwitz spaces from [6]) coincides with the Bergman tau-function
Tw (70) computed in [13]: T, = Ty .

The isomonodromic tau-function defined by (68) with B;; = Wq(F;, Pj)/2 (corresponding to
the deformations of the Frobenius structures on Hurwitz spaces from [6]) is given by

TIq == TW det(]B + q),

where B is the Riemann matriz of the underlying surface and q is the symmetric matriz of
parameters.
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The isomonodromic tau-function defined by (71) and the rotation coefficients (34) corre-
sponding to the real doubles of the Frobenius structures on Hurwitz spaces from [6] is given
by

788 = |7y, |2 det(ImB).

Since the Bergman tau-function 7y, vanishes nowhere in the universal covering of the space
C"\{(A1,---,An) | Ax = A\; with k& # [}, Theorem 9 implies that the Malgrange divisor of the
isomonodromic tau-function 7,4 coincides with the divisor (15) in the space ﬁg;no,...,nm- Formula
(57) shows that, in accordance with the general theory, the solution ¥4 to the Riemann-Hilbert
problem corresponding to the deformations of Frobenius manifolds fails to exist exactly at the
points of the divisor (15).

5 Monodromy data: examples

In this section we look at various examples of Hurwitz spaces and compute the Stokes matrix, the
monodromy matrix at zero and the connection matrix for the corresponding Riemann-Hilbert
problems. We restrict ourselves to the case of rotation coefficients (32) given by the bidifferential
W (i.e. to the case of Frobenius manifold structures on Hurwitz spaces from [6]). All written
in this section is valid for the case of rotation coefficients given by the deformed bidifferential
Wq; the monodromy matrices (S, C, M) for the real doubles can be obtained from the ones
computed here using Corollary 2, Section 4.4.2.

5.1 Set-up

In this section we list a few assumptions on the coverings under which we work in the sequel.

Recall that for a fixed line [ dividing the z-plane into the half-planes II" and TI* the form of
the Stokes matrix depends on the arrangement of the branch points on the plane: an off-diagonal
entry s;; vanishes if the corresponding Stokes ray r;; (7) belongs to the right half-plane II", or,
in other words, if Re{z(A\; — A;)} > 0 for z € [

We shall work with the configurations of branch points for which the Stokes matrix is low-
triangular. Let [ be an oriented admissible line in the z-plane; and let ¢ be the angle between
[ and the real axis. Since the condition s;; = 0 for i < j is equivalent to Re{z)\;} > Re{z\;}
for argz = ¢ and ¢ < j, we need the branch points to be ordered so that after rotating the set
{A\k}r_, by the angle ¢ we would get a set of points ordered according to descending real part.
Such an ordering is shown in Figure 3.

Namely, we define an oriented line [ such that the angle between [ and the real line is
7 — ¢. Then we place the branch points {\;}}_; on the z-plane and consider their orthogonal
projections on the line I. We enumerate the projections in the ascending order in the direction
of the orientation of the line I. Note that no two projections coincide since [/ is an admissible line
for the equation. A branch point is then assigned the label of its projection on the line I. For
such ordering of the branch points, the entries of the Stokes matrix which lie above the diagonal
vanish. Recall, that all diagonal entries of the matrix S are equal to 1.

In addition we assume that the branch cuts can be chosen to join the neighbouring ramifi-
cation points, i.e. the points P; and P,, P3 and Py, and so on (where \; = A(F;)).

Let us also assume the sheets of the covering are ordered, see Figure 2. Recall that the
contours C;, and C,lC are defined to pass through a neighbourhood of the corresponding ramification
point Py in a determined way: see inequality (38) and the comment after it. Therefore, we need
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Figure 3: Ordering of the branch points.

to make the following assumption for the local parameters near the points P;. Among the two
sheets glued together at the point P, we shall call the sheet with a smaller label the “lower” sheet
and the other one the “upper” sheet. Then we assume that the branches of the local parameter
zi(P) = \/A(P) — A\, near the point P} are chosen so that the ray argz; = 37/4 — ¢/2 belongs
to the lower sheet and the ray argxy = —m/4 — ¢/2 — to the upper sheet glued together at the
point Pj. In other words, the contours Cj in a neighbourhood of the point P pass from the
lower to the upper sheet of the covering.

Let us summarize the assumptions we made. In what follows we shall refer to them as
assumptions Al, A2 and A3:

Al: The configuration of branch points is such that Re{zA;} > Re{z);} for argz = ¢ and
1 < j, i.e. the branch points are ordered as shown in Figure 3. Note that this ordering
depends on the choice of the separating line [.

A2: Pairs of ramification points with successive labels, i.e Py, P>, and Ps, Py, and so on are
connected by a branch cut.

A3: The contours Cj, and Cllc pass from the lower to the upper sheet of the covering in a
neighbourhood of the ramification point P.

In the subsequent examples we assume that the separating line and the branch points are
chosen as in Figure 3.

5.2 The Hurwitz space H,,,

The Hurwitz space Ho.o,o is the space of two-fold genus zero coverings with two simple finite
branch points A\; and Ao. These coverings can be graphically represented by the Hurwitz diagram
given by Figure 4.

Despite its simplicity, the monodromy data in this example exhibits a structure which is
shared by the monodromy data of Frobenius structures on all Hurwitz spaces considered below.
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Namely, we shall see that the Stokes matrix computed in this section will appear as a diagonal
block in all subsequent examples of the Stokes matrix.

P %

Figure 4: The Hurwitz diagram for the space Hy,oo.

Let us fix a value z, belonging to the ray I,. The solutions ¥" and ¥ (39) can be analyti-
cally continued into a sector neighbourhood of the ray [, as in Proposition 2 and Theorem 3.
The corresponding contours (fg and CA}C (see Proposition 2) belong to the space A*(z;). Their
projections on the base of the covering satisfy:

ars(C - M) =5 — 6 Cepr()

arg(¢ — A\g) = g —¢+e (€ pr(é,i)

with a small € > 0. A clockwise rotation of the projection p’r(CAz) towards pr(CA,lC) in the {-plane
induces a deformation, smooth in a neighbourhood of the ramification point Pk, which takes
the contour Cj, into C,lc. Figure 5 shows the contours C; and C,lc, k = 1,2 for the choice of the

separating line [ as in Figure 3 (the difference between the deformed contours CE, (fli and the
contours Cp, C,i is not important in the drawing).

— — 1st sheet

———  0Oth sheet

0

Figure 5: Contours C,lg and Cj, for the space Ho;o,-

The Stokes matrix gives the coordinates of the contours é,i with respect to the basis of

contours in the space A*(z4), z4 € I, given by {CAE}, see Theorem 3.
The contours are related by:

cl=Cr—205,  CL=0Cp.

This can be seen from the picture as follows. The contour C] — Cj is equivalent to a contour on
the 0-th sheet encircling the branch cut counterclockwise (and to a contour on the first sheet
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encircling the branch cut clockwise). The same contour is equivalent to Ct + Cb. Recall that the

contours é]:/ ' can go around the ramification point Py in either direction since the residues of
the differentials (36) at the ramification points vanish.

Thus the Stokes matrix of the Frobenius manifold structure on the Hurwitz space Ho,o, (i.e.
the Stokes matrix (9) of the corresponding equation (1)) has the form:

0;0,0 1 0
sor= ) (72)

Let us now compute the connection matrix (51).

The contours {C],C;} give a basis in the space A*(z) for z € II", |z| < oco. Another basis
in this space is given by Proposition 3. It consists of the contour V,, encircling the point oo,
(the point on the sheet number 1 projecting to A\ = 0o on the base) counterclockwise, and the
contour W, going from the point oo, to 0o, and satisfying condition (52) near the end points.
For our covering these contours are: W,, = CI, V, = C] — C} (we may as well take Wy, = C7,
V, = C]—Cj). The Jordan basis of contours (see proof of Theorem 4) thenis I'; = 2V, = 2C] —2C;
and I'; = —W,, = —CJ.

The connection matrix C' (51) gives the coordinates of the contours {I';, I';} with respect to
the basis {C],C}}, see Theorem 3:

2 0

0;0,0 __
¢ —2 -1

Using the definition of the contours V; and W;;;, we compute the monodromy matrix M, for
the solution ¥, (53) at the origin:
-1 -2

Mt =1

Its Jordan canonical form, in accordance with Theorem 4, is

-1 1

0;0,0 _
My 0 -1
The matrix M(? 9.9 can also be obtained from the Stokes matrix and the connection matrix using
the relation M, = C~1S7S~1C.

5.3 The Hurwitz space H,,

The Hurwitz space Hy,o,0,0 is the space of genus zero three-fold coverings with four simple finite
ramification points. Let us assume that the sheets are ordered as shown by the Hurwitz diagram
in Figure 6.

This example shows the construction of the Stokes matrix corresponding to the space of
coverings obtained from the two-fold genus zero coverings by glueing an extra sheet along the
branch cut connecting two additional branch points (under the assumption that the ordering in
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w9
FNl

Figure 6: The Hurwitz diagram for the space Ho.,0,0-

the resulting set of four branch points is as shown in Figure 3). We shall see (formula (73)) how
the 4 x 4 Stokes matrix corresponding to the space Ho.o,, is related to the 2 x 2 Stokes matrix
computed in the previous section for the space H,,,,, of two-fold genus zero coverings. This will
give us an insight into the way to find Stokes matrices for the Hurwitz spaces of coverings which
can be obtained from the given one by glueing one extra sheet along a branch cut.

As before, to compute the Stokes matrix we need to find the transformation which takes the
contours {C}}{_, to the contours {CL}+_, in the space A*(z) for 24 € I;. The contours Cj, and
C,lv are shown in Figure 7. Deforming them by a small rotation about Py towards each other, so

Y — 2nd sheet
— — 1stsheet

3 ———  Oth sheet

Figure 7: Contours C,lC and Cj, for the space Hoo0,0-

that the contours C; rotate clockwise, we obtain the contours (fg and CA,lc In the space A*(z4)
we have the relations:

Cl=Cr—205—-Cs+C;, Ch=Cr+Ci-Cr, Ch=cy—20;, C=¢h

To verify the relations we note that the contour (ff — ég is equivalent to the contour encircling
the cut [Py, Py] counterclockwise on the Oth sheet; the same contour can be obtained as C} 4 Cb.
The contour encircling the same branch cut on the 1st sheet is given by ég — é{ The contour
ég —C) = éé + C} encircles the branch cut [Py, Py] counterclockwise on the 1st sheet.

Therefore, the Stokes matrix (9) of the Frobenius manifold structure on the Hurwitz space
Ho:0,0,0 1s given by

1 0 0 0
SO;0,0,(): _2 1 0 0
1 1 1 0

1 -1 -2 1
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It is convenient to rewrite this matrix using the Stokes matrix S%%° (72) from the previous

section:
. so00 11
50000 — , where A := . (73)
A So00 1 -1

The basis of contours from Proposition 3 in the space A*(z) with z belonging to the part of
a neighbourhood of z = 0 lying in II" consists of the contours V,, V, counterclockwise encircling
the points oo, and oo,, respectively, and the contours Wy, W,., going from oo, to oo, or
00,, respectively, such that inequality (52) holds for their end-parts. These contours enter the
basis set of contours in the given order: {V,, V,, Wy, Wyo}. For our covering we may take:
V,=Cl —Cy—=C5+Cy, Vo =C5 —Cj, Wy, =C5, Wy, =C5 +Cj.

The Jordan basis of contours consists of I'; = 3V,, I', = —2W,, + W,,, I's = 3V, and
'y = —2W,, + Wo,. The connection matrix (51) gives the coordinates of the Jordan basis with
respect to the basis {C} }. It has the form:

3 0 0 0
-3 -1 0 —1
(/030:0,0 —
-3 0 3 0
3 1 -3 -2

The contours Vy, V,, W1, W, are the integration paths in formula (53) defining the solution
W,(2) in a neighbourhood of z = 0. In the same way, the contours {I';} define the solution
U, (54) whose monodromy M, at the origin is in the Jordan form. From the definition of the
contours we find the monodromy matrix M, of the solution ¥ and its Jordan form M, :

-1 0 -2 -1 -1 1 0 0
. 0 -1 -1 -2 . 0 -1 0 0
MOO7O7O7O f— ; Mg707070 P
0 0 -1 0 0 0 -1 1
0 0 0 —1 0 0 0 —1

5.4 The Hurwitz space H,,,

The Hurwitz space H,,, is the space of two-fold genus one coverings with four simple finite
branch points A1, A2, A3, \y. The corresponding Hurwitz diagram is shown in Figure 8. As
before, we assume the branch cuts to be [P1, P2] and [Ps, Py].

Figure 8: The Hurwitz diagram for the space H,,q.

The coverings of this type can be obtained from the two-fold genus zero covering discussed
in Section 5.2 by adding one more branch cut to the existing sheets. We shall see the relation-
ship between the Stokes matrices corresponding to the Hurwitz spaces Ho.0,o and Hi.o. This
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relationship gives a hint on how to proceed from the given Stokes matrix to the other if the
corresponding coverings are obtained from each other by adding an extra branch cut (only if
the sets of branch points on both coverings are ordered in the way shown in Figure 3).

Figure 9 shows the contours C; and C. defining the solutions ¥"(z) and ¥!(z) (39) in the
right and left half-planes, respectively. From Figure 9 we see that the deformed contours (fg and

— — 1st sheet

¢

4
' ———  Oth sheet
3

Figure 9: Contours C,i and Cj, for the space H;;q,.
é,i in the space A*(z;) are related as follows:
Ci=C-205+205 - 20},  Cy=Ch-205+205,  Cy=Cj-20, €1 =Ch

Thus, the Stokes matrix of the Frobenius manifold structure on the Hurwitz space H, .o, has the
form:

1 0 0 0

. 2 1 0 0

TUEl . e 0 .
2 2 -2 1

Let us again rewrite this Stokes matrix using the Stokes matrix S%° (72) corresponding to the
Hurwitz space H, o and the 2 x 2 matrix A from (73):

1;0,0 S 0
S - —9A  §000 ’

The basis of contours defining the solution ¥, in a neighbourhood of the origin consists of
the contours a and b, the contour V, encircling the point co, counterclockwise and the contour
Wer going from oo, to ooy, see Proposition 3. We assume the contours enter the basis in the
given order: a, b, V;, Wy,. We may take: a :=C] —C3, b:=C;5 —C5, V, :==C] —C5+C;5 —CJ,
W = Cj.

The Jordan basis of contours is I';, = a, I'; = b, I'; = 2V, and I'y = —W,,. The matrix of
coefficients of these contours with respect to the basis {C}}, i.e. the connection matrix is given
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Cl;0,0 —
0 -1 2 0

0 0 -2 -1

We find the monodromy matrix M, of the solution W, (53) using the definition of the contours
a, b, Vi, Wyy; and its Jordan form M, using the definition of the contours {I'} :

-1 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0
o 0 -1 0 0 . 0 -1 0 0
M017070 — ; M017D7D —
0 0 -1 —2 0 0 -1 1
0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 -1

5.5 Hurwitz spaces in arbitrary genus

In the above examples we saw how the Stokes matrix corresponding to the space Hy,, o of two-
fold genus zero coverings is related to the Stokes matrices corresponding to the Hurwitz spaces of
coverings obtained from a two-fold genus zero covering by one of the following two operations: i)
adding one sheet and one branch cut (Section 5.3); ii) adding one branch cut (Section 5.4). The
former operation does not change the genus of the covering and the latter increases the genus by
one. Iterating these operations we obtain an arbitrary covering with simple branch points which
is not ramified over the point at infinity and for which the branch cuts can be chosen to join two
neighbouring ramification points. Therefore, we can describe the Stokes matrix corresponding
to the space of coverings of this type basing on the above examples. This is done in the next
proposition. Recall that the branch cuts are assumed to be added in a way that the entire set
of branch points is ordered as described by assumptions Al and A2 in Section 5.1.

Proposition 8 Consider a Hurwitz space of N-fold genus g coverings which have only simple
branch points and are not ramified over the point at infinity. In this space, consider a neighbour-
hood of the covering which satisfies assumptions A1, A2 and A3 from Section 5.1. Namely: Al -
the branch points of the covering are ordered according to Figure 3 with respect to a line | which
is an admissible line for equation (1) built from a Frobenius structure on the Hurwitz space; A2
- for any odd k, the ramification points Py and Pyy1 (and only these points) are connected by a
branch cut; A3 - the sheets of the covering are ordered and in a neighbourhood of the ramification
point Py, the ray arg xy, = 3w/4 — /2 belongs to the lower of the two sheets glued together at Pj.

Then the Stokes matriz of the corresponding Frobenius manifold has the following structure.
For a branch cut [Py, P, | = k + 1, joining the sheets number Ny, and N; where Ny < N; we
describe the corresponding k-th and l-th columns of the Stokes matriz S = (s;;). The elements
sik and s; for i < k vanish. The diagonal block, the intersection of the k-th and l-th columns and

1 0
k-th and l-th rows, is given by the Stokes matriz S%%° = ( ) from (72) corresponding
— 1
to the Hurwitz space of two-fold genus zero coverings. For i >1 and j =i+ 1 the block

Sik  Sil
(75)
( Sjk il )
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1
is given by either A = < ) ) ) from (73), or —A, or by —2A, or vanishes.
The block (75) equals A in the following two cases.

e The branch cut [P;, Pj] joins the sheets number N; and Nj such that Ny < Nj.
e The branch cut [P;, Pj] joins the sheets number Ny and N such that N; < Ny.

The block (75) equals —A if the inequalities between N;, Nj and Ny, N; are opposite to the
above ones.

The block (75) equals —2A if the branch cut [P;, Pj] joins the sheets number Ny and Ny, i.e.
the same sheets as the branch cut [Py, P].

The block (75) vanishes if the branch cuts [P;, Pj] and [Py, P} belong to four pairwise distinct
sheets.

Proof. The k-th and I-th columns of the Stokes matrix .S give the coordinates of the contours
CL and C! with respect to the basis {(f;} in the space A*(zy) with z; € I;. The contour CL, is
obtained from the contour C}Z as follows. The projection /\(@2) of é,g on the base of the covering
is rotated clockwise about the point Ay towards the projection A(é,i) and then is lifted back to
the covering so that the resulting transformation of the contour CAIZ is smooth in a neighbourhood
of P;. Away from this neighbourhood the transformation is not smooth since the branch cuts
belonging to the sheets number N and N, are in the way of the rotation of the contour C}Z on
the covering (see Figures 7, 9 and the corresponding examples). Thus, the difference CA,l§ — C}Z
can be expressed as a linear combination of contours encircling the branch cuts on the sheets
Nj and N;. As we have seen in the examples, a contour encircling a branch cut [P, P;] is given
by +(Cr — (f';") in the case of simple ramification.

The assumptions Al and A2 on the arrangements of the branch points and cuts imply that
the branch cut [P;, P;] can be in the way of the rotation of the contour CAE towards CAIZC on the
covering only if k < ¢ < j. Therefore, in the k-th column of the Stokes matrix the first k — 1
elements vanish, i.e. s;; = 0 for i < k. Analogously, for the [-th column we have s;; = 0 for 7 < [.

The clockwise (towards C!) rotation of € does not cross the branch cut [Py, P}, therefore, C!
is equivalent to é{ plus the contours +(C — é;) with [ < i < j encircling the branch cuts [P, P;]
belonging to the sheets Ny and/or N;. For the k-th column of the Stokes matrix we note that
the contour encircling the branch cut [Py, P)] can be expressed as CE — é{ = (f,lc + éf, therefore,
CL =Cr —2Cr + ..., which shows that the diagonal block is given by the matrix S%%° (72).

The exact form of the added combinations of contours = (C? —(?;) with [ < ¢ < j is analogous
to that in the examples considered above. The form of the block (75) given in the proposition
is obtained by a straightforward generalization of the examples from Sections 5.3 and 5.4. Note
that we need to specify which sheet lies above (is labeled with a larger number) because of
the assumption that the contours of integration C; in a neighbourhood of the corresponding
ramification points pass from the lower to the upper sheet. O

To illustrate Proposition 8 we include the Stokes matrix S corresponding to the Hurwitz
space of the coverings of the type represented by the diagram in Figure 10 (note that the points
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Figure 10: A Hurwitz diagram for the space H;.0,0.0,0,0-

P; and P3 do not belong to the sheet number two):

se00 0 0 0 0

0 S 0 0 0

s=| =24 0o s 0o o0
~A A A 5% 0

A 0 A A 500

Here as before, 0 is a 2 x 2 zero matrix; S%%° is the Stokes matrix (72) corresponding to the
Hurwitz space of genus zero two-fold coverings with two finite branch points, and A is the 2 x 2
block given by (73).

In particular, we get the Stokes matrix corresponding to the space of the genus zero coverings
obtained from the two-fold genus zero covering shown in Figure 4 by consequently adding an
extra sheet and two finite branch points. An example of such coverings is given by the Hurwitz
diagram shown in Figure 11. In terms of the matrices S%%° (72) and A (73), the Stokes matrix

39
— o9

—o, @

Figure 11: A Hurwitz diagram for the space H;0,0,0,0-

for Frobenius manifold structures on the Hurwitz space of the coverings from Figure 11 is given
by:
S000 0 0 0

A S0 0 0
0 A S% 0
0o 0 A gU0

S =

The Stokes matrix corresponding to the general case of Hurwitz space of such genus zero cove-
rings without ramification over the point at infinity has the same structure.
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In the case of the Hurwitz spaces Hg,,,, of hyperelliptic coverings represented by the Hurwitz

diagram in Figure 12, Proposition 8 implies that the (29 4+ 2) x (2¢g 4+ 2) Stokes matrix of the

P.

N A Py P

g 2g+2

1

0

Figure 12: A Hurwitz diagram for the space Hg;o-

corresponding Frobenius manifolds has the form:

g0 9 0 0
—2A S50 0 0
g—| —2A —2A S0 9
—2A —2A —2A S0
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