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=4 WKB ##t & Fourier 4T
— Fourier fEiTZ A= Stokes B EO—DDFEHDIIFIZOWT —

ABEPE 713 28R (Yoshitsugu TAKEI)

1 FF

524 WKB f#irid, 2 BEoffAlE Mo ANt Lk, BEEERESE/ Fe i —f
B &\ o T RO KIBIIZRENC 22520 B FIE O FRITICHEZE R BN # R L 2 (of. [KT)) .
Z 0T, TOMRNTEEREOFARIEMO HRERCHIETE Avndh s »ws, BHARZEMIPET
3. FR [AKT1] kT, WKB RO % X U0, Zb b i< Stokes HIfRD TR,
X HhICHMED ) BT 38 ARORER Y, FICHEEFERIC D »WTRIEEmE T
o iR R BT 2584 WKB T o B 2SBEk S e, LA L Stokes AR
ORI ARG L Tld, [Stokes HFRDORX ORIE ]| S [Hik 7 Stokes
%R (new Stokes curve) DEADNKEW: | %, £ EXTHCREFEINTwANE N
5 DREETH L. AT, 5 LAEREREEEOHTERD Stokes MR Kigit#id
BT %, WL Do ARICH T dE@EmE PO,  (HEXOMESIZER T
%) Fourier-Laplace ZZ¥a% FFH 3 5 35 h b &S T 5. ‘

2 SEREEHMI HEXICXT 558 WKB B

%3, [AKTI1] K3~ CER S W @R E Mo R ICkd 2584 WKB B oE
REHCEE LT CY.
EZ2 B0, REARARTA—F n 2EALROEOHEXTH 5.

dm dm—l
(1) Py = (d:c—m + qm—l(x)ndmm—l +- 4 qo(x)nm> Y = 0.
204G LR, EEAER (1) K2»wTHhRD X 5 & WKB FBGEAET 5.

(2) Y = exp /x (nS_1(z) + So(x) + n~"Si(z) + - - ) da

— exp (n / ’ S-l(:c)df6> g;z/)j(x)n‘%

cTT Soq(x) X
(3) ™+ qm1(2)E™ T + -+ go(z) =0

LS RO, (AR OMTH 5. R, (3) OM%E () (j=1,...,m)
LEEE, S_(z) = () BE—HICHEOEWT m Ao WKB E2HFET 3.
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R 2REOEE LRI, —MBICIEBOR L v WKB R icst Ui h &k 5
25 7®iC, L Borel ®MEEFIHT 2. +4Ahbb, WKB#E ¢ ofbbhiczo
Borel 281 (B9 Laplace Z5#4)

W s =Y ) L) = [ s

EZ (CHEBOR L CEITEREED 3) , £ Laplace 785>
(5) 77/ ()e'”y"tﬁB(fr,y)dy

% (T OO HERE HDEIC) ¢ @ Borel Ml&FEA T, O WKB oAy & Bi
TRTH 2. A&k (5) OEIKIIEOEIICETICES b 0 & KT 3.

C 95 L7 WKB f#® Borel fIAsERiIc C, WD & 5 w5 §EICEHR% DD %Itk
T % D%, turning point (b b ) & Stokes HERTH 3. EEHBROES, ZTh
LRIRDO LS IKCEFEEINS.

Definition 1 (i) }HE (3) AEMREFHOM, ThbDL (3) OHHRDOZ A% turn-
ing point & FES.

(it) WA TR X N BHIRE Stokes HiIE & T4

(6) 3 [ (6@ - @) =0,

fAL a {3 turning point TH Y, &(w) & i(e) ke =a TEABZ LS % (3) O 2T
»%.

Remark (EREARBEXOGE, 2FEOB & ZEA Y, turning point £ Stokes fifgC | &
D2WBERLPCISCCTEE S Ttype (B) | 2T 3. Hic (6) XcEH‘I N2
& 5 7 Stokes Hﬂiﬁ%%_“type (7,7") B2V XVEFLIE>HBIIZ (L3 Stokes ]

BLETO R [ (6(0) - €(e)) de DEAIIELT) “type j > 7 E7ctt “type j < "

LEFCLICTS.

Stokes MR LTk, WKB fi# ) @ Borel fil% £33 2585 (5) ORSHIC (2, y)
DOFFERRBED0 5 L WS RABELTEY, Z0OEE, & Stokes i FCnb W
% Stokes 2L ¥ 3. EREARRICOVWTD, HFERROM/HEE (Airy HERX~D) 2
T A Ghe i T @ Stokes B % BRMICTLR T 2 Et AR E KD B € & ATJHE
T (L [AKTL, §1) 2/) , 2OBEHRCRIERICOWTE (1) & w5 Btk
T 5554 WKB OB IZIIEETER L TwE L EoCTRWEAS. LAz, 3D
LGB L TR, LTEFL & Stokes HIFRLIN OMIFRE E-TH Lid LiX Stokes B
7% 5. Berk-Nevins-Roberts 2353 U 2R OHI% BcHa X 5.
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Example 1 ([BNR]) R 3REHEXEEX S.

d3 Zd 3

z OFHERIL ¢ = +1 I turning point #Ffb, z=12bKE GBEMICH v FEANTEH
HEREXOBROBEMNT % LbD & LT) type (0,1) ® Stokes #ifss, 7 z = -1
bt type (1,2) @ Stokes HIERAS ZH ENHITFT <. Figure 1 KHbhdXskcch
b D Stokes HS X LD ETREb D, ZOREHEDIDE W type (0,2) @ “new Stokes
curve” (Figure 1 O KWER, KEiC 7 DIEERSY) O LT Stokes HE N E L C L %
Berk ZEXFERE L %.

"new Stokes curve"

Figure 1

co XS CEEAEROESE, WKB f#o Borel fl3E €T Stokes BIR%EC
FOIEPUETEORPAVEL WRIETH 3. EEHEXOM O RBWZE % FT 5
BICd, ¥ T Stokes HEAHE 2 0hkmeiERT 5 c e anEENS. [AKTL] T
it “new turning point” &MEEN ZHEEFBALCCOMBEERR L, BERNEDER
RREAB LN AL >k ZCT, BMTFesntld, MOHFRERAOMIZER « BTs
Fourier-Laplace Z5#a% FIF¥ 23785 (2 hid Bek FIRHALELHTHB) »HLTOD
s ERT s EicL X5,

3 Laplace B HEXDEZS

[AKT2] # [U1], [U2] ThERLbATV3 k), BrBOFERER2 L5 2BEHE,
¥ £ T Stokes HEHEE 2 DR IRET 5 DICZ OO ERHPKRICILD. TOHITH,
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Fourier-Laplace ZE#i% fl\» CIROFHIFRIMG b1 B Laplace HABAOH G, LFT
ORE%ZELRT 5.
Laplace BIHEER & 1%, (1) OBOHRERTD > TEDOERE ¢;(x) 253 T 1 REE

(8) q](:c):cjx—{—dj (c],dJEC,jzo,,m—l)

THBE5KhbDE ). €5 Lk Laplace BIHFRERRZ (KEAANTFTA—Z%2EAR)
Fourier-Laplace Z#

(9) Be) = / eEp(a)de, P(x) = / T (€)dé

Xy 1EOMO HERCERI NS, #oT, 20 1O FHTEXLEZERCHEL C &
T, Laplace BIGRBERCKT 2 MMOBOERBPEZHCE LIS 5088, coOFIEEE
HWHCEFT T, REXE55.

_ nwé ng(E)_l_
(10) blo) = [ e
2CTCE)=cmab™ 14+ teo, D) =M+ dpmi™ 4+ do TH Y, Fe g(f)
iX dg/dé = D(&)]C(E) 2T d LT 5.

FEOFRR (10) BREAANT A—FZ n 2 BFALBHENER Y LIEDTHY, Flx
Xz n KB+ 38EREEEZ RO 3 i vwbwWw 3 “saddle point method (#rHiE) 7 %
ArhiEBwv. 524 WKB f#T & o ETE 2, saddle point method %3 54 LS
WAk L7 “steepest descent method (FAMETHEE) 7 25, Laplace BIHRER ICHd 558
4 WKB @7 & B BiEd 5. fBEAFIcR A LS.

Example 2 Airy O 5K

de.

p
(11) Po= (g —e) -

%%% 5. P o Fourier-Laplace it P = n(d/d¢ +n€?) THELbh 30T,
(12) bo) = [ e

L5 B ETRAE DI B,

2L, T ORESFETA D “phase function” 26 —¢3/3 % f(z,8) TEZ 5. F5 & saddle
point (X 0f/0¢ =0 %l THELTEED, COBEFE{=t/zTHB. FTR (¥
LHLTHREWCF L ADT) € =/z &) saddle point IKFEHL, COE%2ES Rf
O steepest descent path I' %2 5. T' &, 2D LT Sf B—ET, LHrd Rf BEH
CEPT % L5 kiR Tch 3. (K Vo po R0 % Ty, Zflo#Es%: T
LEL. Figure2 #ZMR. ) o T Ko MO ER (FAhb b Fourier-Laplace 25
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//\'\+ y =y(z,§) -
o £=¢&(z,y) _%563/2
~VE
Figure 2

) (12) KT, y=—f(z,8) = —al+ /3 TERINIEREHE Y I,

677(336—&3/3)(15

—m/— d_y -1 B _d_y_l
(%) | - (%) Fde

6*77?/

(13) P(z) =

—

Il
S~

Il

L

:—Jn\
T

I

[\
| st

&

T T TIRDAE Y 3LD.

Proposition 1

_ V31 [S_WF(;, 5 138)}
2 x 66 2
£=¢(zy)

({BL F(a,b,c;2) {& Gauss OFBSTEEL. )

1

s

1

e

r, ¢

(14)

s=3y/4x3/241/2
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R (14) i, DSBS TEROME 75 C LD Y), TOELDE =z

(Fhbb y=—22%%/3) To Puiseux BEROE | A 333 ¢ L CHITX 3.
Airy OB HER (11) Kxf3 % WKB D Borel 2581 (0
saddle

co (14) XoLBE,

ERAE) iz b (cf. [KT, §2.2]) . #€-T, Airy o FEKX (11) 04,

point % 1# % steepest descent path IC{f - ¥ E/R5° WKB ##® Borel 1% 5% % C

Lo .

—f®> Laplace MoFERXICDWTH, RARFBLTH 2. Thbb, BHOIERK

(10) @ phase function z¢ + ¢(¢) % f(z,€) L ETHE,



(i) f(z,€) @ saddle point I m AFAEL, Zh b EEFEHFEROM ¢;(2) IK—BF 5
(52, saddle point ZPEFT 2 HEX 0f/06 = 0 WEFEGRERNIC—HT 5T &
BERGCHErDLND) ,

(ii) &;(z) &5 saddle point %% Rf @ steepest descent path % I L33,
') iy - M5 ERH Laplace BIGRERD (S_, = §(z) ##i%cd) WKB o
Borel fl%x 52 3,

LV EERK YLD, COBEQIHIKOWTE [T3] 2Bk K, Lo
Example 2 T HWRLEHER v = —f(2,8) KX > THOEROZEREH» D Borel £
P72 ~% % ¢ ka3l c (C, (X LiE LI Borel SFHEI &MFENS) , COFEHICKY
saddle point | WKB f#® Borel Z5# yp(z,y) OREBICB I 5. Example 2 TH
7z X 5 1C steepest descent path 73 Borel fl% 5 2 B HEDKICHIEL T3 C L ICEET
niE, fERROKEREE.

Proposition 2 Laplace BIHEXDEE, WKB f#o Borel ﬁ]ﬁi' Stokes B % T
D, FEHFERR (10) KB WT Rf O steepest descent path 732 -D® saddle point %
SR, 2 DOZORICRS.

¢ 5 LT Laplace BloHRERICOWTR, HOYEREHAVWSE LT, WKB o Borel
FIC Stokes 2% 3 X 5 A O— O OFEN TGO RTDH 5.

4 —HOZEXRUOFERADSS

Aigicid Laplace BARER #EE L 23, [Laplace #| & WS HIRIE R D iIci».
BX, Laplace BIAHFERICHd 358533 R (10) % [ Fourier-Laplace 2541 | & FAiz
niE, b5 L—foHER s LTd Proposition 2 ICHHYT 2 HEREILT 5D TR
B EBE L AS. AEHITE, O [#] LOWTEXLTHDL LKL LS.

BUFcid (Fourier-Laplace Z#i% # 5 0 T) IROZHABHOHERIC DT
5.

(15) Pp= Y apatnm (%:) $=0.

0<j<m
0<k<n

(L, BIEDE amo =1, ap1 =+ = Qp, =025, (1) OB L DXL TERL,

£ q;(2) BBERT, TORBDOS bTRADDDE n LE VAT LICHLET 2. &b,
n =1 oK Laplace BITH 5. ) C OfHHEL%:

def ;
(16) p(z,8) = ) aual =0
0<j<m
0<k<n

103
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T#%Z 5. HERK (15) @ Fourier-Laplace Z#a (9) Ic X 381X

k
A7) Ph=n""{ N ap(—1)Ry <i> + (n KOWTERDIE) b =0

0<j<m d
0<k<n
Ehb.

o (17) D% v CIROFER (15) OMDFERE/I WRES, n>2 %8 (17)
AR ZRT v, 2T, (17) © n BT 2ikAEs (WKB SR Tt 5 X5
ki) EHEMAETEEZ LTS IERELT, (17) © WKB #*FIAL & TEOER] %
25, (17) oFHHERI (15) OFR EARBENCFLTH-T, 20O (16) % 2
X, Bx2FEi27ew THOFER] GJIROBEZLTCWwSEC ehbhb.

(18) s = [ ey (= f Emk<e>dc+---)d§.

13
WKB @AHRSHTH 3 HicHE250E, (18) i fi(z, &) = ¢ —/ zx(§)dE %

phase function & 323X 5AKEAANTIA—X n 2BAKEDITHS. #->T, Laplace
RIOBEDORERD b T MicEiET 2 &, o fi(z,€) % phase function & L T steep-
est descent method 2 FWHINIERVOTEHAVWDIE WS TRER] ZEWML. LAL,
Wi d 5D LT, co MR Dt EORTRIELL R\ FHFHRET (We-
ber OHBER) %FICL > TERLTHES.

Example 3 FFHEE)IT & % @ Fourier-Laplace Z5#4

N d2
(19) P = yrhe n*z®, P=-— (Zl? - 772§2>

¥ERL. COBE, BRI O -2?=0ThY, 2O WKBE LT (¥BbHT
BRLZDD, FIZE P OFTEFE) ROL S CEHREE D DRSS,
1

= ex .6_2 ¢ -1
Ve IS (O + pi(% +/OO(’7 Si1(6) + )dg).

((20) Tit, 2EOHBERORHERH->T, 7 KB L TBHEROEHIC D »TEFTIC .
BYLE (1/ViE+ - oBSRERCH ) ZHALTwS. [KT,§2.1] #3H. )
c®» WKB f#® Borel Z# 5 1%, Gauss OB EHEEHTEANICEE TE5C
LiciEE ([T2, Lemma 1]) .

XC, MERXRD EHFER] TH 3.

(21) ) = / ey dE = / e 2 g,

(20) o
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éo

Figure 3

C @ phase function % fi = zé ££%/2 L. 50HE, saddle point & ¢ = Fa »
2HTHY, 2CkiED Rfy D steepest descent path (& Figure 3 o X5 wh 3. (K
WEEEEDS steepest descent path 2#F 3. APz ZE 1 RBEOH L EET . )

BT (EBTHFALADT) £ =2 &) saddle point KOWTELDLCEICL
£5. colg, WKBFELTE ¢ 2EY, B3R € = ¢ 282 Rf. O steepest
descent path (I' TET) WfR->TFT5. ERICE - © Borel MI%&E 2 2 BERH 5D
T, (21) AIRDO LS KERINS.

22 et = [ e ( ngzwe‘"%_ﬁ(f,z)dz) &

u€R v>0
= frpen (/ iy Tl 263 ) .
w=1u2+v>0 lu]<V2w

BREOREE TR, BEER : — y =2z — 2 2k (ZOBRCESHEENEE 52
bbb DOWTE Figure 4 28, )

X (22) OBATE, b LB 2 Borel 25k 51X, Py = 0 o WKB f#o
Borel Mo % LT3, FEE, ZoOWFFRBEFMICEIELY. Thbb,
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v
| SRR R R (%;r)2
; —V 2w 2w U
: ; :
_§RCI? %’U,? + v = w
Figure 4

Proposition 3 w 23 45/M&X WIEH DR,

(23) ceorn V-6 + 2E)dE = V2m0 p(a,y).
[ul<V2w

fBL ¢l 5 & (20) O X5 ICIEBIEE N Py =0 © WKB oy % n'/? CHl->THEDL
3 WKB f# ¢t = n~/2, ® Borel ZHTH 3.

LK (23) &, o+ @ Borel 2D BEMERIC X 5 BEANZITRE Fvwh i, HEETHIC
X DEFATE 5. FL < ik [T2, Proposition 1] 2.

Proposition 3 (X, WKB f#® Borel 1ol Fourier-Laplace 2542 (21) iIcx)§ 2 steep-
est descent method 23, HBEEEE S FFCLERLTWS. A28 (23) i,
FEOWHEYBER (u,0) = (—Re, (30)2) ICHELE () &> T3 HBIC (ol
Figure 4) , Zuw— A WCEEIL LA W. Figure 5 # LT L Ww.  Proposition 3 i€ X

€

0, w < we ¥ (Re)/2 + (Su)? Tl (23) OEDOMSE ¥} @ Borel ZHft (DEH
f5) IKE L. LaL, w=w B THREDBER OSSR BIC 200 (Fig-
ure 5 OHR) , KT w > wy TlE, BEOBOED XL ¢i @ Borel Z5¥a DR T
TEAELS A->TLES. Figure 5 0AHIONRH C, TRINE (—Re 2 b DOIK
HEE->T —Rr KR->TL 2845) K-> BooS7doERBkbhlTLE S b
TH 5.

EiL, Rf_ D steepest descent path I' ZNIEDREHHE T D & ZIAE & L RS,
0 steepest descent path T' %##%& (cf. Figure 3) , 2 I' IKii- % ¥, Difi Fourier-
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(Forw < wy) (For w = wp) (For w > wy)

Cy
Cy C3
L4 ] o —»
—V2w V2w —2w —Rz V2w —V2w —Rz V2w
-2z + /2(2? — w)
Figure 5

Laplace Z#a%E 21X, ZOHIK C; K-> BOOBEAEENTVE T L 8bh
5. X bhIiEmECT,

Proposition 4 KA TEEI NS pvj) =0 © WKB f#® Borel floi Fourier-Laplace
%%@_“(/K;\D%

(24) /F e 4 /3 /F e ), de

X, Pip=0 o WKB & 27y} @ Borel F1& —3F 3.

REFICDWTR (T2, 85] 2B S nicw.

cCT, EOREHE 5 ORHFEX Py = 0 @ Stokes HERTH > C &k B2
5. T Stokes MR TH 5 [EDOREH_ LT WKB ## »_ @ Borel Flix Stokes Hgritc
T ZW I, ;P saddle point { = 2z DIFETEIL TV WKB fi# 1p_ @ Borel Fl
23, E@)ﬁﬁﬂiﬁfﬁﬂ]of%225EVC]\0ft%ﬁﬁL%,A 250D WKB f# ¢+ @ Borel #lo—K
A CTREIND L Lk b. Proposition 4 T b, D Fourier-Laplace Z#a238h 7 —
DOEHE, ¥X L COEDHFHI LT Stokes HEWCH 5. EE, (24) 05 2 THOR
DFER V20 1%, Stokes B (IEREE 5 &, ZRICX Y b % b & 17 Borel o —Kkik
BORE) k BEMICLR T 3 B ARICEA A ER E —HL T, EEHRARIKCOW
TI& [T1, Proposition 5] %M. )

CO &5 ICHFMHREIF D%, TTOHERX Py = 0 © WKB %155 5iIcit, Bt
7% steepest descent path IC/R S B CTlE AL (24) DX 5 B—REEEEL D C L PBE
THo e & OBE:L Fourier-Laplace Z5#1 L 2 HEERK Py = 0 © WKB f#® Borel
MORIBEEOHEI CERT 225, 2ofEE LT, M2HiciE, WED steepest
descent path I' WX T, I' 235 Stokes HifR & &b o X E b LNE X% T DX 5 &
“bifurcated steepest descent path” 3 ZEEIC AN B BEHRE U ALRTH 5.
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— RO ZEHABHOFERICOWT D, RAXFERETH S5 ¢EZbNDE. KX 1BE
HARHO— RO FERZH L 5 C 2 RXTE ZBRBICRBERABEOREEL TWA VS,
» BREORIMEFLL I AR R 2B LN TS, ZRICDWTIRRS T &5
DOEXCEL T L LT, LROFMREIT-OHBEOR» b BRICGE N2 TEEZ R~
TABEKL2b L XS,

FHERRLBCEFSELEERT 5. 5E LT 578 (15) % Fourier-Laplace
LRUTRONITER (1) O S-(6) = —ai(¢) BT WKB i o CRL, 20

WiZ5#a (18) @ phase function % (Rij& FEIEE) fi(z,é) = ¢ —/ z(6)dE LEL. X bH

i< fr(z, &) ® saddle point (Zh b (15) ORHEHER (16) DR ¢ = ¢;(z) @mﬁ*}w})
=T B BB HICHH»D) E=¢(z) BB Rfp O steepest descent path % F
rECH. H LTV 25HER (17) D type k > I @ Stokes HifR & % o 7 7% m z0
EEMbHIB R O steepest descent path TV %43 a w2, BIF, » L Y 28 type
[ > 1I' ® Stokes Biiff & a8 Rfiy @ steepest descent path #o3lEx & ... &, ¢D
%‘EVE’E_I &BED%“'HZ) CDWFE, TH5LTTE S steepest descent path (D otk (FE
&) T )U(U I‘( )) -k, cCTRIRIC € =¢(x) B S Rfp @ generalized steepest
descent path (b % lnki exact steepest descent path) (FERZ SICL X 5.
SR T OB DR (Proposition 4) »b#flans X 51c, TP UL
% ¢ =¢j(z) %D generalized steepest descent path &35 &,

(25) /F e + 3 / g + -

BHRERX (15) D S_1(z) = &;(2) i3 WKB # ¢; © Borel fie 525 Lt Ex b ?

(o ZREEGARC I VREINDIER) . T LTZORMLE LT, ZORZH AR
GnrEz2E, Laplace BUHRERXDEE D Proposition 2 O—fILICH 7 5RO TEH
Bhhb.

Conjecture ZIHABRBOHEX (15) 0FE, WKB f#dD Borel #l23 Stokes HE % &2
3 oiE, (18) @ phase function fi(z,&) OIFERICEIF % generalized steepest descent
path 232 D® saddle point Z#ES K, D% DEHICIRS.
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