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Abstract. In some previous work, we defined an invariant of genus zero nonabelian Hodge
spaces taking the form of a diagram. Here, enriching the diagram by fission data to obtain
a refined invariant, the enriched tree, including a partition of the core diagram into k sub-
sets, we show that this invariant contains sufficient information to reconstruct k+1 different
classes of admissible deformations of wild Riemann surfaces, that are all representations of
one single nonabelian Hodge space, so that the isomonodromy systems defined by these rep-
resentations are expected to be isomorphic. This partially generalises to the case of arbitrary
singularity data the picture of the simply-laced case featuring a diagram with a complete
k-partite core. We illustrate this framework by discussing different Lax representations for
Painlevé equations.

Key words: irregular connections; Lax representations; Painlevé equations; Fourier trans-
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1 Introduction

1.1 General motivation: classification of (wild) nonabelian Hodge spaces

The main aim of this work is to formulate a convenient combinatorial way of identifying many
conjectural isomorphisms between different genus zero nonabelian Hodge spaces, which should
in turn extend to isomorphisms between the related isomonodromy systems, generalising known
(multi)dualities between different Lax representations of Painlevé-type equations to the case of
arbitrary irregular types.

The term ‘nonabelian Hodge space’, introduced in [11, Definition 7], refers to a class of
manifolds that can be seen as moduli spaces for different types of objects. On one hand, they
are moduli spaces of meromorphic connections with possibly irregular singularities on curves
(the de Rham side). Via the Riemann–Hilbert–Birkhoff correspondence, they are also moduli
spaces of generalised monodromy data, known as wild character varieties [9, 15] (the Betti side),
and, via the wild nonabelian Hodge correspondence [5], as moduli spaces of irregular Higgs
bundles (the Dolbeault side). Furthermore, they carry rich (symplectic, hyperkähler) geometric
structures, and give rise to (isospectral and isomonodromic) integrable systems, including many
classical integrable systems of interest in mathematical physics such as all Painlevé equations
(see, e.g., [11] for an overview).

A nonabelian Hodge space M depends on the choice of a tuple (Σ,a,Θ,C), that we call a wild
Riemann surface with boundary data. Here the triple (Σ,a,Θ) is a wild Riemann surface [9, 12],
meaning that Σ is a compact Riemann surface, a = {a1, . . . , am} ⊂ Σ is a finite set of points
on Σ corresponding to the singularities of the connections giving rise to points of MdR, the
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global irregular class Θ encodes the type of singularities that these connections have at each
singular point, and C is a collection of conjugacy classes, encoding the formal monodromies of
the connections.

Remarkably, it turns out that there exist some isomorphisms between moduli spaces defined
by different wild Riemann surfaces with boundary data, corresponding to connections with
different ranks, number of singularities and pole orders. It is expected that when this happens
the moduli spaces are really isomorphic as nonabelian Hodge spaces, i.e., all the structures
of the nonabelian Hodge package match in the natural way. In other words, we would like
to view those different wild Riemann surfaces with boundary data as different realizations, or
representations, of one single abstract nonabelian Hodge space M, which raises the question of
their classification. Notice that here we will only be considering representations coming from
the case of vector bundles, however wild nonabelian Hodge spaces arising from vector bundles
may also be isomorphic to nonabelian Hodge spaces arising from principal G-bundles, for G
a complex reductive group different from GLn(C), see, for example, [14].

Varying the wild Riemann surface, one can consider moduli spaces of irregular connections
in families, giving rise to isomonodromic deformations [9]. If the connections are written down
explicitly in coordinates, this gives systems of nonlinear PDEs which include, among the simplest
nontrivial examples, all Painlevé equations [35] (see also [4, 28, 42] for works investigating more
systematically the question of obtaining explicit Hamiltonians for isomonodromic deformations).
In this picture, the wild Riemann surface (Σ,a,Θ) giving rise to a given isomonodromy system
corresponds to what is called a Lax representation, Lax pair, or linearisation for the system in the
literature on integrable systems, albeit in a more abstract sense than is often the case (typically
the term Lax pair is used to refer to an explicit parametrisation in coordinates of the coefficients
of the connections). The existence of nontrivial isomorphisms between different nonabelian
Hodge spaces is related to the existence of different Lax representations for many Painlevé-type
equations, and the question of the classification of nonabelian Hodge spaces extends to the
problem of finding all possible Lax representations for a given isomonodromy system.

1.2 Diagrams and isomorphisms between moduli spaces of connections

Interestingly, it turns out that in many genus zero cases, i.e., when the underlying Riemann
surface is P1(C), there is a clean combinatorial way to pass between different representations.

Possibly the simplest instance where such “dualities” between different moduli spaces of
connections on P1 occur is Harnad duality [1, 2, 30, 52], which relates dual connections on
trivial vector bundles over the affine line of the form d −

(
A + P (Y − z)−1Q

)
dz and d +

(
Y +

Q(A − z)−1P
)
dz, where P : W → V and Q : V → W are linear maps, where V , W are finite

dimensional complex vector spaces, and A ∈ End(V ), Y ∈ End(W ). The connections on
both sides have an irregular singularity at infinity, with a pole of order two, as well as regular
singularities at finite distance, whose positions are given by the eigenvalues of A and Y . Harnad
showed that the isomonodromic deformations of these two connections, governed by the JMMS
equations [34], are equivalent. The duality induces an isomorphism between the de Rham moduli
spaces corresponding to both sides.

Harnad duality can be conveniently described in a graphical way as follows. The linear
maps A, Y , P , Q can be viewed as representations of the quiver drawn below, and the duality
corresponds to exchanging the roles of the two vertices:

V WA Y

P

Q
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When A and Y are semisimple, the vector spaces V and W can further be split into the corre-
sponding eigenspaces, giving rise to a complete bipartite graph, and Harnad duality amounts to
exchanging the two subsets of vertices.

This duality was enlarged by Boalch [6, 8, 10] in the simply-laced case, which is the case of
connections on P1 having one irregular singularity, located at infinity, with an (unramified) pole
of order at most 3, possibly together with regular singularities at finite distance: now there is
a “multiduality” between more than two moduli spaces of connections.

This multiduality can also be conveniently encoded in a graphical way, in terms of a supernova
quiver : it consists of a core, which is a complete k-partite graph for some integer k (i.e., the
core is a disjoint union of k subsets of vertices, and each vertex in one subset is linked by one
edge to every vertex belonging to a different subset) to which are then glued legs, each leg being
a linear (i.e., type A) quiver.

The main statement is then as follows [8]: such a supernova quiver, together with some ex-
tra data, canonically determines k + 1 moduli spaces of connections of simply-laced type, with
in general different ranks and number of singularities, all isomorphic to each other. In each
representation, the vertices of the core diagram are in one-to-one correspondence with the expo-
nential factors of the connections. There is one generic representation, of maximal rank, with
only one (irregular) singularity, located at infinity, and every i ∈ {1, . . . , k} defines a nongeneric
representation, in which the vertices of the i-th subset of the core diagram correspond to regular
singularities at finite distance, while all other core vertices correspond to exponential factors at
infinity. In other words, one can read from the diagram k + 1 representations of the same de
Rham moduli space (see the example on the figure below). More concretely, the generic repre-
sentation corresponds to connections of the form d− (Az+B)dz, with A, B constant matrices,
and A semisimple, with k distinct eigenvalues in one-to-one correspondence with the subsets of
the partition of the core diagram. Furthermore, the equations governing the isomonodromic de-
formations of each representation are equivalent, so we can say that the different representations
correspond to isomorphisms of isomonodromy systems.

Figure 1. Example of different readings of a (core) diagram in the simply-laced case, cf. [6, p. 11].

On the left, a complete 3-partite graph, with the different colours of the vertices corresponding to the 3

subsets of the partition. The generic reading corresponds to rank 5 connections with one pole of order 3.

The three other figures on the right correspond to the nongeneric readings, each reading being obtained

by singling out one of the subsets of the partition and interpreting as coming from regular singularities

at finite distance. The nongeneric readings correspond to connections with ranks 3, 3, 4, and pole

orders 3 + 1 + 1, 3 + 1 + 1, 3 + 1 respectively from left to right.

1.3 Basic operations on connections on P1 and weak representations

From a more abstract point of view, Harnad duality is underlain by the Fourier–Laplace trans-
form [6, 8, 30, 39]. It is an operation on (almost all) irreducible algebraic connections on Zariski
open subsets of the affine line induced by the automorphism of the Weyl algebra of differential
operators A1 := C[z, ∂z] defined by z 7→ −∂z, ∂z 7→ z. Applied to such a connection, it gives
another connection with in general different rank, number of singularities and pole orders.
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Similarly, underlying the enlarged symmetry of the simply-laced case is the fact that the
Fourier transform is actually part of a larger group of transformations acting on connections on
the affine line: indeed, any matrix

A =

(
a b
c d

)
in SL2(C) defines an automorphism of the Weyl algebra by z 7→ az + b∂z, ∂z 7→ cz + d∂z
(this simply follows from the fact that this transformation preserves the defining commutation
relation [∂z, z] = 1 of A1). This induces an action of the group SL2(C) on the set of isomorphism
classes of irreducible algebraic connections on Zariski open subsets of the affine line C (excluding
rank 1 connections with only a pole at infinity of order less than 2). The property of being of
simply-laced type is preserved by this action, and the k + 1 readings of the supernova quiver
in the simply-laced case correspond to the different singularity patterns that appear in a given
orbit.

More generally, there is a larger class of basic operations on irreducible irregular connections
on P1, consisting of

• Möbius transformations of P1,

• Twists by rank one connections,

• SL2(C) transformations.

We will often refer to the SL2(C) transformations as symplectic transformations to avoid possible
confusions with Möbius transformations. These operations play an essential role in the extension
due to Deligne–Arinkin [3, 19] of the Katz algorithm for rigid local systems [38] to the case of
irregular connections, which provides a way to reduce any irreducible rigid connection on P1 to
the trivial rank one connection by repeated application of such operations.

Möbius transformations and twists induce in a straightforward way isomorphisms of non-
abelian Hodge spaces, in particular they do not change their Betti side description as wild
character varieties. On the other hand, the Fourier transform is expected to induce nontrivial
isomorphisms of wild character varieties.

It is known in the case of regular singularities and in the simply-laced case that the wild
character varieties on both sides of the Fourier transform are isomorphic [10]. In the case of
regular singularities it has also been shown that the Fourier transform induces a hyperkähler
isometry [50] between the nonabelian Hodge moduli spaces. Some work remains to be done
to deal with the general case, due to the fact that determining the Stokes data of the Fourier
transform of an irregular connection on P1 is quite involved [18, 21, 31, 33, 41, 43, 44, 48]. For
this reason, since in the meantime we still want to view genus zero wild Riemann surfaces with
boundary data related by basic operations as representations of the same nonabelian Hodge
space, relying on the fact that basic operations on connections induce well-defined counterparts
at the level of the corresponding wild Riemann surfaces with boundary data, we make the
following definition.

Definition 1.1. Let M = M(Σ0) be a genus zero nonabelian Hodge space, with Σ0 a wild
Riemann surface with boundary data on P1. A weak representation of M is a wild Riemann
surface with boundary data Σ that can be obtained from Σ0 by successive application of basic
operations or admissible deformations.

In the rest of the article, we will allow ourselves to simply use the term representation to
refer to weak representations. Given a (weak) representation Σ of a nonabelian Hodge space M,
we say that the representations obtained from Σ by the action of a symplectic transformation
defined by an element of SL2(C), are its nearby representations. Finally, we will call basic
representations of a nonabelian Hodge space the nearby representations of a representation of
minimal rank.
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1.4 Main results: from enriched trees to classes of nearby representations

The main purpose of this article is to develop a combinatorial way to find many weak repre-
sentations of any nonabelian Hodge space in genus zero. Namely, we generalise the picture of
obtaining different representations of a nonabelian Hodge space via different readings of a dia-
gram from the simply-laced case to the case of genus zero nonabelian Hodge spaces with arbitrary
singularity data. More specifically, we define some combinatorial data generalising the super-
nova quivers of the simply-laced case, from which several (expected to be) isomorphic nonabelian
Hodge spaces can be explicitly obtained, corresponding to the different types of singularities ap-
pearing in an arbitrary SL2(C) orbit, i.e., to different types of nearby representations of a given
wild nonabelian Hodge space.

We build on our previous work [20], in which a construction of a diagram associated to an
irregular connection on a Zariski open subset of P1 was formulated, for the general case of
arbitrary irregular types. Furthermore it was shown that the dimension of the wild character
variety is given by a formula involving the Cartan matrix of the diagram, in agreement with the
philosophy of ‘global Lie theory’ advocated in [10] suggesting to view nonabelian Hodge spaces
as some global analogues of Lie groups. The main property of the diagram is that it is invariant
under the symplectic SL2(C) action, so that connections with different types of singularities
have the same diagram.

However, it turns out that, unlike for the simply-laced case, the diagram is not quite enough
to reconstruct the corresponding nonabelian Hodge spaces, so some extra data will be needed.
In particular, the core diagram is not a complete k-partite graph any more in the general case,
and these extra data will include a canonical partition of the core diagram.

To obtain the appropriate extra data, as well as to give a precise meaning to the idea of
‘different types’ of singularity data, as was already sketched in [20, Section 5.3], we rely on
our recent study of admissible deformations of wild Riemann surfaces [13, 22, 23, 24]. Being
admissible deformations of each other defines an equivalence relation on the set of all possible
wild Riemann surfaces with boundary data of such connections, such that up to isomorphism
the wild character variety MB(Σ,a,Θ,C) is invariant under admissible deformations. This
motivates the following definition.

Definition 1.2. Let M be a nonabelian Hodge space. A class of representations of M is an
equivalence class of admissible deformations of weak representations of M.

In [13], we showed that a class of admissible deformations of wild Riemann surfaces is com-
pletely characterised by a pair (g,F), where g is the genus of the underlying Riemann sur-
face Σ, F is a fission forest, i.e., a collection of fission trees (see [13, Definition 3.18]). We
can thus write M = M(g,F,C) up to isomorphism, where C is the datum of a conjugacy class
in GLn(C) for each leaf of some fission tree of F, with n ≥ 1 an integer, the multiplicity of the
leaf. Here we only consider the case g = 0, so we will drop the genus from the notation and
write M = M(F,C).

The data that will allow us to reconstruct the classes of nearby representations consist of
an enriched tree. To explain what it is, recall from [13, Section 3.4] that a fission tree is
a tuple T = (T ,V,A,L, h, n) where T is a metrised tree, V ⊂ T is a subset whose points
are the vertices of the tree, A and L are two distinguished subsets of V such that L ⊂ A,
h : T → R≥0 is a function that we call the height, such that for any vertex v ∈ V, h(v) ∈ Q,
and h−1(0) =: N is the set of leaves of the tree, and n : N → Z≥1 consists of the datum of an
integer multiplicity ni ≥ 1 for each leaf i (see Section 2.2 for more details on fission trees).

Definition 1.3. An enriched tree is a pair T = (T,C), where

• T = (T ,V,A,L, h, n) is a short fission tree, i.e., a truncated fission tree in the sense of [13,
Section 3.5] such that all its vertices different from the root have height ≤ 2.
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• If N denotes the set of leaves of T, C is the datum of a conjugacy class Ci ∈ GLni(C) for
each i ∈ N , where ni ≥ 1 is the multiplicity of the leaf i.

We show that enriched trees provide an invariant of irregular connections on P1 under sym-
plectic transformations.

Theorem 1.4 (Proposition 3.12, Definition 3.13, Corollary 3.14). Any algebraic connection
(E,∇) on a Zariski open subset of P1 canonically determines an enriched tree T (E,∇), which
depends only on its wild Riemann surface with boundary data. If (E,∇) is irreducible, and is
not a rank one connection with a pole of order less than 2 at infinity, then for A ∈ SL2(C),
A · (E,∇) is well-defined and we have T (A · (E,∇)) = T (E,∇).

Our main result is that this invariant is powerful enough to allow us to reconstruct all classes
of nearby representations.

Theorem 1.5 (Corollary 3.11). Let T = (T,C) be an enriched tree, and k be the number of
principal subtrees of T, i.e., the number of vertices of height 2. Assuming that the nonabelian
Hodge space M({T},C) is nonempty, T canonically determines in an explicit way k classes
of representations (Fi,Ci), for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, of M({T},C), such that, if (Θ,C) is any wild
Riemann surface with boundary data on P1 with enriched tree (T,C), then ({T},C) and (Fi,Ci),
for i ∈ {1, . . . , k} are all the classes of its nearby representations of M({T},C).

While we refer the reader to the body of the article for the detailed construction of the classes
of representations (defined in Definition 3.10), let us now briefly summarise their properties and
discuss the links with the diagrams of [20]. Recall that if (E,∇) is an algebraic connection on
a Zariski open subset of P1, at each of its singularities it possesses a finite set of Stokes circles,
which basically correspond to the different exponential factors eq appearing in the asymptotics
of the horizontal sections of the connection close to the singularity. In our language, they are
encoded by the (modified) global irregular class Θ̆ which is the collection of all Stokes circles
of (E,∇), with some integer multiplicities.

Theorem 1.6 (Propositions 3.15 and 3.16). Keeping the setup of Theorem 1.5, for i ∈ {1, . . . ,
k}, let Ti be the i-th principal subtree of T, and Ni denote its set of leaves, so that we have
a partition N = N1 ⊔ · · · ⊔Nk. Furthermore, let N+

i ⊂ Ni be the subset of leaves in Ni having
an ancestor vertex in Ti of height 1 < h < 2, and N−

i := Ni ∖N+
i .

Let (E,∇) be an irreducible irregular connection on P1 with enriched tree (T,C), and (E′,∇′)
∈ SL2(C) · (E,∇) an element in its orbit. We have

(1) There is a bijection between N and the set of Stokes circles of (E′,∇′). Furthermore,

• If (E′,∇′) is in the generic class of representations, all its Stokes circles are of generic
form, i.e., are at infinity and are of slope ≤ 2.

• Otherwise, if (E′,∇′) is in the i-th nongeneric class of representations for i ∈ {1,
. . . k},

– the Stokes circles corresponding to elements of N−
i via the bijection are at finite

distance
(
i.e., different from ∞ ∈ P1

)
,

– the Stokes circles corresponding to elements of N+
i are at infinity and of slope > 2,

– the Stokes circles corresponding to Nj for every j ̸= i are of generic form.

(2) If (E′,∇′) is in the i-th nongeneric class of representations, the number of its singularities
at finite distance is equal to the number of principal subtrees of Ti with root at height 1.
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(3) The ranks of the classes of representations are as follows. For any leaf I ∈ Ni, let rI denote
the lowest common multiple of the denominators (when written in their reduced form) of
all the heights of its ancestors in Ti, and let nI be the multiplicity of I. If I ∈ N+

i , let sI
be the integer such that sI/rI is the greatest height h of any ancestor of I with 1 < h < 2,
and set RI := sI − rI < rI .

• The generic class of representations has rank

rgen =

k∑
i=1

( ∑
I∈Ni

nIrI

)
.

• The i-th nongeneric class of representations has rank

ri =
∑
I∈N+

i

nIRI +
k∑

l=1
l ̸=i

( ∑
I∈Nl

nIrI

)
.

The link with the diagrams of [20] is as follows. Any irregular connection on P1 canoni-
cally determines both a diagram Γ and an enriched tree T , both invariant under symplectic
transformations. Our main result says that the datum of the enriched tree allows us to con-
struct k + 1 different readings of the diagram, corresponding to the classes of representations
in an SL2(C)-orbit. The enriched tree is thus a finer invariant that contains in general strictly
more information than the diagram, i.e., we can view it as an enriched diagram. Concretely,
the enriched tree determines explicitly the diagram, as well as a partition of the set of its core
vertices into k subsets.

Notice that, from the perspective of our general framework, the simply-laced case of [8]
corresponds to the situation where all vertices of the generic fission tree have integer heights
(belonging to the set {1, 2}). In this case, the datum of the short fission tree is equivalent to the
datum of the complete k-partite core diagram, which is consistent with the main result of [8]
saying that everything can be reconstructed from the supernova quiver.

Let us also mention that the fission trees of [13] are closely related to combinatorial objects ap-
pearing in the study of the singularities of plane algebraic curves: they can be seen as a variant of
the Eggers–Wall tree [51]. In some sense, we can thus view the short fission tree as a global ana-
logue of Eggers–Wall trees, for the case of several singularities located at different points on P1.

We apply our framework to the case of nonabelian Hodge spaces related to Painlevé equations,
which have complex dimension 2 and constitute the simplest nontrivial examples of nonabelian
Hodge spaces. Concretely, for all Painlevé moduli spaces we describe their classes of basic repre-
sentations, which are classes of nearby representations of the standard rank 2 Lax representations
known since the early 20th century [27, 29, 35]. In this way we recover many known alternative
Lax representations as basic representations different from the standard ones, and we can view
the remaining basic representations as providing new Lax representations (in our abstract sense).

While we refer the reader to the last section of the article for many more pictures of fission
trees and basic representations for Painlevé moduli spaces, a concrete example is already sum-
marized on Figure 2, which corresponds to the classes of basic representations of the Painlevé III
moduli space which are the classes of nearby representations of the standard rank 2 Painlevé III
Lax representation (see Section 4.4 for a more detailed discussion of this example). The figure
illustrates how, starting from the short fission tree, the other classes of representations can be
obtained, yielding different readings of the diagram.

To conclude this introduction, let us briefly sketch the main ideas leading to these results. An
essential observation, already made in [8] in the simply-laced case, and in [20] in the general case,
is that one can associate to any Stokes circle I an element λ(I) ∈ P1 that we will call its Fourier
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1st nongeneric rep.

1/2

rank 2

3 singularities

Katz ranks 0, 0, 1/2

Generic rep.

1

2

1/2

rank 4

1 singularity

Katz rank 2

transform 1st subtree transform 2nd subtree

2nd nongeneric rep.

1

2

rank 2

2 singularities

Katz ranks 1, 1

Figure 2. An example: classes of basic representations of the Painlevé III moduli space, giving 3 readings

of the same diagram. The rational numbers on the left of the fission forests are the heights of the vertices.

The generic representation corresponds to a short fission tree with k = 2 principal subtrees. Each leaf

corresponds to a vertex in the diagram, the subset N1 = N−
1 corresponds to blue vertices, and N2 = N−

2

corresponds to the red vertex. There are thus 2 nongeneric classes of nearby representations, whose fission

forests are drawn on the figure. For each i ∈ {1, 2} the forest is obtained from the short fission tree by

changing the i-th principal subtree into its Fourier transform, and keeping the other principal subtree

unchanged (up to some changes of truncations of the trees). Notice that the nongeneric representation

on the right corresponds to the standard Painlevé III Lax representation, with two second order poles

(Poincaré–Katz rank 1), while the one on the left corresponds to the alternative Lax representation for

Painlevé sometimes referred to as ‘degenerate Painlevé V’, with one twisted irregular singularity (of

Poincaré–Katz rank 1/2), and two regular singularities. See Section 4.4, and in particular Remark 3.18,

for further discussion of this example, including explicit expressions of irregular classes realizing these

representations.

sphere coefficient, such that the SL2(C) action on the set of all possible Stokes circles (induced
by the action on connections via the stationary phase formula) behaves in a very nice way with
respect to those: it acts by homographies on the Fourier sphere P1, the copy of P1 where those
coefficients live. Concretely, for A =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(C), letting hA denote the corresponding

homography hA : z 7→ az+b
cz+d , we have that A acts on the Fourier sphere coefficients by hA.
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Then, for any connection (E,∇) one can consider the set {λ1, . . . , λk} of the distinct Fourier
sphere coefficients of its Stokes circles, which defines the integer k.

Using the results of [13] on admissible deformations, it is then quite straightforward to see
that up to admissible deformations, the irregular class of A · (E,∇) only depends on whether
we have hA(λi) = ∞ for some i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, and if so for which i, which leads to the nearby
representations: the generic class of representations corresponds to the case where hA(λi) ̸= ∞
for all i ∈ {1, . . . k} (hence the terminology “generic”), and the i-th nongeneric class of represen-
tations to the case where hA(λi) = ∞. Each distinct Fourier sphere coefficient λi corresponds
to one principal subtree of the fission tree of the generic class of representations.

1.5 Outlook

An interesting question for future work could be to investigate to which extent one can devise
a general procedure to construct, for any such abstract Lax representation, a corresponding
fully explicit Lax representation, that is suitable explicit parametrisations of connections with
the singularity data determined by the abstract Lax representation, such that their isomon-
odromic deformations imply that some function y appearing in the parametrisation satisfies
the corresponding Painlevé equation. Indeed, the search for alternative Lax representations for
Painlevé-type equations has been an active topic of research [17, 36, 37, 46, 49].

Furthermore, a natural extension of this work is the question of actually finding explicitly
the isomorphisms expected to exist between the nonabelian Hodge spaces corresponding to
the different representations, and of understanding how the spaces of isomonodromic times
for different representations are related, so as to obtain, as in the simply-laced case, a full
correspondence between the isomonodromy systems.

1.6 Contents

The text is organised as follows. In Section 2, we review the necessary facts about singularity
data of irregular connections, admissible deformations, fission forests, and diagrams, and describe
how these data are transformed under symplectic transformations, relying on the results of [20]
and slightly extending them to deal with admissible deformations. In Section 3, we define the
generic form of a Stokes circle and a modified irregular class, Fourier sphere coefficients, and
establish our main results, in particular we provide explicit formulas for the rank of all nearby
representations. Finally, in Section 4, we apply this framework to describe in detail the basic
representations of all Painlevé moduli spaces.

2 Symplectic action on fission data of irregular connections on P1

In this section, we briefly review the necessary facts about formal data of connections with
irregular singularities on the Riemann sphere, their transformation under Fourier transform and
more general symplectic transformations, admissible deformations, and combinatorial objects
(fission forests, diagrams) encoding in a useful way parts of the information contained in the
formal data.

2.1 Formal data of irregular connections

Let us first recall the description of formal data of irregular connections on the Riemann sphere.
The well-known Turritin–Levelt theorem states that any connection on the formal punctured

disc can be decomposed as a direct sum of elementary connections having only one exponential
factor. This can be formulated in different ways; the one we will be using is the point of view
à la Deligne–Malgrange (see, e.g., [40]), where one views exponential factors at a singularity as
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sections of a local system over the circle of directions around this singularity (see, e.g., [12, 20]
for more details).

2.1.1 The exponential local system

Let Σ = P1 and a ∈ Σ. Let πa : Σ̂a → Σ be the real oriented blow-up at a of Σ. The
preimage ∂a := π−1(a) is a circle whose points correspond to the directions around a. An open
subset of ∂a corresponds to a germ of sector at a.

Let za be a local complex coordinate on Σ in a neighbourhood of a, vanishing at a. The
exponential local system Ia is a local system of sets (i.e., a covering space) over ∂a whose
sections are germs of holomorphic functions on sectors of the form

∑
i biz

−ki
a , where ki ∈ Q>0,

and bi ∈ C. The connected component of such a local section is a finite order cover of the
circle ∂. More precisely, let r be the smallest integer such that the expression q =

∑
i biz

−ki
a is

a polynomial in z
−1/r
a . The corresponding holomorphic function is multivalued, and becomes

single-valued when passing to a finite cover tra = za. Therefore, the corresponding connected
component, which we denote by

〈
q
〉
a
, is a r-sheeted cover of ∂a. As a topological space, it is

homeomorphic to a circle, and Ia is thus a disjoint union of (an infinite number of) such Stokes
circles.

The integer r is the ramification order of the Stokes circle I =
〈
q
〉
a
, which we denote by

r =: ram(q) = ram(I). If r = 1, we say that the Stokes circle
〈
q
〉
a
is untwisted, or unramified.

The degree s of q as a polynomial is the irregularity irr(q) = irr(I) of q (or I), and the quotient s/r
is the slope of q (or I), which we denote by slope(q) = slope(I).

If d ∈ ∂a, we denote by (Ia)d the fibre of Ia over the direction d. Taking d as a basepoint
of ∂a, the monodromy of Ia is the automorphism ρa : (Ia)d → (Ia)d of the fibre (Ia)d obtained
when going once around ∂a in the positive direction.

Finally, we define the global exponential local system as the disjoint union

I :=
⊔
a∈Σ

Ia.

It naturally comes with a projection π : I → ∂, where

∂ :=
⊔
a∈Σ

∂a.

If I ⊂ Ia is a Stokes circle at a for some a ∈ P1, by a slight abuse of notation we will
write π(I) := a.

2.1.2 Local and global formal data

Definition 2.1. A (local) irregular class at a is a function Θa : π0(Ia) → N with compact
support. The rank of an irregular class Θa is

rank(Θa) =
∑

I∈π0(Ia)

nI ram(I),

where nI = Θa(I) is the multiplicity of the circle I. If nI ̸= 0, we say that I is an active circle
of Θa, or a Stokes circle of Θa.

Furthermore, the Poincaré–Katz rank of Θa is

Katz(Θa) := max {slope(I) | nI > 0} .
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The Turritin–Levelt theorem implies that any rank r connection on the formal punctured
disc Spec(C((za))) at a uniquely determines a pair (Θa, Ca), where Θa is a rank r irregular
class, and Ca is the datum of a conjugacy class CI ∈ GLnI (C) for any active circle I of Θa with
multiplicity nI . The pair (Θa, Ca) constitutes the formal data of the connection and determines
it completely up to isomorphism.

Passing to the global situation, to any algebraic connection (E,∇) on a Zariski open sub-
set Σ∖ a of Σ, by restricting the connection on a small disc around each singularity and con-
sidering its formalization there, one associates global formal data (Θ,C) := (Θa, Ca)a∈a.

The Stokes circles of Θa at each singularity a ∈ Σ correspond to the exponential factors of
the connection in the Turritin–Levelt normal form at a, and the conjugacy classes Ca encode its
formal monodromy. In particular, the connection has a regular singularity at a if and only if its
only Stokes circle at a is the tame circle

〈
0
〉
a
.

Remark 2.2. Notice that if we wanted to work with the full nonabelian Hodge package, we
would need to consider weighted conjugacy classes (cf. [7]). Here for simplicity, since we will
not be trying in this work to prove that the different classes of representations correspond as
one expects to isomorphisms between the full nonabelian Hodge spaces, we will just work with
standard (unweighted) conjugacy classes.

2.1.3 Modified formal data

It turns out that the action of the Fourier transform on formal data of connections is more
easily described in terms of modified formal data, obtained as follows: if i is a tame circle at
finite distance (that is i =

〈
0
〉
a
with a = π(i) ̸= ∞), then replace ni by the integer mi :=

rank(A−1), where A ∈ Ci. Thus A = 1+vu for a surjective map u : Cni → Cmi and an injective
map v : Cmi → Cni . Then replace Ci by the conjugacy class C̆i of (1+uv) in GLmi(C); this class
is called the child of Ci in [10, Appendix]. If π(i) = ∞ or if i is not tame (i ̸=

〈
0
〉
a
for some a),

then we do no modification: mi := ni and C̆i := Ci. This defines modified formal data
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
,

where Θ̆ is the collection of all Stokes circles with multiplicities mi ≥ 1.

Notice that Θ̆ satisfies the condition rank
(
Θ̆a

)
≤ rank

(
Θ̆∞

)
since for each a ̸= ∞ passing to

the modified formal data lowers the rank. If Θ̆ is any global irregular class, we say it is compatible
if it satisfies this condition. If there exists an irreducible connection (E,∇) on a Zariski open
subset of the affine line with modified formal data

(
Θ̆, C̆

)
, we say that

(
Θ̆, C̆

)
is effective. In

particular,
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
cannot be effective if Θ̆ is not compatible.

Furthermore, if we know the modified formal data
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
of a connection (E,∇), since we

keep the non-modified formal data at infinity, we know the rank of (E,∇): we have rank(Θ∞) =
rank

(
Θ̆∞

)
. In turn, this allows us to reconstruct from

(
Θ̆, C̆

)
the non-modified formal data

(Θ,C), so that the datum of
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
is thus equivalent to the one of (Θ,C), cf. [3, Section 5.1].

We say that (Θ,C) is effective if
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
is effective.

2.2 Admissible deformations, fission data, and forests

We now recall a few definitions and results about admissible deformations of irregular connec-
tions, involving the notions of levels and fission trees, and about diagrams. We refer the reader
to [13, 20] for more details and for proofs of the statements.

2.2.1 Local version

First, to define the notion of admissible deformation of an irregular class, we need to recall the
notion of (full) irregular type.
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Definition 2.3. A full irregular type at a ∈ Σ of rank n is a Galois-closed list T = (q1, . . . , qn)
of exponential factors in some direction d ∈ ∂ (i.e., qi is a section of Ia in a germ of sector
around d).

Any full irregular type T = (q1, . . . , qn) defines an associated irregular class Θ in the following
way: its active circles are the connected components

〈
qi
〉
in I of the exponential factors, and

the multiplicity ni of
〈
qi
〉
is the multiplicity of qi in the list (q1, . . . , qn). Passing from a full

irregular type to an irregular class amounts to forgetting the ordering of the exponential factors.

Definition 2.4. Let T = (q1, . . . , qn) and T ′ = (q′1, . . . , q
′
n) be rank n full irregular types at a in

some direction d. We say that T and T ′ are admissible deformations of each other, and denote
this by T ∼ T ′, if we have slope(qi − qj) = slope(q′i − q′j), for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

If Θ and Θ′ are two rank n irregular classes at a ∈ Σ, we say that they are admissible
deformations of each other, and write Θ ∼ Θ′, if there exist two full irregular types T and T ′

with respective associated irregular classes Θ and Θ′ such that T ∼ T ′.

In particular, if Θ ∼ Θ′, denoting by N and N ′ the sets of active circles of Θ and Θ′,
respectively, there exists a bijection ϕ : N → N ′ such that for each active circle I ∈ N , ϕ(I)
is an admissible deformation of I, and I, I ′ have the same multiplicity. We say that such a
bijection is compatible.

Definition 2.5. Let (Θ, C) and (Θ′, C′) be two sets of local formal data. We say that they are ad-
missible deformations of each other if Θ ∼ Θ′ and there exists a compatible bijection ϕ : N → N ′

between their respective sets of active circles N , N ′ such that C′
ϕ(I) = CI for all I ∈ N .

It turns out that there exist simple numerical criteria characterising whether two irregular
classes are admissible deformations of each other.

Definition 2.6. Let Θ be an irregular class at a ∈ Σ. The levels of Θ are the elements of the
set

Levels(Θ) = {slope(qα − qβ) | α, β ∈ Id} \ {0} ⊂ Q>0,

where I ⊂ I is the finite subcover underlying Θ and Id is any fibre of I.

It is clear that two irregular classes which are admissible deformations of each other have the
same levels.

Let us first consider the case of an irregular class having only one Stokes circle. Let I be
a Stokes circle at a. We can always write I =

〈
q
〉
a
, with q =

∑p
i=1 aiz

−ki
a , for some integer p,

with k1 > · · · > kp and ai ̸= 0 for every i ∈ {1, . . . , p}. The rational numbers ki are uniquely
defined by I, and we call them the exponents of I. We have the following.

Proposition 2.7 ([13, Proposition 3.1]).

(a) Two Stokes circles I, J ⊂ Ia are admissible deformations of each other if and only if
Levels(I) = Levels(J) ⊂ Q.

(b) A subset (k1 > k2 > · · · > km) ⊂ Q>0 is the set of levels of some circle I ⊂ Ia if and
only if k1, k2, . . . , km have strictly increasing common denominators > 1. In other words
if di is the denominator of ki (in lowest terms) and ri is the lowest common multiple
of d1, d2, . . . , di for each i (so that ri | ri+1), then 1 < r1 < r2 < · · · < rm.

(c) Let I be a Stokes circle, and let (k1 > · · · > kp) denote its set of exponents. Then Levels(I)
is the largest possible subset of {k1, . . . , kp} of the form ki1 > · · · > kim for with 1 = i1 <
· · · < im ≤ p such that ki1 , . . . , kim have strictly increasing common denominators > 1.
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Passing to the general case with irregular classes having several Stokes circles, to characterise
admissible deformations, we need more data than the levels of each individual Stokes circle. To
this end, we introduce the notion of common part and fission exponent of a pair of Stokes circles.

If q =
∑

i biz
−i/r
a is an exponential factor at a, and k ∈ Q≥0, we write

q≥k :=
∑

i,i/r≥k

biz
−i/r.

In turn, if I =
〈
q
〉
is a Stokes circle, we set I≥k :=

〈
q≥k

〉
(this is well-defined since it does not

depend on the choice of representative). We define in a similar way truncations I>k, I≤k, I<k.

Definition 2.8. Let I, Î be two Stokes circles at the same point with respective ramification
orders r, r̂. The common part of I and Î is the circle Ic = I≥k = Î≥k, where

k = min

(
l ∈ 1

rr̂
Z≥0

∣∣∣∣ I≥l = Î≥l

)
.

The fission exponent of I and Î is the rational number

f
I,Î

= max
(
slope(I<k), slope

(
Î<k

))
∈ 1

rr̂
Q.

If I = Î, then Ic = I = Î and f
I,Î

= 0, otherwise f
I,Î

> 0. Ic = 0 if and only if the leading
terms of I and Î have different Galois orbits, in this case we say that I and Î have no common
part.

Lemma 2.9 ([13, Lemma 3.11]). Let I and Î be two Stokes circles with ramification orders r, r̂.
The set of slopes among the rational numbers slope

(
qi − q̂j

)
, for i ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1}, j ∈

{
0, . . . ,

r̂ − 1
}
is of the form Levels(Ic) ⊔ {f

I,Î
} ⊂ Q≥0, i.e., it consists of the levels of the common part

of the two Stokes circles together with their fission exponent.

This motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.10. A (local) fission datum is a pair F = (L, f) where L is a multiset L =
L1 + · · · + Ln of level data and f , the fission exponents, consist of the choice of a rational
number fij = fji ∈ Q≥0, for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

A (local) irregular class determines a fission datum as follows. If Θ =
∑n

1 Ii is a rank n
irregular class at some point a (where the Stokes circles Ii are not necessarily distinct), then
define Li = Levels(Ii) to be the level datum of Ii for each i, and define L(Θ) :=

∑n
1 Li to be

the corresponding multiset of level data. Then by taking fij = fIi,Ij to be corresponding fission
exponents, this determines the fission datum F(Θ) = (L(Θ), f) of the irregular class Θ. Note
that the multiplicity of any given Stokes circle Ij in the class Θ is determined from the fission
data by the recipe Θ(Ij) = |{i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} | fij = 0}|.

The fission datum characterises classes of admissible deformations of (local) irregular classes.

Theorem 2.11 ([13, Theorem 3.17]). Two (local) irregular classes Θ and Θ′ are admissible
deformations of each other if and only if they have the same fission datum.

Notice that not any fission datum F actually comes from an irregular class Θ. To characterise
such fission data, as well as provide a more graphical way of encoding them, the notion of
(twisted) fission tree was introduced in [13]. We will not be needing to repeat all the exact
axioms for fission trees here, so we just briefly recall the main properties of the fission tree
associated to an irregular class, referring the reader once more to loc. cit. for full details, and to
Section 4 for many concrete examples of fission trees.



14 J. Douçot

If Θ is an irregular class at infinity, its fission tree T (Θ) is a tuple (T ,V,A,L, h, n), where

• T is a metrized tree, with set of vertices V. An edge of the tree is an element of E :=
π0(T ∖ V) of T . Any vertex that is not a leaf nor the root is adjacent to ≥ 2 edges,
one of which is the parent edge, and the others are the descendant edges. The branch
vertices Y ⊂ V are those with ≥ 2 descendants. The trunk of the tree is the union of all
edges and vertices above all the branch vertices.

If i is a leaf of T , we define the full branch Bi of i as the subset of T corresponding to the
path from i all the way to the end of the trunk.

• L and A are two subsets of V, whose elements are respectively called mandatory and
admissible vertices, and L ⊂ A. The set L is finite and can be empty.

• h : T →R≥0 is a length-preserving function, which we call the height, such that h−1(0)=:V0

is the set of leaves of T , h maps isomorphically any edge to an interval, and for any leaf
i, h maps the full branch Bi isomorphically onto R≥0.

• n is a map V0 → Z≥1, i.e., consists of the datum of an integer multiplicity ni ≥ 1 for each
leaf i ∈ V0.

Moreover, the fission tree T (Θ) has the following properties:

• The leaves are in one-to-one correspondence with the Stokes circles of Θ: if Θ =
∑

i∈N niIi,
we have V0 = N , with the leaf i corresponding to the Stokes circle Ii, and having multi-
plicity ni.

• If i ∈ V0 is a leaf and I is the corresponding Stokes circle, the heights of the mandatory
vertices of the full branch Bi are exactly the levels of I, that is h(L ∩ Bi) = Levels(I).

• If i, j ∈ V0 are two distinct leaves, I, J are the corresponding Stokes circles, and vij ∈ V is
closest common ancestor of i, j then the height of all children of vij is equal to the fission
exponent fI,J .

In brief, the leaves of the tree correspond to the Stokes circles of Θ, and the tree contains
the information about the level data as well as the fission exponents. In particular, the datum
of the fission tree T (Θ) is equivalent to the datum of F(Θ).

Finally, if we include conjugacy classes of formal monodromies, a set of local formal data (Θ, C)
determines a fission tree T := T (Θ), and C amounts to the datum of a conjugacy class in GLn(C)
for each leaf of T, where n is its multiplicity. In turn, a class of admissible deformations of local
formal data is characterised by such pairs (T, C).

2.2.2 Global version

Until now, in this paragraph we have dealt only with the local situation. The global case is
described in a similar way, by collecting together the local data at each singularity.

For a ⊂ Σ a finite subset, and Θ = {Θa | a ∈ a} the datum of an irregular class for
each marked point, we define the global fission datum of Θ as the multiset of its local fis-
sion data F(Θ) =

∑
a∈aF(Θa). Similarly, we define the forest of Θ as the multiset F(Θ) =∑

a∈a[T (Θa)] of isomorphism classes of fission trees determined by all the Θa, as a ranges over
the marked points a ⊂ Σ. In general, it is a multiset rather than a set as some of the fission
trees at distinct points may be isomorphic. The notion of admissible deformations naturally
generalises to the global case for global irregular classes Θ (or modified ones), as well as for wild
Riemann surfaces with boundary data (Θ,C) and we have the following.

Corollary 2.12 ([13, Corollary 3.33]). Two global irregular classes on Σ are admissible defor-
mations of each other if and only if they have the same global fission datum, or equivalently the
same fission forest.
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As a consequence, a class of admissible deformations of wild Riemann surfaces with boundary
data is characterised by a pair (F,C), where F is a fission forest, and C the datum of a conjugacy
class in GLn(C) for each leaf of F, where n is the leaf multiplicity.

2.3 Diagrams

Another invariant that we can attach to any connection (E,∇) on a Zariski open subset of P1

is a diagram Γ(E,∇) [20]. As for the forest, the diagram only depends on the (modified) formal
data

(
Θ̆, C̆

)
of the connection.

The diagram Γ(E,∇) = Γ
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
= (N,B) of the connection (E,∇) has the following struc-

ture: it consists of a core diagram Γc(E,∇) = Γc

(
Θ̆
)
with nodes N , to which is then glued,

onto each core node, a leg determined by a conjugacy class.

The set of core nodes N is the set of Stokes circles of the modified irregular class Θ̆. In terms
of the non-modified irregular class Θ, N is the disjoint union of three finite sets

N = {Stokes circles of (E,∇) at ∞}
∪ {wild Stokes circles of (E,∇) not at ∞}
∪ {tame Stokes circles of (E,∇) not at ∞ with nontrivial formal monodromy}.

The matrix of edge/loop multiplicities between the core nodes is then defined as follows.
For any Stokes circle I =

〈
q
〉
, let αI = Irr(I), βI = ram(I) ∈ N denote its irregularity and

ramification numbers, so that I has slope αI/βI . We define an integer B∞
IJ as follows:

B∞
IJ := AIJ − βIβJ if I ̸= J, B∞

II := AII − β2
I + 1 otherwise,

where AIJ := irr(Hom(I, J)) is the irregularity of the irregular class Hom(I, J).

Definition 2.13. Suppose I, J ∈ N are Stokes circles, and write aI = π(I), aJ = π(J) ∈ P1 for
the underlying points of the Riemann sphere. Define BIJ ∈ Z as follows:

(1) If aI = aJ = ∞, then BIJ := B∞
IJ ,

(2) If aI = aJ ̸= ∞, then BIJ = BJI := B∞
IJ − αIβJ − αJβI ,

(3) If aI ̸= ∞ and aJ = ∞, then BIJ = BJI := βJ(αI + βI),

(4) If aI ̸= ∞, aJ ̸= ∞ and aI ̸= aJ , then BIJ = BJI := 0.

This completes the definition of the core diagram. To obtain the full diagram, one glues to
each core node I ∈ N a leg defined by the conjugacy class C̆i.

Remark 2.14. The core diagram Γc

(
Θ̆
)
is entirely determined by the fission data of Θ̆ to-

gether with the slopes of all Stokes circles at finite distance, because these data determine the
numbers AIJ = irr(Hom(I, J)). In general, the diagram contains strictly less information, be-
cause AIJ is a sum of different contributions, coming from the levels of the common parts of I, J
and the fission exponent fI,J . As we shall review below, the interest of the (core) diagram is
that, unlike the fission data, it is invariant under symplectic transformations.

2.4 Fourier transform and symplectic transformations

We now describe how the SL2(C) transformations on irregular connections on P1 act on their
formal data and fission data.
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2.4.1 Fourier transform

The Fourier transform is the automorphism of the Weyl algebra A1 = C[z]
〈
∂z
〉
defined by

z 7→ −∂z, ∂z 7→ z. It induces a self-equivalence on the category of modules on the Weyl algebra:
the Fourier–Laplace transform F ·M of a C[z]⟨∂z⟩-module M is the C[z]⟨∂z⟩-module obtained
from M by setting: z 7→ −∂z, ∂z 7→ z. The Fourier transform induces a transformation on the
set of isomorphism classes of irreducible connections

(
if we exclude the case of the trivial rank

one connection on P1
)
, see [3, Section 2.2].

The stationary phase formula [25, 47] states that the modified formal data of the Fourier
transform (E′,∇′) = F · (E,∇) are determined by the modified formal data of (E,∇).

Theorem 2.15. There exists a bijection, that we also denote by F , from the set of all modified
formal data to itself, such that if (E,∇) is a irreducible algebraic connection on a Zariski open
subset of P1 which is not a rank one connection with a single singularity at infinity of Poincaré–
Katz rank ≤ 1,

(
Θ̆, C̆

)
its modified formal data, (E′,∇′) is the Fourier transform of (E,∇)

and
(
Θ̆′, C̆′)

its modified formal data, the following diagram commutes:

(E,∇) (E′,∇′)

(
Θ̆, C̆

) (
Θ̆′, C̆′)

F

F

This map F is the formal Fourier transform. It acts independently on the Stokes circles: if
we use the notation

(
Θ̆, C̆

)
=
∑

I∈N
(
I, C̆I

)
where N is the set of active circles of Θ̆, we have

F ·
∑
I∈N

(
I, C̆I

)
=
∑
I∈N

F ·
(
I, C̆I

)
.

Furthermore, the irregular class Θ̆′ only depends on Θ̆: there is a self-bijection of the set of all
Stokes circles π0(I), that we will denote also by F , such that, if Θ̆ =

∑
niIi, then

Θ̆′ = F · Θ̆ =
∑
i

ni(F · Ii).

This bijection is actually given by a Legendre transform. It can be computed explicitly, and
takes slightly different forms depending on whether the Stokes circles are at finite distance or at
infinity, and in the latter case on whether its slope is greater or less than 1, see [20, Section 3.1].
The next proposition describes the ramification orders, slopes and levels of the formal Fourier
transform F · I of any Stokes circle I as a function of those of I, as well as the transformation
of the conjugacy classes of formal monodromies.

Proposition 2.16. Let I be a Stokes circle, and C̆I ∈ GLn(C) a conjugacy class. Let C̆F ·I ∈
GLn(C) be the conjugacy class such that F ·

(
I, C̆I

)
=
(
F · I, C̆F ·I

)
. We have the following:

(1) If I is of the form
〈
αz
〉
∞, with α ∈ C, then F · I =

〈
0
〉
α
, and C̆F ·I = C̆−1

I .

(2) If I is of slope ≤ 1 at infinity, of the form
〈
αz + q

〉
∞, with α ∈ C, and q ̸= 0 of slope < 1,

then F · I is of the form F · I =
〈
q̃
〉
α
, with irr(q̃) = s, ram(q̃) = r − s, Levels(q̃) =

r
r−s Levels(q). Also C̆F ·I = (−1)sC̆−1

I .

(3) If I is of slope > 1 at infinity, with ram(I) = r, irr(I) = s, then F · I satisfies ram(F · I) =
s− r, irr(F · I) = s, and Levels(F · I) = r

s−r Levels(I). Also C̆F ·I = (−1)sC̆I .
(4) If I =

〈
q
〉
a
is an irregular circle at finite distance for a ∈ C = P1 ∖ {∞}, with q ̸= 0,

ram(q) = r, and irr(q) = s, then F · I is a circle of slope ≤ 1, at infinity, of the
form

〈
−az + q̃

〉
∞, with ram(q̃) = r + s, irr(q̃) = s, and Levels(q̃) = r

r+s Levels(q). Also
C̆F ·I = (−1)sC̆−1

I .

(5) If I =
〈
0
〉
a
is a tame circle at finite distance, then F · I =

〈
−az

〉
∞, and C̆F ·I = C̆−1

I .
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Proof. All statements except those describing the sets of levels are already contained in the
works [41, 47] establishing the stationary phase formula. For the levels, some of the statements
are proven in [32] using results on singularities of curves. Let us discuss how to derive them
all more directly from results in [20]. In the case (3) where I is at infinity and of slope > 1,
the statement for the levels can be deduced quite directly from [20, Proposition 4.8 and the
proof of Theorem 4.9], as follows. Proposition 4.8 says that all exponents of F · I belong
to a certain set K ⊂ Q>0 determined explicitly from I. Next, although it does not use the
terminology of levels, the proof of Theorem 4.9 shows that, inside K, the subset Levels(F · I) is
exactly r

s−r Levels(I). This is because, in the explicit formula for the number of edge-loops BI,I

of a Stokes circle I, given by Lemma 4.6 of loc. cit., the nonzero positive terms are in one-to-
one correspondence with the levels of I (by definition of the notion of levels). The proof of
Theorem 4.9 establishes that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the nonzero positive
terms in BI,I and BF ·I,F ·I , i.e., there is a bijection between Levels(I), and Levels(F · I), given
by Levels(F · I) = r

s−r Levels(I).

The other cases are obtained in a completely similar way, by using the expressions for the
Legendre transform for the different cases given, e.g., in [20, Section 3.1]. The point is that the
difference between the cases concerns only the transformation of the leading terms of the Stokes
circles, i.e., the change of slopes, without affecting what happens for the subleading terms. ■

To fully determine the fission data of the Fourier transform, we must also describe the fis-
sion exponents between distinct Stokes circles of the Fourier transform which are at the same
singularities. This can be done explicitly:

Proposition 2.17. Let I, J be two distinct Stokes circles. There are the following possibilities:

• If π(I) = π(J) = a ̸= ∞, then π(F · I) = π(F · J) = ∞ and

– If I and J have no common part, then denoting k = slope(I), l = slope(k), we have
fI,J = max( k

k+1 ,
l

l+1).

– If I and J have a common part, denoting by k its slope, we have fF ·I,F ·J = k
k+1fI,J .

• If π(I) ̸= ∞, π(J) ̸= ∞ and π(I) ̸= π(J), then π(F · I) = π(F · J) = ∞ and fF ·I,F ·J = 1.

• If π(I) = π(J) = ∞, I, J are both of slope ≤ 1 and are of the form I =
〈
αz + q

〉
,

J =
〈
αz + q′

〉
with α ∈ C, and q, q′ of slope < 1, then π(F · I) = π(F · J) = α and

– If q and q′ have no common part and respective slopes k, l, then fF ·I,F ·J = max
(

k
1−k ,

l
1−l

)
.

– If q and q′ have a common part qc, denoting by k its slope, we have fF ·I,F ·J = k
1−kfq,q′.

• If π(I) = π(J) = ∞, and I, J are both of slope > 1, then π(F · I) = π(F · J) = ∞ and

– If I and J have no common part, then denoting k = slope(I), l = slope(J), we have
fI,J = max

(
k

k−1 ,
l

l−1

)
.

– If I and J have a common part, let k denote its slope, then fF ·I,F ·J = k
k−1fI,J .

• Otherwise, π(I) ̸= π(J).

Proof. All statements where there is no common part involved follow directly from the previous
proposition. For the statements in the cases where there is a common part, in the case where I, J
are at infinity and of slope > 1 this is established in the proof of [20, Theorem 5.9] (the word
‘fission exponent’ was not used there: in terms of the terminology used there it corresponds to the
highest number among the exponents of the leading term of the different parts of F ·I and F ·J).
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The other cases are similar, using again the expressions for the Legendre transform for the
different cases given in [20, Section 3.1], and noticing that this just changes the transformation
of the slopes, without affecting the subleading terms (hence in particular the fission exponents
when the common part is nonzero). ■

2.4.2 General symplectic SL2(C) transformations

The Fourier–Laplace transform is part of a larger group of transformations acting on modules
over the Weyl algebra. Indeed, to any matrix A =

(
a b
c d

)
in SL2(C), we can associate an

automorphism of the Weyl algebra A1 = C[z]
〈
∂z
〉
given by z 7→ az + b∂z, ∂z 7→ cz + d∂z. This

induces an action of the group SL2(C) of symplectic transformations on modules over the Weyl
algebra (see [41, p. 87]).

The group of symplectic transformations is generated by three types of elementary transfor-
mations:

• the Fourier–Laplace transform F , corresponding to the matrix
(

0 1
−1 0

)
;

• twists at infinity Tλ, for λ ∈ C, corresponding to the matrix
(
1 λ
0 1

)
;

• scalings Sλ, for λ ∈ C∗, corresponding to the matrix
(
λ−1 0
0 λ

)
.

The geometric interpretation of twists and scalings is the following. The twist Tλ corresponds
to taking the tensor product with the rank one module (C[z], ∂z + λz), and the scaling Sλ

corresponds to perform the change of variable z 7→ z/λ on P1.
As for the Fourier transform, any element of SL2(C) induces a transformation on modules

over the Weyl algebra, and on irreducible connections on Zariski open subsets of the affine line.
Moreover, there exists again a corresponding formal transformation (that we will also denote
by A) on modified formal data with a similar structure. The action of twists and scalings on
formal data and fission data is much simpler than for the Fourier transform.

Lemma 2.18. Let I be a Stokes circle, and C̆I ∈ GLn(C) a conjugacy class. Let C̆Tλ·I ∈ GLn(C)
be the conjugacy class such that Tλ ·

(
I, C̆I

)
= (Tλ · I, C̆Tλ·I). We have the following:

• If π(I) = ∞, then π(Tλ · I) = ∞, and if I =
〈
q
〉
∞, we have Tλ · I =

〈
q − λ

2 z
2
〉
∞. In

particular, Tλ · I has the same ramification order and set of levels as I, slope(Tλ · I) =
max(slope(

〈
q
〉
), slope

(〈
q − λ

2 z
2
〉)
, for λ ∈ C.

• Otherwise, if π(I) ̸= ∞, Tλ · I = I.

In any case C̆Tλ·I = C̆I .
In brief, all exponential factors at infinity are shifted by −λ

2 z
2 and all other exponential

factors are left unchanged. As a consequence, the twist Tλ preserves the global fission data and
classes of global admissible deformations. The twist may change the slopes of the exponential
factors at infinity, but leaves the slopes of Stokes circles at finite distance unchanged.

Lemma 2.19. Let I be a Stokes circle such that π(i) = a ∈ P1, and C̆I ∈ GLn(C) a conjugacy
class. Let C̆Sλ·I ∈ GLn(C) be the conjugacy class such that Sλ ·

(
I, C̆I

)
=
(
Sλ · I, C̆Tλ·I

)
. For λ ∈

C∗, π(Sλ ·I) = a/λ, and writing I =
〈
q
(
z−1
a

)〉
with q ∈ C

[
z
−1/r
a

]
, using the local coordinate za :=

z − a if a ̸= ∞, and z∞ := z−1 if a = ∞, we have Sλ · I =
〈
q
(
λz−1

a/λ

)〉
. Furthermore C̆Sλ·I = C̆I .

As a consequence, for any λ ∈ C∗, the scaling Sλ preserves the global fission data and classes
of global admissible deformations, as well as the slopes of all Stokes circles.

A crucial property of the diagram associated to a connection is that it is invariant under
the SL2(C) action.
Theorem 2.20 ([20]). Let (E,∇) be an irreducible connection on a Zariski open subset of P1

(different from a rank one connection with only a pole at infinity of order less than 2), and A ∈
SL2(C). Then Γ(E,∇) = Γ(A · (E,∇)).
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3 Classes of nearby representations

In this section, we use the results of the previous paragraph to describe the formal data and
classes of admissible deformations of the elements of the orbit of a connection (E,∇) under
the SL2(C) action.

3.1 Generic form

Definition 3.1. Let I ∈ π0(I) be a Stokes circle. We say that I is of generic form if π(I) = ∞,
and slope(q) ≤ 2.

If I =
〈
q
〉
∞ is of generic form, the Fourier sphere coefficient λ(I) of I is the unique complex

number a ∈ C such that
〈
a
2z

2 + q
〉
has slope < 2. Explicitly, this means that q is of the form

q = −a

2
z2 + q<2,

where the exponential factor q<2 has slope < 2. We will denote I<2 :=
〈
q<2

〉
.

If I is not of generic form, we set λ(I) = ∞.

For A =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(C), let hA : P1 → P1 denote the corresponding homography

hA : z 7→ az + b

cz + d
.

We call the Fourier sphere, and denote by P1, the copy of P1 where the coefficients λ(I) live
(this terminology was introduced in [8]).

The following result says that SL2(C) acts on the Fourier sphere by homographies.

Lemma 3.2. Let I ∈ π0(I) be a Stokes circle, a = λ(I) its Fourier sphere coefficient, and
A ∈ SL2(C). Then λ(A · I) = hA(λ(I)).

Proof. In the case where a ̸= ∞ and hA(a) ̸= ∞, this is the result of [20, Proposition 4.13],
and one checks that this is still true in the remaining cases. ■

This immediately implies the following.

Corollary 3.3. Let I ∈ π0(I) be a Stokes circle. Then for A in an open dense subset of SL2(C),
A · I is of generic form.

Definition 3.4. Let Θ̆ be a global modified irregular class. We say that it is of generic form if
each of its Stokes circles is of generic form. Similarly if (E,∇) is an irreducible connection on
a Zariski open subset of P1, we say that it is of generic form if its global modified irregular class
is of generic form.

In particular, a connection of generic form only has a singularity at infinity, i.e., Θ̆ = Θ∞.
A global modified irregular class Θ̆ is of generic form if and only if λ

(
Θ̆
)
⊂ C = P1 ∖ {∞},

where λ
(
Θ̆
)
denotes the set of Fourier sphere coefficients of all its Stokes circles. This immedi-

ately implies the following.

Lemma 3.5. Let Θ̆ be a global modified irregular class. Then for A in an open dense subset
of SL2(C), A · Θ̆ is of generic form.

In particular, every SL2(C) orbit contains an element of generic form. We can thus without
loss of generality write any orbit as SL2(C) · (E,∇), with (E,∇) of generic form.

As a preliminary step towards describing such orbits, let us first consider the case where Θ∞
only has one Fourier sphere coefficient.
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Proposition 3.6. Let (Θ, C) be formal data at infinity with Θ of generic form, and such
that λ(Θ) = {a} for some a ∈ C. Let A ∈ SL2(C). Let Θ<2 := T−a · Θ be the slope < 2
irregular class obtained from Θ by subtracting −a

2z
2 to each of its Stokes circles. We have

• If hA(a) = ∞, then A · (Θ, C) is an admissible deformation of F ·
(
Θ<2, C

)
.

• Otherwise, if hA(a) ̸= ∞, then A · (Θ, C) is an admissible deformation of (Θ, C) , or
equivalently of

(
Θ<2, C

)
.

Proof. This is basically a consequence of the fact that any element in SL2(C) can be factorised
as a product of elementary transformations, and among those only the Fourier transform may
act nontrivially on global fission data. More precisely, we can use [20, Lemma 4.15] to write
down explicit factorisations of A. If hA(a) = ∞, then we have hATaF−1(∞) = ∞, so from this
lemma, there exists v ∈ C∗, ρ ∈ C such that ATaF

−1 = SvTρ, so that A = SvTρFT−a. This
implies A · (Θ, C) = SvTρFT−a · (Θ, C) = SvTρF ·

(
Θ<2, C

)
, and since twists and scalings do not

change the equivalence class of admissible deformations A · (Θ, C) is an admissible deformation
of F ·

(
Θ<2, C

)
.

Let us now consider the case hA(a) ̸= ∞. If hA(∞) ̸= ∞ then from the lemma A admits a fac-
torisation A = SνTρ with v ∈ C∗, ρ ∈ C, which implies that A ·Θ is an admissible deformation
of Θ. Otherwise, from the lemma, A admits a factorisation A = TµFSνTρ, with v ∈ C∗, µ, ρ ∈ C.
In turn Θ′ := SνTρ ·Θ is an admissible deformation of Θ, and λ(Θ′) = {a′}, with a′ = hSνTρ(a),
and we have a′ ̸= 0 otherwise we would have hA(a) = hSνF (a

′) = ∞. Now, applying Proposi-
tions 2.16 and 2.17 to Θ′, the fact that all exponential factors in Θ′ are of slope 2 and have the
same nonzero leading coefficient implies that this is also the case for F ·Θ′, and that F · (Θ′, C)
is an admissible deformation of (Θ′, C). Since Tµ does not change the equivalence class of ad-
missible deformations, we finally obtain that A · (Θ, C) is an admissible deformation of (Θ, C),
which concludes the proof. ■

In particular, we can write down explicit formulas for the rank at infinity of the elements of
the orbit of Θ. Let N be the set of Stokes circles of Θ, and let us set

N+ :=
{〈

q
〉
∈ N | slope

(
q +

a

2
z2
)
> 1
}
⊂ N,

N− :=
{〈

q
〉
∈ N | slope

(
q +

a

2
z2
)
≤ 1
}
⊂ N,

so that N = N+ ⊔ N−. Let us write the elements of N− as I−j =
〈
−a

2z
2 + bjz + q−j

〉
for

j ∈ {1, . . . , |N−|}, where slope(q−j ) < 1, and set s−j := irr(q−j ), r
−
j := ram(q−j ). Similarly, we

write I+j =
〈
−a

2z
2 + q+j

〉
, for j ∈

{
1, . . . ,

∣∣N+
∣∣}, with slope

(
q+j
)
> 1, and set s+j := irr

(
q+j
)
,

r+j := ram
(
q+j
)
.

Lemma 3.7. Let n±
j denote the multiplicities of the circles in N±, and set R+

j := s+j − r+j ,
for j ∈

{
1, . . . ,

∣∣N+
∣∣}. Let A ∈ SL2(C). We have

• If hA(a) = ∞, then rank∞(A ·Θ) =
∑

j n
+
j R

+
j .

• If hA(a) ̸= ∞, then rank∞(A ·Θ) =
∑

j n
+
j r

+
j + n−

j r
−
j .

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 3.5 and Proposition 2.16, by observing that for the
case hA(a) = ∞, the Stokes circles in N− are sent by A to finite distance (with the location of
A · I−j determined by the coefficient bj), while the circles in N+ become circles of slope > 1 at
infinity, with A · I+j having ramification order R+

j . ■
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3.2 The classes of nearby representations

We now discuss general orbits. Let
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
be effective global modified formal data, with Θ̆ = Θ∞

of generic form. Let a1, . . . , ak ∈ C be the distinct Fourier sphere coefficients of its Stokes circles,
i.e., we have λ(Θ∞) = {a1, . . . , ak} ⊂ P1.

Let N be the set of Stokes circles of Θ̆. For I ∈ N , we denote by nI ∈ N>0 the multiplicity
of I in Θ̆. We partition N as follows: for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, we set

• Ni := {I ∈ N | λ(I) = ai},
• N+

i :=
{〈

q
〉
∈ Ni | slope

(
q + ai

2 z
2
)
> 1
}
⊂ Ni,

• N−
i :=

{〈
q
〉
∈ Ni | slope

(
q + ai

2 z
2
)
≤ 1
}
⊂ Ni,

so that N = N1⊔· · ·⊔Nk, Ni = N+
i ⊔N−

i . We also set N+ := N+
1 ⊔· · ·⊔N+

k , and N− := N−
1 ⊔· · ·

⊔N−
k . For i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, let Θi :=

∑
I∈Ni

nII be the irregular class obtained from Θ∞ obtained
by discarding all circles with Fourier sphere coefficient different from ai, Ci the corresponding
collection of conjugacy classes, and let Θ<2

i be the irregular class at infinity obtained from Θi

by subtracting −ai
2 z

2 to each Stokes circle (in particular all circles of Θi have slope < 2).

Theorem 3.8. Let A ∈ SL2(C), then

• If hA(ai) = ∞ for some i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, then A ·
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
is an admissible deformation of

F ·
(
Θ<2

i , Ci
)
+
∑
l ̸=i

(Θl, Cl).

• Otherwise, if hA(ai) ̸= ∞ for each i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, then A ·
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
is an admissible defor-

mation of
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
.

Proof. This follows from applying Proposition 3.6 to every (Θi, Ci). ■

We notice that the corresponding classes of admissible deformations are in fact completely
determined by the (short) fission tree of Θ̆.

Proposition 3.9. Keeping previous notations, let T be the fission tree of Θ̆. Then for i ∈
{1, . . . , k}, the class of admissible deformations (Fi,Ci) of the nonmodified formal data associated
to the formal data

F ·
(
Θ<2

i , Ci
)
+
∑
l ̸=i

(Θl, Cl)

is fully determined by the pair
(
T, C̆

)
, in an explicit way.

Proof. This follows from Propositions 2.16 and 2.17. Indeed, applying them to determine the
invariants of F ·

(
Θ<2

i , Ci
)
in terms of those of

(
Θ<2

i , Ci
)
, we obtain that

• The fission datum of the global modified formal data F ·
(
Θ<2

i , Ci
)
+
∑

l ̸=i(Θl, Cl) is fully
determined by T, in an explicit way.

• The slope of any Stokes circle Ia at a singularity a ̸= ∞ at finite distance of F ·
(
Θ<2

i , Ci
)
is

determined by T in an explicit way. In turn, this determines the fission exponent fIa,⟨0⟩a
between Ia and the tame circle at a, and thus determines the fission datum of the non-
modified formal data associated to F ·

(
Θ<2

i , Ci
)
+
∑

l ̸=i(Θl, Cl). ■

This makes it possible to take this as a definition of the classes of nearby representations of
the enriched tree

(
T, C̆

)
.
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Definition 3.10. Let
(
T, C̆

)
be an enriched tree, i.e., T is a short fission tree, N its set of

leaves and C̆ the datum of a conjugacy class Ci ∈ GLni(C) for each leaf i ∈ N , where ni is the
multiplicity of i. Assume that there exists an irregular class Θ∞ of generic form with fission
tree T such that

(
Θ∞, C̆

)
are effective modified global formal data. For i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, keeping

previous notations, we define the i-th nongeneric class of nearby representations of
(
T, C̆

)
as

the class (Fi,Ci) of admissible deformations of the nonmodified formal data associated to the
formal data

F ·
(
Θ<2

i , Ci
)
+
∑
l ̸=i

(Θl, Cl).

(This is well-defined since by the previous proposition this does not depend on the choice of Θ∞.)

Theorem 3.8 can then be reformulated in the following way, which justifies our terminology.

Corollary 3.11. Let (Θ,C) be an effective wild Riemann surface with boundary data on P1 of
generic form, with class of admissible deformations ({T},C), and let (Fi,Ci), with i ∈ {1, . . . , k},
be the classes of nearby representations of (T,C) (in the sense of the previous definition). Then
the classes of representations of the nonabelian Hodge space M(Θ,C) which are nearby (Θ,C)
(in the sense of Section 1.3) are exactly ({T},C) and (Fi,Ci) for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

By abuse of language, we will sometimes allow ourselves to say that {T} and Fi, for i ∈
{1, . . . , k} are the nearby representations of T.

Finally, all this allows us to have a well-defined notion of enriched tree associated to any
irregular connection on P1.

Proposition 3.12. Let (E,∇) be an irreducible algebraic connection on a Zariski open subset
of P1, such that (E,∇) is not a rank one connection with a unique singularity at infinity with
Poincaré–Katz rank ≤ 1. Let

(
Θ̆, C̆

)
be its modified global formal data, and A ∈ SL2(C) such

that A ·
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
is of generic form. Let T be the (short) fission tree of A · Θ̆, and C the collection

of conjugacy classes of A ·
(
Θ̆, C̆

)
. Then the pair (T,C) does not depend on the choice of A.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.8. ■

Definition 3.13. Keeping the setup of the proposition, we say that (T,C) is the enriched tree
of (E,∇) and write T (E,∇) := (T,C).

Proposition 3.12 implies that the enriched tree is invariant under symplectic transformations.

Corollary 3.14. If (E,∇) is irreducible and is not a rank one connection with a unique singu-
larity at infinity of Poincaré–Katz rank ≤ 1, so that A·(E,∇) is well-defined for any A ∈ SL2(C),
we have T (A · (E,∇)) = T (E,∇).

3.3 Properties of classes of nearby representations

Proposition 3.9 gives an explicit method to determine the nearby classes of representations from
an enriched tree, using Propositions 2.16 and 2.17. We will compute many examples in Section 4.
Before this, in this paragraph, let us state several general properties satisfied by the classes of
nearby representations.

First, we can get explicit formulas for the rank of the nearby representations. For i ∈
{1, . . . , k}, let us denote by

〈
q+i,j
〉
the elements of N+

i , and write
〈
q+i,j
〉
=
〈
−ai

2 z
2 + q′+ij

〉
, with q′+ij

having ramification r+ij and slope s+ij/r
+
ij > 1. Similarly, let us denote by

〈
q−i,j
〉
the elements

of N−
i , and write

〈
q−i,j
〉
=
〈
−ai

2 z
2 + bijz + q′−ij

〉
, with q′−ij having ramification r−ij and slope

s−ij/r
−
ij < 1. Let n±

ij be the multiplicities of the active circles.
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Proposition 3.15. Let us set R+
ij = s+ij − r+ij .

(1) The generic class of representations has rank

rgen =
∑
i

(∑
j

n+
ijr

+
ij +

∑
j

n−
ijr

−
ij

)
.

(2) The i-th nongeneric class of representations has rank

ri =
∑
j

n+
ijR

+
ij +

∑
l ̸=i

(∑
j

n+
ljr

+
lj +

∑
j

n−
ljr

−
lj

)
.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 3.7. ■

We can also express the number of singularities at finite distance of the classes of nearby
representations.

Proposition 3.16. Let (E,∇) of generic form, and (E′,∇′) ∈ SL2(C) · (E,∇). If (E′,∇′) is
in the i-th nongeneric class of representations, its number of singularities at finite distance is
equal to the number of vertices of height 1 in the subtree of T with set of leaves N−

i .

Proof. By definition of fission trees, keeping previous notations, this number of vertices is
equal to the number of distinct coefficients bij among the Stokes circles of N−

i . The result is
then a direct consequence of item (2) of Proposition 2.16: the position of the singularity above
which F ·

〈
q−i,j
〉
lies is determined by the coefficient bij . ■

In particular, if N−
i = ∅, then the i-th nongeneric class of representations only has a sin-

gularity at infinity. In general, the class of nearby representations all have different ranks and
number of singularities.

Finally, we can also read from the short fission tree when two nongeneric representations have
the same fission forest.

Proposition 3.17. Keeping previous notations, for i, j ∈ {1, . . . k}, with i ̸= j, the fission
forests Fi and Fj are isomorphic if and only if the i-th and j-th principal subtrees of the short
fission tree T are isomorphic.

Proof. Since isomorphism classes of fission trees characterise admissible deformations, it is
equivalent to show that the i-th and the j-th nongeneric forests are isomorphic if and only if Θ<2

i

and Θ<2
j are admissible deformations of each other. Let us first assume that Θ<2

i and Θ<2
j are

admissible deformations of each other. We have to be careful that, in general, if two irregular
class Θ and Θ′ at infinity are admissible deformations of each other, this does not imply that their
Fourier transforms are also admissible deformations of each other. Indeed, if

〈
q
〉
is a Stokes circle

for Θ, and
〈
q′
〉
is a Stokes circle for Θ′ corresponding to

〈
q
〉
under some admissible deformation,

their slopes may differ, and in turn F ·
〈
q
〉
and F ·

〈
q′
〉
may not be admissible deformations of each

other. However here, because all Stokes circles of Θ<2
i and Θ<2

j are of slope < 2 this situation
cannot happen, and we have that F ·Θ<2

i and F ·Θ<2
j are admissible deformations of each other.

In turn, the irregular classes Θ<2
i +

∑
l ̸=iΘl and Θ<2

j +
∑

l ̸=j Θl are admissible deformations of
each other, so the i-th and j-th representations coincide. Conversely, if the i-th and j-th classes
of representations coincide, then in particular

∑
l ̸=iΘl and

∑
l ̸=j Θl are admissible deformations

of each other, which implies that Θi and Θj are admissible deformations of each other, and the
conclusion follows. ■
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Remark 3.18. The classes of nearby representations arise from the action of SL2(C) on connec-
tions on the affine line. However, as already mentioned in the introduction, there is a larger class
of natural operations on connections: indeed one can consider Möbius transformations, which
have the effect of changing the point at infinity in the identification P1 = C∪{∞}, as well as the
operation consisting in tensoring a connection with an arbitrary rank one connection on a Zariski
open subset of P1. This larger class of operations on connections on P1 plays an essential role in
the extension due to Deligne–Arinkin [3, 19] of the Katz algorithm for rigid local systems to the
case of irregular connections, which provides a way to reduce any irreducible rigid connection
on P1 to the trivial rank one connection by repeated application of one of these operations. Since
the symplectic SL2(C) transformations do not commute with these other operations in general,
the latter do not preserve the diagram or the classes of nearby representations.

4 Basic representations for Painlevé moduli spaces

In this section, as a set of examples illustrating our general discussion, we describe the basic
representations of all Painlevé moduli spaces obtained from the standard rank 2 Lax representa-
tion of each Painlevé equation. Recall that, although they were not first discovered in this way
historically, all Painlevé equations can be obtained from isomonodromic deformations. Each
Painlevé equation arises from isomonodromic deformations of connections with a specific type
of singularity data, i.e., different Painlevé equations correspond to different nonabelian Hodge
spaces. In the standard way to derive the Painlevé equations from isomonodromy [35], all Lax
representations are of rank 2, and in all cases except for Painlevé VI, these Lax representations
have at least one irregular singularity.

For each case, starting from this standard Lax representation (in its abstract form, i.e.,
consisting of the datum of a wild Riemann surface), we will draw the corresponding short fission
tree of minimal rank and describe explicitly the classes of nearby representations. While the
cases of Painlevé VI, V, IV all fall in the simply-laced case and were discussed by Boalch in [8],
it is still worth discussing them briefly from the point of view of short fission trees. On the
other hand, describing all basic representations for Painlevé III, II, I as well as for the moduli
spaces corresponding to the so-called degenerate versions of Painlevé III really requires using our
general framework. Doing this, we recover among the classes of nearby representations many
known alternative Lax representations for various Painlevé equations, e.g., from [26, 36, 37] and
the other representations can be viewed as new abstract Lax representations.

Remark 4.1. Notice that there is the following subtlety: since taking the Fourier transform
does not always commute with taking admissible deformations, different connections having the
same fission forest in general do not have the same classes of nearby representations, nor the
same diagram. In the cases where this happens, among all possible wild Riemann surfaces with
boundary data having the fission forest of the standard Painlevé Lax representation, we choose
one such that its generic representation has minimal rank. Making this choice is necessary to
allow us to recover several known alternative Lax representations for Painlevé equations and to
recover the diagrams for Painlevé equations obtained in [16], all equal or related to affine Dynkin
diagrams. Other choices would lead to different diagrams (typically with more vertices), and for
each choice all nearby representations could also be explicitly determined, yielding even more
abstract Lax representations, typically of higher rank.

To draw a fission tree (T ,V,A,L, h, n), we follow the conventions of [13]. The heights of
vertices of the trees are indicated to the left of the figures. The different types of (nonempty)
vertices are indicated by different colours: the mandatory vertices, i.e., the elements of L, are
drawn in black. The inconsequential vertices, i.e., the elements of A ∖ L, are drawn in white.
Concretely, a black vertex means that in an irregular class with fission tree T the corresponding
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coefficient is not allowed to vanish (hence the name mandatory), while a white vertex means
that the coefficient is allowed to vanish. Unless otherwise specified, the multiplicity of the leaves
in a fission tree is equal to 1.

In [13], fission trees were first defined with an infinite trunk, then suitable truncations of the
tree were introduced (see Section 3.5 there) so as to obtain rooted trees with a finite number of
vertices: if Θ is an irregular class, the root of the truncated tree is defined as the (unique) point
of the trunk with height ⌊Katz(Θ) + 1⌋.

Here, we will also draw truncated fission trees, and our convention for the height of the root
is consistent with loc. cit., as follows. If F is the fission datum of some irregular class, we define
its minimal Poincaré–Katz rank as

Katzmin(F) := min{Katz(Θ) | Θ irregular class with F(Θ) = F}.

In turn, the height of the root of the fission tree T corresponding to F is taken to be

η := ⌊Katzmin(F) + 1⌋.

To draw the diagrams, we follow the conventions of [20]: unless otherwise specified the
multiplicity of each vertex is 1, negative edges or loops are drawn in dashed lines, and for
multiple edges/loops the multiplicity is indicated at their middle. Furthermore, here we use
colours to draw the vertices, each colour corresponding to a subset in the partition defined by
the short fission tree.

4.1 Summary of basic Painlevé representations

The short fission trees as well as the rank, number of singularities, and minimal Poincaré–Katz
ranks of each class of basic representations for each Painlevé moduli space are listed below. In
the next section, we will explain in more detail how to obtain these classes of representations
starting from the standard Lax representations.

Painlevé I

5/3
4/3
1

2/3
1/3

Rank Number of singularities min. Katz ranks

Generic rep. 3 1 5/3

Nongeneric rep. 2 1 5/2

Painlevé II

1

2
3/2

1/2
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Rank Number of singularities min. Katz ranks

Generic rep. 3 1 2

1st nongeneric rep. 2 1 3

2nd nongeneric rep. 2 2 3/2, 0

Painlevé III

1

2

1/2

Rank Number of singularities min. Katz ranks

Generic rep. 4 1 2

1st nongeneric rep. 2 3 1/2, 0, 0

2nd nongeneric rep. 2 2 1, 1

Degenerate Painlevé III

1

2

1/2

Rank Number of singularities min. Katz ranks

Generic rep. 4 1 2

Nongeneric reps. 2 2 1, 1/2

Doubly degenerate Painlevé III

1

2

1/2 1/3

Rank Number of singularities min. Katz ranks

Generic rep. 5 1 2

1st nongeneric rep. 2 2 1/2, 1/2

2nd nongeneric rep. 3 2 1, 1/3
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Painlevé IV

2

1

Rank Number of singularities min. Katz ranks

Generic rep. 3 1 2

Nongeneric reps. 2 2 2, 0

Painlevé V

1

2

Rank Number of singularities min. Katz ranks

Generic rep. 4 1 2

Nongeneric reps. 2 3 1, 0, 0

Painlevé VI

1

2

2

Rank Number of singularities min. Katz ranks

Generic rep. 5 1 2

1st nongeneric rep. 3 2 1, 0

2nd nongeneric rep. 2 4 0, 0, 0, 0

4.2 Painlevé I

4.2.1 Standard representation

The standard rank 2 Painlevé I Lax representation has a single irregular singularity given by
a pole of order 4, but such that the leading term is nilpotent, which leads to a Turritin–Levelt
normal form having a single twisted Stokes circle of slope 5/2.
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This corresponds to the following fission forest FI
std (having a single tree):

5/2

2
3/2

1
1/2

The global irregular classes with fission forest FI
std and minimal Poincaré–Katz rank (equal

to 5/2) are exactly those of the form

ΘI
std =

〈
α5/2z

−5/2
a + α2z

−2
a + α3/2z

−3/2
a + α1z

−1
a + α1/2z

−1/2
a

〉
a
,

with a ∈ P1, α5/2, α2, α3/2, α1, α1/2 ∈ C, and α5/2 ̸= 0.

Given an irregular connection on P1 with such an irregular class, the rank of its generic class
of nearby representations is minimal when a = ∞ (to which we can always reduce up to applying
a Möbius transformation).

Let us thus consider a (modified) irregular class of the form

Θ̆I
std =

〈
α5/2z

5/2 + α2z
2 + α3/2z

3/2 + α1z + α1/2z
1/2
〉
∞,

with α5/2 ̸= 0, and determine the classes of its nearby representations.

4.2.2 Generic representation

The short fission tree TI of Θ̆I
std is the following:

5/3
4/3
1

2/3
1/3

An irregular class of generic form has fission tree TI if and only if it is of the form

Θ̆I
gen =

〈
λ′z2 + α′

5/3 + α′
4/3z

4/3 + α′
1z + α′

2/3z
1/3 + α′

1/3z
1/3
〉
∞,

with α′
5/3 ̸= 0.

Remark 4.2. Notice that the coefficient λ′ of exponent 2 may vanish, so the minimal Poincaré–
Katz rank for such an irregular class is 5/3, hence following our conventions for truncations of
fission trees, we draw the root of the tree at height

⌊
5
3 + 1

⌋
= 2.

The generic class of representations thus has rank 3, a single Fourier sphere coefficient, so
N = N1 = N+

1 , and the standard representation corresponds to the sole nongeneric class of
representations.

Notice that the generic class of representations corresponds to the (abstract version of the
more explicit) alternative Lax representation for Painlevé I found in [37].
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4.2.3 Diagram

The corresponding diagram ΓI has one vertex with one loop [20, Section 7], as drawn below

The two classes of representations correspond to different readings of the diagram.

4.3 Painlevé II

4.3.1 Standard representation

The standard rank 2 Painlevé II Lax representation has one irregular untwisted singularity
corresponding to a pole of order 4.

This corresponds to the following fission forest FII
std:

1

2

3

The irregular classes with fission forest FII
std and minimal Poincaré–Katz rank (equal to 3)

are all irregular classes of the form

ΘII
std =

〈
α3z

−3
a + α2z

−2
a + α1z

−1
a

〉
a
+
〈
β3z

−3
a + β2z

−2
a + β1z

−1
a

〉
a
,

with a ∈ P1 and α3 ̸= β3.

Given a connection on P1 with such an irregular class, the rank of its generic class of nearby
representations is minimal when a = ∞ and (say) β3 = 0 (to which we can always reduce up to
applying a Möbius transformation and tensoring with a rank one connection).

Let us thus consider a (modified) irregular class of the form

Θ̆II
std = ΘII

std =
〈
α3z

3 + α2z
2 + α1z

〉
∞ +

〈
β2z

2 + β1z
〉
∞,

with α3 ̸= 0 and determine the classes of its nearby representations.

4.3.2 Generic representation

The short fission tree TII of Θ̆II
std is

1

2
3/2

1/2
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An irregular class of generic form has fission tree TII if and only if it is of the form

Θ̆II
gen =

〈
λ′z2 + α′

3/2z
3/2 + α′

1z + α′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + β′

1z
〉
∞,

with λ′ ̸= µ′ and α′
3/2 ̸= 0.

The generic class of representations has thus rank 3, k = 2 Fourier sphere coefficients, and
the corresponding partition of the set of Stokes circles of Θ̆II

gen is given by

N1 = N+
1 =

{〈
λ′z2 + α′

3/2z
3/2 + α′

1z + α′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞
}
,

N2 = N−
2 =

{〈
µ′z2 + β′

1z
〉
∞
}
.

4.3.3 Nongeneric representations

The two principal subtrees of TII are not isomorphic, so the two nongeneric classes of represen-
tations have distinct forests. The standard representation corresponds to the nongeneric class
of representations for i = 1.

The second nongeneric class of representations has the following forest FII
2 :

1

3/2

1/2

2

It is of rank 2, with one irregular singularity (with Poincaré–Katz rank 3/2) and one regular
singularity.

Explicitly, elements of the orbit SL2(C) · Θ̆II
gen belonging to this class of representations are

of the form

Θ̆II
2 =

〈
λ′′z2 + α′′

3/2z
3/2 + α′′

1z + α′′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞ +

〈
0
〉
a′′
,

with α′′ ̸= 0, and a′′ ∈ P1 ∖ {∞}, hence the corresponding non-modified irregular class is

ΘII
2 =

〈
λ′′z2 + α′′

3/2z
3/2 + α′′

1z + α′′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞ + 2

〈
0
〉
a′′
.

We notice that it corresponds precisely the other known Lax representation for Painlevé II
due to Flaschka–Newell [26], also sometimes referred to as degenerate Painlevé IV.

4.3.4 Diagram

The corresponding diagram ΓII is the affine A1 Dynkin diagram [20, Section 7]

The classes of representations correspond to different readings of the diagram, as indicated on
the figure below

〈
α3z3 + · · ·

〉
∞

〈
β2z2 + · · ·

〉
∞

Θ̆II
std

〈
λ′z2 + α′

3/2
z3/2 + · · ·

〉
∞

〈
µ′z2 + β′

1z
〉
∞

Θ̆II
gen

〈
λ′′z2 + α′′

3/2
z3/2 + · · ·

〉
∞

〈
0
〉
a′′

Θ̆II
2
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4.4 Painlevé III

4.4.1 Standard representation

The standard rank 2 Painlevé III Lax representation has two irregular singularities, both corre-
sponding to a second order pole.

The corresponding fission forest F
III(2)
std is the following:1

1

The irregular classes with this fission forest and minimal Poincaré–Katz ranks (both equal
to 1) are the irregular classes of the form

Θ
III(2)
std =

〈
αz−1

b

〉
b
+
〈
βz−1

b

〉
b
+
〈
γz−1

a

〉
a
+
〈
δz−1

a

〉
a
,

with α, β, γ, δ ∈ C, a, b ∈ P1 distinct, α ̸= β, and γ ̸= δ.
If (E,∇) is a connection on P1 of this type, the rank of its generic class of nearby representa-

tions is minimal when one of the singularities, say b, is at infinity, and, at the other singularity a
at finite distance, and one of the Stokes circles at finite distance, say

〈
δz−1

a

〉
a
, is the tame circle,

with trivial formal monodromy (we can always reduce to this case by applying a Möbius trans-
formation to send b to infinity, and a twist by a rank one connection to set δ to zero and make
the formal monodromy of

〈
δz−1

a

〉
a
trivial).

This corresponds to having a modified irregular class of the form

Θ̆
III(2)
std =

〈
αz
〉
∞ +

〈
βz
〉
∞ +

〈
γz−1

a

〉
a
.

with α ̸= β, and γ ̸= 0. Let us determine the classes of nearby representations of Θ̆
III(2)
std .

4.4.2 Generic representation

The short fission tree TIII(2) of Θ̆
III(2)
std is the following:

1

2

1/2

An irregular class of generic form has fission tree TIII(2) if and only if it is of the form

Θ̆III(2)
gen =

〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞ +

〈
λ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + γ′1z + γ′1/2z

1/2
〉
∞,

with λ′ ̸= µ′, α′ ̸= β′, and γ′1/2 ̸= 0.
The generic class of representations has thus rank 4, k = 2 Fourier sphere coefficients, and

the corresponding partition of the set of Stokes circles of Θ̆
III(2)
gen is given by

N1 = N−
1 =

{〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞,
〈
λ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞
}
,

N2 = N−
2 =

{〈
µ′z2 + γ′1z + γ′1/2z

1/2
〉
∞
}
.

1We will denote Painlevé III, degenerate Painlevé III and doubly degenerate Painlevé III by III(2), III(1) and
III(0), respectively, the numbers 2, 1, 0 referring to the number of parameters of each equation.
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4.4.3 Nongeneric representations

Since the two principal subtrees are not isomorphic, the forests of the two corresponding non-
generic classes of representations do not coincide. The standard Lax representation is the non-
generic class of representations for i = 2.

The other nongeneric class of representations, corresponding to i = 1, has the following
forest F

III(2)
1 , with one irregular singularity (with Poincaré–Katz rank 1/2), and two regular

singularities:

1/2

Explicitly, elements of the orbit SL2(C) · Θ̆III(2)
gen belonging to this class of representations are

of the form

Θ̆
III(2)
1 =

〈
0
〉
a′′

+
〈
0
〉
b′′

+
〈
α′′z1/2

〉
∞

with a′′, b′′ ∈ P1∖{∞}, a′′ ̸= b′′, α′′ ̸= 0, hence the corresponding non-modified irregular class is

Θ
III(2)
1 = 2

〈
0
〉
a′′

+ 2
〈
0
〉
b′′

+
〈
α′′z1/2

〉
∞.

Notice that this class of representations corresponds to the alternative Lax representation for
Painlevé III sometimes referred to as degenerate Painlevé V, cf. [36].

Remark 4.3. We obtain in this way Figure 2 of the introduction: the fission forest on the left
of the figure is F

III(2)
1 , and the fission forest on the right of the figure is the forest associated to

the modified irregular class Θ̆
III(2)
std , i.e., compared to F

III(2)
std one full branch has been removed.

4.4.4 Diagram

The corresponding diagram ΓIII(2) is the following [20, Section 7]:

The classes of representations correspond to different readings, as represented on the figure
below

〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞

〈
µ′z2 + γ′

1z + γ′
1/2

z1/2
〉
∞

〈
λ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞

Θ̆
III(2)
gen

〈
αz
〉
∞

〈
γz−1

a

〉
a

〈
βz
〉
∞

Θ̆
III(2)
std

〈
0
〉
a′′

〈
α′′z1/2

〉
∞

〈
0
〉
b′′

Θ̆
III(2)
1

4.5 Degenerate Painlevé III

4.5.1 Standard representation

The standard Lax representation for degenerate Painlevé III, as for nondegenerate Painlevé III,
has two irregular singularities, both corresponding to poles of order 2, but one of them with
a nilpotent leading term giving rise in the Turritin–Levelt normal form to a single Stokes circle
of slope 1/2 [45].
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This corresponds to the following fission forest F
III(1)
std :

1
1/2

The irregular classes with fission forest F
III(1)
std and minimal Poincaré–Katz ranks (equal to 1

and 1/2) are those of the form

Θ
III(1)
std =

〈
αz−1

a

〉
a
+
〈
βz−1

a

〉
a
+
〈
γz

−1/2
b

〉
b

with a, b ∈ P1, a ̸= b, γ ̸= 0, and α ̸= β.

Given a connection of this type, the rank of its generic class of nearby representations is
minimal if b = ∞ and one of the Stokes circles at a, say

〈
βz−1

a

〉
a
is the tame circle, with trivial

formal monodromy (we can always reduce to this case by applying a Möbius transformation to
have b = ∞, and a twist by a rank one connection to set β = 0 and make the formal monodromy
of
〈
βz−1

a

〉
a
trivial). This corresponds to having a modified irregular class of the form

Θ̆
III(1)
std =

〈
αz−1

a

〉
a
+
〈
γz1/2

〉
∞

with α ̸= 0, γ ̸= 0, a ̸= ∞. Let us thus determine the classes of nearby representations of Θ̆
III(1)
std .

4.5.2 Generic representation

The short fission tree TIII(1) of Θ̆
III(1)
std is the following:

1

2

1/2

An irregular class of generic form has fission tree TIII(1) if and only if it is of the form

Θ̆III(1)
gen =

〈
λ′z2 + α′

1z + α′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + β′

1z + β′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞

with λ′ ̸= µ′, α′
1/2 ̸= 0 and β′

1/2 ̸= 0.

The generic class of representations has thus rank 4, k = 2 Fourier sphere coefficients, and
the corresponding partition of the set of Stokes circles of Θ̆

III(1)
gen is given by

N1 = N−
1 =

{〈
λ′z2 + α′

1z + α′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞
}
,

N2 = N−
2 =

{〈
µ′z2 + β′

1z + β′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞
}
.

Furthermore, the two principal subtrees are isomorphic, so the two nongeneric classes of
representations have the same forest, and there are only two distinct forests, the generic one and
the nongeneric one, which coincides with the standard Lax representation.
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4.5.3 Diagram

The corresponding diagram ΓIII(1) is the following [20, Section 7]:

4 −1−1

The classes of representations correspond to different readings of the diagram, as indicated on
the figure below

4 −1−1〈
λ′z2 + α′

1z + α′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞
〈
µ′z2 + β′

1z + β′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞

Θ̆
III(1)
gen

4 −1−1 〈
αz−1

a

〉
a

〈
γz1/2

〉
∞

Θ̆
III(1)
std

4.6 Doubly degenerate Painlevé III

4.6.1 Standard representation

The standard Lax representation for the doubly degenerate Painlevé III equation has two irreg-
ular singularities, both corresponding to a second order pole, with a nilpotent leading term at
each pole so that in the Turritin–Levelt decomposition, there is a single twisted Stokes circle of
slope 1/2 [45].

This corresponds to the following fission forest F
III(0)
std :

1/2

The irregular classes with fission forest F
III(0)
std and minimal Poincaré–Katz ranks (both equal

to 1/2) are those of the form

Θ
III(0)
std =

〈
αz−1/2

a

〉
a
+
〈
βz

−1/2
b

〉
b
,

with a, b ∈ P1, a ̸= b, α ̸= 0, β ̸= 0.
Given a connection of this type, the rank of its generic class of nearby representations is

minimal if one of the singularities, say β, is at infinity (to which we can reduce by applying
a Möbius transformation).

Let us thus consider a (modified) irregular class of the form

Θ̆
III(0)
std =

〈
αz−1/2

a

〉
a
+
〈
βz1/2

〉
∞,

and determine its classes of nearby representations.

4.6.2 Generic representation

The short fission tree TIII(0) of Θ̆
III(0)
std is the following:

1

2

1/2 1/3
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An irregular class of generic form has fission tree TIII(0) if and only if it is of the form

Θ̆III(0)
gen =

〈
λ′z2 + α′

1z + α′
1/3z

1/3
〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + β′

1z + β′
1/2z

1/2
〉
∞,

with λ′ ̸= µ′, α′
1/3 ̸= 0, β′

1/2 ̸= 0.
The generic representation has thus rank 5, k = 2 Fourier sphere coefficients, and the corre-

sponding partition of the set of Stokes circles of Θ̆
III(0)
gen is given by

N1 = N−
1 =

{〈
λ′z2 + α′

1z + α′
1/3z

1/3
〉
∞
}
, N2 = N−

2 =
{〈

µ′z2 + β′
1z + β′

1/2z
1/2
〉
∞
}
.

4.6.3 Nongeneric representations

Since the principal subtrees are not isomorphic, the two nongeneric forests are distinct. The
standard representation corresponds to the nongeneric class of representations with i = 1.

The other nongeneric representation, for i = 2, has the following fission forest F
III(0)
2 :

1/3

1

2

Explicitly, elements of the orbit SL2(C) · Θ̆III(0)
gen belonging to this class of representations are

of the form

Θ̆
III(0)
2 =

〈
β′′z−1

b′′
〉
b′′

+
〈
α′′z1/3

〉
∞

with b′′ ∈ P1∖ {∞}, α′′ ̸= 0 and β′′ ̸= 0, hence the corresponding non-modified irregular class is

Θ
III(0)
2 =

〈
β′′z−1

b′′
〉
b′′

+ 2
〈
0
〉
b′′

+
〈
α′′z1/3

〉
∞,

and its fission forest is indeed F
III(0)
2 .

The first nongeneric class of representations has thus rank 3, and minimal Poincaré–Katz
ranks 1, 1/3.

4.6.4 Diagram

The corresponding diagram ΓIII(0) is the following [20, Section 7]:

6 −1−3

The three classes of representations correspond to different readings of the diagram, as indicated
on the figure below

6 −1−3〈
λ′z2 + α′

1z + α′
1/3

z1/3
〉
∞

〈
µ′z2 + β′

1z + β′
1/2

z1/2
〉
∞

Θ̆
III(0)
gen

6 −1−3 〈
α′′z1/3

〉
∞

〈
β′′z−1

〉
b′′

Θ̆
III(0)
2

6 −1−3 〈
αz

−1/2
a

〉
a

〈
βz1/2

〉
∞

Θ̆
III(0)
std
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4.7 Painlevé IV

4.7.1 Standard representation

The standard rank 2 Painlevé IV Lax representation has an untwisted irregular singularity
corresponding to a pole of order 3, and a regular singularity.

This corresponds to the following fission forest FIV
std:

1

2

2

The irregular classes with fission forest FIV
std and minimal Poincaré–Katz ranks are those of the

form

ΘIV
std = 2

〈
0
〉
a
+
〈
α2z

−2
b + α1z

−1
b

〉
b
+
〈
β2z

−2
b + β1z

−1
b

〉
b

with a, b ∈ P1, a ̸= b, α2, α1, β2, β1 ∈ C, and α2 ̸= β2.
Given a connection of this type, its generic class of nearby representations is of minimal rank

if b = ∞, and its formal monodromy for
〈
0
〉
b
admits 1 as an eigenvalue (we can always reduce

to this situation by applying a Möbius transformation and a twist). This corresponds to having
a modified irregular class of the form

Θ̆IV
std =

〈
0
〉
a
+
〈
α2z

2 + α1z
〉
∞ +

〈
β2z

2 + β1z
〉
∞

with a ∈ P1 ∖ {∞}, and α2 ̸= β2. Let us thus determine the classes of nearby representations
of Θ̆IV

std.

4.7.2 Generic representation

The short fission tree TIV of Θ̆IV
std is the following:

2

1

An irregular class of generic form has fission tree TIV if and only if it is of the form

Θ̆IV
gen =

〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞ +

〈
ν ′z2 + γ′z

〉
∞,

with λ′, µ′, ν ′ pairwise distinct.
Hence the generic representation has rank 3, k = 3 Fourier sphere coefficients, and the

corresponding partition of the set of Stokes circles of Θ̆IV
gen is given by

N1 = N−
1 =

〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞, N2 = N−

2 =
〈
µ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞, N3 = N−

3 =
〈
ν ′z2 + γ′z

〉
∞.
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Notice that the generic class of representations corresponds to the rank 3 Lax representation
for Painlevé IV found in [36].

We observe that the three principal subtrees of the generic fission forest are isomorphic. This
implies that the forests of the three nongeneric representations coincide so there are only two
distinct forests, the generic one and a nongeneric one, corresponding to the standard represen-
tation.

4.7.3 Diagram

The corresponding diagram ΓIV is the affine A2 Dynkin diagram [11, 20]

The two classes of representations correspond to different readings of the diagram, as indicated
on the figure below

〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞

〈
µ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞

〈
ν ′z2 + γ′z

〉
∞

Θ̆IV
gen

〈
α2z

2 + α1z
〉
∞

〈
β2z

2 + β1z
〉
∞

〈
0
〉
a

Θ̆IV
std

4.8 Painlevé V

4.8.1 Standard representation

The standard Painlevé V Lax representation has rank 2, one irregular singularity corresponding
to a pole of order 2, and two regular singularities.

The corresponding fission forest FV
std is the following:

1

2 2

The irregular classes with fission forest FV
std and minimal Poincaré–Katz rank are exactly those

of the form

ΘV
std = 2

〈
0
〉
a
+ 2
〈
0
〉
b
+
〈
αz−1

c

〉
c
+
〈
βz−1

c

〉
c

with a, b, c ∈ P1 pairwise distinct, α, β ∈ C, α ̸= β.
If (E,∇) is a connection of this type, its generic class of nearby representations is of minimal

rank if c = ∞, and if the conjugacy class in GL2(C) of its formal monodromy for the tame
circles

〈
0
〉
a
and

〈
0
〉
b
has 1 as an eigenvalue (we can always reduce to this case by applying

a Möbius transformation and a twist). This corresponds to having a modified irregular class of
the form

Θ̆V
std =

〈
0
〉
a
+
〈
0
〉
b
+
〈
αz
〉
∞ +

〈
βz
〉
∞,

with α ̸= β. Let us thus describe the classes of nearby representations of Θ̆V
std.
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4.8.2 Generic representation

The short fission tree TV of Θ̆V
std is

1

2

An irregular class of generic form has fission tree TV if and only if it is of the form

Θ̆V
gen =

〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞ +

〈
λ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + γ′z

〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + δ′z

〉
∞

with λ′ ̸= µ′, α′ ̸= β′, γ′ ̸= δ′.
The generic class of representations has thus rank 4, k = 2 Fourier sphere coefficients, and

the corresponding partition of the set of Stokes circles of Θ̆V
gen is given by

N1 = N−
1 =

{〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞,
〈
λ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞
}
,

N2 = N−
2 =

{〈
µ′z2 + γ′z

〉
∞,
〈
µ′z2 + δ′z

〉
∞
}
.

Furthermore, the two principal subtrees corresponding to N1 and N2 are isomorphic, so the two
nongeneric classes of representations have in fact the same forest. In turn, there are only two
distinct classes of basic representations, the generic one and the nongeneric one, corresponding
to the standard Lax representation.

4.8.3 Diagram

The corresponding diagram ΓV is the affine A3 Dynkin diagram [11, 20]

The two classes of representations correspond to different readings of the diagram, as indicated
on the figure below 〈

λ′z2 + α′z
〉
∞

〈
λ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞

〈
µ′z2 + γ′z

〉
∞

〈
µ′z2 + δ′z

〉
∞

Θ̆V
gen

〈
αz
〉
∞

〈
βz
〉
∞

〈
0
〉
a

〈
0
〉
b

Θ̆V
std

4.9 Painlevé VI

4.9.1 Standard representation

The standard rank 2 Lax representation for Painlevé VI has 4 regular singularities.
The corresponding fission forest FVI

std is the following (all fission trees are trivial):
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2 2 2 2

The irregular classes with fission forest FVI
std are those of the form

ΘVI
std = 2

〈
0
〉
a
+ 2
〈
0
〉
b
+ 2
〈
0
〉
c
+ 2
〈
0
〉
d
.

with a, b, c, d ∈ P1 pairwise distinct.

Given a connection of this type, its generic class of nearby representations has minimal rank
if one of the singularities, say d, is at infinity, and if for the other singularities a, b, c, the formal
monodromy of the connection has 1 as an eigenvalue (once again we can always reduce to this
situation by applying a Möbius transformation and a twist). This corresponds to a modified
irregular class of the form

Θ̆VI
std = 2

〈
0
〉
∞ +

〈
0
〉
a
+
〈
0
〉
b
+
〈
0
〉
c
,

with a, b, c ∈ P1 ∖ {∞} pairwise distinct. Let us thus determine the classes of nearby represen-
tations of Θ̆VI

std.

4.9.2 Generic representation

The short fission tree TVI of Θ̆VI
std is

1

2

2

An irregular class of generic form has fission tree TVI if and only if it is of the form

Θ̆VI
gen = 2

〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + γ′z

〉
∞ +

〈
µ′z2 + δ′z

〉
∞,

with λ′ ̸= µ′, and β′, γ′, δ′ pairwise distinct.

The generic class of representations has rank 5, its number of Fourier sphere coefficients
is k = 2, and the corresponding partition of the set of Stokes circles of Θ̆VI

gen is given by

N1 = N−
1 =

{〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉}
,

N2 = N−
2 =

{〈
µ′z2 + β′z

〉
,
〈
µ′z2 + γ′z

〉
,
〈
µ′z2 + δ′z

〉}
.

4.9.3 Nongeneric representations

Since the two principal subtrees are not isomorphic, there are two distinct classes of nongeneric
nearby representations. The standard representation corresponds to the nongeneric class of
representations for i = 2.
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The other nongeneric class of representations, for i = 1, has the following fission forest FVI
1 :

1

2

3

Explicitly, elements of the orbit SL2(C) · Θ̆VI
gen belonging to this class of representations are of

the form

Θ̆VI
1 = 2

〈
0
〉
a′′

+
〈
α′′z

〉
∞ +

〈
β′′z

〉
∞ +

〈
γ′′z
〉
∞,

with a′′ ∈ P1 ∖ {∞}, and α′′, β′′, γ′′ ∈ C pairwise distinct. The corresponding non-modified
irregular class is thus

ΘVI
1 = 3

〈
0
〉
a′′

+
〈
α′′z

〉
∞ +

〈
β′′z

〉
∞ +

〈
γ′′z
〉
∞,

and its fission forest is indeed FVI
1 .

Notice that this class of representations corresponds to the well-known Harnad dual [30] of
the standard Lax representation.

4.9.4 Diagram

The corresponding diagram ΓVI is the affine D4 Dynkin diagram famously associated to Pain-
levé VI

Here, the right node is not coloured, to indicate that it does not belong to the core diagram, but
comes from the conjugacy class of the formal monodromy of the Stokes circle with multiplicity 2,
corresponding to the central vertex.

The classes of representations correspond to three different readings of the diagram, as indi-
cated on the figure below

〈
0
〉
a

〈
0
〉
b

〈
0
〉
c

〈
0
〉
∞

Θ̆VI
std

〈
α′′z

〉
∞

〈
β′′z

〉
∞

〈
γ′′z
〉
∞

〈
0
〉
a′′

Θ̆VI
1

〈
µ′z2 + β′z

〉
∞

〈
µ′z2 + γ′z

〉
∞

〈
µ′z2 + δ′z

〉
∞

〈
λ′z2 + α′z

〉
∞

Θ̆VI
gen

Remark 4.4. Let us make a few comments about all these Painlevé examples. Notice that, in
several cases, the short fission tree breaks part of the symmetry of the equation, for example, for
Painlevé VI it breaks the symmetry of the 4 regular singular points, and for Painlevé III it breaks
the symmetry between the two singularities. This is because the construction depends on the
location of the point at infinity, and because to have a generic representation with minimal rank,
we need to have one of the singularities at infinity (which coincides with the standard choice).
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On the other hand, in several cases, the short fission tree makes apparent some symmetry that
was not directly visible from the fission forest: for example, for Painlevé IV the generic tree
makes it clear that there is a symmetry between the two Stokes circles at infinity and the two
singularities at finite distance, and for degenerate Painlevé III, it makes clear that the forests
of two nongeneric classes of nearby representations coincide. The basic reason underlying these
observations is that the different combinatorial invariants behave in a nice way with respect
to different natural operations on connections: the fission forest is invariant under Möbius
transformations and twisting by any rank one connection, but not invariant under SL2(C),
while the diagram is invariant under SL2(C), but not under Möbius transformations changing
the location of infinity or twists with rank one connections having singularities at finite distance.
The takeaway from this is that, for any given nonabelian Hodge space, it can be useful to combine
all these invariants to understand as many symmetries of the situation as possible.
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[34] Jimbo M., Miwa T., Môri Y., Sato M., Density matrix of an impenetrable Bose gas and the fifth Painlevé
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