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Abstract

We consider the family of (poly)continua K in the upper half-plane H that contain a preassigned
finite anchor set E. For a given harmonic external field we define a Dirichlet energy functional I(K)
and show that within each “connectivity class” of the family, there exists a minimizing compact K∗

consisting of critical trajectories of a quadratic differential. In many cases this quadratic differential
coincides with the square of the real normalized quasimomentum differential dp associated with the
finite gap solutions of the focusing Nonlinear Schrödinger equation (fNLS) defined by a hyperelliptic
Riemann surface R branched at the points E ∪ Ē.

An fNLS soliton condensate is defined by a compact K ⊂ H (its spectral support) whereas the average
intensity of the condensate is proportional to I(K) with external field given by Im z. The motivation
for this work lies in the problem of soliton condensate of least average intensity such that E belongs to
the poly-continuum K. We prove that spectral support K∗ provides the fNLS soliton condensate of the
least average intensity within a given “connectivity class”.
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1 Introduction

A continuum is a compact, connected set with at least two distinct points and a poly-continuum is a finite
union thereof. Let E ⊂ C be a finite set of points, called “anchors”, and K ⊂ C be a continuum containing
E. The well known Chebotarev’s continuum problem is to find such a continuum K of minimal logarithmic
capacity cap(K). We recall that cap(K) := e−E(K), where

E(K) := inf

{∫∫
ln

1

|z − w|dµ(z)dµ(w)
}

(1.1)

taken among all positive unit Borel measures supported within K. Thus the problem can be stated as that
of finding the maximizer of the logarithmic energy E(K) among all the continua containing E. This problem
was solved around 1930 in [10], [21, 22], see for example [23], where the minimizing cap(K) compact K was
represented as the set of critical trajectories of a certain quadratic differential on the hyperelliptic Riemann
surface defined by E.

The main problem considered in this paper is of a similar nature but with a different energy functional,
a different class of measures involved and a bit different overall setting. Namely, the set E belongs to the
upper half plane H = {z ∈ C : Im (z) > 0} and instead of the free logarithmic energy (1.1) we consider the
Green energy

J(K) := inf

{∫∫
ln

|z − w̄|
|z − w|dµ(z)dµ(w)− 2

∫
Im zdµ(z)

}
(1.2)

with infimum taken over all positive (but of arbitrary total mass) Borel mausures supported on K ⊂ H. Here
−2Im z represents the external field, so (1.2) represents the weighted Green energy J(K) of the minimizing
measure on K: observe that since K ⊂ H, we have that J(K) < 0. More generally, we will be looking at the
extremal problem not only in the class of continua K ⊃ E, but also in the classes of poly-continua K ⊃ E,
where each connected component of K contains at least two points of E or connects a point of E with R. To
the best of our knowledge, this type of extremal problems were not considered in the literature. The most
relevant statement we could find is Theorem 6.1 from [27], stated without full proof, where J is a Green
energy functional on positive Borel measures of total mass one. To give an immediate visual example, we
show in Fig. 6 the continua of minimal weighted Green energy (1.2) with the property that K ⊃ E and
K ∩ R ̸= ∅.

The interest in this extremal (max-min) problem originates from the problem of finding a compact
spectral support, Γ+, of the fNLS soliton condensate of minimal average intensity, given a fixed finite
“anchor” set E ∈ Γ+. Similar problem can be formulated about the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum of finite gap
fNLS solutions defined by spectral hyperelliptic Riemann surface branched at Ê = E ∪ Ē. To better frame
our results we provide a concise description of the fNLS finite gap solutions and fNLS soliton condensates
hereafter.

1.1 Focusing NLS and extremal problems

Consider the focusing Nonlinear Schrödinger Equation (fNLS)

i∂tψ = −∂2xψ − 2|ψ|2ψ. (1.3)

If ψ = ψ(x, t) ∈ L2
loc is a bounded function of x, but not necessarily vanishing at ±∞, one can consider the

“average intensity” of ψ, namely the limit

I = lim
L→∞

1

2L

∫ L

−L

|ψ(x, t)|2dx. (1.4)

Important classes of solutions to (1.3) are given by the “finite gap solutions” [1], which are quasi-periodic
(in x and in t) solutions of (1.3) constructed in the seventies [12]. These solutions involve a hyperelliptic
Riemann surface R of genus g represented as a double cover of the spectral z–plane (a sort of “Fourier”
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variable associated to the solution) branched at 2g+2 points coming in g+1 conjugate pairs. The average
intensity I is conserved in time if ψ(x, t) satisfies (1.3) ([1], [7]).

Recent literature devotes a considerable effort towards the mathematical study of “soliton gases”; the
term is used to refer to a couple of approaches that all involve some limiting procedure taken either on special
families of N -soliton solutions to (1.3) with N → ∞ or on certain meromorphic differentials on X, related
with the finite gap solutions of (1.3), with g → ∞. In the first case, ideally, one would want to consider some
statistical ensembles of infinitely many solitons but in practice, thus far, the state of the art is rather in the
direction of choosing a specific N -soliton solution, taking the limit N → ∞, and then addressing questions
about the behaviour of the limiting solution ([2, 8]). In the second case, while g → ∞, the spectral bands
(the branchcuts of X) are scaled down at a certain rate and in such a way that they fill densely a certain
one or two dimensional compact Γ+ ⊂ H, [6], [32]. This limiting procedure is known as thermodynamic
limit. The remarkable difference with the previous approach is that here we are primarily interested in
some “macroscopic” observable quantities, such as, for example, the effective speed of an element of the
soliton gas or the average intensity (of the gas), rather than in reconstruction of particular realizations of
the gas, provided that such limiting realization exist. Ideally one would want to calculate large g limits
of some statistical characteristics of the finite gap solutions on X, such as, for example, the probability
distribution of |ψ|2, the moments of this distribution, etc. One of the most important macroscopic property
of soliton gases with physical relevance is the limiting average intensity I, (1.4). Well known results allow
to express I for any finite gap solution and, thus, a suitable description can be obtained in the large genus
(thermodynamic) limit. The main thrust in the present work is to find the compact accumulation (spectral
support) set Γ+ ⊂ H of the growing number of small bands (with E ⊂ Γ+) that minimizes the average
intensity I, given by (1.4), for the special type of the fNLS soliton gases, called soliton condensates, see
Section 1.3 for more details.

As it will be shown below, the average intensity I of fNLS soliton condensate is proportional to
−J(K)(1.2), i.e., to (minus) the Green energy of the compact Γ+. We will also show that the average
intensity I is proportional to the Dirichlet energy (in Ω = H \ Γ+) of the Green potential

G(z) =

∫
Γ+

ln
|z − w̄|
|z − w|dµ(w) (1.5)

of the equilibrium measure µ(z), which we sometimes refer to as the Diriclet energy of the compact Γ+ ⊂ H.
With a slight abuse of notations, we often use the notation I = I(K) to denote the Diriclet energy of the
compact K ⊂ H. We now describe the setting of the extremal problems studied in this paper.

1.2 Description of the problems

Let a compact Γ+ ⊂ H be a collection of piece-wise smooth curves, which can transversally intersect each
other and R. Denote by E = {e1, . . . , eN} the set of endpoints of Γ+ in H or anchors. It was shown in
[17], see also Subsection 1.3, that, given Γ+, the (fNLS) soliton condensate (with σ ≡ 0 in the notation of
loc. cit.) maximizes the average intensity I (the Dirichlet energy) among all the soliton gases with spectral
support Γ+. Then a natural question is what contour Γ+ minimizes I = I(Γ+) for given anchor set E?.

LetRN denote a hyperelliptic Riemann surface3 (RS) of genusN−1 with branchcuts ending at Ê = E∪Ē
and let dpN be a real normalized quasimomentum differential on RN . Note that dpN is uniquely defined
on RN ([29, 11]) and is Schwarz symmetrical. The näıve (but in general wrong, as it turns out) idea is that
the set minimizing the average intensity should consist of critical trajectories of the quadratic differential
dp2

N , namely, of the zero level curves of ImpN (z) in H emanating from the points in E (we assume
ImpN (x) = 0 for any x ∈ R): this set represents the spectrum of the first Lax equation for the NLS, known
as Zakharov-Shabat (ZS) equation (Section 2) and, therefore, we will call it Zakharov–Shabat spectrum of the
quasimomentum dpN . With a slight abuse of notation, we will also call Γ+ the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum
of the quadratic differential dp2

N .
We found that in certain cases the ZS spectrum of dpN is indeed the minimizer of I. For example, this

is always the case when N ≤ 2. But for N = 3, there are geometrical configurations of the anchor set E
where the minimizer I(Γ+) is not the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum of dpN , see caption to Fig. 1

3Only hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces are considered in this paper. We also assume that their branchcuts are always Schwarz
symmetrical.
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Figure 1: The anchor sets (red dots) and the Dirichlet energies of the sets marked in blue are the same in
both figures, approximately 2.7299. Note that the two set have “incommensurable” connectivity. The set
on the left represents the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum of dp2

N . If the anchor point on the imaginary axis is
moved slightly down, the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum is the one of minimal energy, viceversa if we move the
anchor upwards, the other wins.

It is more convenient to describe our results in terms of quadratic differentials. The quasimomentum
differential has the form

dpN =
PN (z)dz∏N

j=1

√
(z − ej)(z − ēj)

, (1.6)

where PN is a monic polynomial of degree N whose coefficients are uniquely defined by the condition of
being residue-less and with purely real periods. The corresponding quadratic differential has the form

dp2
N = Q(z)dz2, where the rational function Q(z) =

P 2
N (z)

R2(z) has, generically, only zeros of even multiplicity

and simple poles at ej , ēj . Here R(z) denotes the denominator of (1.6), satisfying R(z) ∼ zN as z → ∞. We
generalize these by replacing P 2

N in the numerator of Q with a monic polynomial P2N of the same degree 2N
(not necessarily a complete square) that we call quasimomentum type quadratic differentials. More precisely
we define quasimomentum type quadratic differentials as rational, Schwarz symmetric Boutroux quadratic
differentials

Qdz2 =
P2N (z)∏N

j=1(z − ej)(z − ēj)
dz2, where P2N = z2N − 2

 N∑
j=1

Re ej

 z2N−1 + . . . . (1.7)

The latter condition implies that
√
Qdz is residue-less, whereas “Boutroux” means that

√
Qdz is real-

normalized on the Riemann surface defined by the equation y2 = Q(z). In general, P2N can have ℓ,
0 ≤ ℓ ≤ N − 1 odd order roots a1, . . . , aℓ (counted with multiplicities) in H and their complex conjugates in
the lower half plane H−. If all ak, 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ, are distinct and are not in E, then

√
Qdz is the (unique) real

normalized quasimomentum differential defined on the Riemann surface RL, L = N+ℓ, with L branchpoints
e1, . . . , eN , a1, . . . , aℓ on H and their complex conjugates. In degenerate cases, some odd order roots ak of
P2N may coincide with each other or with points ej from E.

Our main results can be encapsulated in the statement:

the minimizing set of the Green energy (1.2) is the zero level set of Im
∫ z

0

√
Q(ζ)dζ in H for some

quasimomentum type quadratic differential.
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A more detailed statement requires us to classify families, over which we mininimize I, by their “connec-
tivity” . Given a finite anchor set E ⊂ H we define the family KE consisting of all poly-continua K where
each component contains at least two different anchor points or connects an anchor e ∈ E with a point in R.
We denote the components as K = ⊔k

ℓ=0Kℓ, where Kℓ, ℓ = 1, . . . , k, are the connected components of K not
meeting R, and the notation K0 is reserved for the component that meets R, if any is present. This partition
of a poly-continuum K ∈ KE allow us to define the connectivity of K as an (N + 1) by (N + 1) symmetric
matrix M = M(K) (connectivity matrix) where Mi,j = 1 means that ei, ej belong to the same component
Kℓ, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ k i, j ≤ N , and Mi,0 = 1 means that ei is connected with R, i.e, ei ∈ K0; the remaining entries
of M are zeros. We say that compacts K(1),K(2) ∈ KE have the same connectivity if M(K(1)) =M(K(2)).
We say that K(2) has a larger connectivity than K(1), if M(K(2))i,j ≥ M(K(1))i,j , i, j = 0, 2 . . . , N . It is
clear that there are finitely many different connectivities within the class KE . For a given anchor set E we
define subclasses KE,M ⊂ KE , where each subclass consists of poly-continua with larger connectivity than
the one of the matrix M . We can now formulate our main result.

Theorem 1.1 (a) For every connectivity M the class KE,M contains a minimizer F of the Dirichlet energy
I.
(b) This minimizer consists of all the zero level curves of Im

∫ z

0

√
Q(ζ)dζ = 0 restricted to H, where

the quasimomentum type quadratic differential Qdz2 is as in (1.7); this set is called the Zakharov–Shabat
spectrum of Qdz2.
(c) For any quasimomentum type quadratic differential Qdz2, its Zakharov–Shabat spectrum F is the unique
minimizer within KE,M , where M is the connectivity matrix of F.

Theorem 1.1 provides a solution to the problem that in some sense is similar to the Chebotarev’s
continuum problem with the following distinctions: a) the logarithmic energy E is replaced by the Dirichlet
energy I (weighted Green energy J with the opposite sign); b) there is no restriction for the total mass of
positive Borel measures defining I(K) for compacts K ⊂ H; c) instead of minimizing among the continua,
containing a given set E, we minimize among the poly-continua (containing E) of a prescribed connectivity
defined by matrix M .

We also prove that the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum of dpN minimizes I(Γ+) among all possible (Schwarz
symmetric) branchcuts of the Riemann surface RN .

The key technical tool in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is Jenkins’ interception property, a generalization of
an idea of Jenkins’ formulated in [14], see Section 4. The proof of this property is based on the “length-area”
method [10]. We made some extension in the original statement of this method ([13]), so that it allows
us to compare Dirichlet energies of different K ∈ KE , provided that certain “interception conditions”, see
Definition 4.1, are met. Then part b) of Theorem 1.1 follows as a consequence. In order to prove the
statement of part a) of Theorem 1.1, we use the fact that each class KE,M is closed in Hausdorff metric
and then we prove that the energy functional I(K) is continuous in that metric and, thus, there exists a
minimizer, see Sections 5,6. Part of this proof consist in establishing that there exists a minimizing sequence
of poly-continua in KE,M that is uniformly bounded in H, see Section 6, where Jenkins’ property is utilized
for this proof. The remaining part c) of Theorem 1.1 is proved by using Schiffer variation approach, see
Section 7.

In the following Section 1.3 we provide some background information on soliton gases for integrable
equations. Then, in Section 2, we discuss the Zakharov–Shabat spectra of finite gap fNLS solutions de-
fined by the Riemann surface RN with its quasimomentum differential dpN . We also introduce quadratic
differentials and define extensions of RN there. In the following Section 3 we introduce generalized quasi-
momentum associated with a compact K ⊂ H and establish their main properties, required for Section 4 to
prove Jenkins’ interception property.

Electrostatic interpretation. Let us consider the following two–dimensional electrostatic interpretation
of the Dirichlet problem for ImP(z;K) (see Section 3 below): we can imagine that a poly-continuum
K = ∪k

l=0Kl, see above, is a conductor made of metal with (shielded) connection of each Kl, l ≥ 1, to the
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ground represented by R. Namely, we imagine that each Kl, l ≥ 1, is “floating in the sky” and that there is
a shielded wire connecting it to the ground, whereas K0, if not empty, consists of grounded conductor(s).

Suppose that we have very high charged clouds (ideally placed at i∞) generating a constant vertical
electric field and hence electrostatic potential Im (z); then the conductors K will distribute charge (of which
there is an infinite reservoir via the ground connection) so as to ground themselves at zero potential. The
resulting electrostatic potential is precisely ImP(z;K). Assume further that the conductors Kl, l = 0, . . . , k,
can be elastically deformed (with no loss of energy). The restriction is that such deformations should have
fixed points from the finite set E assigned to each conductor (according to the connectivity matrixM , where
K ∈ KE,M ). Then the problem is to find the shape of K minimizing the electrostatic energy of K.

1.3 Soliton condensates for integrable equations and other applications

The idea of soliton gas for Korteweg de Vries (KdV) equation goes back to 1971 paper [36] of V. Zakharov,
where he calculated the effective velocity of a trial soliton propagating on a multi-soliton background. This
background modifies the average speed of the (free) trial soliton because of its repeated interactions with
the background solitons, each of which can be regarded as an instanteneous shift of the center (aka as
phase shift) of the trial soliton. In the modern language, the setting of [36] corresponds to a diluted KdV
soliton gas. In order to study a dense KdV soliton gas, a different approach was suggested by G. El in
[4]. This approach is based on styding the finite gap solutions for the KdV, defined by some hyperelliptic
Riemann surface R, where the number N of the bands (branchcuts of X) is growing but the size of the
(bounded) bands simultaneously go to zero at a certain exponential (in N) rate. Each individual decaying
band correspond to a soliton in this limit, but the key thing is the right scaling of the decaying bands, which
could be found in an earlier work [34] of S. Venakides. Such limit is called thermodynamic limit. One of the
main results of [4] are the so called Nonlinear Dispersion Relations (NDR), which define the continualized
limits u(z), v(z) of scaled wavenumbers and of scaled frequences respectively of the finite gap KdV solutions
in the thermodynamic limit. In spectral theory of soliton gases, u(z) is called the density of states (DOS)
and v(z) - the density of fluxes (DOF).

We note that the spectral problem for the KdV is self adjoint so that all the bands of X are on R.
Deriving the NDR for a non self adjoint problem, such as, for example, Zakharov-Shabat problem for the
fNLS, was achieved in [6]. We refer to [6] for details of this derivation. Since the bands of X are now in C
(due to Schwarz symmetry, we could restrict our attention to the upper half plane H only), the (general)
NDR for fNLS soliton gases are complex. For example, the general first NDR for the fNLS soliton gas with
a one dimensional accumulation set Γ+ ⊂ H is

i

∫
Γ+

[
ln
w̄ − z

w − z
+ iπχz(w)

]
u(w)|dw|+ iσ(z)u(z) = z + ũ(z) (1.8)

where: u, ũ are the solitonic and the carrier densities of states (DOS) respectively; χz(w) is the indicator
function of the (oriented) arc of Γ+ starting at the beginning of Γ+ and ending at z ∈ Γ+, and; σ ∈ C(Γ+)
is nonnegative on Γ+. The accumulation set Γ+ is also called a spectral support set for the corresponding
soliton gas. Very often, the imaginary part of (1.8):∫

Γ+

ln

∣∣∣∣ w̄ − z

w − z

∣∣∣∣u(w)|dw|+ σ(z)u(z) = Im z, (1.9)

defining the solitonic DOS u(z) is called the first NDR in literature ([6], [5]). The general second NDR for
the fNLS soliton gas with a one dimensional Γ+ ⊂ H has the form

i

∫
Γ+

[
ln
w̄ − z

w − z
+ iπχz(w)

]
v(w)|dw|+ iσ(z)v(z) = −2z2 + ṽ(z), (1.10)

where: v, ṽ are the solitonic and the carrier densities of fluxes (DOF) respectively.
Existence and uniqueness of solution u(z) to the first NDR (1.9) with a compact Γ+ ⊂ H was established

[17], subject to some mild restrictions on Γ+ and σ(z). The idea of the proof was to minimize some quadratic
energy functional Jσ among all non negative Borel measures. In the special case σ ≡ 0 on Γ+ the energy
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J0 is the Green energy of Γ+ ⊂ H with the external field −2Im z, see [28], Chapter 2. It was also observed
([17]) that −J0 coincides with the averege intensity I of a soliton gas, defined ([32]) as

I = 2

∫
Γ+

Im (z)u(z)dλ(z), (1.11)

where dλ is a reference measure on Γ+, such as the arclength or the area.
To have another look on the NDR (1.8), (1.10), we remind that the wavenumbers and frequences of

finite gap solutions are represented by periods of quasimomentum dpg and quasienergy dqg meromorphic
differentials on X that are normalized in such a way that all their periods are real (real normalized or
Boutroux differentials). This normalization uniquely defines dpg,dqg (their principlal parts at singular
points are fixed). If A cycles are properly oriented small loops around the shrinking bands of X, then the
A and B periods of dpg are called the solitonic and the carrier wavenumbers of the corresponding finite
gap solutions, see [6]. Then the general first NDR (1.8) can be viewed as the thermodynamic limit of the
Riemann Bilinear relations between dpg and the normalized holomorphic differentials of X, see [33], [16].
Similarly, one can obtain (1.10) from dqg. One can also observe that the kernel of the integral operator
in (1.8)-(1.10) was obtained as the thermodynamic limit of the Riemann Period matrix of X = Xg with
g → ∞, where the centers of the corresponding bands of Xg approach the values of w, z ∈ Γ+ respectively
([32]).

We point out that the fNLS soliton gas with σ ≡ 0 on Γ+ defines a special class of soliton gases known as
soliton condensates. The maximizing property of condensates was established in [17]. Namely, it was shown
there that if a compact Γ+ ⊂ H is fixed but σ(z) ≥ 0 is allowed to vary, then the condensate σ ≡ 0 provides
the maximum average intensity I (among all soliton gases with spectral support Γ+). That observation
naturally led to the following question that triggered the work on this paper. Let a compact Γ+ ⊂ H be
a finite collection of piece-wise smooth contours with the fixed endpoints comprising the set E ⊂ H. For
a given E, find Γ+ ⊂ H that maximizes the Green energy of the soliton condensate defined by Γ+ ⊂ H
with the external field −2Im z. Equivalently, one can ask of Γ+ ⊂ H that minimizes the averege intensity
I = I(Γ+)) of the fNLS soliton condensate, defined by Γ+. As it was discussed above, this problem can be
considered as some generalized version of the Chebotarev’s continuum problem.
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2 Zakharov–Shabat differentials and spectra

The Lax pair associated with the Nonlinear Schrödinger equation (1.3) consists of the pair of ODEs

i∂xΨ(x, t; z) = U(x, t; z)Ψ(x, t; z), i∂tΨ(x, t; z) = V (x, t; z)Ψ(x, t; z), (2.1)

U(x, t; z) :=

[
z ψ(x, t)

ψ(x, t) −z

]
, V (x, t; z) := 2zU(x, t; z) +

[−|ψ|2 −iψx

−iψx |ψ|2
]

(2.2)

for the matrix–valued function Ψ(x, t; z). Here ψ(x, t) is a complex–valued function in a suitable class,
depending on the problem considered. The compatibility of these two equations requires that ψ(x, t) satisfies
(1.3). The t–dependence of ψ is not important in our discussion.

The Zakharov–Shabat spectral problem associated with the first equation (2.1), called “Zakharov–Shabat
equation”, is the collection of all values z ∈ C for which the fundamental solution of this equation remains
bounded for x ∈ R. If ψ(x, 0) is a finite gap solution [1] then Ψ(x, 0; z) can be written explicitly in terms of
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Riemann Theta functions associated to a hyperelliptic Riemann surface RL of finite genus L− 1 branched
at 2L points {b1, . . . bL, b1, . . . , bL}, bj ∈ H \ R. The general structure of the formula (see [12]) is

Ψ(x, t; z) =WL(z;x, t)e
i(xp(z)+tq(z))σ3 , (2.3)

where the only relevant fact we need to recall is that the matrix WL remains bounded in x ∈ R for all
fixed z ∈ C (and also for all fixed times t ∈ R). As a matter of fact WL is bounded also in t ∈ R, but
this fact will not be relevant for this paper. The function p(z) from (2.3) is precisely the real–normalized
quasimomentum integral, that is, the anti-derivative of the unique differential of the second kind dp of the
form

dp(z) =
PL(z)√∏L

j=1(z − bj)(z − bj)
dz, (2.4)

with PL(z) a suitable monic polynomial of degree L and the radical behaving as zL as z → ∞ on the main
sheet. Real normalized here means that all the periods of dp on RL are purely real and second–kind means
that there is no residue at ∞:∮

γ

dp ∈ R, ∀γ ∈ H0(RL \ {∞±}), res
∞±

dp = 0, (2.5)

where H0(RL \{∞±}) denotes the homology group of the surface with the two points ∞± deleted. Another
important meromorphic differential, the quasienergy differential dq, see [7], is also a second kind real
normalized meromorphic differentials with behaviour

(
−4z +O(z−2)

)
dz as z → ∞ on the main sheet of

RL. The antiderivative of dp is computed from any of the end-points, say b1:

p(z) =

∫ z

b1

dp. (2.6)

From the general structure of the solution (2.3) we observe that the matrix Ψ remains bounded for all
x ∈ R if and only if Imp(z) = 0 and thus the spectrum consists of the zero-level set of Imp(z), which is
well defined in C in spite of p(z) being multi–valued, as we’ll discuss shortly. It follows immediately that,
in particular, z ∈ R are all points of the spectrum.

Remark 2.1 The real-normalization of dp (or dq) is equivalent to requiring that all the A–periods vanish,
provided that the choice of A–cycles consists of loops surrounding the vertical segments [bj , bj ]. The Abelian
integral of this differential is denoted as ω(z) at the end of [12].

From quasimomentum differentials to quadratic differentials. For special configurations of the
branch-points {b1, . . . , bL}, some of the zeros of PL (which come in conjugate pairs) in (2.4) may coincide
with a pair of conjugate branch-points bj , bj , so that the corresponding square root is in the numerator.
The remaining branch-points in the denominator of (2.4) will be denoted by E = {e1, . . . , eN} ⊂ H. It is
thus expedient to change the order of presentation and consider a more general object, namely the square
root of a quadratic differential Qdz2 = dp2 of the form

Q(z)dz2 =
P2N (z)∏N

j=1(z − ej)(z − ej)
dz2, (2.7)

P2N (z) = z2N + c1z
2N−1 + · · ·+ c2N−1z + c2N , cj ∈ R, j = 1, . . . , 2N, (2.8)

where all the real roots of P2N (z), if any, are of even multiplicity.
Any quadratic differential defines a Riemann surface4 w2 = Q(z), which we denote by RL, where L− 1

is its genus.

4Technically this Riemann surface is embedded in the cotangent bundle of P1, but since our quadratic differential is just a
rational function Q(z), we can effectively disregard this technicality.
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For any choice of P2N we denote by 2ℓ = 2L−2N the number of its zeros of odd-multiplicity. In generic
situations, the genus of the Riemann surface RL shall be L − 1 = N + ℓ − 1, although we entertain the
possibility that some of the zeroes of P2N may completely cancel some pairs of points ej , ej , in which case
the genus computation is obviously affected. In a slightly tautological way, the quadratic differential Qdz2

defines a quasimomentum differential by the formula dp2 = Qdz2 on RL. We will say that a quadratic
differential Q(z)dz2 satisfies the Boutroux condition if∫

γ

√
Q(z)dz ∈ R, (2.9)

for all closed loops γ on the Riemann surface RL defined by the square root of Q(z). Then this condition is
tantamount stating that the associated quasimomentum differential dp =

√
Q(z)dz is real–normalized, see

(2.5). In this case also, since Q(z)dz2 must be a real quadratic differential (i.e. Q(z)dz2 > 0 along R), the
residue condition in (2.5) follows from the fact that the contour integral around ∞ must be real and this
implies that c1 = −2

∑
Re (ej).

Critical graph and domain structure associated with quadratic differentials. Given any quadratic
differential, an important role is played by the associated Q–metric, namely the conformal (and flat, with
conical singularities) metric on the z–plane given by the line and area elements

ds
Q
:=
√
|Q||dz|, dA

Q
:= |Q(z)|dxdy, (2.10)

where z = x+ iy. It is convenient to remind the reader of some terminology that arises in the description
of the properties of quadratic differentials (see [31, 13]). Given a quadratic differential Q(z)dz2 the (hori-
zontal) trajectories are all arcs whose tangent vector ż satisfies Q(z)(ż)2 > 0. The vertical (or orthogonal)
trajectories are instead those for which Q(z)(ż)2 < 0, or, which is the same, the (horizontal) trajectories of
−Qdz2. All these trajectories are geodesic arcs of the metric (2.10). Notice also that a horizontal trajectory
is a level curve of Im

∫ √
Q(z)dz.

The critical points of Qdz2 are the zeros (of any order) and the simple poles, and we denote by kp ≥ −1
the order of Q at p (kp = 0 at the regular points). From a point p of order kp ≥ −1 originate kp + 2 arcs
of trajectories forming relative angles 2π/(kp + 2) at p. The points of order kp = −1, 1, 2, 3, . . . are points
where the metric (2.10) has a conical singularity with total angle of (kp +2)π at the point (hence an excess
of kpπ).

The critical graph ΓQ of a quadratic differential consists of the closure of the union of all maximal arcs
of trajectories emerging from all critical points. For a general quadratic differential Qdz2, ΓQ may have
non-empty interior (this happens if there are “recurrent trajectories” that densely fill certain region). In all
cases we consider in this paper ΓQ is a finite union of smooth arcs and with no interior points (i.e. without
recurrent trajectories).

A fundamental structure theorem [15] states that the complement of ΓQ is the union of four types
of domains, disk, ring, end (or half-plane), strip. The disk domains are conformally equivalent to the
punctured unit disk, with the puncture mapped to a pole of Q of order 2. The ring domains are equivalent
to annuli, the end domains (or half-planes) are equivalent to half-planes, and the strip domains to infinite
strips. In each case, the trajectories of Q foliate the domain in a regular fashion, with the trajectories in
the disk and ring case forming closed loops of finite dsQ length.

Definition and structure of the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum. Consider a Zakharov–Shabat quadratic
differential (2.7): the crucial observation is that the Boutroux condition (2.5) implies that the function

Φ(ζ) := Im

∫ ζ

e1

dp, ζ ∈ RL,

is harmonic and single–valued on the Riemann surface RL except for the two points above infinity. We
stress that at this moment we consider Φ not on C but directly on the double cover. If ȷ : RL → RL denotes
the sheet exchange, then Φ(ȷ(ζ)) = −Φ(ζ) and hence:

The zero level set Φ−1({0}) is well defined on C. (2.11)
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The next observation is that if c denotes any of the branch-points and since all periods of dp are real, any
integral

∫ c

e1
dp is half of a period and hence real, so that

All the branch-points of RL belong to Φ−1({0}). (2.12)

Since the quadratic differential dp2 has real coefficients, it follows that the real axis, on both sheets, belongs
to Φ−1({0}). Let Γ0 := π(Φ−1({0})) (with π the projection onto C). The function

V (z) := |Φ(ζ)|, π(ζ) = z,

is then continuous on C, harmonic and positive away from Γ0.
The set Γ0 is a collection of analytic arcs, possibly meeting at the endpoints. It consists of the (horizontal)

trajectories of Q [31] and we recall that the local structure is as follows:

- If c is a simple pole of Q then there is a unique branch of Γ0 ending at c;

- If c ∈ Γ0 is a zero of multiplicity m for Q then there are m + 2 arcs of Γ0 meeting at c and forming
relative angles 2π

m+2 .

We also observe that Γ0, considered as a planar graph in C cannot contain any loop because otherwise, by
the minimum principle for harmonic functions, V would be identically zero in an open set, a contradiction.
Thus, in graph-theory terminology, Γ0 is a “forest”, i.e., each connected component is a “tree”.

From this moment onwards, in view of the Schwartz symmetry of all objects, we will restrict all consid-
erations to H, the upper half plane. With this in mind we introduce the set F as

F := (Γ0 \ R) ∩H, (2.13)

namely, the zero level set of V (z) in the upper half plane. By the discussion above, also F is a forest. See
the various (numerically accurate) Figures 2, 3, 4.

Measure and intensity associated with a quasimomentum type quadratic differential. Let us
define ∂ = 1

2 (∂x − i∂y) (the Wirtinger operator); we then observe that

dp = 2i∂V (z)dz, z ∈ H \ F, (2.14)

which extends to a meromorphic differential on RL with a pole of order 2 at ∞ on both sheets. According
to (2.7),

dp(z) =
√
Q(z)dz =

(
1− I(F)

z2
+O(z−3)

)
dz, z → ∞, (2.15)

where the constant I(F) will be called the intensity (average intensity) of the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum
F and clearly can be obtained by

I (F) := −
∮
|z|≫1

z
dp

2iπ
= − res

z=∞
p(z)dz, (2.16)

where we integrate in the counterclockwise direction. Here we have extended dp(z)
dz to the whole plane by

Schwartz symmetry in order to define the residue.
On F the quadratic differential has the property that Qdz2 > 0 because, as mentioned earlier, the arcs

of which F is composed are horizontal trajectories. Thus dp :=
√
Qdz defines a real differential along F and

up to a sign, a positive real measure

dρ
ZS

(z) :=

∣∣∣∣∣
√

P2N (z)∏N
j=1(z − ej)(z − ej)

∣∣∣∣∣ |dz|π , (2.17)

with |dz| the standard arc-length parameter. We can express dp in terms of the measure dρ
ZS

: to this end,

we orient F and set up a Riemann-Hilbert problem for dp(z)
dz =

√
Q, which is analytic in C \ (F ∪ F̄), as

follows:
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(i) (jump condition)
(

dp(z)
dz

)
+
−
(

dp(z)
dz

)
−
= 2πe−iθ(z) dρZS

(z)

|dz| on F∪ F̄, where θ(z) = arg(dz) is the angle

of the tangent direction to the contour F at z ∈ F, namely, such that
√
Q = |√Q|e−iθ(z), and;

(ii) (asymptotics) dp(z)
dz = 1 +O(z−2) as z → ∞.

By the Sokhotski-Plemelj formula we then have the following representation for dp(z)
dz :

dp(z)

dz
= 1 + i

∫
F

(
1

w − z
− 1

w − z

)
dρ

ZS
(w), (2.18)

from which it follows that

I(F) = 2

∫
F

Im (w)dρ
ZS

(w). (2.19)

Here we note that, according to results of [32], Section 3.5,
dρ

ZS
(z)

|dz| coincides with the density of states

(DOS) u(z), i.e., with the solution of the (1.9) for the fNLS soliton condensate with Γ+ = F. Moreover,
the expression (2.19) for the average intensity I(F) coincides with the average conserved density I1 from
Corollary 1.2, [32] for this condensate. It also coincides with the average intensity of finite gaps solutions
of the fNLS on RL ([7]).

The S–property of the contours. The arcs of F have the so–called S–property, introduced by H.
Stahl in [30]. At each point z in the (relative) interior of a smooth arc of F we have two opposite normal
directions which we denote by n±(z). Then the S–property is the statement that the two normal derivatives
of V = Imp(z) coincide:

∂

∂n+
V − ∂

∂n−
V = 0. (2.20)

3 Generalized quasimomenta associated to compact sets

Let K ⊂ H be a poly-continuum. We recall that the “exterior” of K, denoted Ext(K):= Ω, is the (unique)
unbounded connected component of the complement of K in H and the “interior” of K, denoted Int(K) is
the (necessarily compact) complement of Ext(K). The “exterior boundary” of K is then the boundary of
Ext(K), which is a subset, in general, of the boundary of K. Consider the Dirichlet problem5

Problem 3.1 Let G(z) = G(z;K) : H → R+ be the unique function satisfying the conditions

1. G(z) is continuous in H ∪ R;

2. G(z) is harmonic and bounded in H \ K ;

3. G
∣∣
K∪R ≡ Im z.

We observe that any continuum (and so poly-continuum) is regular for the Dirichlet problem, meaning
that the Green function of the complement is continuous up to the boundary and is zero therein. This
follows from the characterization in [28], App A.2, Theorem 2.1, of regular points in terms of the Wiener
condition, which is easily shown to hold at all points of the continuum.

Since Im (z) is harmonic in H we have G ≡ Im (z) on Int(K) (which is larger than K in general), so that
the only important information is contained in the shape of Int(K). Therefore, without loss of generality,
we assume henceforth that K = Int(K). Let H be a (multi-valued) harmonic conjugate function to G in
Ext(K). The function H has additive multi-valuedness under the harmonic continuation in Ext(K). By
performing some additional branchcuts, H becomes single valued in the complement, see Section 3.1.1. The
following properties hold:

5In terms of the first NDR (1.9) with Γ+ = K and σ ≡ 0 on K, G(z) is the Green potential of the DOS u(z), i.e, the integral
term of (1.9), see also below. The existence and uniqueness of the solution u(z) to (1.9) is well known ([28]).
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Figure 2: Examples of four Zakharov–Shabat spectra for the same configuration of anchor set E. Indicated
also the stagnation points and the trajectories through them.

1. There is a positive measure dρK(z) = u(z)|dz| supported on ∂K such that

G(z;K) =

∫
∂K

ln

∣∣∣∣z − w

z − w

∣∣∣∣dρK(w). (3.1)

Consequently, up to appropriate choices of the branches of the logarithm

g(z;K) = iG(z;K)−H(z;K) = i

∫
∂K

ln

(
z − w

z − w

)
dρK(w), (3.2)

where the logarithm can be defined unambiguously, see Section 3.1.1.

2. if we define the generalized quasimomentum by

P(z;K) := z − g(z) = z − iG(z;K) +H(z;K) = U(z) + iV (z), (3.3)

then it has the property that:

(a) P is analytic (multi-valued) in Ext(K);

(b) V = Im (P) ≡ 0 on K ∪ R
(c) as |z| → ∞ we have (as a convergent series)

P(z;K) = z +
2
∫
∂K Im (w)dρK(w)

z
+

∞∑
j=2

2

zj

∫
∂K

Im (wj)dρK(w). (3.4)

The fact that the density u(z) of the measure dρK is positive at any z on the (smooth) exterior boundary
∂K is a consequence of the minimum principle for ImP and the fact that ImP ≡ 0 only on Int(K).
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Definition 3.2 The (generalized) intensity of K is the quantity

I(K) := 2

∫
∂K

Im (w)dρK(w). (3.5)

Notice that (3.5) coincides with the formula (2.19) when K = F and also coincides with the average intensity
(1.11) of the fNLS soliton condensate defined by Γ+ = F. Moreover, according to [32], the averaged conserved
densities of the fNLS soliton condensate, defined by K, coincide with the coefficients of the P(z;K) Laurent
expansion at z = ∞ given by (3.4).

There are several equivalent representation of I(K). The first is obtained using the defining property of
G(z;K) ≡ Im z on K. Integrating over ∂K this identity against dρK we obtain

I(K) = 2

∫
∂K
G(z;K)dρK(z) = 2

∫∫
∂K×∂K

ln

∣∣∣∣z − w

z − w

∣∣∣∣dρK(z)dρK(w) =
4

∫
∂K

Im (w)dρK(w)− 2

∫∫
∂K×∂K

ln

∣∣∣∣z − w

z − w

∣∣∣∣ dρK(z)dρK(w) = −2J0(ρK). (3.6)

Here the last expression in the first line represents the free Green energy of ρK ([28]), whereas the expression
in the second line represent the weighted Greens’ energy J0, see Section 1.3, multiplied by −2. On the other
hand the measure dρK is the distributional Laplacian

△G(z;K) = −2πdρK (3.7)

of G(z;K) and then using the Green formula we also have

I(K) =
2π

i

∫
Ext(K)

∂G(z;K)dz ∧ ∂G(z;K)dz = π

∫
Ext(K)

|g′(z)|2dxdy = πDK, (3.8)

where DK denotes the the Dirichlet energy of the solution G(z;K) of the Dirichlet Problem 3.1. Thus,
equation (3.8) shows that the intensity I(K) coincides with the Dirichlet DK up to a factor π. That is why
sometimes we also refer to I(K) as to Dirichlet energy of K.

3.1 The generalized quasimomentum and the uniformization theorem

The relationship between the generalized quasimomentum P and the uniformizing map is elucidated by the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.3 Suppose that Ω = Ext(K) is simply connected in H; then P(z;K) is the uniformizing map
of Ω to H with the normalization condition that P(z;K) = z +O(z−1) as z → ∞. In particular, there are
no points z ∈ Ω with P ′(z;K) = 0, i.e., the points with ∇G(z;K) = 0.

Proof. Let us temporarily denote by φ(z) an uniformizing map of the assumed simply-connected
domain Ext(K) to the upper half-plane (the existence of which is guaranteed by the Riemann uniformization
theorem). We can fix it uniquely if we impose φ(∞) = ∞ and then normalize (by real–multiplication and

addition of a constant) so that φ(z) = z+O(z−1). Since φ is a uniformizing map, we have Im (φ)

∣∣∣∣
R∪∂Ext(K)

≡

0. Thus the function G(z) := Im (z−φ(z)) solves Problem 3.1 in Ext(K). We can extend it to be identically
equal to G ≡ Im (z) in the Int(K) and then it must coincide with the solution of the same Problem 3.1.
Thus Imφ(z) = Im (z) − G. The harmonic conjugate function of G, denoted by H, is uniquely defined
(up to additive constant) in Ext(K) because of the assumption that Ext(K) is simply connected and hence
φ(z) = z − iG+H. Since G is precisely the solution of Problem 3.1, then the equality φ = P follows from
(3.3). ■
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3.1.1 The non simply connected case

Even if H \ K is not simply connected, the map ξ = P(z;K) can be used to describe a useful univalent
function, provided we perform some additional slits.

Proposition 3.4 Let us denote by Kℓ, ℓ = 1, . . . , k, the connected components of K not meeting R and

by K0 the remaining connected component of K ∪ R. Then P ′(z;K) = dP(z;K)
dz has k zeros (“stagnation

points”), counted with multiplicity, in H \ K.

We are only sketching the elementary proof. It can be established using the Argument Principle, i.e.,
calculating the increment of argP ′(z) along a contour γ that closely follows the boundary of Ω = Ext(K)
(but also using elementary Morse theory applied to ImP). For example, let γ consist of the union of level
curves ImP(z) = M and ImP(z) = m, where M > 0 is sufficiently large and m > 0 is sufficiently small.
Due to (3.4), the increment of argP ′(z) along the “semicircle” ImP(z) =M is very small. Along the level
curves of ImP(z), we have argP ′(z) = − arg dz. Thus, we have a small increment of argP ′(z) along the
level curve ImP(z) = m near the remaining part of the outer boundary of Ω. However, the increment of
argP ′(z) along ImP(z) = m around each of the remaining components of K is 2π, which yields the desired
statement. Similar result was proven in [25], Section 26, for critical points of a Green function of a multiply
connected region.

Remark 3.5 The terminology of ”stagnation points” comes from the interpretation of the integral lines of
the gradient of G(z;K) as flow-lines of a two–dimensional fluid and the fact that they are points where the
gradient flow has a fixed point.

Denote the stagnation points of Proposition 3.4 by z1, . . . , zs with multiplicies m1, . . . ,ms,
∑s

j=1mj = k.
From each zj we take all the arcs of steepest descent trajectories of Φ = ImP up to either another

stagnation point or K ∪ R. Denote by Σ :=
⋃

d σd the union of these arcs.
We claim that there are e :=

∑s
j=1(mj+1) such arcs in Σ. Indeed we have taken all the steepest descent

trajectories from the points zj (of which there are (mj +1)). In the generic (Morse) case there are precisely
2k arcs and all mj = 1. We want to show

Proposition 3.6 The domain D := H\(K∪Σ) is connected and simply connected and the map ξ = P(z;K)
is univalent on D and maps it to the upper half ξ–plane minus finitely many vertical segments with one
endpoint on the real axis.

For example, if all stagnation points are simple, then the system of cuts Σ consists of the union of the
two arcs of steepest descent from each such point. Then, each such pair of arcs is represented in the ξ–plane
by a pair of vertical segments of the same length. We first prove the claims of connectedness.

Lemma 3.7 The set H \ (K ∪ Σ) is connected and simply connected.

Proof. This is the same as showing that K∪Σ is a tree (in the sense of graph theory), with set V of k+s+1
vertices consisting of one node associated to each of the connected components K0, . . .Kk, and one for each
stagnation point z1, . . . , zs. The set of edges E consists of the

∑s
j=1(mj + 1) = s+ k arcs in Σ.

First we show that H \ (K ∪ Σ) is connected, i.e., it has only one connected component; if not, then
at least one component, say D , is bounded (since Σ is compact and the only non-compact component is
K0 ⊃ R). The boundary of such D consists of pieces of boundaries of various Kℓ’s, and edges of Σ (and
corresponds to a loop in the graph).

The function Φ = ImP is harmonic in D and thus should take its maximum on the boundary of D ; this
maximum must precisely occur at one of the stagnation points on ∂D (because Φ = 0 on K). Suppose z0 is
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Figure 3: Example of orthogonal flow-lines (level curves of Rep(z)) when Ω = Ext(F) is simply connected.
The Zakharov-Shabat spectrum F = F

ZS
∩H is shown by blue lines, which are zero level curves of Imp(z).

The red points at the end of blue lines form the set E. The level curves of Rep(z) emanated from F
ZS

and
from R are shown in light blue and in black respectively. Note the absence of stagnation points in H, so
that the orthogonal flow from H to F ∪ R is everywhere continuous.

the maximum on the boundary. However z0 is a saddle point and the boundary of D near z0 must consist
of two branches of steepest descent trajectories6, which leaves at least one steepest ascent trajectory from
z0 going into D . So z0 could not be a maximum and we have reached the desired contradiction.

Note that since the boundary of D would constitute a loop in the graph K ∪ Σ, the above argument
shows that K∪Σ has no loops and hence it is either a tree or a forest (union of disjoint trees). We want to
exclude the latter case. This is a simple counting argument with the Euler characteristic: for each tree we
must have one less edge than vertices. Since we have a total of k + s+ 1 vertices already and k + s edges,
the graph K ∪ Σ must be connected. Thus, H \ (K ∪ Σ) must be simply connected. ■

Proof of Proposition 3.6. The domain D := H \ (K ∪ Σ) is connected and simply connected and also,
by Proposition 3.3, does not contain any zero of P ′; thus P can be defined as a univalent and single–valued
analytic function. All boundaries of K0 ⊃ R,K1, . . . ,Kk are mapped to segments of the real ξ–axis, while all
the edges of Σ, by construction being unions of gradient lines of Im ξ = ImP must have constant Re ξ = ReP
and hence are mapped to vertical slits. Along these slits are the images of stagnation points. In particular,
the tip of each slit correspond to a stagnation point. Each arc σh of Σ is mapped to a sub-segment of one
of the sides of a slit. ■

In the generic case where Φ is a (nondegenerate) Morse function [24], all the stagnation points are simple,
and each of the 2k arcs σj connects a stagnation point to one of the components of K∪R, the image P(D)
is simplest. It consists of H with 2k pairs of vertical slits with the sides of the slits identified in pairs, and
the apex of each pair representing the same stagnation point.

Of course the statements of this section apply equally well to the Zakharov–Shabat spectra; we will
however keep the notation ζ = p(z) for the uniformizing map in that case. The Zakharov–Shabat case has
the additional property of the existence of a measure preserving involution, which is a property ultimately
equivalent to Stahl S–property.

6The boundary of D at a critical point zj ∈ ∂D in general could consist also of either two ascending or one ascending and
one descending trajectory, but in this case clearly zj would not a local maximum of Φ along the boundary.
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Figure 4: Example of orthogonal flow-lines (level curves of Rep(z)) when Ω = Ext(F) is not simply con-
nected. The Zakharov-Shabat spectrum F = F

ZS
∩H is shown by blue lines, which are zero level curves of

Imp(z) . The gradient lines of Imp(z) emanating from F and from R are shown in light blue and in black
respectively. Note the stagnation point z0 ∈ H (the intersection of green curves) so that the orthogonal flow
from H to F∪R is discontinuous across the “caustic” (not depicted). The level curve Imp(z) = Imp(z0) is
shown in green.

4 Jenkins’ interception property and the Dirichlet energy

In this section we prove a comparison theorem between the Dirichlet energies of two sets. We will use as
reference a set F such that H \ F is connected and F consists of a finite union of smooth arcs, so that at
each relative interior point of each arc we can define the tangent and the two normal directions. With a
slight abuse of notation, we will denote by p the generalized quasimomentum of F. In general this set F
does not have the S-property (2.20), that is, the two normal derivatives of v = Imp from the opposite sides
are not necessarily equal to each other. For each point z in the relative interior of one of the arcs there are

exactly two orthogonal flow-lines of the gradient of v, and the one in the direction of the larger ∂Imp(z)
∂n±

,

will be called dominant orthogonal trajectory and denoted L⊥
d (z). The remaining orthogonal trajectory

will be called recessive and denoted L⊥
r (z). In the case where the normal derivatives are equal, any of the

two orthogonal trajectories can be considered as dominant.

Definition 4.1 We say that a poly-continuum K has Jenkins’ interception property with respect to F if
L⊥
d (z) ∩ K ̸= ∅ for all z in the relative interior of every arc of F.

In the case when F represents a Zakharov–Shabat spectrum (i.e. it has the S-property), the Jenkins’
interception property means that for every z in the interior of F at least one orthogonal trajectory L ⊥(z)
intersects K. The main results of this paper are based on the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2 If a poly-continuum K has Jenkins’ interception property with respect to F (Def. 4.1) then

I(F) ≤ I(K). (4.1)

Moreover, the equality in (4.1) implies K = F.
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Figure 5: The three rectangles.

Theorem 4.2 implies that a small deformation of F in the dominant direction increases I(F). Here
“small” means a small and smooth displacement of a point z in the interior of F as well as a small variation
in the normal direction n(z) to F. In fact, these deformations do not have to be small as long as the
connectivity (the topology) of F is preserved. The above arguments show that any F with S-property is a
local minimum of the Dirichlet energy functional I(F). Moreover, it must be the global minimum of I(F) in
the subclass of compacts in KE with the same connectivity as F, i.e., in the class of connectivity perserving
deformations.

The proof of Theorem 4.2 is based on the “length–area method”7, and generalizes the result of [14]. For
a given K we have the function P(z) = P(z;K) defined as a multi-valued analytic function on H \ K with
purely real additive multivaluedness, i.e. the analytic continuation along any closed loop in H\K yields the
same germ of analytic function plus a real constant (recall our running assumption that K = Int(K)).

From the asymptotics of the quasimomenta (3.4) it follows that both p(z),P(z) are invertible for suffi-
ciently large |z|.

The proof of Theorem 4.2 is preceeded by several lemmas. We start by denoting by RL the rectangle in
the ζ = u+ iv–plane of area 2L2:

RL :=
{
u ∈ [−L,L], v ∈ [0, L]

}
. (4.2)

Let us define a deformed rectangle RL in the z-plane as the region bounded by the pre-images of the
left/right/top sides of RL and the real axis of ζ = p(z). Similarly we define the deformed rectangle RL in
the ξ–plane, where ξ = P(z;K). Note that RL in the z–plane contains all of F for L sufficiently large, see
Fig. 5.

The vertical lines in the ζ–plane correspond to the foliation by the orthogonal flow of v = Imp in the
z–plane.

We are interested in the single–valued analytic differential dP
dz on H \ K. Note that if z is any interior

point to K (in the topological sense), then dP/dz = 0 in any small disk centered at z and contained in K.
The conformal area form and metric induced by P are given by

dA := ρ̂2d2z, ρ̂ :=

∣∣∣∣dPdz
∣∣∣∣ , d2z := dxdy, ds = ρ̂|dz|. (4.3)

Note that in this metric any point in the interior of the same connected component of K is at zero distance
from any other point in the same class.

7The terminology is used in the literature on Teichmüller theory and appears to originate in the ideas of Grötzsch [10], see
historical summary in [35].
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By the change of variable formula the area form dA in the z-plane is transformed to the ζ-plane as
follows:

p⋆(dA) = ρ2(u, v)d2ζ, ρ(u, v) := ρ̂

∣∣∣∣ dzdp
∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣dPdp

∣∣∣∣ , ζ = u+ iv, d2ζ := dudv. (4.4)

The main strategy is to compute an upper and lower bound for the integral

AL :=

∫∫
RL

ρ2(u, v)d2ζ, (4.5)

which represents area of the image RL of RL under the map P ◦ p−1(RL).

Lower bound for (4.5). Let us partition [−L,L] = U+ ⊔ U− ⊔ U0 into disjoint sets. To describe them
let F◦ denote the union of the relative interiors of all arcs of F (i.e. all except the meeting points of two
or more smooth arcs) and observe that the image ζ = p(z) of every point z ∈ F◦ appears exactly twice on
[−L,L], say at u and u⋆. Our convention is such that u corresponds to the side of the dominant trajectory
L⊥
d (z) and we call such u’s “dominant”. Viceversa, points in the relative interior of R \ F appear only once

in [−L,L]. Then we define the dominant subset by

U+ = {u ∈ [−L,L] : ∃w ∈ F◦ : p(w) = u, u dominant} . (4.6)

The recessive subset is similarly defined

U− = {u ∈ [−L,L] : ∃w ∈ F◦ : p(w) = u⋆, u dominant (i.e. u⋆ recessive) } . (4.7)

Finally we denote U0 = [−L,L] \ U+ ∪ U−; this includes the points on R.

Lemma 4.3 Let L be sufficiently large. For any u ∈ U+∪U− we denote by w ∈ F◦ the corresponding point
in the z–plane. For almost every u ∈ [−L,L] we have∫ L

0

ρ(u, v)dv ≥ Im
(
P(p−1(u+ iL))

)
when u ∈ U0

∫ L

0

ρ(u, v)dv ≥ Im
(
P(p−1(u+ iL)) + P(w)

)
when u ∈ U+,∫ L

0

ρ(u, v)dv ≥ Im
(
P(p−1(u+ iL))− P(w)

)
when u ∈ U−. (4.8)

Proof. Consider first the case where U0 ∋ u = p(w), where w ∈ R. The integral then computes the
total variation of P along the orthogonal trajectory γw1

w := p−1(u + i[0, L]), which starts from the point
w = p−1(u) ∈ R and ends at w1 = p−1(u+ iL):∫ L

0

ρ(u, v)dv =

∫ L

0

∣∣∣∣dPdz
∣∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣ dzdp

∣∣∣∣ |dζ| = ∫
γ
w1
w

∣∣∣∣dPdz
∣∣∣∣ |dz|. (4.9)

Since w ∈ R, we have in particular ImP(w) = 0 , and we conclude that the total variation is certainly at
least equal to ImP(w1) = ImP(p−1(u+ iL)). This establishes the inequality (4.8) in this case.

Let us now assume that u ∈ U+ so that L⊥
d (w) ∪ K ≠ ∅. Let x0 be the first intersection point (with K)

along L⊥
d (w) as it leaves w ∈ F and x1 be the last such point (it may happen that x0 = x1). Then the total

variation of P can be bounded below by the sum of ImP(p−1(u + iL)) on [x1,p
−1(u + iL)] and ImP(w)

on [w, x0], which proves the second inequality (4.8) (note ImP = 0 on K).
Now consider a point u ∈ U−. Assume the corresponding recessive orthogonal trajectory L⊥(w) does not

intersects K. Then the total variation of P can be bounded below by the sum of ImP(p−1(u+iL))−ImP(w)
on [w,p−1(u+iL)]. If the recessive trajectory L⊥(w) does intersect K, then we recover the second inequality
in (4.8), which implies the third inequality since ImP ≥ 0 in H. ■
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Lemma 4.4 Let L be sufficiently large. Then for almost every u ∈ [−L,L]:

ImP(p−1(u+ iL)) = L+
(I(F)− I(K))L

(L2 + u2)
+O(L−2). (4.10)

Proof. Since

p(z) = z +
I(F)
z

+O(z−2), P(z) = z +
I(K)

z
+O(z−2), (4.11)

we have

P(p−1(ζ)) = ζ − I(F)− I(K)

ζ
+O(ζ−2). (4.12)

The statement is a consequence of (4.12). ■

Lemma 4.5 In the large L limit the area AL of RL satisfies

AL =

∫∫
RL

ρ(u, v)
2
d2ζ ≥ 2L2 + π(I(F)− I(K)) +O(L−1). (4.13)

Proof. By the definition of U±, there is a bijection U+ 7→ U− given by u 7→ u⋆. The pull back of du from
U− to U+ yields

ϕ(u)du =

∂Imp
∂n−
∂Imp
∂n+

du ≤ du, (4.14)

where n+ is the normal vector to F◦ in the dominant direction. Now, according to Lemmas 4.3,4.4, we have∫ L

−L

∫ L

0

ρ(u, v)dvdu ≥
∫
U+

Im
(
P(p−1(u+ iL)) + P(w)

)
du+

∫
U−

Im
(
P(p−1(u+ iL))− P(w)

)
du

+

∫
U0

ImP(p−1(u+ iL)du =

∫ L

−L

(
L+

[I(F)− I(K)]L

(L2 + u2)
+O(L−2)

)
du+

∫
U+

ImP(p−1(u))) (1− ϕ(u)) du ≥

2L2 +
π

2
[I(F)− I(K)] +O(L−1),

(4.15)

where we used (4.14) and the fact that U+ ∪ U− ∪ U0 = [−L,L] up to a measure zero set.
We rewrite the latter inequality as follows∫∫

RL

(
ρ(u, v)− 1

)
d2ζ ≥ π

2
[I(F)− I(K)] +O(L−1). (4.16)

To finally estimate the area (which is the integral of the square of ρ) we proceed as follows:

AL − 2L2 =

∫∫
RL

(
ρ(u, v)2 − 1

)
d2ζ =

∫∫
RL

(
ρ(u, v)− 1

)2
d2ζ + 2

∫∫
RL

(
ρ(u, v)− 1

)
d2ζ ≥

≥ 2

∫∫
RL

(
ρ(u, v)− 1

)
d2ζ

(4.16)

≥ π[I(F)− I(K)] +O(L−1). (4.17)

The proof is complete. ■

19



Upper bound for (4.5).

Lemma 4.6 In the large L limit the area AL of RL satisfies

AL = 2L2 +O(L−1). (4.18)

Proof. According to Prop. 3.6 the map ξ = P(z(p)) can be defined as a univalent mapping provided
we perform the additional slits from the stagnation points as described in that proposition and that were
denoted by Σ. Then from (4.3), noting that Σ has zero measure,

AL =

∫∫
RL

ρ̂2d2z
(4.3)
=

∫∫
RL

∣∣∣∣dPdz
∣∣∣∣2 d2z = ∫∫

RL\Σ

∣∣∣∣dPdz
∣∣∣∣2 d2z. (4.19)

Thus we can rewrite the integral in the ξ–plane (ξ = P(z)) as a regular area integral with respect to the
standard Lebesgue ξ–measure d2ξ:

AL =

∫∫
RL

d2ξ. (4.20)

We remind that the domain of integration RL is the deformed rectangle, bounded by the P-image of the
outer boundary of RL, namely bounded by

γleft = P
(
p−1(−L+ i[0, L])

)
, γtop = P

(
p−1([−L,L] + iL)

)
, (4.21)

γright = P
(
p−1(L+ i[0, L])

)
, γbottom = [P(p(−L)),P(p(L)] ⊂ R. (4.22)

The ξ–area of this region can be computed by means of Green formula

AL =
1

2i

∮
∂RL

ξdξ (4.23)

The computation of this line integral can be parametrized by ζ ∈ ∂RL using the fact that ξ = P ◦p−1(ζ) =
ζ − ∆

ζ + O(ζ−2). The integration on the segment of the real ξ–axis yields a zero contribution, and so we
are left with the integral over the left, top and right sides of RL; in the ζ plane these are just the straight
segments γ̃left = −L+ i[0, L], γ̃top = iL+[−L,L] and γ̃right = L+ i[L, 0], respectively. Expanding the terms
we obtain

AL =
1

2i

∫
γ̃left,top,right

(
ζ − ∆

ζ
+O(ζ−2)

)(
1 +

∆

ζ2
+O(ζ−3)

)
dζ =

= 2L2 +
∆

2i

∫
γ̃left,top,right

(
ζ

ζ2
− 1

ζ

)
dζ +O(L−1). (4.24)

At this point one has to explicitly compute the parametrized integral indicated above and verify that the
result vanishes, leaving only the subleading corrections. We leave the calculus exercise to the reader. See
also a similar computation on page 61 [13], below (4.14) ibidem. ■

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Suppose that the compact (finite union of continua) K has Jenkins’ interception
property with respect to F. Then from Lemmas 4.3-4.6 it follows that

2L2 + π[I(F)− I(K)] +O(L−1) ≤ AL = 2L2 +O(L−1). (4.25)

Therefore

I(F) ≤ I(K). (4.26)

It only remains to explain how the equality can be achieved. If [I(F) − I(K)] = 0 then AL is 2L2 + o(1).
For this to happen in the chain of inequalities (4.17) we must also have∫∫

RL

(
ρ(u, v)− 1

)2
d2ζ = 0, (4.27)
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namely, ρ ≡ 1 (up to sets of zero measure). This implies that for ζ sufficiently large, where P and p are
both univalent, we have ∣∣∣∣dPdp

∣∣∣∣ ≡ 1 (4.28)

so that the equality holds everywhere by analytic continuation. At this point this means that P(z) =
cp(z) + r with |c| = 1 and r ∈ C. Since both P,p map the real axis onto itself and the upper half-plane in
the upper half–plane, we must have c = 1 and r ∈ R. From their asymptotic expansion for large z it follows
that r = 0. Thus P ≡ p and hence K = F. ■

Immediate consequences of Theorem 4.2 are Corollary 4.7 and Theorem 4.10 stated below.

Corollary 4.7 Suppose that in the conditions of Theorem 4.2 for all z in the relative interior of each arc of
F we have L ⊥(z)∩K ̸= ∅ for both orthogonal trajectories emanating from z. Then I(F) ≤ I(K); moreover,
the equality implies K = F.

To state further consequences of Theorem 4.2, we remind/introduce some classes of poly-continua. Let
E = {e1, ...eN} ⊂ H be a finite set of (distinct) anchor points. We denote by KE the set of compacts K in
H such that

• K is a finite union of continua, i.e., a poly-continua;

• E ⊂ K, and every continuum of K connects two different points of E or a point of E with R.

Consider the case where all arcs in F from Theorem 4.2 possess the S-property, namely, F is a Zakharov-
Shabat spectrum introduced in Section 2 and associated to a Boutroux quadratic differential Q. Then
either of the two orthogonal trajectories in L⊥(z), z ∈ F◦ can be considered dominant and we can modify
Definition 4.1 as follows:

Definition 4.8 Suppose that F has the S–property (2.20) at all points of F◦. Then we say that a compact
set K possesses Jenkins’ interception property (relative to F) if for every z ∈ F we have L⊥(z) ∩ K ≠ ∅ for
at least one orthogonal trajectories emanating from z, possibly at z itself. We denote the class of these sets
by KF .

Remark 4.9 It is this property that was used in [14].

Theorem 4.10 Let KF denote the family in Definition 4.8. Then

I(F) = min
K∈KF

I(K) (4.29)

with the equality occurring if and only if K coincides with F.

We can now turn to the part c) of the main Theorem 1.1.
Proof of part c) of Theorem 1.1. We consider Qdz2, a quasimomentum type quadratic differential

with simple poles at the points ej ∈ E, j = 1, . . . , N . Let F ∈ KE be the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum of
Qdz2 and let M =M(F) be the connectivity matrix of F. We want to prove that F is a minimizer of I(K)
among the subclass KE,M ⊂ KE that have the same or greater connectivity as F. According to Theorem
4.10, it is sufficient to prove that any K ∈ KE,M has Jenkins’ interception property (Definition 4.8) with
respect to F.

Consider z0 ∈ F◦ and let T be the connected component (continuum) of F containing z0. Without loss
of generality we can assume that the two trajectories L⊥(z0) emanating from z0 split the plane C into two
connected components with only one of them, called G2, being adjacent to R. Indeed, there are only finitely
many zeros of Q and, thus, only finitely many z ∈ F◦, such that any of the trajectories L⊥(z) contains
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one of these zeros. By construction, there is a point ej ∈ T ∩ G1 ∩ E. If T is connected with R, then K
also contains a continuum K0 connecting ej and R. Thus, K0 must intersect the boundary of G1, i.e., at
least one of the trajectories L⊥(z0) intersects K. If T is not connected with R, then there is another point
ek ∈ T ∩ G2 ∩ E and a continuum Kl ⊂ K containing both ej , ek. Then Kl must intersect ∂G1 and we
again prove that at least one of the trajectories L⊥(z0) intersects K. Thus, K has the Jenkins’ Interception
property relative to F. Now the statement follows from Theorem 4.10. ■

We complete this section with last corollary of Theorem 4.10. Consider the RS RN defined by the
branchpoints E ∪ Ē. Then the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum F ∈ KE of the quasimomentum differential dpN

on RN minimizes I(K) among all possible (Schwarz symmetrical) branchcuts of RN . Before formulating
this result we want to describe such collections of branchcuts.

Define the subclass LE ⊂ KE that consists of arcs connecting anchor points E with each other and with
R in such a way that each ej has an odd number of emanating arcs and there are no closed loops, i.e., H\K
is connected. In other words, class LE consists of all possible Schwarz symmetrical branchcuts for RN . It
is clear that F ∈ LE .

Corollary 4.11 The unique minimizer F of the Dirichlet energy in the class LE ⊂ KE is the Zakharov–
Shabat spectrum of the real normalized quasimomentum differential dpN on RN , i.e., Zakharov–Shabat
spectrum is the minimizing poly-continuum among all possible branchcuts of RN :

I(F) = min
K∈LE

I(K), (4.30)

with the equality occurring if and only if K coincides with F.

Proof. We start with a brief discussion about trees and valences of their vertices. Any system of branch-
cuts C for the Riemann surface RN is such that E ∪E are odd-valent vertices and all other vertices, if any,
are necessarily even-valent.

We are only considering systems of cuts for which the complement is connected, so that C must be a
forest (union of trees). Since the sum of the degrees of all vertices in a tree is twice the number of edges,
there must be an even number of odd-valent vertices in any tree.

In particular this implies that, for any interior point p on any edge e of a tree T , the number of odd–
valent vertices in each component of T \ {p} is odd. Indeed, if we split any edge e at a point p within a tree
T we obtain two trees T1, T2, each with one added vertex p of valence 1 on the edge e. Since each T1, T2
must have an even number of odd-valent vertices, including the added one, we conclude that the number of
the original odd-valent vertices in each T1, T2 is odd.

Our arguments now are similar to the proof of part c) of Theorem 1.1 presented above. Let K ∈ LE be
a set of branch-cuts for RN branched at E ∪ E. Let z0 ∈ F be in relative interior of F and let the regions
G1, G2 be defined as in the proof of part c) of Theorem 1.1 above. We have seen that E ∩ G1 has an odd
number of points, from which we deduce that not all connected components of K that intersect G1 can be
entirely contained in G1. Indeed, each such component can only contain an even number of points of E.
Thus K must intersect the boundary of G1 and hence at least one of L⊥(z0). Now the statement follows
from Theorem 4.10. ■

5 Continuity of Dirichlet energy on uniformly bounded poly-
continua

For the purpose of this section we consider a more general polynomial external field for the weighted Greens’
energy and, correspondingly, the following, more general, Dirichlet problem (see Problem 3.1).

Let us fix r ∈ N and r real parameters t1, t2, . . . , tr. Denote by Φ the polynomial external field

Φ(z) :=

r∑
ℓ=1

tℓz
ℓ, tr > 0. (5.1)

Problem 5.1 For a given poly-continuum K ⊂ H, let G be the solution of the Dirichlet problem
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1. G is continuous and bounded on H;

2. G is harmonic outside K;

3. G satisfies the boundary conditions G(z) = ImΦ(z), ∀z ∈ K ∪ R.

Recall (see after Problem 3.1) that poly-continua are regular for the above problem as well. The condition
tr > 0 is only for definiteness; if tr < 0 we can re-map the problem to an equivalent one for which tr > 0 by
swapping the upper with the lower half plane and Φ(z) 7→ −Φ(z).

Since the external field is harmonic, there is a real signed measure dρK supported on the outer boundary
of K such that

G(z) =

∫
∂K

ln

∣∣∣∣z − w

z − w

∣∣∣∣dρK(w) (5.2)

Similarly to Section 3, we will denote by P the following function analytic on the universal cover of H \ K;

P(z) = P(z;K) = Φ(z)− iG(z) +H(z) = Φ(z)− g(z) (5.3)

where H(z) is the harmonic conjugate function of G and g(z) := iG(z) − H(z). The following properties
are simply ascertained (see (3.4)).

Proposition 5.2 The function P(z) = U(z) + iV (z) satisfies that V (z) is zero on K ∪R, continuous in H
and harmonic in H \ K. Moreover we have, for |z| → ∞

P(z) =

r∑
ℓ=1

tℓz
ℓ +

∑
ℓ≥1

Iℓ(K)

ℓzℓ
, (5.4)

where

Iℓ = Iℓ(K) = 2

∫
∂K

Im (wℓ)dρK(w). (5.5)

The Dirichlet energy DK,Φ of G is defined by any of the following formulae

πDK,Φ = π

∫∫
H+

|∇G|2d2z = 2

∫∫
∂K×∂K

ln

∣∣∣∣z − w

z − w

∣∣∣∣dρK(w)dρK(z) = 2

∫
K
ImΦ(z)dρK(z). (5.6)

These equalities imply that each of the expressions is strictly positive, which can be written also as the
positivity of the expression

IΦ(K) := 2

∫
K
ImΦ(z)dρK(z) =

r∑
ℓ=1

tℓIℓ(K) = − res
z=∞

Φ(z)dP(z) > 0. (5.7)

where the last residue is computed by extending Φ,P to the whole plane C by Schwartz-symmetry. In the
case Φ(z) = z, we keep our previous notation IΦ(K) = I(K).

Let K1,2 denote compact sets in H ∪ R and let dH denote the Hausdorff metric between compact sets:

dH(K1,K2) = max

{
sup
x∈K1

dist(x,K2), sup
y∈K2

dist(y,K1)

}
. (5.8)

If dH(K1,K2) = ϵ then we have that K1 ⊂ Kϵ
2 and viceversa, where Kϵ is the ϵ–fattening of a set

Kϵ =
⋃
x∈K

Dϵ(x). (5.9)

Let QK(x; y) denote the Green function of the complement of the poly-continuum K in H, namely:
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1. ∀y ̸∈ K ∪ R the function hK(x; y) := QK(x; y) − ln
∣∣∣x−y
x−y

∣∣∣ extends to a harmonic function of x in a

neihbourhood of y; it is harmonic and bounded in H \ K and continuous in H;

2. QK(x; y) vanishes identically for x ∈ K ∪ R.

Since K is a poly-continuum, it has no component of zero capacity. Viceversa we could rephrase the
Dirichlet problem quasi-everywhere (i.e. up to sets of zero capacity). There is no practical advantage in one
formulation versus the other and we stick to the above one.

We start with a useful definition.

Definition 5.3 A compact K will be called “Dirichlet regular” if all its connected components have loga-
rithmic capacity not less than some s > 0. A family K of compact sets is “uniformly Dirichlet regular” if
the infimum of all capacities of all the connected components of each K ∈ K is greater than zero.

Proposition 5.4 Let K be a Dirichlet regular (Definition 5.3) compact set so that the Green function for
the domain H \K is well defined and continuous up to the boundary. Let C be any compact set with positive
distance from K. If Kn is a sequence of uniformly Dirichlet regular compact sets that converges to K in
Hausdorff topology, then

sup
(x,y)∈H×C

∣∣QKn
(x; y)−QK(x; y)

∣∣→ 0. (5.10)

In particular the Green functions converge uniformly to each other in any closed set at finite distance from
K.

Proof. Let K1,K2 be two Dirichlet regular compact sets with dH(K1,K2) ≤ ϵ. Let C be another closed
set without intersection with either one. Then Corollary A.5 implies that there is a constant d0 > 0 such
that

QKj
(x; y) ≤ d0

√
dist(x,Kj), ∀y ∈ C. (5.11)

Now, using the maximum principle for harmonic functions, we have that for all x ∈ H and y ∈ C

QK1
(x; y)− max

•∈K2

QK1
(•; y) ≤ QK2

(x; y) (5.12)

QK1
(x; y)− max

•∈K2
w∈C

QK1
(•;w) ≤ QK2

(x; y) ⇒

QK1
(x; y)−QK2

(x; y) ≤ max
•∈K2
w∈C

QK1
(•;w). (5.13)

Swapping the roles of K1 ↔ K2 we have also

QK2
(x; y)−QK1

(x; y) ≤ max
•∈K1
w∈C

QK2
(•;w). (5.14)

Since K1 is in the ϵ neighbourhood of K2, and viceversa, from (5.11) follows that

max

{
max
•∈K2
w∈C

QK1
(•;w),max

•∈K1
w∈C

QK2
(•;w)

}
≤ d0

√
ϵ (5.15)

and thus we have ∣∣QK1
(x; y)−QK2

(x; y)
∣∣ ≤ d0

√
ϵ ∀(x, y) ∈ H× C. (5.16)
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Let now Kn be a sequence converging to K with dH(K,Kn) < ϵn → 0. We have assumed that it is
uniformly Dirichlet regular. By the Corollary A.5 we then have that there is d0 > 0 (depending on C) such
that the estimate (5.16) holds uniformly for the sequence:∣∣QK(x; y)−QKn

(x; y)
∣∣ ≤ d0

√
ϵn ∀(x, y) ∈ H× C. (5.17)

The proof follows immediately. ■

We want to use Proposition 5.4 to prove the continuity of the Dirichlet energies for our external field ϕ.
To this end we have the following Proposition.

Proposition 5.5 The energy IΦ(K) for the Problem 5.1 is given by

IΦ(K) =

∮
|z|,|w|>>1

Φ(z)Φ(w)∂z∂wQK(z;w)
dzdw

2π2
. (5.18)

In this formula the Green function is extended to C× C by Schwartz-symmetry.

Proof. If G
K∪K

(z;w) is the Green function for C \ K ∪ K then

QK(z;w) = G
K∪K

(z;w)−G
K∪K

(z;w), (5.19)

and this formula extends to the whole complement of K ∪ K in C in such a way that

QK(z;w) = −QK(z;w) = −QK(z;w). (5.20)

Note that the differential ∂wQ(z, w)dw is meromorphic for w ̸∈ K, see (2.14), with a simple pole at
w = z, z of residues − 1

2 ,
1
2 , respectively. It is also harmonic w.r.t. z and zero for z ∈ K. Take a (union

of) closed contour(s) separating z, z from K ∪ K, with z, z in the exterior and K ∪ K in the interior, and
consider the expression

G(z) = Im

[∮
w∈γ

Φ(w)∂wQ(z, w)
dw

2iπ

]
. (5.21)

By the residue theorem, this is the same as (using that ImΦ(z) = −Im (Φ(z)))

G(z) = Im

[
Φ(z) +

∮
|w|=R>|z|

Φ(w)∂wQ(z, w)
dw

2iπ

]
. (5.22)

The formula (5.21) shows that G(z) is bounded for z ̸∈ K, while the formula (5.22) shows that G tends to
ImΦ on the boundary of K thanks to the fact that K is a poly-continuum and hence regular for the Dirichlet
problem (see comment after Problem 5.1). Thus we have established that G(z) is indeed the solution of the
Dirichlet Problem 5.1. In particular we have

Im (P) = Im

[
i

∮
|w|>>1

Φ(w)∂wQ(z, w)
dw

2π

]
⇒ dP = 2∂zIm (P)dz = i

∮
|w|>>1

Φ(w)∂z∂wQ(z, w)
dw

π

We now use the residue expression in formula (5.7)

IΦ(K) =

∮
|z|>>1

Φ(z)
dP(z)

2iπ
=

∮
|z|>>1,|w|=2|z|

Φ(z)Φ(w)∂z∂wQK(z, w)
dwdz

2π2
. (5.23)

This proves the statement. ■

25



Theorem 5.6 Let E = {e1, . . . , eN} ⊂ H be a finite set of (pairwise distinct) points. For a fixed R > 0,
let KR ⊂ KE be the subclass of poly-continua K contained in the disk |z| ≤ R. For a fixed polynomial
ϕ = Im

(∑r
ℓ=1 tℓz

ℓ
)
, the map IΦ(K) : KR 7→ R, where IΦ(K) is given by (5.7), is continuous in Hausdorff

topology.

Proof. The set KR is closed in Hausdorff topology, a simple exercise. It also follows that this class is
uniformly Dirichlet regular: indeed if x, x̃ ∈ E are any two distinct points that belong to the same connected
component of K ∈ KR, then the capacity of that component is at least 4|x− x̃|. Thus the class KR is also
uniformly Dirichlet regular in the sense of Definition 5.3.

Then the proof follows from Propositions 5.4, 5.5, which prove uniform convergence of the harmonic
functions QK (and hence also of their derivatives) over the contours of integration in (5.23). ■

6 Existence of the minimizer in KE,M

We now revert to the original problem with the external field given by Φ = z. The goal of this section is
to prove that, for any set of anchors E and connectivity matrix M , the Dirichlet energy I(K) attains its
minimum in the class KE,M . In view of Theorem 5.6 all that we need is to show that there exists a fixed
rectangle RE ⊂ H ∪ R and a minimizing sequence {Kn} ⊂ KE,M , such that Kn ⊂ RE for all n ∈ N.

We start with the observation that if {Kn} ⊂ KE,M is a minimizing sequence, i.e., the sequence In =

I(Kn) converges to Ĭ = infK∈KE,M
{I(K)}, then there exists a minimizing sequence {K̂n} ⊂ KE,M , where

each K̂n is a collection of piecewise smooth contours. Indeed, let us consider closed εn fattening K̊n ⊂ KE,M

of each Kn, where εn > 0 is so small that |I(K̊n) − I(Kn)| < 1
n . The later inequality follows from the

continuity of the energy functional I(K) on KE,M ∩RE , see Theorem 5.6. Thus, {K̊n} is also a minimizing

sequence. Now, in each closed domain K̊n we choose a piecewise smooth contour K̂n ⊂ K̊n connecting points
of E ⊂ K̊n between themselves and with R according to the given connectivity M . Thus, K̂n ⊂ KE,M . But,

according to the Jenkins interception property, see Theorem 4.2, I(K̊n) > I(K̂n). Thus, K̂n ⊂ KE,M is also

a minimizing sequence, where each K̂n consists of piecewise smooth contours.
Our approach consists of two parts: first proving that for any minimizing sequence {Kn} ⊂ KE,M there

exists b > 0 such that Kn lies in the horizontal strip 0 ≤ Im z ≤ b for all n ∈ N and, secondly, proving that
there exists a > 0, such that the rectangle RE , bounded by |Re z| ≤ a, 0 ≤ Im z ≤ b, contains a minimizing
sequence. Without loss of generality we can assume that minimizing sequences considered below consist of
piecewise smooth poly-continua.

Lemma 6.1 For any minimizing sequence {Kn} ⊂ KE,M there exists b > 0 such that Kn lies in the
horizontal strip 0 ≤ Im z ≤ b for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Let zn ∈ Kn is such that Im zn = maxz∈Kn
{Im z}. Assume, to the contrary, that no horizontal strip

contains all the poly-continua Kn, n ∈ N. Then Im zn → ∞ as n→ ∞. Set K̃n = Kn∩
{
|z − zn| ≤ 1

2

}
. Then

K̃n contains a component connecting zn ∈ K̃n with {|z − zn| = 1
2} ∩ K. We observe that the logarithmic

capacity cap(K̃n) of K̃n is at least 1
8 .

Let µn denotes the total mass one positive equilibrium Borel measure on K̃n (with respect to free
logarithmic energy.) Note that the Dirichlet energy I(Kn) = −J0(ρ(Kn)) ≥ −J0(µn) , where ρ(Kn) is the
(positive) measure minimizing the Green energy J0(µ), see (3.6). Note that

−4

∫
K̃n

Im zdµn(z) ≤ −2(2Im zn − 1) → −∞ (6.1)

as Im zn → ∞, where the left hand side is the linear part of the Green energy (3.6) with K = K̃n and
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ρK = µn. We now represent the remaining quadratic term of J0(µn) as

2

∫∫
K̃n×K̃n

ln

∣∣∣∣z − w

z − w

∣∣∣∣dµn(z)dµn(w) =

2

∫∫
K̃n×K̃n

ln |z − w|dµn(z)dµn(w)− 2

∫∫
K̃n×K̃n

ln |z − w|dµn(z)dµn(w). (6.2)

The first term of the last sum behaves like O(ln Im zn) as n → ∞, The second term is bounded by
2| ln cap(K̃n)|. Thus, in view of (6.1), we conclude that J0(ρ(Kn)) ≤ J0(µn) approaches −∞ as n → ∞.
Thus, {Kn} cannot be a minimizing sequence for the Dirichlet energy as I(Kn) → ∞ as n→ ∞. ■

According to Lemma 6.1, a minimizing sequence {Kn} must be contained within a strip S = {z ∈ C :
0 ≤ Im z ≤ b} for some b > 0. The next lemma show that if the poly-continua Kn ∈ KE,M , n ∈ N, protrude
in S towards infinity, say, on the left, then for any a ≤ minj Re ej we can construct another poly-continua

K̃n ∈ KE,M satisfying a = minz∈K̃n
Re z and such that IKn > IK̃n

, thus constructing a minimizing sequence

{K̃n} in a semistrip (bounded from the left). Repeating one more time the same arguments we can construct
a minimizing sequence contained in the rectangle RE .

To formulate the result, we go back to the notion of the generalized quasimomentum (3.3).
If a smooth oriented arc γ is part of K, surrounded by its complement H\K, then it is well known ([28])

that

∂

∂n+
V+ +

∂

∂n−
V− = 2πu (6.3)

on γ, where u(z), z ∈ γ, is the density of the equilibrium measure on K and n± denote the positive/negative
unit normal on γ.

Denote by −ũ(z) the average of the boundary values of P on γ, i.e.,

−ũ(z) = 1

2
[P+ + P−] =

1

2
[U+ + U−] , (6.4)

since V± = 0 on γ. By the Cauchy-Riemann equations, we get

∂

∂ζ
U± = ± ∂

∂n±
V. (6.5)

where ζ denotes the arclength parameter on γ. It follows then from (6.4) that

∂

∂n+
V+ − ∂

∂n−
V− = −2

∂

∂ζ
ũ, (6.6)

that is, −2 ∂
∂ζ ũ represents the mismatch of normal derivatives of V (we remind that the S-property corre-

sponds to the zero mismatch). Combining this equation with (6.3), we get

∂

∂n+
V+ = πu− 1

2

∂

∂ζ
ũ,

∂

∂n−
V− = πu+

1

2

∂

∂ζ
ũ, (6.7)

According to (6.6) the side of dominant orthogonal trajectory L⊥
d (z) when z ∈ γ, is determined by the sign

of d
dζ ũ(ζ), see (6.4). Suppose γ is a vertical segment oriented upwards. Then dz = idζ, and from (3.3) we

get

d

dζ
{[U+(z) + iV+(z)] + [U−(z) + iV−(z)]} = i(P ′

+(z) + P ′
−(z)) =

∫
Re

[
1

z − w̄
− 1

z − w

]
u(w)|dw| (6.8)

i.e.,

−2
d

dζ
ũ(z) =

∫
Re

[
1

z − w̄
− 1

z − w

]
u(w)|dw|. (6.9)
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Let K ∈ KE,M and K̂ = K ∩ {z : Re z ≤ a} ≠ ∅ for some a such that a ≤ minj Re ej . Let l =

{z : Re z = a, Im z ≥ 0}. We want to construct K̃ ∈ K, such that K̃ coincides with K for all Re z > a
and K̃ ∩ {z : Re z < a} = ∅. Below are the steps of how we construct K̃ from K, that is, how we
define K̃ ∩ l. For any connected component S of K̂ such that S ∩ R ̸= ∅, replace S ∩ l by a segment
[a, a + ib], where b = max{Im z : Re z = a and z ∈ S}. If the supremum of all b constructed above is
B = max{Im z : Re z = a and z ∈ K̂}, we denote

K̃ = K ∩ {z : Re z ≥ a} ∪ [a, a+ iB]. (6.10)

Otherwise, let sup b = B1 < B. Now, for any connected component S of K̂ such that S ∩ R = ∅ and S
intersects [a, a + iB] at at least two points, replace S ∩ l by [b1, b2], where b1 is the infinum and b2 is the
supremum of Im z among those points of intersection. If a connected component S of K̂ intersects [a, a+iB]
only at one point (and S ∩ R = ∅), we add this point to K̃.

Lemma 6.2 If a poly-continuum K̃ ∈ KE,M is constructed from a poly-continuuum K ∈ KE,M as described

above, then I(K) ≥ I(K̃).

Proof. The proof is based on applying the Jenkins’ interception property of Theorem 4.2. From the
construction of K̃ it is sufficient to prove that the dominant orthogonal trajectories on the boundary Re z = a
of K̃ are on the positive side, i.e., go to the left since the boundary is oriented upwards. That is, let a segment
γ on Re z = a belong to K̃ and let z ∈ γ be an interior point. We need to show that L⊥

d (z) is directed to

the left. If that is true, then L⊥
d (z) ∩ K ̸= ∅ by the construction of K̃. So, in view of (6.6), (6.4) and (6.9),

we need to show that the integral in (6.9) is non negative. This follows from the inequality below, because
Re z ≤ Rew for any w ∈ K̃,

Re

[
1

z − w̄
− 1

z − w

]
= Re (z − w)

[
1

|z − w̄|2 − 1

|z − w|2
]
≥ 0 (6.11)

and since |z − w|2 ≤ |z − w̄|2. ■

Corollary 6.3 Given any anchor set E ⊂ H and arbitrary connectivity matrix M , there exists a uniformly
bounded sequence {Kn} ⊂ KE,M minimizing the Dirichlet energy I(K) in KE,M .

Proof. Since I(K) ≥ 0, a minimizing sequence {Kn} for I exists. According to Lemma 6.1, all the poly-
continua from {Kn} must be located in a horizontal strip of H, adjacent to R. Then Lemma 6.2, asserts that
if minimizing poly-continua {Kn} are unbounded, there exists another minimizing sequence {K̃n} ⊂ KE,M

that consists of uniformly bounded poly-continua. ■

Since the Dirichlet energy I(K) is Hausdorff continuous on a set KE,M , where all the poly-continua are
uniformly bounded, and since such set is closed in the Hausdorff topology, we obtain the following theorem,
which implies the statement a) of the main Therem 1.1.

Theorem 6.4 For any anchor set E ⊂ H and for any connectivity matrix M there exists a poly-continuum
K minimizing the Dirichlet energy I(K) within KE,M .

The remaining part b) of Therem 1.1 is addressed in Section 7.

7 Schiffer variations and S-curves

Assume that the positive Borel measure dµK minimizes the Greens’ energy functional:

J0(dµ) = Re

[∫∫
ln

∣∣∣∣z − w

z − w

∣∣∣∣ dµ(z)dµ(w) + 2

∫
izdµ(z)

]
(7.1)
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(see (3.6)), where suppµ ⊂ K. For given set of anchors E = {e1, ...eN} ⊂ H define E(z) :=
∏N

j=1(z −
ej)(z − ej). Suppose that the poly-continuum K ∈ KE is critical so that the variation of the energy (7.1) is
zero. For given smooth and bounded h : H̄ → C, the Schiffer variation represents the infinitesimal variation
of the energy under the action of the (infinitesimal) diffeomorphism generated by the vector field ż = h(z).
We are interested only in the diffeomorphisms of the upper half plane that fix the set of anchors, and hence
h(e) = 0 for e ∈ E and h(x) ∈ R for x ∈ R. The variation formula is given by

0 = Re

∫∫ (
h(z)− h(w)

z − w
− h(z)− h(w)

z − w
−
)
dµ(z)dµ(w) + 2

∫
Φ′(z)h(z)dµ(z) (7.2)

with Φ(z) = iz (or more generally any germ of analytic function in the upper half plane such that ReΦ
is defined on the support of dµ, single–valued, and zero on R) see, for example, [23], Section 3. For the
formula (7.2) to be correct it is actually sufficient that h(z) is bounded in a neighbourhood of the support
of dµ.

Let x ∈ C: we derive the following formulas for x outside of the support of dµ and then explain how they
are actually still valid within the support. We use the Schiffer condition (7.2) with two different choices of
h(z) (which we denote h(z), k(z)) as follows:

h(z) = E(z)

[
1

z − x
+

1

z − x

]
=
E(x)

z − x
+
E(x)

z − x
+
E(z)− E(x)

z − x
+
E(z)− E(x)

z − x
=

=
E(x)

z − x
+
E(x)

z − x
+Q(z, x) +Q(z, x). (7.3)

Observe that Q(z, x) is a polynomial with real coefficients in z, x of degree 2N − 1 defined by the middle
expression above. Similarly we define

k(z) = iE(z)

[
1

z − x
− 1

z − x

]
=
iE(x)

z − x
− iE(x)

z − x
+ iQ(z, x)− iQ(z, x). (7.4)

Observe that both h, k defined above vanish for z ∈ E and are real (or zero) for z ∈ R, as requested.
Plugging h(z) into (7.2) and simplifying we obtain

Re

[∫∫ ( −E(x)

(z − x)(w − x)
+

−E(x)

(z − x)(w − x)
+
Q(z, x)−Q(w, x) +Q(z, x)−Q(w, x)

z − w
−

− (w ↔ w)

)
dµ(z)dµ(w) + 2

∫
Φ′(z)E(z)

[
1

z − x
− 1

z − x

]
dµ(z)

]
= 0 (7.5)

Define

S(z, w, x) :=
Q(z, x)−Q(w, x)

z − w
. (7.6)

Then we can rewrite (7.5) as follows

Re

[∫∫ ( −E(x)

(z − x)(w − x)
+

−E(x)

(z − x)(w − x)
+ S(z, w, x) + S(z, w, x)− (w ↔ w)

)
dµ(z)dµ(w)+

+ 2Φ′(x)E(x)

∫
dµ(z)

z − x
+ 2

∫ (
Φ′(z)E(z)− Φ′(x)E(x)

)
dµ(z)

z − x
− (x↔ x)

]
= 0. (7.7)

We assume that Φ(z) = −Φ(z) so that we can conjugate all the terms containing x in (7.7) and obtain
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(recalling that S(z, w, x) is a polynomial with real coefficients):

Re

[∫∫ ( −E(x)

(z − x)(w − x)
+

−E(x)

(z − x)(w − x)
+ S(z, w, x) + S(z, w, x)− (w ↔ w)

)
dµ(z)dµ(w)+

+ 2Φ′(x)E(x)

∫ [
1

z − x
− 1

z − x

]
dµ(z)+

+ 2

∫ ((
Φ′(z)E(z)− Φ′(x)E(x)

)
z − x

+

(
Φ′(z)E(z)− Φ′(x)E(x)

)
z − x

)
dµ(z)

]
=

= Re

[
E(x)

∫∫ (
1

z − x
− 1

z − x

)(
1

w − x
− 1

w − x

)
dµ(z)dµ(w)+

− 2Φ′(x)E(x)

∫ [
1

z − x
− 1

z − x

]
dµ(z) + S (x) + Q(x)

]
(7.8)

where

S (x) :=

∫∫ [
S(z, w, x) + S(z, w, x)− S(z, w, x)− S(z, w, x)

]
dµ(z)dµ(w) (7.9)

Q(x) :=2

∫ ((
Φ′(z)E(z)− Φ′(x)E(x)

)
z − x

+

(
Φ′(z)E(z)− Φ′(x)E(x)

)
z − x

)
dµ(z) (7.10)

We observe that S is a polynomial with real coefficients in x of degree ≤ 2N − 1. Viceversa Q(x) is a
real–analytic function of x with the same singularities as Φ′(x). In the case Φ is a polynomial of degree r,
see (5.1), Q(x) is a polynomial of degree at most 2N + r − 2. If we define

g′(x) := i

∫ [
1

z − x
− 1

z − x

]
dµ(z) = i∂x

∫
ln

(
x− z

x− z

)
dµ(z), (7.11)

the equation (7.8) becomes:

Re
[
−E(x) (g′(x))

2 − 2iΦ′(x)E(x)g′(x) + S (x) + Q(x)
]
= 0. (7.12)

We now address the issue of what happens when x is in the support. To prove the equation for (almost)
any x ∈ C, one has to repeat the steps of Lemma 5.1 from [23]. In the case when the equilibrium measure
µ = µK is positive, for example, when Φ(z) = z, these steps are literary the same. In the case when Φ is a
more general analytic function (e.g. a polynomial) the measure µ = µK can become a signed measure. In
this case the monotonically increasing function m(r) from the proof of Lemma 5.1 becomes a function of
bounded variation (BV), which is the difference of two monotonic functions. It is known that a BV function
admits derivative almost everywhere and therefore, the approach of Lemma 5.1 is still valid in the case of
signed measures, i.e., in the case of the general Φ(z) considered here.

Now we repeat the whole computation with k(z) in (7.4). Using the same steps one verifies that the
final equation is

Im
[
−E(x) (g′(x))

2 − 2iΦ′(x)E(x)g′(x) + S (x) + Q(x)
]
= 0. (7.13)

The equations (7.12), (7.13) together imply the following identity:

E(x) (g′(x))
2
+ 2iΦ′(x)E(x)g′(x) = S (x) + Q(x) ⇔ (7.14)

E(x)
(
g′(x) + iΦ′(x)

)2
= −E(x)Φ′(x)2 + S (x) + Q(x). (7.15)

We have proved:
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Proposition 7.1 Suppose Φ(z) is a polynomial of degree r with real coefficients and E(x) =
∏N

j=1(x −
ej)(x− ej). The complexified Green potential g(x) of a Schiffer critical measure µ = µK satisfies(

g′(x) + iΦ′(x)
)2

= −Φ′(x)2 +
S (x) + Q(x)

E(x)
, (7.16)

where S (x),Q(x) are polynomials with real coefficients of degree not exceeding 2N − 1 and 2N + r − 2
respectively.

Equation (7.16) implies that −idg =
√
Q(z)dz, where Qdz2 is a Boutroux quadratic differential. In the

case when r = 1, Qdz2 is the quasimomentum type quadratic differential from main Theorem 1.1. It then
follows that suppµK is the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum of Qdz2. (This statement also follows from [23],
Lemma 5.2.) Thus, we proved section b) of Theorem 1.1.

A Green functions

In this appendix we collect some useful, and probably well-known facts about Green functions that are used
in the main text. Nonetheless we could not find a direct and explicit reference in the literature about these
properties and we think some readers may find them of independent interest.

We first establish the desired property of the ordinary Green function in the plane, and then transfer
those statement to analogous statements for Green functions in the upper half-plane by a simple application
of the “reflection principle”.

Theorem A.1 Let K be a continuum, C = Cap(K) its capacity. Let Ω denote the unbounded connected
component of the complement Kc and GΩ(z, w) its Green function. Then for all z, w ∈ C we have

GΩ(z;w) ≤
√

dist(z,K)

C dist(w,K)|z − w|e
U(w) (A.1)

where

U(w) = G(w;∞) + lnC =

∫
K
ln |w − t|dµ(t) (A.2)

and dµ(t) is the harmonic (probability) measure on ∂Ω.

Remark A.2 The reason the inequality is written in terms of the logarithmic potential U rather than the
Green potential G is to make it apparent the role played by the capacity C. For a domain of zero capacity
the inequality is vacuous.

Proof. To simplify the arguments without loss of generality we assume that the complement of K is
connected (and unbounded). Let Ω = Kc and Φ : Ω → Dc be the uniformizing map to the exterior of the
unit disk. We denote by z = F (ζ) = ζC +O(1) the inverse, F : Dc → Ω. Here C = Cap(K) is the capacity
of K. For brevity we shall also denote ζ = Φ(z), η = Φ(w) below. The function C−1F (ζ) satisfies the
assumptions of Lemma A.3 and thus (A.14) reads

dist(z,K) ≥ C
(|ζ| − 1)2

|ζ| = 4C sinh

(
G(z;∞)

2

)2

≥ C G(z;∞)2, (A.3)
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where we note that G(z;∞) = ln |Φ(z)| is the Green function of Ω. Thus we have the first inequality

G(z;∞) ≤
√

dist(z,K)

C
(A.4)

Now consider

Φ̃(z) := ζ̃ :=
1− ζη

ζ − η
, ζ =

1 + ζ̃η

ζ̃ + η
= η +

1− |η|2
ζ̃

+O(ζ̃−2). (A.5)

This maps Ω to the outside of D, and w to ∞. Define the function

z̃ = F̃ (ζ̃) =
1

F (ζ)− F (η)
=

ζ̃

(1− |η|2)F ′(η)
+O(1). (A.6)

which maps ζ̃ ∈ Dc to Ω̃ = T (Ω) and z̃ = T (z) = 1
z−w . The previous inequality applied to |ζ̃| = eG(z;w) and

with C̃ := 1
(|η|2−1)|F ′(η)| implies that

G(z;w) = ln |ζ̃| ≤

√
dist(z̃, K̃)

C̃
(A.7)

In the book [9], formula (21) on page 117 we read the following inequality:

1− 1

|ζ|2 ≤ |F ′(ζ)|
C

≤ |ζ|2
|ζ|2 − 1

, (A.8)

where the denominator is due to the fact that the quoted inequality is established in that reference for a
normalized univalent function that behaves like ζ +O(1) as |ζ| → ∞. Now (A.8) implies

1

C̃
= (|η|2 − 1)|F ′(η)| ≤ C|η|2 ⇒ 1

C̃
≤ Ce2G(w;∞) =

1

C
e2U(w), (A.9)

where we have used the definition U(w) = G(w;∞)− lnC. On the other hand

dist(z̃, K̃) = min
t∈K

∣∣∣∣ 1

z − w
− 1

t− w

∣∣∣∣ = 1

|z − w| min
t∈K

∣∣∣∣ z − t

t− w

∣∣∣∣ . (A.10)

Now for all t ∈ K we have

min
•∈K

∣∣∣∣ z − •
• − w

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣∣ z − t

t− w

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |z − t|
dist(w,K)

. (A.11)

Since this is valid for all t ∈ K we can pass to the inf and get

dist(z̃, K̃) ≤ dist(z,K)

|z − w|dist(w,K)
. (A.12)

Plugging (A.12) and (A.9) into (A.7) gives

G(z;w) ≤
√

C dist(z,K)

dist(w,K)|z − w|e
G(w;∞) =

√
dist(z,K)

C dist(w,K)|z − w|e
U(w), (A.13)

which completes the proof. ■

Lemma A.3 Let F (ζ) = ζ + a0 +O(ζ−1) be analytic and univalent for |ζ| > 1 and continuous for |ζ| ≥ 1.
Then

δ := min
|ρ|=1

|F (ζ)− F (ρ)| ≥ (|ζ| − 1)2

|ζ| . (A.14)

Viceversa we have

|ζ| − 1 ≤ δ

2
+

√
δ2

4
+ δ. (A.15)
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Proof. Let z0 ∈ Kc and w⋆ ∈ ∂K the (a) closest point; this point is accessible (see [26], pag. 277) because
the straight segment from z0 to w⋆ is inside the domain Ω := F ({|ζ| ≥ 1}). Consider then such a straight
segment from z0 to w⋆

z(t) = z0
t

δ
+

(
1− t

δ

)
w⋆, t ∈ [0, δ], δ = dist(z0,K), t ∈ [0, δ]. (A.16)

Note that |ż(t)| = 1. We try first to establish what is the maximum variation of |ζ(t)| = |Φ(z(t))| along
z(t); namely we try to bound from below the distance from ζ → D as an increasing function of δ, which
gives then a lower bound of δ as a function of |ζ|. We have

d

dt
|ζ(t)| = d

dt
|Φ(z(t))| ≤

∣∣∣∣ ddtΦ(z(t))
∣∣∣∣ = |Φ′(z(t))ż(t)| = 1

|F ′(ζ(t))|
(A.8)

≤ |ζ(t)|2
|ζ(t)|2 − 1

(A.17)

For the function r(t) := |ζ(t)| this inequality is saturated by the function

r0(t)− 1 =
t

2
+

√
t2

4
+ t. (A.18)

Thus r(t) ≤ r0(t) and r = |ζ| ≤ r0(δ), namely

|ζ| ≤ δ

2
+ 1 +

√
δ2

4
+ δ. (A.19)

Inverting the relation we have the statement (A.14). ■

Theorem A.4 Let K be an arbitrary compact set, K =
⊔Kµ . Let c be the minimum amongst the capacities

of the components Kµ. Let G be the Green function of the unbounded component Ω of C \ K, and similarly
Gµ those for Ωµ. Then for all z, w ∈ C we have

G(z;w) ≤
√

dist(z,K)

cdist(w,K)|z − w| min
µ

eUµ(w). (A.20)

In particular, if C is a compact with finite distance from K, we have that there is a constant D, depending
on C such that

G(z;w) ≤ D

√
dist(z,K)

c|z − w| , ∀(z, w) ∈ C× C. (A.21)

Proof. The formula (A.21) follows from (A.20) by taking he minimum of the continuous factors in w. Now,
clearly G(z, w) ≤ Gµ(z;w) for all µ, so that taking the minimum over µ yields easily the claim. ■

We need an analogous property for the Green function of subsets of H. Let K ⊂ H be compact. Let us
denote by QK(z;w) the Green function of H \ K, namely

1. for any w ̸∈ K the function z 7→ QK(z;w)− ln
∣∣∣ z−w
z−w

∣∣∣ is harmonic in H \ K and continuous in H;

2. QK(z;w) ≡ 0 for w ̸∈ K and z ∈ K ∪ R.

It is a simple verification that

QK(z;w) = G
K∪K

(z;w)−G
K∪K

(z;w) (A.22)

where GK is the ordinary Green function of C \ K. We then immediately have a similar Lemma
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Corollary A.5 Let K ⊂ H be a Dirichlet regular compact set, c the minimal capacity of its components
and C anoter disjoint compact. Then there is a constant S > 0 such that

QK(z;w) ≤ S

√
dist(z,K)

c
, ∀w ∈ C, z ∈ H (A.23)

The same applies to a uniformly Dirichlet regular family.

B Maximal connectivity case: relation with Kuzmina’s Jenkins-
Strebel differentials

The direct analogue of the well known Chebotarev problem corresponds to Theorem 1.1 with the ”maximal
connectivity matrix” Mi,j = 1, namely, the class consisting of continua containing all anchors points as
well as a point on R. We denote such a matrix M = 1. Thus we have following weighted analogue of the
Chebotarev problem.

Problem B.1 Given E = {e1, . . . , eN} ⊂ H, consider the class, KE,1, consisting of continua (connected
compact set) K such that E ⊂ K ⊂ H and K∪R is a connected set (equivalently, Ext(K) is simply connected).
The problem is to find a set K0 minimizing I(K) within KE,1, and showing its uniqueness.

Theorem 1.1 part (c) implies that any other continuum in KE,1 has the Jenkins Interception property
relative to a F ∈ KE,1, provided that such F exists. In particular this implies the uniqueness of the minimum
in the connectivity class of F. The existence is guaranteed by part (a) of the main theorem, which is, in a
sense, the hardest part. But here we want to point out that the existence, in this case, can be derived from
existing theorems.

Thus, to completely address Problem B.1 we prove the existence of a Zakharov–Shabat spectrum within

the class K(0)
E = KE,1.

Proposition B.2 For any anchor set E = {e1, . . . , eN} ⊂ H there is a (necessarily unique by the part (c)

of Theorem 1.1) Zakharov–Shabat spectrum F in the class K(0)
E of Problem B.1, namely, such that H \ F is

simply connected.

Proof. Kuzmina proved in [19] (see corrections in [20], in particular Theorem 3 ibidem) a theorem about the
existence and uniqueness of a meromorphic quadratic differential with prescribed number of annular domains
and disk domains in correspondence with second order poles with negative biresidues. If we specialize the
theorem and require no annular domains and no double poles then Kuzmina’s theorem guarantees that the
critical graph is connected and the complement in P1 is a union of domains of type half-plane; the half
planes abut poles of higher orders with prescribed singular expansion.

Let us review Kuzmina’s theorem in a simplified formulation that is more amenable to our application.
Let A = {a1, . . . , aK}. Fix T0 ∈ C and T1 ∈ iR. Then there exists a unique quadratic differential Q(z) with
a pole of order 4 at z = ∞ and with at most simple poles at A, such that

Q(z) =

(
(T0)

2 +
T1T0
z

+O(z−2)

)
dz2 (B.1)

and with connected critical graph. Then the complement of the graph in C is a union of two domains of type
half plane (hence simply connected) abutting the point ∞ along the critical directions arg(T0z) ∈ {0, π}.
Taking the square root of (B.1) we have

√
Q =

(
T0 +

T1
2z

+O(z−2)

)
dz (B.2)
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Figure 6: Various examples of solutions of the Problem B.1.

so that we identify T1 with the residue of the quadratic differential. For our application we need to set
T0 = 1, T1 = 0, and A = E ∪ E; in this case the uniqueness stated in the theorem implies that the critical
graph Γ is invariant under conjugation, Γ = Γ. In particular the real axis must belong to the critical graph
because there must be always one critical arc extending to the pole along the critical diractions (which
in our case are arg(z) = 0, π). This proves the existence of the Zakharov–Shabat spectrum with simply
connected complement in H. ■

Remark B.3 (Bound on the genus of the surface) The maximum genus of the double cover associ-
ated to the Zakharov–Shabat quadratic differential in this case coincides with the case when, for appropriate
configurations, we have a unique double zero of Q on R and all other simple zeros in H; a count in this case
shows that there are a maximum of 2N + 2N − 2 branch-points so that the genus is 2N − 2. See Fig. 6.
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doi:10.1007/bf02698544

35



[4] G. A. El, “The thermodynamic limit of the Whitham equations”, Phys. Lett. A 311, 374-383 (2003).

[5] G. A. El, “Soliton gas in integrable dispersive hydrodynamics”, J. Stat. Mech.: Theor. Exp., 114001,
(2021)

[6] G.A. El and A. Tovbis, “Spectral theory of soliton and breather gases for the focusing nonlinear
Schrödinger equation”, Phys. Rev. E 101, 052207 (2020).

[7] M. G. Forest and J.-E. Lee, “Geometry and modulation theory for the periodic Nonlinear Schrödinger
equation”, in Oscillation Theory, Computation, and Methods of Compensated Compactness, edited by
C. Dafermos, J. L. Ericksen, D. Kinderlehrer, and M. Slemrod (Springer New York, New York, NY,
1986) pp. 35–70

[8] M. Girotti, T. Grava, R. Jenkins, K. McLaughlin, and A. Minakov. “Soliton versus the gas: Fredholm
determinants, analysis, and the rapid oscillations behind the kinetic equation”, Comm. Pure and Appl.
Math., 76.11 (2023), pp. 3233–3299. doi: 10.1002/cpa.22106

[9] G. M. Goluzin, “Geometric theory of functions of a complex variable”, Transl. Math. Monogr., Vol. 26
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1969. vi+676 pp.
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