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Abstract. In these lectures, we provide an introduction to the complex WKB
method, using as a guiding example a class of anharmonic oscillators that ap-
pears in the ODE/IM correspondence. In the first three lectures, we introduce
the main objects of the method, such as the WKB function, the integral equa-
tions of Volterra type, the quadratic differential and its horizontal/Stokes lines,
the Stokes phenomenon, the notion of asymptotic values, the Fock-Goncharov
coordinates and their WKB approximation. In the fourth and last lecture, we
compute (and prove) the asymptotic behaviour of the spectrum of the anhar-
monic oscillators in two asymptotic regimes, when the momentum is fixed and
the energy is large, and when the momentum (hence also the energy) is large.
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Introduction

The aim of these lectures is to introduce the reader to the complex WKB method,
as a tool to deduce and prove asymptotic properties of solutions to linear differential
equations in the complex plane.

In order to make our study concrete and innovative, we apply the complex WKB
method to a specific family of differential equations, which are of independent
interest in mathematical physics and of non-trivial nature (at least in the sense
that the general solution cannot be obtained using known special functions), and
for which the results we are going to obtain are not available in the mathematics
literature.
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The equations under study is

d2ψ(x)
dx2

= U(x;E, ℓ)ψ, U(x;E, ℓ) = x2α + ℓ(ℓ + 1)
x2

−E, x ∈ C̃∗. (1)

The above equation is a Schrödinger equation in the complex plane with a potential
U depending on three parameters E, ℓ,α. E, ℓ are complex parameters called the
energy and the angular momentum 1 and α > 0 is a positive real number, called
the anharmonicity degree, which we assume to have fixed. This family anharmonic
oscillators appeared in the ODE/IM correspondence in relation with the ground
state of the Quantum KdV model (see Appendix II for more details).

The independent variable x takes value in the universal cover of the punctured
plane C∗, which we denote by C̃∗. This is the natural domain of the coefficients of
the equation because U is multivalued on C∗, whenever 2α is not a natural number.
Notice that C̃∗ is also the natural domain for the solutions to the anharmonic
oscillator (1) even in the case 2α ∈ N, since the domain of the solutions to a linear
ODE in the complex plane is the universal cover of the domain of the coefficients
of the equation.

In studying a linear ODE in the complex plane, the first question we must ask
ourselves is about the nature and location of the singularities. Assume for the
moment that 2α is a natural number. In this case, U is a meromorphic potential
on the Riemann sphere, which we denote by C, and it has two singular points 0
and ∞.

i) The point x = 0 is a regular singularity, and it has Frobenius indices ℓ + 1
and −ℓ. This implies that there exists a basis of the space of solutions ex-
pressed in terms of Frobenius expansions: χ+ = xℓ+1 (1 +∑n≥1 cnxn) , x→ 0
(subdominant Frobenius solution) and χ− = x−ℓ (1 +∑n≥1 dnxn) (dominant
Frobenius solutions 2).

ii) On the contrary, x = ∞ is an irregular singularity. For any sector of the
form Σk = {∣argx − π k

α+1 ∣ <
π

2α+2 , k = 0, . . .2α + 1}, called a Stokes sector,
there exists a unique, up to a multiplicative constant, non-trivial solution
Ψk which converges to 0 exponentially fast as ∣x∣ → ∞ in any closed sub-
sector of Σk. Moreover, any solution that is not a multiple of Ψk diverges,
exponentially fast, in any closed subsector of Σk. In particular, the Sibuya
solution Ψ0 is (up to a multiplicative constant) the only solution vanishing
as x→ +∞.

The above picture can be extended to α > 0, as we will show in the Lecture 2,
for any given α > 0: We can define the solution χ+(x;E, ℓ) ∼ xℓ+1, subdominant
at 0, and the Sibuya solution Ψk(x;E, ℓ) subdominant in the sector Σk = {x ∈
C̃∗∣argx − π k

α+1 ∣ <
π

2α+2}, for any k ∈ Z.
Our main interest is the spectrum of equation (1).

Definition 0.1. The spectrum of the anharmonic oscillator is the subset of the
space of parameters (E, ℓ) ∈ C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1

2
} such that χ+(x;E, ℓ) and Ψ0(x;E, ℓ)

are linearly dependent, namely if the solution subdominant as x → 0+ is also sub-
dominant as x→ +∞.

Recall that the two solutions f(x), g(x) to a linear second order ODE (namely
a stationary Schrödinger equation in one dimension) are proportional if and only if

1Since the parameter ℓ appears only in the expression ℓ(ℓ + 1), we restrict – without loss in
generality – to the half-plane Rℓ ≥ − 1

2
.

2The dominant solution must be possibly modified with a logarithmic term whenever the
equation is resonant, namely 2ℓ + 1 ∈ N
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their Wronskian Wrx[f(x), g(x)] vanishes, where

Wrx[f(x), g(x)] = f(x)g′(x) − f ′(x)g(x).

It follows that the spectrum of equation (1) is the zero locus of the Wronskian
of χ+(x;E, ℓ) and Ψ0(x;E, ℓ), which we denote by Q+(E, ℓ), and it is called the
spectral determinant,

Q+(E, ℓ) =Wrx[χ+(x;E, ℓ),Ψ0(x;E, ℓ)].

We are interested in studying the spectrum of equation (1) in two asymptotic
regimes

(1) The first asymptotic regime is defined by letting E →∞ with ℓ fixed.
(2) The second asymptotic regime is defined by letting E, ℓ → +∞ in such a

way that E(ℓ + 1
2
)− 2α

α+1 → ν ∈ (0,∞).
In order to make these two regimes visually intuitive, we can introduce a small
parameter, which we denote by h̵:

(1) In the first regime, letting

x = h̵−
1

α+1 y, E = h̵−
α+1
2α (2)

we obtain the equation

ψ′′(y) = (h̵−2 (y2α − 1) + ℓ(ℓ + 1)
y2

)ψ(y), h̵→ 0. (3)

(2) In the second regime, letting

x = h̵−
1

α+1 y, h̵ = (ℓ + 1

2
)
−1
, ν = E (ℓ + 1

2
)
− 2α

α+1
, (4)

we obtain the equation

ψ′′(y) = Ũ(y;ν, h̵)ψ(y), h̵→ 0 (5)

Ũ(y;ν, h̵) = (h̵−2 (y2α − ν + 1

y2
) − 1

4 y2
)ψ(y).

We could thus consider (3,5) as the equations under study; however, it is far more
convenient to develop a general theory for (1), before specialising to an asymptotic
regime.

Remark 0.2. When we fix the angular momentum ℓ, the spectrum is the zero locus
of a (non-constant) entire function of the energy, hence it is a discrete subset of
the energy plane. In particular, in the case ℓ > − 1

2
, the spectrum coincides with

the L2 spectrum of a self-adjoint operator obtained from L = −∂x + x2α + ℓ(ℓ+1)
x2 ,

hence it is real; moreover, any point E in the spectrum is strictly greater than
E∗ = α−

α
1+α (1 + α) (ℓ + 1

2
)

2α
1+α – more details in Appendix II.

Remark 0.3. When α = 1, we can compute the spectral determinant and the spec-
trum explicitly [17, Chapter 10.15]: One can choose a normalization of the sub-
dominant solutions χ+ and Ψ0 such that

Q+(E, ℓ) =
1

Γ (−E+2ℓ+3
4
)

(6)

Since 1/Γ(−z) is an entire function whose zero locus coincides with N = {0,1,2, . . .},
then the spectrum is the disjoint union of the lines En(ℓ) = 4n + 3 + 2ℓ, n ∈ N.
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Plan of the lectures. The lectures are designed to be essentially self-contained, for
a reader who has a good knowledge of complex analysis.

The main object of these lectures is the approximation of solutions to the an-
harmonic oscillators by the WKB function,

ΨW (x) = e∫
x
x′[
√
V (y)− V ′(y)

4V (y) ]dy, (7)

where V is a function closely related to the potential U but not necessarily coincid-
ing with it. The logarithmic derivative of the function ΨW ,

√
V (x) − V ′(x)

4V (x) , is the
truncation at the leading and first sub-leading term of the infinite, and notoriously
divergent 3, WKB series [3].

Despite its apparent simplicity, the function ΨW is a rich mathematical object,
and it contains enough information to obtain a precise asymptotic description of
the spectral determinant, in the regimes we are considering. There is however quite
a long road that one has to climb to start from (7) and eventually get to the proof
of the final theorems describing the asymptotics of the spectrum of the anharmonic
oscillators, Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3. We divided this road in four lectures,
and we hope that the readers will enjoy the ride.

In Lecture I, we prove the fundamental Theorem of the WKB approximation on
curves, Theorem 1.7. This theorem establishes sufficient conditions for a solution
of a Schrödinger equation ψ′′(x) = U(x)ψ(x) to be approximated by the WKB
function (7), along a fixed curve γ. To prove the theorem, we define the quantity
z(x) = ψ(x)

ψW (x) , where ψ is a solution of the Schrödinger equation, show that z
satisfies a Volterra integral equation, and provide a theoretical framework to address
the well-posedness of the latter equation. We complete the first lecture by showing
that, in the case of the anharmonic oscillator and assuming ℓ ≠ 0, the function V
that appears in the WKB function (7) is given by

V (x) = U(x) + 1

4x2
= x2α −E +

(ℓ + 1
2
)2

x2
. (8)

We call such a V the reduced potential 4.
In Lecture II, we address the asymptotic behaviour, at 0 and∞, of solution to the

anharmonic oscillator (1), by extending the Volterra integral equation to domains
in the complex plane. We will unveil that the asymptotic behaviour at 0 is algebraic
and it does not depend on the way 0 is approached; on the contrary the asymptotic
behaviour at ∞ is exponential, and it differs in different sectors about ∞, that are
known as Stokes sectors. This is known as Stokes phenomenon. In the second
lecture, we will also formulate the problem of the global asymptotic behaviour,
namely how a solution or a basis of solutions with prescribed asymptotic behaviour
in a region of the complex plane (either a neighbourhood of 0 or a Stokes sector)
behaves in a different region. We do so by introducing the concept of asymptotic
values and Fock-Goncharov coordinates, which are an alternative to the notion of
connection matrices and Stokes multipliers. We add to C̃∗ the boundary points
0 and ∞k, k ∈ Z, where ∞k ‘represents’ a Stokes sector, in such a way that the
ratio of any pair of solutions to the anharmonic oscillators extends continuously
to the boundary. The value of the ratio of solutions at the boundary points are
called asymptotic values, and the cross-ratio of any four asymptotic values is called
a Fock-Goncharov coordinate.

3In some specific cases the WKB series converges, see [6]. These are however exceptions.
4Formula (8) for the reduced potential lies beyonf our choice of the small parameter, h̵ =

(ℓ + 1
2
)
−1, in the second asymptotic regime – see (5); in fact, with such a definition of h̵, the

reduced potential scales exactly as h̵−2
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In Lecture III, we develop a WKB theory of Fock-Goncharov coordinates. A
Fock-Goncharov coordinate is by definition associated to a quadrilateral ◻ whose
vertices belong to the boundary of C̃∗. In turn, via the WKB approximation, we
associate to each quadrilateral a homotopy class γ◻ of loops in C̃∗∖{V (x) = 0} and
we show that the corresponding Fock-Goncharov coordinate R◻ is approximated
by the expression

R◻ ∼ e
h̵−1 ∮γ◻[

√
V (x)− V ′(x)

4V (x) ]dx (1 +O(h̵)) . (9)

In particular, we study the above formula for the specific Fock-Goncharov coordi-
nate that encodes the spectral problem Q+(E, ℓ) = 0. As a result, we deduce the
Bohr-Sommerfeld quantisation condition for the spectral problem, which, when ℓ
is real, reads

1

π
∫

x+

x−

√

E − x2α −
ℓ + 1

2

x2
dx = n + 1

2
, n ∈ N, (10)

where x− and x+ are the two zeroes on the positive real axis of the reduced potential
V (x,E, ℓ), for any E above the theoretical minimum of the spectrum E∗ = α−

α
1+α (1+

α) (ℓ + 1
2
)

2α
1+α .

In Lecture IV, we prove that the spectrum of the anharmonic oscillator is well-
approximated by the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantisation condition, in both asymptotic
regimes we consider. This is the content of Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3 below.
We notice that, even though some of the formulas that appear in the theorems are
not novel, this is likely the first place where a full proof is given – as we discuss in
Remark 4.4 below.

Two appendices complement the lectures. In Appendix I, we collect a few results
in analysis and complex analysis that are used in the lectures. In Appendix II, we
collect some general results on the anharmonic oscillator which are outside the
scope of these lectures, including some notions on the ODE/IM correspondence.

Additional remarks and a brief note on the literature. As we have stated above,
these lectures are essentially self-contained, but not strictly self-contained. For lack
of space, we do not cover the turning point analysis, namely the analysis of the
WKB approximation in a neighbourhood of a zero of the reduced potential. We
make use of such an analysis at one point in the proof of theorems 4.2 and 4.3, and
we refer the reader to a recent paper of the first author for details [13].

These lectures are an introduction to the complex WKB method, but in the
final lecture we specialise to the case of real ℓ. In this case, the spectral problem
is self-adjoint, then it reduces to the study of an ODE on the real line with real
parameters. We could therefore dispense, at least in principle, of complex methods,
and develop a purely real WKB method. However, this would cost us a lot of extra
work, see e.g. [34], confirming the saying attributed to J. Hadamard ‘the shortest
path between two truths in the real domain passes through the complex domain’.

WKB approximation has a long and quite tortuous history. It keeps being rein-
vented, rediscovered, reanalysed. A thorough discussion of the literature is well-
beyond the scope of this lecture 5. Here we limit ourselves to the following consid-
eration. It seems to us that there are two fundamentally different approaches to the
WKB analysis. One approach, that we do not follow here, is to represent the solu-
tion of a Schrödinger equation, as well as the spectral determinants, as the (Borel)
resummation of (hopefully resummable) asymptotic series in the small parame-
ter; the research along this line has been quite strong and various techniques, some
mathematically sound and some still heuristic, have been developed, which go under

5The literature on the WKB analysis of the quartic oscillator alone consists of hundreds of
papers, since this is considered a toy model for the φ4 quantum field theory [2].
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the name of resurgence, transasymptotic series, exact WKB approximation, etc...,
see e.g. [16, 42, 14, 10, 25, 40, 26, 5] and references therein. The second, possibly
more classical, approach, that we follow here, is to truncate the asymptotic series at
a finite order and then construct the actual solution of the Schrödinger equation by
studying the integral equation satisfied by the ratio (or the difference) between the
truncated series and the actual solution, see e.g. [18, 37, 20, 19] and the authors’
publications listed below. We call this approach the complex WKB method. Due to
our quite extensive experience in the asymptotic analysis of anharmonic oscillators
and Painlevé equations, see e.g. [30, 31, 29, 12, 34, 35, 7, 33, 11, 13], we argue
that – in the analysis of anharmonic oscillators and similar equations – this second
approach has several advantages: it is simpler, since the first two terms of the series
of WKB function are usually enough to obtain the desired asymptotic description
of spectral quantities under study; it is mathematically safer, since it leads to rea-
sonably simple and complete proofs; it is more flexible, since it allows studying
the transition between different asymptotic regimes, in which the structure of the
asymptotic series can happen to be radically different.
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ISTA. This research was supported by the FCT projects UIDB/00208/2020, DOI:
https://doi.org/10.54499/UIDB/00208/2020, 2021.00091.CEECIND, and
2022.03702.PTDC (GENIDE), DOI: https://doi.org/10.54499/2022.03702.PTDC.
G. Degano is supported by the FCT Ph.D. scholarship UI/BD/152215/2021.
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1. Lecture I. Fundamental Theorem of the WKB approximation

We consider – following closely [7, Appendix] which in turn follows [18] – a scalar
linear ODE of the form

d2ψ

dx2
= U(x)ψ(x), x ∈ C, (11)

where the potential U depends analytically on some unspecified complex parameters
u ∈ U ⊂ CM . We look for a putative approximate solution Ψ(x), which we suppose
to be of such a form that

z(x) = ψ(x)
Ψ(x)

(12)

is well-defined and approximately 1 in a certain domain of D to be later specified.
Defining the forcing term

F (x) = U(x) − Ψ′′(x)
Ψ(x)

(13)

the equation (11) for ψ(x), when rewritten in terms of the function z(x) defined
by (12), becomes

d

dx
(Ψ2(x)z′(x)) −Ψ2(x)F (x)z(x) = 0. (14)

We fix a point x0 ∈ D, D being the closure of D in the Riemann sphere C, the
boundary conditions z′(x0) = 0, z(x0) = 1, and a smooth integration path γ con-
necting x0 to another point x ∈ D. Integrating twice equation (14), z(x) is proven

6
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to solve the following integral equation

z(x) = 1 − ∫
x

γ,x0

B(x, s)F (s)z(s)ds , B(x, s) = ∫
x

γ,s

Ψ2(s)
Ψ2(r)

dr , (15)

provided the above integral converges absolutely. The latter equation is a Volterra
integral equation with kernel K(x, s) = B(x, s)F (s).

The previous computations prove the following

Lemma 1.1. Let D ⊂ C∗ be a domain, γ∶ (0,1)→ D be an injective smooth curve.
Assume that the following two conditions hold

∫
1

0
∣F (γ(t))∣∣γ̇(t)∣dt < +∞ (16)

sup
0<s≤t<1

∣B(γ(t), γ(s))∣ < +∞, (17)

with F (⋅),B(⋅, ⋅) as in (13, 15), and γ̇(t) = d
dt
γ(t).

If the equation (11) admits a solution ψ(x;u) such that

lim
t→0+

ψ(γ(t))
Ψ(γ(t))

= 1, lim
t→0+

d

dx

ψ(x)
Ψ(x)

∣
x=γ(t)

= 0 (18)

then the ratio z(x) ∶= ψ(x)
Ψ(x) , restricted to γ, satisfies the Volterra integral equa-

tion (15).

In order to make use of the above result, we need three ingredients:
i) Define/guess a meaningful approximating function;
ii) Find a curve such that the estimates (16,17) hold; namely, along γ the

forcing term F is integrable and the kernel B is bounded ;
iii) Eventually, invert the above lemma by showing that the Volterra integral

equation indeed admits a solution (15).
In the complex WKB method the approximating function Ψ is given by the

formula

ΨW (x,x′;u) ∶= exp(∫
x

x′
[
√
V (y;u) − 1

4

V ′(y;u)
V (y;u)

]dy) , (19)

where
√
V is the square-root of a never vanishing function

√
V ∶ D → C, possibly

depending analytically on the complex parameters u, and not necessarily coinciding
with the potential U6.

Given such an approximating function, a direct computation yields that the
forcing term F and the kernel B, defined in (13, 15), have the following expression

F (x;u)dx = 1√
V (x;u)

[V (x;u) −U(x;u) + −4V
′′(x;u)V (x) + 5(V ′(x;u))2

16(V (x;u))2
]dx

(20)

B(x, y;u) = 1

2
[exp(−2∫

x

γ,y

√
V (s;u)ds) − 1] , (21)

where in the above expression V ′, V ′′ denotes the differentiation with respect to the
complex variable x.

6The reader who has already studied the WKB approximation may be puzzled by the fact that
the function V appearing in the WKB function Ψ needs not coincide with the potential U of the
Schrödinger equation. As we will show below, in the case of a regular singularity, V must not
coincide with U .
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The conditions (16,17) of Lemma 1.1, which state that along the smooth curve
γ∶ (0,1)→D the form Fdx is integrable and the kernel B is bounded, are expressed
in terms of two related quantities

ργ(t;u) ∶= ∫
t

0
∣F (γ(t);u)∣∣γ̇(t)∣dt, ργ = sup

u∈U
ργ(1;u), (22)

βγ = inf
u∈U

inf
0<s≤t<1

R∫
t

s

√
V (γ(r))γ̇(t)dr. (23)

We provide below sufficient conditions for the Volterra integral equation (30) to
be well-defined.

Definition 1.2. We denote by D a domain in C∗, by D ⊂ C its closure, by U ⊂ CM
the product of M domains D1 ×D2 × . . .DM with Di ⊂ C, and by U its closure.
Assume that U,

√
V ∶D × U → C are analytic functions. Assume moreover that the

analytic family of continuous curves γ∶ [0,1] × U → C has fixed end-points (namely
γ(0;u) and γ(1;u), which are u independent), and γ(⋅, u)∶ (0,1)→D is smooth and
injective, for every u ∈ U .

The triple (U,
√
V , γ) is said to be admissible if

i)
√
V (x;u) ≠ 0, for all (x,u) ∈D × U ;

ii) ∣F (γ(t);u)∣∣γ̇(t;u)∣ is uniformly integrable in the following sense: There
exists a positive h ∈ L1([0,1]) such that supu∈U ∣F (γ(t);u)∣∣γ̇(t;u)∣ ≤ h(t);
consequently ργ < +∞, with ργ as per (22);

iii) The quantity βγ > −∞, where βγ is as per (23);
iii,bis) If limt→1− γ(t;u) ∈D ∖D, the following further requirement must be met 7:

Fixed a t0 ∈ (0,1),

lim
t→1−

inf
u∈U

R∫
t

t0

√
V (γ(s;u)γ̇(s;u)ds =∞. (24)

Definition 1.3. H([0,1]×U) denotes the linear space of continuous bounded func-
tions f on [0,1] × U such that, for every t ∈ [0,1], the restriction f(t; ⋅)∶U → C is
holomorphic.

The linear space H([0,1] × U) is a Banach space when equipped with the sup
norm, ∥f∥∞ ∶= sup(t,u)∈[0,1]×U ∣f(t;u)∣ – see Proposition 4.21 in Appendix I. The
definition of admissible triple is tailored to make the Volterra integral equation
(30) well-posed in this space.

Proposition 1.4. Let the triple (U,
√
V , γ) be admissible.

For any f ∈H([0,1] × U), define

Kγ[f](t;u) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

∫
t
0 B(γ(t), γ(s);u)F (γ(s);u)γ̇(s)f(s;u)ds, 0 ≤ t < 1
limt→1− ∫

t
0 B(γ(t), γ(s);u)F (γ(s);u)γ̇(s)f(s;u)ds, t = 1

(25)
provided the integral converges and the limit exists. In the above formula F (⋅),B(⋅, ⋅)
are as in (20,21).

The operator Kγ is a continuous operator on H([0,1] × U) and the following
estimate holds:

∣Kkγ[f](t;u)∣ ≤
[ργ(t;u)]k

k!
(1 + e

−βγ

2
)
k

× sup
t∈[0,1]

∣f(t;u)∣, (26)

7This is known as Levinson condition, [11]
8



where ργ(t;u) and βγ are defined in (22,23). Consequently,

∥Kkγ∥ ≤
ρkγ

k!
(1 + e

−βγ

2
)
k

(27)

where ∥ ⋅ ∥ is the operator norm.

Proof. In this proof, in order to lighten the notation, we write Fγ(t;u) = F (γ(t);u)γ̇(t)
and Bγ(t, s;u) = B(γ(t), γ(s);u). We recall that, by hypothesis, ∣Bγ(t, s;u)∣ ≤
1+e−βγ

2
, and ∣Fγ(t;u)∣ ≤ h(t), with h(t) ∈ L1([0,1)] We divide the proof in two

halves. In Part 1 we prove that Kγ is a well-defined continuous operator and esti-
mates (26) when k = 1. In Part 2, we prove (26) when k ≥ 1

Part 1. When k = 1, the estimate (26), follows directly from the Hölder
inequality: If f is an integrable function on [0,1] and g is a bounded function on
[0,1] then fg is integrable on [0,1] and

∫
1

0
∣f(t)g(t)∣dt ≤ sup

t∈[0,1]
∣g(t)∣∫

1

0
∣f(t)∣dt. (28)

Therefore, if Kγ is well-defined then (27) holds, hence Kγ is a continuous operator.
Let us prove that Kγ is well-defined. To this aim, we need to check that Kγ[f]

is continuous and, fixed t ∈ [0,1], Kγ[f](t; ⋅) is analytic.
We first show that Kγ[f] is continuous at (t, u), and analytic with respect to u,

for any t < 1.
We study Kγ[f](t + ε;u + δ) −Kγ[f](t;u + δ) where, for simplicity of notation,

we assume that ε > 0. We have

∣Kγ[f](t + ε;u + δ) −Kγ[f](t;u + δ)∣ = ∫
t+ε

t
Bγ(t + ε, s;u + δ)Fγ(s;u + δ)f(s;u + δ)ds

+∫
t

0
Bγ(t + ε, s;u + δ)Fγ(s;u + δ)f(s;u + δ)ds − ∫

t

0
Bγ(t, s;u)Fγ(s;u)f(s;u)ds.

The first term on the right-hand side converges to zero, as

lim
ε→0
∣∫

t+ε

t
Bγ(t + ε, s;u + δ)Fγ(s;u + δ)f(s;u + δ)ds∣ ≤ ∥f∥∞

1 + e−βγ

2
∫

t+ε

t
h(s)ds→ 0.

The second term converges to zero since the function (ε, δ) ↦ ∫
t
0 Bγ(t + ε, s;u +

δ)Fγ(s;u+ δ)f(s;u+ δ)ds is continuous at (0,0), see Proposition 4.22. This proves
continuity. Analyticity follows directly from Proposition 4.22.

Let us now consider the limit t → 1−. In the case γ(1;u) ∈ D, the previous
considerations can be extended to [0,1] and the theorem is proven. If on the
contrary γ(1;u) ∉ D, then by hypothesis (24) holds; we use the latter condition to
prove that

lim
T→1−

sup
t≥T

sup
u∈U
∣Kγ[f](t) −Kγ[f](T )∣→ 0, (29)

for all f ∈H([0,1]×U). From the latter limit, it follows that the family of function
fT (t;u)∶ [0,1] × U → C, T > 1,

fT (t;u) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

Kγ[f](t;u), 0 ≤ t ≤ T
Kγ[f](T ;u), T ≤ t ≤ 1

converges in H([0,1] × U). Therefore, we conclude that Kγ[f] ∈H([0,1] × U).
9



Let us then prove (29). If t ≥ T

Kγ[f](t) −Kγ[f](T ) = ∫
t

T
Bγ(t, s;u)Fγ(s;u)f(s;u)ds

+∫
T

0
(Bγ(t, s;u) −Bγ(T, s;u))Fγ(s;u)f(s;u)ds.

The first term on the right-hand side converges to 0 since

lim
T→1−

sup
t≥T

sup
u∈U
∣∫

t

T
Bγ(t, s;u)Fγ(s;u)f(s;u)ds∣ ≤ ∥f∥∞

1 + e−βγ

2
∫

1

T
h(s)ds→ 0.

As for the second term on the right-hand side, we have

∣∫
T

0
(Bγ(t, s;u) −Bγ(T, s;u))Fγ(s;u)f(s;u)ds∣ ≤

1

2
(sup
t,u
∣f ∣)∫

T

0
∣e∫

T
s

√
V (γ(r);u)γ̇(r;u)dr (1 − e∫

t
T

√
V (γ(r);u)γ̇(r;u)dr)F (s)γ̇(s)∣ds.

Due to (24), we can define an increasing function g(T ), independent of u, such that
g(T )→ 1 as T → 1 and limT→1 infuR ∫

T
g(T )

√
V (γ(r))γ̇(r)dr =∞. Hence,

∫
T

0
∣e∫

T
s

√
V (γ(r);u)γ̇(r;u)dr (1 − e∫

t
T

√
V (γ(r);u)γ̇(r;u)dr)Fγ(s)∣ds =

∫
g(T )

0
∣e∫

T
s

√
V (γ(r);u)γ̇(r;u)dr (1 − e∫

t
T

√
V (γ(r);u)γ̇(r;u)dr)Fγ(s)∣ds+

∫
T

g(T )
∣e∫

T
s

√
V (γ(r);u)γ̇(r;u)dr (1 − e∫

t
T

√
V (γ(r);u)γ̇(r;u)dr)Fγ(s)∣ds.

The first contribution converges to 0 since limT→1− ∣e∫
T
s

√
V (γ(r))γ̇(r)dr∣ = 0 uniformly

in [0, g(T )] × U , by construction of the function g(T ). The second term converges
to 0 since g(T )→ 1.

Part 2. We now prove estimate (26) when k ≥ 2. Let k ≥ 2 and G(t, s) =
Bγ(t, s;u)Fγ(s;u); we have

Kγ[f](z;u) = ∫
t

0
. . .∫

s3

0
∫

s2

0
f(s1;u)

k

∏
j=1

G(sj+1, sj ;u)dsj

where sk+1 ∶= t. It follows that

∣Kγ[f](z;u)∣ ≤
⎛
⎝
sup
t∈[0,1]

∣f(t;u)∣
⎞
⎠∫∆k(t)

∣G(t; s1, . . . , sk;u)∣ds1 . . . dsk

where
∆k(t) ∶= {(s1, . . . , sk) ∈ [0, t]×k ∶ 0 ≤ s1 ≤ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ≤ sk ≤ t}

and

G(t; s1, . . . , sk;u) =
k

∏
j=1
∣G(sj+1, sj ;u)∣ , sk+1 = t.

If Sk is the group of permutations on k letters, then we can write

[0, t]×k = ⋃
σ∈Sk

σ(∆k(t)),

where for two distinct permutations σ1, σ2 ∈ Sk, the set σ1(∆k(t))∩ σ2(∆k(t)) has
zero k-dimensional measure. Using the definition of Bγ and Fγ , we check that for
any σ ∈ Sk we have

G(t, σ(s1), . . . , σ(sk);u) = G(t, s1, . . . , sk;u).
10



Therefore,

∫
∆k(t)

∣G(t, s1, . . . , sk;u)∣ds1 . . . dsk

= 1

k!
∑
σ∈Sk

∫
σ(∆k(t))

∣G(t, σ−1(s1), . . . , σ−1(sk);u)∣ds1 . . . dsk

= 1

k!
∫
[0,t]k

∣G(t, s1, . . . , sk;u)∣ds1 . . . dsk

≤ 1

k!
(∫

t

0
∣Bγ(t, s);u)Fγ(s;u)∣ds)

k

≤ (
ργ(t;u)
k!

)
k

(1 + e
−βk

2
)
k

.

□

Corollary 1.5. Let the triple (U,
√
V , γ) be admissible.

For every u ∈ U , the Volterra integral equation

z(t;u) = 1 − ∫
t

0
B(γ(t), γ(s);u)F (γ(s);u)γ̇(s)z(s;u)ds (30)

where F (⋅; ⋅) and B(⋅, ⋅; ⋅) are as in (20,21), admits a unique continuous solution
z(⋅;u)∶ [0,1]→ C.

The solution z satisfies the following estimates: for all u ∈ U ,

z(0;u) = 1 (31)

∣z(t;u) − 1∣ ≤ exp(ργ(t;u)
1 + e−βγ

2
) − 1. (32)

In particular, if βγ = 0 then

∣z(t;u) − 1∣ ≤ exp (ργ(t;u)) − 1. (33)

Moreover, the function z∶ [0,1]×U ∋ (t, u)↦ z(t;u) belongs to H([0,1]×U) namely
z(t;u) is analytic with respect to the parameters u ∈ U .

Proof. The integral equation (30) reads

z = 1 −Kγ[z]
where Kγ is the operator defined in (25), and 1 is the constant function with value
one.

We can study the above equation with u ∈ U fixed, namely in the Banach space
of bounded continuous functions on the unit interval C[0,1]; or, we can let u vary
and study the same integral equation on the Banach space H([0,1]×U) introduced
above. In either case, due to Proposition 1.4 the solution exists and it is unique.

Proof of Existence. Due to (27), the series

ẑ ∶=
∞
∑
k=0
(−Kγ)k[1]

converges in C[0,1] and in H([0,1] × U). Moreover, since

−Kγ[ẑ] =
∞
∑
k=1
(−Kγ)k[1] = ẑ − 1,

then ẑ satisfies the integral equation.

Proof of Uniqueness. Assume w is a solution of the same equation. Then
ẑ − w = Kγ(ẑ − w), hence ẑ − w = Kkγ(ẑ − w) for any positive k. Due to (27), the
norm of the operator Kkγ is strictly less than 1 for k large enough; therefore ẑ −w
is the zero function. □

11



Remark 1.6. Sometimes it is convenient to consider the following upper bound

∣z(t;u) − 1∣ ≤ exp (ρ̃γ(t;u)) − 1, (34)

where
ρ̃γ(t;u) ∶= ∫

t

0
∣B(γ(t), γ(s);u)F (γ(s);u)γ̇(s)∣ds,

which is slightly more refined than the one of inequality (32). In Lecture IV, we
will see a case in which we have to consider inequality (34) to perform sufficiently
refined estimates in WKB computations.

Theorem 1.7 (Fundamental theorem of the WKB Approximation on curves). Let
the triple (U,

√
V , γ) be admissible, ργ(t, u) and βγ be as in (22,23), x′ ∈ D be an

arbitrary but fixed point, and ΨW (x,x′;u) be the WKB function as per (19).
For every u ∈ U , there exists a unique solution ψ(⋅;u)∶D → C to the differential

equation (11) such that

lim
t→0+

ψ(γ(t);u)
ΨW (γ(t), x′;u)

= 1. (35)

Moreover, ψ satisfies the following estimate

∣ ψ(γ(t);u)
ΨW (γ(t), x′;u)

− 1∣ ≤ exp(ργ(t;u)(
1 + e−βγ

2
)) − 1 (36)

and ψ depends analytically on the parameters u, namely ψ∶D × U → C is analytic.
Finally, limt→1−

ψ(γ(t);u)
ΨW (γ(t),x′;u) exists, it depends analytically on u, and

lim
t→1−
∣ ψ(γ(t);u)
ΨW (γ(t), x′;u)

− 1∣ ≤ exp(ργ(1;u)(
1 + e−βγ

2
)) − 1. (37)

In all inequalities above, whenever βγ = 0, the expression 1+e−βγ

2
equals 1.

Proof. By Lemma 1.1, there is at most one solution that satisfies (35).
Let z(t;u) be the unique solution to the Volterra equation (30) whose exis-

tence was proved in Corollary 1.5. By construction, the function ψ(γ(t);u) ∶=
z(t;u)ΨW (γ(t), x′;u) solves the differential equation (11) on γ and it is analytic
with respect to u. Therefore, for every u, ψ(γ(⋅);u) extends to a global solution
ψ(⋅;u)∶D → C of (11), and such an extension is analytic with respect to u – see
Corollary 4.25 in Appendix I. Moreover, since limt→0+ z(t;u) = 1, it satisfies (35).

Equation (35) follows directly from (31), and equations (36,37) follow directly
from (32). □

1.1. WKB functions for the anharmonic oscillator. Here we apply the theory
developed in the previous section to the differential equation (1), which has potential
U = x2α + ℓ(ℓ+1)

x2 −E, with x ∈ C̃∗. To do that, we restrict U to a domain D ⊂ C̃∗
∗

contained in a sector of finite amplitude, namely D ⊂ {x ∈ C̃∗, a ≤ argx ≤ b} for
some a < b ∈ R, which can be naturally embedded in C 8.

In such a geometric setting, the potential U is regular on D ⊂ C̃∗ ⊂ C, for every
value of the parameters E, ℓ. Recall that we are interested in the spectrum of (1),
which is defined via solutions with a prescribed subdominant asymptotic behaviour
as x → 0 and x → +∞. In order to study such solutions via the complex WKB
analysis, we must find a function

√
V and a (E, ℓ)− family of curves γ starting at

0 or +∞ such that the triples (U,
√
V , γ) are admissible, as per Definition 1.2. In

particular, assuming that the curves γ are tame enough, we must look for a
√
V

such that the form F (x)dx, with F (x) defined in (20), is integrable at 0 and ∞:

8The optimal amplitude of the sector and a better geometric setting will be discussed in the
Lecture II.
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there should exist an ε > 0 such that ∣F (x)∣ ≤ C ∣x−1+ε∣ as x→ 0, and ∣F (x)∣ ≤ Cx−1−ε
as x→∞.

As we show below, for ℓ ∉ {− 1
2
,0}, the convenient choice of the function V is

V (x;E, ℓ) ∶= U(x;E, ℓ) + 1

4x2
= x2α −E +

(ℓ + 1
2
)2

x2
, (38)

which we call the reduced potential.

Lemma 1.8. Let ℓ ∉ {− 1
2
,0}.

I) If V (x) = U(x) + c
x2 for some c ∈ C, the one-form F (x)dx is integrable

at 0 if and only if c = 1
4
. In particular, the form F dx is not integrable if

V (x) = U(x).
II) Assume that V (x) −U(x) = O(xβ), (V (x) −U(x))′(x) = O(xβ−1), (V (x) −

U(x))′′(x) = O(xβ−2) as x → ∞. If β < α − 1, the one-form F (x)dx is
integrable at x =∞.

III) In particular, if V (x) = U(x) + 1
4x2 ,

F (x) = O(∣x∣), ∣x∣→ 0 (39)

F (x) = O(∣x∣−α−2), ∣x∣→∞. (40)

Estimate (39) holds uniformly on any compact of the space of parameters
C × {ℓ ≠ 0, ℓ ≠ − 1

2
}, while estimate (39) holds uniformly on any compact of

the space of parameters C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1
2
}.

Proof. I) Expanding at x = 0 we get

(−4V ′′(x)V (x) + 5V ′(x)2)/(16V 2(x)) = − 1

4x2
− E

ℓ(ℓ + 1) + c
+ o(1), x→ 0.

Hence F (x) is integrable if and only if c = 1
4
, in which case F (x) = O(x).

II) Expanding at ∞, we obtain

F (x) = O(x−α−2) +O(xβ−α).

Hence the condition β < α − 1 is sufficient to imply that f is integrable at ∞.

III) It follows from the proof of (I, II). Uniformity with respect to the param-
eters is left to the reader. □

Remark 1.9. In the WKB literature, the addition of the term 1
4x2 to the potential

is called Langer modification and it is justified at times with shaky arguments.
It appears naturally when one actually constructs a mathematical theory of the
WKB approximation: it is the correction term that makes the Volterra operator
well-defined in case of a regular singularity!

Given a curve γ ∶ [0,1]→ C, we call

∫
1

0

∣γ̇(t)∣
1 + ∣γ(t)∣2

dt (41)

its spherical length.

Definition 1.10. We say that the family of curves γ ∶ [0,1] × U → C is unifom-
rly rectifiable (with respect to the spherical metric) if the function ∣γ̇(t;u)∣

1+∣γ(t;u)∣2 is
uniformly integrable on [0,1].

We have the following corollary of Lemma 1.8.
13



Corollary 1.11. Let V (x) = U(x) + 1
4x2 and W be a compact subset of C × {Rℓ >

− 1
2
, ℓ ≠ 0}. Given a D ⊂ C such that V (x) ≠ 0 for all (x,E, ℓ) ∈D ×W , fix a branch

of
√
V .

If the family of curves γ∶ [0,1] ×W → D is uniformly rectifiable with respect to
the spherical metric, then F (γ(t;u);u)γ̇(t;u) is uniformly integrable.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 1.8 that ∣F (γ(t;u);u)∣ ≤ CW

1+∣γ(t;u)∣2 for some constant
CW > 0 depending on W . The thesis follows. □

Definition 1.12. Fix a compact W in the space of parameters and a domain D.
The family of curves γ∶ [0,1]×W →D is called admissible if, given a branch of the
square root of the reduced potential (38), (U,

√
V , γ) is an admissible triple. The

family is said to be strictly admissible if moreover RS is strictly monotone along
γ, hence in particular βγ = 0.

We end the first lecture by noticing that we can write (1) in the following form

ψ′′(x) = (V (x) − 1

4x2
)ψ(x), V (x) = x2α −E +

(ℓ + 1
2
)2

x2
. (42)

The above form of the equation justifies our choice of the small parameter h̵ in the
second asymptotic regime (5), namely h̵ = (ℓ + 1

2
)−1. In fact, with this choice, the

main objects of the WKB approximation naturally scale with h̵:
● V → h̵−2V ;
● F → h̵F ;
● Consequently, if γ is strictly admissible for a value of h̵ > 0 then it is strictly

admissible for all h̵ > 0, and ργ = h̵ργ .
Therefore, provided a strictly admissible family of curves γ exists, by Theorem 1.7
we conclude that there exists a h̵ family of solutions, ψh̵(x) such that

∣ψh̵(γ(t))/ exp(∫
x

x′
[h̵−1
√
V (y) − V

′(y)
4V (y)

]dy) − 1∣ = O(h̵). (43)

This concludes Lecture I. The problem of studying (strictly) admissible curves, as
well as a proper definition of the solution (43), will be addressed in the next Lecture.
Exercises. I. 1. Deduce equation (15) from equation (14).

2. Deduce (20) and (21) from (13,15,19).
3. Assume that ℓ = 0 or ℓ = − 1

2
. Find V (x) such that the form F (x)dx, given by

expression (20), is integrable both at 0 and at ∞.
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2. Lecture II. Asymptotic behaviour of solutions - Stokes
Phenomenon

In the first part of this lecture, we study the local (asymptotic) behaviour of
solutions at 0 and ∞ by extending the Volterra integral equation to domains in
the complex plane foliated by strictly admissible curves. We will unveil that the
asymptotic behaviour at 0 is algebraic and it does not depend on the way 0 is
approached; on the contrary, the asymptotic behaviour at ∞ is exponential, and
it differs in different sectors about ∞, that are known as Stokes sectors. This is
known as Stokes Phenomenon.

In the second part of this lecture, we will formulate the problem of the global
asymptotic behaviour, namely how a solution or a basis of solutions with prescribed
asymptotic behaviour in a region of the complex plane (either a neighbourhood of
0 or a Stokes sector) behaves in a different region. We formulate this problem in
terms of Fock-Goncharov coordinates, and not in terms of connection matrices and
Stokes multipliers, because Fock-Goncharov coordinates are more natural in the
complex WKB method.

2.1. Quadratic differential. Recall the definition of a strictly admissible family
of curves, Definition 1.12. This is essentially a family of curves with finite spherical
length (41) and such that R ∫

t√
V (γ(s))γ̇(s)ds is monotonically increasing, where

V is the reduced potential (38). Along such curves, we can apply the fundamental
theorem of the complex WKB method 1.7 to find solutions approximated by the

WKB function e∫
x
γ,x′[h̵

−1√V (y)− V ′(y)
4V (y) ]dy.

Since we are interested in the behaviour of solutions at 0 and ∞, our next task
is the study of strictly admissible curves at 0 and ∞.

Definition 2.1. Let D ⊂ C̃∗ be a domain such that V (x) ≠ 0,∀x ∈ D, and x′ ∈ D
an arbitrary but fixed point. Given a choice of

√
V on D, we denote by S the action

function

S(x;E, ℓ) = ∫
x

x′

√
V (y;E, ℓ)dy (44)

We notice that S ∶ D → C is a conformal map since it is holomorphic and
its derivative never vanishes. Therefore, the lines of steepest descent (or ascent,
depending on the orientation) of RS are the level curves of the function IS. These
are called horizontal trajectories of quadratic differential V (x)dx2 and play an
important role in complex analysis and mathematical physics. They also play a
fundamental role in the complex WKB method and will be briefly studied here,
following the classical reference [41].

Definition 2.2. Let −π
2
< θ ≤ π

2
. A θ-trajectory of the quadratic differential

V (x)dx2 is a curve along which I (e−iθS) is constant.
In particular, a 0-trajectory, namely a trajectory along which IS is constant, is

called a horizontal trajectory. A π
2
-trajectory, namely a trajectory along which RS

is constant, is called a vertical trajectory.

In order to study θ-trajectories at 0 and ∞, we need first to address the study of
the local behaviour of the action function about these points. We have the following
Lemma, which is left as an exercise to the reader
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Lemma 2.3. The following asymptotic identities hold:

√
V (x) =

ℓ + 1
2

x
+O(∣x∣), x→ 0, (45)

√
V (x) = xα

⎛
⎜
⎝
1 +

⌊ 1+α
2α
⌋

∑
k=1

ckE
kx−2kα

⎞
⎟
⎠
+O(∣x∣−1−dα), x→∞. (46)

In the latter formula ck is the k − th coefficient of the Taylor series of (1 − t) 1
2 at

t = 0, and

dα = α(1 + 2 ⌊
1 + α
2α
⌋) − 1, 0 < dα ≤ 2α. (47)

The asymptotic identity (45) holds uniformly in any compact subset of the space
of parameters (E, ℓ) ∈ C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1

2
, ℓ ≠ − 1

2
}; the asymptotic identity (46) holds

uniformly in any compact subset of the space of parameters (E, ℓ) ∈ C× {Rℓ ≥ − 1
2
}.

Proof. Straightforward computation. □

Due to the above expansions (45,46), the function S has (up to a sign and
an additive constant depending on the lower integration point x′) the following
behaviour at 0 and ∞,

S(x) = (ℓ + 1

2
) logx +O(∣x∣), x→ 0, (48)

S(x) = R(x) +O(∣x∣−dα), x→∞, (49)

R(x) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

xα+1
α+1 +∑

⌊ 1+α
2α
⌋

k=1 ckE
k xα(1−2k)+1
α(1−2k)+1 , α ≠ 1

2m−1 , m ∈ N
∗,

xα+1
α+1 +∑

m−1
k=1 ckE

k xα(1−2k)+1
α(1−2k)+1 + cmE

m logx, α = 1
2m−1 , m ∈ N

∗.

(50)

In the above equation ck and dα > 0 are as in (46), and the terms O(f(x)) are
uniform in compact subsets of the space of parameters.

Following Strebel, we can introduce local coordinates at 0 and ∞ such that,
in these coordinates, the action function coincides with the dominant term of the
above expansions.

Proposition 2.4. I) Assume α ∉ { 1
2m−1 ,m ∈ N∗}. Let (E, ℓ) belong to a

compact subset W of C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1
2
}. There exists a holomorphic local

change of coordinate x = φ(z) = z +O(∣z∣1−2α) as z →∞ such that

S̃(z) ∶= S(φ(z)) = z
α+1

α + 1
. (51)

Moreover, φ′(z) = 1 +O(∣z∣−2α).
II) Assume α = 1

2m−1 with m ∈ N∗. Let (E, ℓ) belong to a compact subset W
of C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1

2
}. There exists a holomorphic local change of coordinate

x = φ(z) = z +O(∣z∣1−2α) as z →∞ such that

S̃(z) ∶= S(φ(z)) = z
α+1

α + 1
+ cmEm log z, (52)

with cm the m − th term in the Taylor expansion of (1 − t) 1
2 . Moreover,

φ′(z) = 1 +O(∣z∣−2α).
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III) Let (E, ℓ) belong to a compact subset W of C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1
2
, ℓ ≠ − 1

2
}. There

exists a holomorphic local change of coordinate x = φ(z) = z + O(∣z∣2) as
z → 0 such that

S̃(z) ∶= S(φ(z)) = (ℓ + 1

2
) log z. (53)

Moreover, φ′(z) = O(∣z∣).
In all statements above, the terms O(∣f(z)∣) are meant uniformly with respect to

W .

Proof. This is proven in [41, Theorem 7.2 and 7.4].
□

Due to Proposition 2.4, we can compute the local behaviour of horizontal and
vertical trajectories about ∞,0.

At ∞ when α ≠ 1
2m−1 ,m ∈ N

∗. In the coordinate z introduced in point I) of
Proposition 2.4, the trajectories defined by Ie−iθS = c have polar representation

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

ρ(φ) = ( c

sin((α+1)φ−θ)
)

1
α+1

, θ+2kπ
α+1 < φ <

θ+(2k+1)π
α+1 , c > 0

φ = θ+kπ
α+1 , c = 0

ρ(φ) = ( c

sin((α+1)φ−θ)
)

1
α+1

, θ+(2k+1)π
α+1 < φ < θ+(2k+2)π

α+1 , c < 0,

(54)

with k ∈ Z arbitrary. The horizontal trajectories at ∞ are represented in Figure 1.

At 0. In the coordinate z introduced in point II) of Proposition 2.4, the
trajectories defined by Ie−iθS = c have the following polar representation. If
e−iϑ(ℓ + 1

2
) = te−iβ with t > 0, then we have three different cases, depending on

β:

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

φ = c
t
, β ∈ 0, π,

log ρ = c
t
, β ∈ {π

2
,−π

2
},

log ρ = −( c
t
cotβ)φ, φ ∈ R, β ∉ {−π

2
,0,+π

2
, π}.

(55)

In the first case, the trajectory is a straight line going through the origin, in the
second case a circle centred at the origin, and in the third case an infinite spiral
entering in the origin. The horizontal trajectories at 0 are represented in Figure 2.

Figure 1. Horizontal trajectories in a neighbourhood of a regular
point and in a neighbourhood of ∞ when α = 1

2
.
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Figure 2. 2α ∈ N. Horizontal trajectories in a neighbour-
hood of x = 0, when Im (ℓ + 1

2
) = 0, Re (ℓ + 1

2
) = 0, and when

Im (ℓ + 1
2
) ,Re (ℓ + 1

2
) ≠ 0.

Definition 2.5. We name the θ-trajectories of the quadratic differential x2αdx2,
whose explicit form is given in (54), the standard θ-trajectories at ∞. We name the

θ-trajectories of the quadratic differential (ℓ+
1
2
)2

x2 dx2, whose explicit form is given
in (55), the standard θ trajectories at 0.

From the above computations, we immediately deduce the following result, which
mimics [41, Theorem 7.2, Theorem 7.4], and describes the qualitative behaviour of
θ-trajectories locally at 0 and ∞.

Proposition 2.6. I) For every (E, ℓ), the θ-trajectories of the quadratic dif-
ferential V (x;E, ℓ)dx2 enters into ∞ in the distinguished directions argx =
θ+kπ
α+1 , with k ∈ Z. There exists M > 0 such that any trajectory that enters

the domain D∞M = {x ∈ C̃∗, ∣x∣ > M} tends to ∞. Moreover, any trajectory
that lies in DM tends to ∞ into two consecutive distinguished directions.

II) For every (E, ℓ), ℓ ≠ − 1
2
, in a domain of the form D0

M = {x ∈ C̃∗, ∣x∣ < M}
with M sufficiently small, the θ-trajectories of the quadratic differential
V (x;E, ℓ)dx2, are either ‘circles’ (namely, lines whose polar representation
is ρ(φ) with ρ a quasi-periodic function), or half-lines entering into the ori-
gin, or logarithmic spirals. The three cases depends on whether e−iϑ (ℓ + 1

2
)

is real, or imaginary, or complex.

In order to apply the Fundamental Theorem of the WKB Approximation on
curves 1.7, we substantiate the above qualitative discussion, with quantitative es-
timates.

Lemma 2.7. I) Fix a compact subset W of the space of parameters C×{Rℓ ≥
− 1

2
}, a number θ, ∣θ∣ < π

2
, and k ∈ Z. Let D∞M = {x ∈ C̃∗, ∣x∣ >M}. For all

M sufficiently large so that V (x,E, ℓ) ≠ 0, ∀(x,E, ℓ) ∈DM ×W , choose
√
V

in such a way that limt→+∞RS(ei kπ
α+1 ) = −∞. Let finally γθ ∶ (0,1) → D∞M

be a parameterised branch of a standard θ-trajectory at ∞ lying in D∞M and
such that limt→0+ arg γθ = θ+kπ

α+1 .
If M is sufficiently large, γθ is strictly admissible, and

ργθ(t) = O (∣γθ ∣
−α−1) (56)

uniformly in W .
II) Fix a compact subset W of the space of parameters C×{Rℓ > − 1

2
, ℓ ≠ 0}. Let

D0
M = {x ∈ C̃∗, ∣x∣ > M}. For all M sufficiently small so that V (x,E, ℓ) ≠

0, ∀(x,E, ℓ) ∈D0
M ×W , choose

√
V in such a way that limx→0RS(x) = −∞.

Finally, let γφ ∶ (0,1) → D0
M , φ ∈ R, be a parametrisation of the segment,

{x ∈ C̃∗, argx = φ, 0 < ∣x∣ <M}, so that limt→0+ γφ(t) = 0.
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If M is sufficiently small, then γφ is strictly admissible, and

ργφ(t) = O (∣γφ(t)∣) , (57)

uniformly in W .

Proof. We prove I) and leave II) as an exercise to the reader.

I). By Definition 1.12, a curve γ is strictly admissible if (U,
√
V , γ) is an ad-

missible triple, and RS is strictly monotone along γ. We therefore need to prove
the following: if M is sufficiently large then

i) RS is strictly monotone increasing along γθ for every (E, ℓ) ∈W .
ii) ∣F (γ(t);E, ℓ)∣∣γ̇θ ∣ is uniformly integrable on W .

Property i) follows from (49), and property ii) follows from corollary 1.11. By
Lemma 1.8, F = O(x−α−2) as ∣x∣→∞ - from this (56) follows. □

Since we have found strictly admissible curves, starting at 0 and ∞, from the
Fundamental Theorem of the WKB Approximation on curves, Theorem 1.7, we
immediately deduce the following

Theorem 2.8. I) For every (k, θ, c) ∈ Z× (−π
2
, π
2
)×C∗, there exists a unique

subdominant solution Ψk(x;E, ℓ) to (1) on the ray {arg(x) = θ+kπ
α+1 } such

that

lim
t→+∞

∣Ψk (tei
θ+kπ
α+1 ;E, ℓ) e(−1)

k+1R(t ei
θ+kπ
α+1 ) − c∣ = O(t−1−eα), (58)

eα =min{dα, α + 1}, (59)

where dα is as in (47). In the above estimate, O(t−1−α) is uniform with
respect to any compact subset of the space of parameters C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1

2
}.

Moreover, the function Ψk(x;E, ℓ) is entire with respect to (E, ℓ).
II) Let ℓ ∈ {Rℓ > − 1

2
,Rℓ ≠ 0}. For every θ ∈ R, there exists a unique subdomi-

nant solution χ+(x;E, ℓ) to (1) on the ray {arg(x) = θ} such that

lim
t→0+
∣χ+(teiθ;E, ℓ)t−(ℓ+1)e−iθ(ℓ+1) − c∣ = O(t). (60)

In the above estimate O(t−1) is uniform with respect to any compact subset
of the space of parameters C × {Rℓ > − 1

2
, ℓ ≠ 0}. Moreover, the function

χ+(x;E, ℓ) is holomorphic with respect to (E, ℓ).

Using the local behaviour at 0 and ∞ of θ−trajectories and the Fundamental
Theorem of the WKB Approximation on curves, we have deduced the existence of:

● A unique subdominant solution on any ray entering 0;
● A unique subdominant solution on any ray entering∞, but on the forbidden

rays (sometime called Stokes lines) {argx =
π
2 +kπ
α+1 , k ∈ Z}.

We should now ask ourselves: Are these solutions the restriction of the same global
solution? The situation is rather different in the two cases, at x = 0 and at x =∞.
In the case at x = 0, there exists a unique global solution that vanishes along any
ray approaching 0. In the case x =∞, we divide C̃∗ in an infinite number of sectors
of amplitude π

α+1 , called Stokes sectors, whose boundaries are the forbidden rays
described above. For every such a sector, there exists a unique global subdominant
solution.

Definition 2.9. For any k ∈ Z, the k-th Stokes sector Σk is defined as,

Σk = {x ∈ C̃∗, ∣argx −
k π

α + 1
∣ < π

2α + 2
} ⊂ C̃∗. (61)
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If we restrict to {∣x∣ >M} where M is large enough so that V is never-vanishing,
the WKB function is of the form

ΨW (x) = C V (x)−
1
4 e±S(x), S(x) = ∫

x

x′

√
V (y)dy, C ≠ 0,

where S(x) is the integral of
√
V with asymptotics S(x) = xα+1

α+1 + o(x
α+1) – see

equation (49) – and the sign ± is fixed by requiring that RS(γ(t))→ −∞ as t→ 0.
We see that the eventual sign of RS(x), for ∣x∣ large, is alternating: it is +1

in the even Stokes sectors, it is −1 in the odd Stokes sectors, and indeterminate
on the boundary between sectors. RS changes sign when crossing the rays argx =
π
2 +kπ
α+1 , k ∈ Z. This corresponds to two important facts, which we will prove below

and constitute the essence of the Stokes phenomenon:
i) For every Stokes sector Σk, there exists a unique (up to a scalar multiple)

solution Ψk – called Sibuya solution – vanishing exponentially fast along
any ray contained in the sector. Such a solution diverges exponentially fast
along any ray contained in the neighbouring sectors.

ii) Along the rays argx = (2k+1)π
2α+2 , k ∈ Z, the function x

α
2 ψ(x), with ψ an

arbitrary non-zero solution, is oscillatory.
We provide a proof of the above claims in Theorem 2.13 and Theorem 2.18 below,
starting from the analysis at x =∞, which is more interesting.

2.1.1. Behaviour of solutions at ∞: Stokes phenomenon. In order to study the
WKB asymptotic in a domain in the complex plane, we extend the theory that we
have developed for the case of curves. Given the approximate solution

ΨW (x,x′) ∶= exp(∫
x

x′
[
√
V (y) − 1

4

V ′(y)
V (y)

]dy) ,

we fix a point x0 ∈ D, and look for a solution ψ ∶ D → C of equation (1) with the
boundary conditions

lim
x→x0

ψ(x)
ΨW (x,x′)

= 1, lim
x→x0

d

dx

ψ(x)
ΨW (x,x′)

= 0, x0 ∈D.

Reasoning as in Lecture I, we deduce that z(x) = ψ(x)
ΨW (x,x′) must solve the integral

equation

z = 1 −K[z],

K[f](x) = ∫
x

γ,x0

⎛
⎝
e−2 ∫

x
γ,y

√
V (w)dw − 1
2

⎞
⎠
F (y)f(y)dy,

where γ is a curve connecting x0 with x, and the forcing term F is as per (20). We
aim to solve the above integral equation on the space on the Banach space H(D),
of bounded continuous functions on D, which are analytic on D. To this aim, we
need to define a domain D and a set of admissible curves, starting at x0, such that

● Any point in D is connected to x0 by an admissible curve;
● The integral K[f](x) does not depend on the admissible curve;
● The integral K[f](x) is analytic and bounded.

Let us now fix x0 =∞. A convenient domain is chosen as follows.

Definition 2.10. For any M > 0, we let

QM = {z ∈ C,Rz >M}⋃{z ∈ C,Iz < −M}⋃{z ∈ C,Iz >M}.
Moreover, given (k, θ) ∈ Z × (−π

2
, π
2
) we let

DM,k,θ = {x ∈ C̃∗, e−iθxα+1 ∈ QM , ∣argx −
kπ + θ
α + 1

∣ < π

α + 1
} .
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For every ε ∈ (0, π
2
), we let

Dε
M,k = ⋃

∣θ∣≤π
2 −ε

DM,k,θ ⊂ C̃∗.

Finally, we denote by D
ε

M,k the closure of Dε
M,k in C̃∗.

Before proceeding further, we explain the choice of the domain D
ε

M,k. The
domain DM,k,θ with is foliated by standard θ-trajectories which starts at ∞ inside
the sector Σk. In fact, DM,k,θ are the connected (and simply connected) components
of the counterimage, under the map e−iθxα+1, of the domain QM . The domain QM
is foliated by the lines Iz = c with ∣c∣ >M , and by the half-line Iz = c, Rz >M with
∣c∣ ≤M , whose counterimages are standard θ-trajectories. Therefore,

● Dε

M,k coincides asymptotically with the closed sector ∣argx − kπ
α+1 ∣ ≤

3π−ε
2α+2 .

This is the union of the closure of the Stokes sector Σk with the neighbouring
sectors Σk±1, but for two ε−small subsectors, localised at the boundary
between Σk±1 and Σk±2.
● Through every point in D

ε

M,k passes at least a standard θ-trajectory (with
∣θ∣ ≤ π

2
− ε) which starts at ∞ inside the Stokes sector Σk. These, as we

know from Lemma 2.7, are strictly admissible curves if M is large enough.
For these two properties, D

ε

M,k is a good candidate for a domain on which we can
define the Volterra integral equation. Given such a domain, and fixed a compact W
in the space of parameters, the natural linear space on which the Volterra operator
acts is H(Dε

M,k × intW ): the space of bounded continuous functions on D
ε

M,k ×W ,
which restricted toDε

M,k×intW are holomorphic; equipped with the sup norm ∥⋅∥∞,
this is a Banach space, see Proposition 4.21, in Appendix 1. We have collected all
ingredients to define the Volterra operator.

Definition 2.11. Fix a compact W in the space of parameters C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1
2
}, an

integer k ∈ Z and an 0 < ε < π
2
. Given M big enough so that V (x,E, ℓ) ≠ 0 for all

(x,E, ℓ) ∈Dε
M,k ×W , choose the branch of

√
V in such a way that limRS = −∞ as

x→∞ along the ray argx = kπ
α+1 . For every f ∈H(Dε

M,k × intW ), we define

K[f](x;E, ℓ) = ∫
x

γ,∞

⎛
⎝
e−2 ∫

x
γ,y

√
V (w;E,ℓ)dw − 1
2

⎞
⎠
F (y;E, ℓ)f(y;E, ℓ)dy. (62)

In the above formula, γ is a standard θ-trajectory, with ∣θ∣ ≤ π
2
− ε connecting x

with ∞.

The Volterra operator is well-defined.

Lemma 2.12. Fix a compact W in the space of parameters C × {Rℓ ≥ − 1
2
}, an

integer k ∈ Z and an 0 < ε < π
2
. If M > 0 is large enough, the expression (62) defines

a bounded operator K∶H(Dε
M,k × intW )→H(Dε

M,k × intW ). Moreover,

∣K[f](x)∣ ≤ CW,ε,k ∣x∣−1−α∥f∥∞. (63)

Proof. We provide a sketch the proof, since a full proof has recently appeared in
[11, Lemma 2.8] in a much more general setting. The few steps, that are needed to
reduce the general case studied in [11, Lemma 2.8] to the particular case studied,
are an exercise to the reader.

We have to prove the following: If M is large enough, then
i) The value of K[f](x;E, ℓ) does not depend on the integration curve.
ii) K[f] ∈H(Dε

M,k × intW ), namely
– K[f] is bounded and continuos on D

ε

M,k ×W ;
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– K[f] restricted to Dε
M,k × intW is holomorphic;

iii) Estimate (63) holds.
Proof of i). Let γθ1 and γθ2 with −π

2
+ ε ≤ θ1 < θ2 ≤ π

2
− ε be two standard

θ-trajectories passing through x. Fix a number θ3 with θ2 < θ3 < π
2

and choose a
sequence of points xn on γθ1 converging to∞. For n large enough, through every xn
passes a θ3-trajectory; we let ln denote the segment of such a trajectory connecting
the point xn with the θ2-trajectory. Denoting by x̃n the intersection of ln with γθ2 ,
we have that

∫
x

γθ1 ,∞

⎛
⎝
e−2 ∫

x
γ,y

√
V (w;E,ℓ)dw − 1
2

⎞
⎠
F (y;E, ℓ)f(y;E, ℓ)dy

−∫
x

γθ2 ,∞

⎛
⎝
e−2 ∫

x
γ,y

√
V (w;E,ℓ)dw − 1
2

⎞
⎠
F (y;E, ℓ)f(y;E, ℓ)dy

=∫
xn

γθ1 ,∞

⎛
⎝
e−2 ∫

x
γ,y

√
V (w;E,ℓ)dw − 1
2

⎞
⎠
F (y;E, ℓ)f(y;E, ℓ)dy

−∫
x̃n

γθ2 ,∞

⎛
⎝
e−2 ∫

x
γ,y

√
V (w;E,ℓ)dw − 1
2

⎞
⎠
F (y;E, ℓ)f(y;E, ℓ)dy

+∫
x̃n

ln,xn

⎛
⎝
e−2 ∫

x
γ,y

√
V (w;E,ℓ)dw − 1
2

⎞
⎠
F (y;E, ℓ)f(y;E, ℓ)dy.

Since, for M large enough, the function R ∫
x
γθ,y

√
V (w;E, ℓ)dw is monotonically

increasing along a θ-trajectory, then we can estimate from above the absolute value
of the right-hand side by

∥f∥∞ (∫
xn

γθ1 ,∞
∣F (y;E, ℓ)∣∣dy∣ + ∫

x̃n

γθ2 ,∞
∣F (y;E, ℓ)∣∣dy∣ + ∫

x̃n

ln,xn

∣F (y;E, ℓ)∣∣dy∣) .

By Lemma 1.8, ∣F (x)∣ ≤ CW 1
1+∣x∣2 , therefore the latter expression is estimated from

above by

CW ∥f∥∞ (∫
xn

γθ1 ,∞

∣dy∣
1 + ∣y∣2

+ ∫
x̃n

γθ2 ,∞

∣dy∣
1 + ∣y∣2

+ ∫
x̃n

ln,xn

∣dy∣
1 + ∣y∣2

) .

Since the three θ-trajectories have finite spherical length, then the three terms con-
verge to 0 as n→∞.

Proof of ii). The first part is essentially identical to the proof of Proposition
1.4. The second part is straightforward.

Proof of iii). To prove estimate (26), we make the change of variable w =
x−α−1. In this coordinate, the standard θ-trajectories (54) become simple curves
passing through centred at w = 0 with maximal distance from w = 0 equals to
supt ∣γθ(t)∣−α−1; moreover, since ∣F (x)∣ = O(∣x−α−2∣), as proven in Lemma 1.8,
∣F (w)∣∣dx∣ ≤ C ∣dw∣ for some positive C. □

Having extended the Volterra operator to sectorial neighbourhoods of∞, we can
prove the existence of Sibuya solutions.

Theorem 2.13. [[33, Proposition 4.5]] Let dα > 0 and R(x) as in (47). For every
k ∈ Z, there exists a unique solution Ψk(x;E, ℓ), called k-th Sibuya solution, such
that, for every ε > 0,

∣Ψk(x;E, ℓ)x
α
2 e−(−1)

kR(x) − 1∣ = O(∣x−eα ∣), eα =min{dα, α + 1}, (64)
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as x→∞ in ∣argx − kπ
α+1 ∣ ≤

π
2α+2 −ε. The term O(∣x−eα ∣) is uniform in any compact

subset of the space of parameters. Moreover, the solution Ψk(x;E, ℓ) is entire with
respect to E, ℓ.

Proof. Proof of Existence. We fix a compact W in the space of parameters and
an ε′ < ε, so that ∣argx − kπ

α+1 ∣ ≤
π

2α+2 − ε is eventually contained in D
ε′

M,k. We
consider the Volterra integral equation

z = 1 −K[z], z ∈H(Dε
M,k × intW ).

Due to (63), if M is sufficiently large then ∥K∥ < 1, hence the integral equation
admits a unique solution z̃, which can be written as ∑∞n=0Kn[1] with K0[1] the
constant function 1. Hence,

z̃(x;E, ℓ) = 1 +O(∣x∣−1−α) (65)

Fixed x′ ∈Dε′
M,k, by construction the function

ψk ∶Dε′
M,k × intW → C,

ψk(x;E, ℓ) = z̃(x;E, ℓ)e∫
x
x′[
√
V (y;E,ℓ)−V ′(y;E,ℓ)

V (y;E,ℓ) ]dy

satisfies the anharmonic oscillator equation (1), and it is analytic. Due to (49) and
(65), ψk(x;E, ℓ) satisfies the estimate

∣ψk(x;E, ℓ)x
α
2 e−(−1)

kR(x) − c(x′,E, ℓ)∣ = O(∣x−eα ∣), eα =min{dα, α + 1},

where c(x′,E, ℓ) is a never vanishing analytic function. Therefore, the analytic
extension to C̃∗ ×W of the function Ψk(x;E, ℓ) ∶= ψk(x;E,ℓ)

c(x′,E,ℓ) is a solution of (1)
satisfying the estimate (64), and it is analytic.

Proof of Uniqueness. Uniqueness follows from existence. Since Ψk+1 diverges
exponentially in Σk, any solution not-proportional to Ψk diverges in Σk. Therefore,
Ψk is uniquely determined by (64).

□

Corollary 2.14. For every k, the solutions {Ψk,Ψk+1} forms a basis of the space
of solutions.

In particular,

Ψk+1(x;E, ℓ) = Ψk−1(x;E, ℓ) + σk(E, ℓ)Ψk (66)

where σk(E, ℓ) is an entire function of E, ℓ.

Proof. Since {Ψk−1,Ψk} is a basis, then Ψk+1(x;E, ℓ) = A(E, ℓ)Ψk−1(x;E, ℓ) +
σk(E, ℓ)Ψk for some functions A e σ. After (64),

lim
x→+∞,x∈Σk

Ψk−1(x)
Ψk(x)

= 1, lim
x→+∞,x∈Σk

Ψk(x)
Ψk(x)

= 0

whenever the limit is taken along a ray inside Σk. Hence, A = 1. □

Definition 2.15. The quantity σk defined in equation (66) is called the k-th Stokes
multiplier of the anharmonic oscillator.
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2.1.2. Behaviour of solutions at 0. We can repeat the same construction to obtain
a subdominant solution at 0, that we call χ+. Notice that another more algebraic
construction of χ+ is given in the Appendix 2.

We start by defining the domain of C̃∗ and the functional space where we want
to solve the Volterra integral equation.

Definition 2.16. Fix a compact W in the space of parameters C×{Rℓ > − 1
2
, ℓ ≠ 0}

and a θ > 0. For every M > 0, let D0
M,θ = {x ∈ C̃∗, ∣argx∣ < θ, ∣x∣ < M}, and

D
0

M,θ = {x ∈ C̃∗, ∣argx∣ ≤ θ, ∣x∣ ≤ M} ∪ {0}. Let also H(D0
M,θ × intW ) denote the

Banach space – with respect to the sup norm – of bounded continuous functions on
D

0

M,θ ×W , which restricted to D0
M,θ × intW are analytic. Fixed M so small that

V (x;E, ℓ) ≠ 0 for all (x,E, ℓ) ∈ D0

M,θ ×W , choose the branch of
√
V in such a way

that limRS = −∞ as x→ 0. For every f ∈H(D0
M,θ × intW ), define

K[f](x;E, ℓ) = ∫
x

0

⎛
⎝
e−2 ∫

x
γ,y

√
V (w;E,ℓ)dw − 1
2

⎞
⎠
F (y;E, ℓ)f(y;E, ℓ)dy. (67)

Reasoning as in Lemma 2.12, we deduce that (67) defines a bounded operator
on H(D0

M,θ × intW ).

Lemma 2.17. Fix W and θ as in the definition 2.16. If M is small enough
K ∶H(D0

M,θ × intW )→H(D0
M,θ × intW ) is a well-defined bounded operator, and

∣K[f](z;E, ℓ)∣ ≤ CW,θ ∣x∣∥f∥∞, (68)

for some constant CW,θ > 0, depending on W,θ only.

Proof. The proof is left to the reader. □

As a corollary of the above lemma, we construct the subdominant solution χ+
with asymptotic behaviour xℓ+1 (1 +O(x)) as x→ 0.

Theorem 2.18. There exists a unique solution χ+ such that or any ε > 0

∣χ+(x;E, ℓ)x−ℓ−1 − 1∣ ≤ CW,ε∣x∣, x→ 0 and ∣argx∣ ≤ 1

ε
, (69)

for any compact W subset of the space of parameters C × {Rℓ > − 1
2
, ℓ ≠ 0}. Such a

solution is analytic with respect to the parameters (E, ℓ) ∈ C × {Rℓ > − 1
2
, ℓ ≠ 0}.

Proof. The proof of I. is a corollary of Lemma 2.17, following the very same steps
as in the proof of Theorem 2.13

□

In the theorem above, we have constructed a function with subdominant asymp-
totic behaviour at 0. What about solutions with the dominant behaviour? When
2α ∈ N∗, the potential is meromorphic, and one can construct a Frobenius solution
with dominant behaviour χ−(x) = x−ℓ (1 +O(x)) by standard methods. In fact, as
proven in [33], a generalised Frobenius solution exists for every α; see (143) in Ap-
pendix 2. From that result, we deduce that for every (E, ℓ) ∈ C × {Rℓ > − 1

2
, ℓ ≠ 0},

the dominant asymptotic behaviour

lim
x→0, ∣argx∣≤ 1

ε

χ(x;E, ℓ) xℓ = 1, for every ε > 0, (70)

determines a one dimensional affine space, whose associated vector space in the
linear span of the dominant solution χ−.
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Remark 2.19. Notice that it is possible to construct the solution χ− with a dominant
behaviour at 0 using the complex WKB method, see [13]. In fact, if for one sign
of
√
V the WKB function behaves as xℓ+1 as x → 0, with the opposite sign, the

WKB function behaves as x−ℓ. However, since we do not need to work with these
solutions in the sequel, we omit such a construction here.

Having constructed the Sibuya solution Ψ0, subdominant at +∞, and the solution
χ+, subdominant at 0+, we can define the spectral determinant.

Definition 2.20. The spectral determinant is the following functions of the pa-
rameters E, ℓ,

Q+ ∶ C × {Rℓ > −
1

2
, ℓ ≠ 0}→ C, Q+(E, ℓ) ∶=Wrx[χ+(x;E, ℓ),Ψ0(x;E, ℓ)] (71)

Theorem 2.21. The spectral determinant Q+ is holomorphic in C × {Rℓ > − 1
2
}.

Proof. From Theorems 2.13 and 2.18, Q+ holomorphic on C × {Rℓ > − 1
2
, ℓ ≠ 0}.

From the Frobenius series of χ+, equation (142), we deduce that, for fixed E,
ℓ = 0 is a removable singularity of Q+. Therefore, Q+ extends holomorphically to
C × {Rℓ > − 1

2
}. □

2.2. Fock-Goncharov Coordinates. We introduce here an important concept in
the theory of ODEs in the complex plane, and more in general of the theory of
meromorphic functions, which is the notion of asymptotic values - see [4]. This
allows us to substitute the spectral determinant Q+ and the Stokes multipliers σk
with another set of spectral functions which are best suited to WKB analysis (and
have a natural geometric interpretation) called Fock-Goncharov coordinates.

The idea behind the notion of asymptotic values is that we can enlarge the space
C̃∗ by adding boundary points which represent the asymptotic regimes/directions
that emerged from the local study of solutions of the anharmonic oscillator, at 0
and ∞.

Definition 2.22. We extend C̃∗ by adding the boundary points 0 and ∞k, k ∈ Z:
● A sequence {xm}m∈N is said to converge to ∞k if ∣xm∣ → +∞ and ∃ε > 0

such that ∣argxm − kπ
α+1 ∣ ≤

π−ε
2α+2 for m large enough;

● A sequence {xm}m∈N is said to converge to 0 if ∣xm∣ → 0 and ∃ε > 0 such
that ∣argxm∣ ≤ ε for m large enough.

The great advantage of this new topological space is that the ratio of any two
solutions of the anharmonic oscillator, which is a holomorphic function f ∶ C̃∗ → C,
extends continuously to the boundary.

Definition 2.23 (Asymptotic values). Let {ψ, ψ̃} be a basis of solutions of (1).
We let

W0 (ψ, ψ̃) = lim
x→0

ψ(x)
ψ̃(x)

∈ C, (72)

Wk (ψ, ψ̃) = lim
x→∞k

ψ(x)
ψ̃(x)

∈ C, k ∈ Z. (73)

W0 and Wk are called the asymptotic values of the anharmonic oscillator.

In the following lemma, we collect the main properties of the asymptotic values.

Lemma 2.24. Assume that Rℓ > − 1
2
. Let a, b belong to the set of symbols {0}∪Z,

I) The asymptotic value Wa (ψ, ψ̃) is well-defined for all a.
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II) If φ = e1ψ + e2ψ̃, φ̃ = e3ψ + e4ψ̃ with e1e4 − e2e3 ≠ 0, then

Wa (ϕ, ϕ̃) =
e1Wa (ψ, ψ̃) + e2
e3Wa (ψ, ψ̃) + e4

. (74)

III) Let a′ ∈ {0} ∪ Z, and let ψa′ = χ+, the subdominant solution at zero, for
a′ = 0, and ψ′a = Ψk, the k-th Sibuya solution, for a′ = k ∈ Z. The following
holds

Wa (ψ, ψ̃) =Wb (ψ, ψ̃)⇐⇒ ψa ∝ ψb, (75)

where, in the above equation, ψa ∝ ψb means that ψa and ψb are propor-
tional. In particular, Wk ≠Wk+1 for all k ∈ Z.

Proof. I). By theorem 2.13, the pair of consecutive Sibuya solutions {Ψk,Ψk+1}
form a basis. Hence ψ = e1Ψk + e2Ψk+1 and ψ̃ = e3Ψk + e4Ψk+1. Therefore, since
limx→∞k

Ψk(x)
Ψk+1(x) = 0, it follows that Wk(ψ, ψ̃) exists, and

Wk (ψ, ψ̃) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

e2
e4
, e4 ≠ 0,

∞, e4 = 0.

The same consideration hold for the limit at 0. The subdominant solution χ+(x) =
xℓ+1(1+O(x)) and any another solution ϕ(x) with the asymptotics ϕ(x) = x−ℓ(1+
O(x)) form a basis, and its ratio χ+(x)

φ(x) = x
2ℓ+1(1 +O(x))→ 0 since Rℓ > − 1

2
.

II). It is a direct consequence of I.

III). Due to II), it is sufficient to prove the equivalence for a particular basis
of solutions. We choose the basis {ψa, ψ̃}, with ψ̃ not proportional to ψa. In this
case, we have that Wa = 0, and that Wb = 0 if and only if ψa ∝ ψb. □

By the above Lemma, the action of the group GL(2,C) on the basis of solutions
of the anharmonic oscillators descends to a PGL(2,C) action on asymptotic values.
Therefore, the cross-ratio of four asymptotic values is invariant under change of ba-
sis. These invariant quantities were introduced in [32] in the context of anharmonic
oscillators, but they are often called Fock-Goncharov coordinates, see [7], since they
had already appeared in a much more general context in [21].

Definition 2.25. Let E, ℓ be fixed. Let a, b, c, d be distinct indices in {0}∪Z such
that #{Wa,Wb,Wc,Wd} ≥ 3. The cross-ratio

R(a,b,c,d)(E; ℓ) = (Wa −Wb)(Wc −Wd)
(Wa −Wd)(Wb −Wc)

(76)

is called a Fock-Goncharov co-ordinate.

Lemma 2.26. Let a, b, c, d be distinct indices in {0}∪Z. For every a′ ∈ {a, b, c, d},
let ψa′ = χ+, the subdominant solution at zero, if a′ = 0, while let ψa′ = Ψk, the k-th
Sibuya solution, if a′ = k ∈ Z.

On the region

D = {(E, ℓ) ∈ C × {Rℓ > −1
2
} ,#{Wa,Wb,Wc,Wd} ≥ 3} ,

the Fock-Goncharov coordinate R(a,b,c,d) is a meromorphic function, and the fol-
lowing identity holds

R(a,b,c,d) = −
Wa(b, d)
Wc(b, d)

, (77)
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with

Wa(b, c) ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

Wa(ψb, ψc), if Wrx[ψb, ψc] ≠ 0
ψa

ψb
, if ψb ∝ ψc = 0.

Moreover,

R(a,b,c,d) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

0 ⇐⇒ ψa ∝ ψb or ψc ∝ ψd

−1 ⇐⇒ ψa ∝ ψc or ψb ∝ ψd

∞ ⇐⇒ ψa ∝ ψd or ψb ∝ ψc

(78)

In the formulas above, ψa ∝ ψb means that ψa and ψb are proportional.

Proof. Identities (77) and (78) are straightforward to check.
By the action of the group S4 on the indices {a, b, c, d} we can always re-

duce to the case a, c ∈ Z. The Sibuya solutions ψa, ψa+1 form a basis of so-
lutions which are entire in the parameters E, ℓ. Therefore, we can write ψb =
Cb,a(E, ℓ)ψa + C̃b,a(E, ℓ)ψa+1 and ψd = Cd,a(E, ℓ)ψa + C̃d,a(E, ℓ)ψa+1 with the co-
efficients Cb,a, C̃b,a,Cd,a, C̃d,a being holomorphic on C × {Rℓ > 1

2
}, which is the do-

main of analyticity of χ+ with respect to the parameters. Therefore, Wa(b, d) is
a meromorphic function on C × {Rℓ > 1

2
}. Reasoning as above, we deduce that

also Wc(b, d) is a meromorphic function on C × {Rℓ > 1
2
}. Therefore, R(a,b,c,d) is

meromorphic. □

Corollary 2.27. I) On the locus {(E, ℓ) s.t. Ψ1 is not proportional to Ψ−1}
– with Ψ±1 being the ±1 Sibuya solution – the cross-ratio

R0 ∶= R(0,−1,0,1) = −
W0(1,−1)
W0(1,−1)

(79)

is a meromorphic function. Furthermore, Q+(E, ℓ) = 0 if and only if
R0(E, ℓ) + 1 = 0.

II) The function R(k,k+2,k+1,k−1) is an entire function of E, ℓ, and the following
identity holds:

R(k,k+2,k+1,k−1) = σkσk+1, (80)
where σk is the k − th Stokes multiplier.

Proof. I). The thesis is a special case of Lemma 2.26.

II). By definition of Stokes multipliers (66), Ψk = Ψk+2 +σk+1Ψk+1 and Ψk−1 =
ψk+1 + σkΨk. Inserting this identities in (77), we obtain (80). Since, by Corollary
2.14, the Stokes multipliers σk, σk+1 are entire functions, then R(k,k+2,k+1,k−1) is an
entire function too. □

The above corollary marks the end of the second lecture. The importance of the
Fock-Goncharov coordinates is two-fold:

● The Fock-Goncharov coordinates encode the global asymptotic behaviour of
solutions to the anharmonic oscillator, in a basis independent way. In par-
ticular, the Fock-Goncharov coordinate R0 = R(0,−1,0,1) encodes the spectral
problem Q+(E, ℓ) = 0, as we have shown above.
● The Fock-Goncharov coordinates can be computed via the complex WKB

approximation, as an explicit leading term (expressed in terms of a period
of the differential

√
V (x)dx) times a correcting factor which converges to

1 in the small h̵ limit.
In the next lecture we will address the latter statement, namely we will illustrate
the WKB theory of the Fock-Goncharov coordinates.

Remark 2.28. Identity (80) was observed in [32] in the case of the quantum cubic
oscillator, namely the Schrödinger equation with potential U(x) = x3 + ax + b.
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Exercises. II. 1. Complete the proof of Lemma 2.12.
2. Construct, via the complex WKB method, a dominant solution at 0 for all

values of parameters (E, ℓ) ∈ C × {Rℓ > − 1
2
, Rℓ ≠ 0}; see [13].

3. Define a suitable topology on the space C̃∗ ∪ {0} ∪ {∞k, k ∈ Z}.
4. Compute the action of the symmetric group S4 on R(a,b,c,d). Have you seen

this action before?
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3. Lecture III. WKB approximation of Fock-Goncharov co-ordinates

In this lecture, we develop a WKB theory of Fock-Goncharov coordinates. In

the first part of this lecture, we show that R(a,b,c,d) ∼ e
h̵−1 ∮γ[

√
V (x)− V ′(x)

4V (x) ]dx where γ
is a closed loop in C̃∗ ∖{V (x) = 0} associated to the coordinate. In the second part
of the lecture, we study the above formula for the particular case of the coordinate
R0 = R(0,−1,0,1) when E > 0, ℓ > − 1

2
– since R0 encodes the spectral problem that

we are interested in. As a result, we deduce the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantisation
conditions for the spectral problem, equations (92) below.

Recall that a Fock-Goncharov coordinate is defined by choosing four distinct or-
dered points on the boundary of C̃∗, namely the vertices of an oriented quadrilateral
in this space.

Definition 3.1 (Admissible Quadrilateral). For any quadruple of distinct indices
a, b, c, d in 0 ∪ Z, we consider the oriented quadrilateral xa xb xc xd, with vertices
xa, xb, xx, xd, where

xa =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

0, if a = 0
∞a, if a ∈ Z

(81)

Let W be a compact set in C × {Rℓ > − 1
2
, ℓ ≠ 0}. We say that the quadrilateral

is WKB-admissible if there exist four strictly admissible curves, γa,b, γb,c, γc,d, γd,a,
connecting xa to xb, xb to xc, xc to xd, and xd to xa. If these exist, they are said
to provide a WKB-realization of the sides of the quadrilateral.

Let xa, xb be vertices of an admissible quadrilateral. By definition, there exists a
strictly admissible curve γa,b connecting xa to xb (the same curve with the opposite
orientation connects xb to xa). Therefore, by the Fundamental Theorem of the
WKB Approximation on curves, Theorem 1.7, the Volterra integral equation (30)
admits a unique solution zγa,b

∶ [0,1]→ C; moreover, denoting by ψa the normalised
solution subdominant at xa (if a = k ∈ Z, ψa is the k-th Sibuya solution Ψk, while
if a = 0, ψa the solution subdominant at 0, χ+), we have that

ψa(γa,b(t)) = Ce∫
t
t0
[
√
V (γ(s)− V ′(γ(s)

4V (γ(s)) γ̇(s)]dszγa,b
(t).

In the formula above, C ≠ 0 is a normalization constant that depends on t0, and√
V is chosen in such a way that R ∫

t
t0

√
V (γ(s)γ̇(s)ds is increasing. Since we are

interested in the asymptotic behaviour of ψa at xb, we define

za,b ∶= zγa,b
(1) ∈ C. (82)

We also have the following result, which is quite useful to simplify the computa-
tions.

Lemma 3.2. I) Let za,b ∈ C denote, as per (82), the end-point value of the
solution of the Volterra integral equation along a curve γa,b connecting the
boundary point xa to the boundary point xb, with a, b ∈ {0}∪Z. The quantity
za,b depends only on the the homotopy class in C̃∗ ∖ {V (x) = 0} of the
admissible path along which we compute it.

II) For all k ∈ Z, there exists a homotopy class of strictly admissible curves
connecting ∞k with ∞k+1 such that zk+1,k = zk,k+1 = 1. This is the class of
standard horizontal-trajectories at ∞, which do not encircle any zero of V .

Proof. I) The thesis follows from the fact that ψa is single valued in C̃∗∖{V (x) =
0}.

II) Let E, ℓ be fixed. Recall the definition of standard horizontal trajectory
at ∞, see equation (54). These are parameterised by the real numbers c, γc. If
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c is positive and sufficiently large, the standard horizontal trajectory γc is strictly
admissible, namely RS is monotone increasing along it, and connects ∞k with
∞k+1. From Theorem 1.7, we have that

∣zk,k+1 − 1∣ ≤ eργc − 1,

where, as per (22), ργc = ∫
1
0 ∣F (γc(t))∣γ̇c(t)∣dt. Since by Lemma 1.8, F (x) =

O(x−2−α) then limc→+∞ ργc → 0. Therefore, zk,k+1 = 1. By choosing the same
path with the reversed orientation, we deduce that zk+1,k = 1. □

From a quadrilateral to a cycle through surgery. At a given vertex of an
admissible quadrilateral, for example xa, there is an outcoming strictly admissible
curve γa,b and an outcoming strictly admissible curve γd,a. Due to the local be-
haviour of horizontal trajectories at the singular points, see Lemma 2.7 9, for every
ε > 0, we can deform γa,b and γd,a to obtain two new strictly admissible curves
γ̃d,a, γ̃a,b such that

● The deformation is local: γa,b − γ̃a,b and γd,a − γ̃d,a are loops with base
point xa, not encircling any zero of V (x), such that ργa,b−γ̃a,b

< ε and
ργd,a−γ̃d,a < ε, where ρ is as defined in (22).
● γ̃d,a, γ̃a,b overlap in a neighbourhood of xa and there coincide with a stan-

dard horizontal trajectory.
Performing the surgery described above at all four vertices, as a result, we obtain
a closed curve γa,b,c,d in C̃∗ ∖ {V = 0}; see Figure 3 for a pictorial representation.
Notice that even though the curve depends on the deformations, its homotopy class
in C̃∗ ∖ {V = 0} is, by construction, independent on the deformation.

Definition 3.3 (Loop Associated to an Admissible Quadrilateral). The loop asso-
ciated to a WKB realization of an admissible quadrilateral is the homotopy class
in C̃∗ ∖ {V = 0} of the closed curve obtained by the surgery operation described
above.

Given a WKB realization, we define the WKB or semiclassical Fock-Goncharov
coordinate as

RW(a,b,c,d)(E, ℓ) ∶= −e
−∮γa,b,c,d

[
√
V (x;E,ℓ)− V ′(x;E,ℓ)

4V (x;E,ℓ) ]dx

= −e
iπ
2 indγa,b,c,d

(V )e
−∮γa,b,c,d

√
V (x;E,ℓ)dx

. (83)

In the above equation, indγa,b,c,d
(V ) = σ × (Z − P ), where σ is the orientation of

γa,b,c,d, Z the number of zeroes (counting multiplicities) of V encircled by γa,b,c,d,
and P the number of poles (counting multiplicities) of V encircled by γa,b,c,d.

We can now prove what constitutes the essential result in the complex WKB
method: if a quadrilateral xaxbxcxd is admissible, then the corresponding Fock-
Goncharov coordinate is well approximated by formula (83), the exponential of a
period of the differential

√
V dx,

Lemma 3.4. Let the quadrilateral xaxbxcxd be admissible, and RW(a,b,c,d) be the
corresponding WKB Fock-Goncharov coordinate (83).

The following identity holds

Wa(b, d)
Wc(b, d)

= −RW(a,b,c,d)
zb,azd,c

zb,czd,a
. (84)

In the equation above, the quantities za′,b′ , with a′, b′ ∈ {a, b, c, d}, are as in (82).

9A detailed proof for the case of the cubic potential can be found in [7, Lemma A.8]
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Proof. We assume that the surgery was made so that the strictly admissible curves
overlap in a neighbourhood of the boundary points. We then choose points x̃a, x̃b, x̃c, x̃d
in the intersections of the overlapping curves and call γa,b,c,d the loop obtained by
making the surgeries at these four points; see Figure 3.

We consider the solution ψb, subdominant at xb, and we approximate it with

the WKB function e
∫ x
x̃c
[
√
V (y)− V ′(y)

4V (y) ]dy. By the Fundamental Theorem of WKB
Approximation, Theorem 1.7, we can choose a normalisation of ψb such that

ψb (γb,a(t)) = exp{∫
x̃b

γc,b,x̃c

[
√
V (y) − V

′(y)
4V (y)

]dy}×

× exp{∫
γb,a(t)

γb,a,x̃b

[
√
V (y) − V

′(y)
4V (y)

]dy} zγb,a(t)

and

ψb (γb,c(t)) = exp{∫
γb,c(t)

x̃c,γb,c

√
V (y) − V

′(y)
4V (y)

dy} zγb,c(t).

In the above equation, γb,a (resp. γc,b) denotes the curve γa,b (resp. γb,c) with the
opposite orientation: γb,a(t) = γa,b(1−t). We choose the same normalisation for the

solution ψd subdominant at xd, namely, we approximate it with e∫
x
x̃c
[
√
V (y)− V ′(y)

4V (y) ]dy.
By doing so, we obtain the following representations

Wa(b, d) = lim
x→xa

ψa(x)
ψb(x)

= e−∮γa,b,c,d
[
√
V (y)− V ′(y)

4V (y) ]dy zb(a)
zd(a)

Wc(b, d) = lim
x→xc

ψa(x)
ψb(x)

= zb(c)
zd(c)

.

By definition of RW , equation (83), the thesis follows.
□

xa

xb

xc

xd xa

xb

xc

xdx̃a x̃d

x̃b

x̃c

Figure 3. Topological representation of a quadruple of admissible
lines joining the vertices of an admissible quadrilateral xaxbxcxd be-
fore and after the surgery.

Here we show how this result can be used in practice. Let us consider the
anharmonic oscillator in the second asymptotic regime, defined by the change of
variable y = h̵ 1

α+1x, and the change of parameters ν = E (ℓ + 1
2
)−

2α
α+1 , h̵ = (ℓ + 1

2
)−1

(5). As it was already noticed in the end of the first lecture, in this regime the
reduced potential scales as h̵−2 and the forcing term (20) (hence the error ργ)
scales as h̵. To be more precise, defining Ṽ (y, ν, h̵) = Ũ(y;ν, h̵) + 1

4y2
, where Ũ is
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the potential of (5), and by F̃ the corresponding forcing term, we have

Ṽ (y;ν, h̵) = h̵−2 (x2α − ν + 1

x2
) = h̵−2Ṽ (x;ν,1), (85)

F̃ (y;ν, h̵) = h̵F̃ (y;ν,1). (86)

Assume that, as ν varies in some set N while h̵ is equal to 1, a given quadrilateral
xaxbxcxd is admissible. Then the quadrilateral is admissible for all (ν, h̵) ∈ N ×
(0,∞): in fact, since the points 0 and ∞k, k ∈ Z are invariant under the change
of variable y = h̵ 1

α+1x, h̵ > 0, the end-points of the curves γa,b, γb,c, γc,d, γd,a do not
change with h̵ > 0; by (85), they are strictly admissible for any h̵ > 0. Furthermore,
from (86) we immediately deduce that if γ is any of these four curves, the quantity
ργ which controls the WKB approximation vanishes as O(h̵). Consequently,

∣za′,b′ − 1∣ = O(h̵) as h̵→ 0, ∀a′, b′ ∈ {a, b, c, d} (87)

Therefore, after Lemma 3.4, Wa(b,d)
Wc(b,d) = −R

W
(a,b,c,d) (1 +O(h̵)). Recalling that, by

Lemma 2.26, Ra,b,c,d = −Wa(b,d)
Wc(b,d) , we have arrived to the following theorem, which

constitutes the essence of the complex WKB method.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that, as ν varies in a given set N and h̵ is equal to 1, a
given quadrilateral xaxbxcxd is admissible, and moreover the following restriction
holds: Wa ≠Wc or Wb ≠Wd for h̵ small enough. Let γ be the loop associated to the
admissible quadrilateral.

Then if h̵ > 0 is small enough

∣R(a,b,c,d)(ν, h̵)eh̵
−1 ∮γ

√
V (x;ν,1)dx + e−

iπ
2 indγ(V )∣ ≤ CN h̵, (88)

where CN > 0 is a constant depending on the set N .
Assume moreover that there exists a θ0, with θ0 < π

2
, such that, for all θ with

∣θ∣ ≤ θ0, Re−iθ ∫
x√

V (w)dw is strictly monotone increasing along the four curves
which realize the sides of the admissible quadrilateral. Then if ∣h̵∣ is small enough,
on the sector ∣arg h̵∣ ≤ θ0, the following estimate holds

∣R(a,b,c,d)(ν, h̵)eh̵
−1 ∮γ

√
V (x;ν,1)dx + e−

iπ
2 indγ(V )∣ ≤ CN,θ0 ∣h̵∣. (89)

In particular, whenever all sides are realized by horizontal trajectory, the above
estimate holds for any θ0 with 0 ≤ θ0 < π

2
.

Proof. Equation (88) was proven above.
To prove (89) we reason as follows. After the surgery, any admissible curve

in a neighbourhood of either end-points coincide with a horizontal trajectory. In
particular, if the end point of a curve is the point ∞k, then the argument of the
admissible curve tends to kπ

α+1 , see Proposition 2.6. Hence, if we apply to a curve
a rotation of θ radians with ∣θ∣ < π

2α+2 , then the curve still ends at ∞k. The
point 0 is on the contrary invariant under any rotation. We conclude that all four
end-points xa, xb, xc, xd are invariant under the transformation y = h̵ 1

α+1x if and
only if ∣arg h̵∣ < π

2
. Therefore, if there exists a θ0, θ0 < π

2
such that, for all θ with

∣θ∣ ≤ θ0, Re−iθ ∫
x√

V (w)dw is monotone increasing, then the four curves realize
the quadrilateral xaxbxcxd for all h̵, with ∣arg h̵∣ ≤ θ0. Therefore ργ = O(h̵), hence
(87) follows. □

Remark 3.6. It follows from (88) that if γ and γ′ are the homotopy classes of loops
associated with two possibly distinct WKB realizations of the same quadrilateral,
then ∮γ

√
V (x)dx = ∮γ′

√
V (x)dx.
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3.1. Stokes Complex. As we have proved above, we can compute the small h̵
limit of Fock-Goncharov coordinates via the complex WKB method, whenever the
corresponding quadrilateral is admissible. We are left therefore with the task of
studying which quadrilaterals are admissible, as the parameters E, ℓ vary in C ×
{Rℓ > 1

2
}.

The information on the admissible quadrilateral is encoded in the following ad-
missibility graph.

Definition 3.7. Fixed the parameters E, ℓ, the admissibility graph is the following
graph embedded in {C̃∗ ∖ {x ∈ C̃∗, V (x;E, ℓ) = 0}} ∪ {0} ∪ {∞k, k ∈ Z}:

● The vertices of the graph are the boundary points 0 and ∞k, k ∈ Z.
● An edge connects two vertices if, chosen one of its two possible orientations,

it is homotopic to a strictly admissible curve connecting the two vertices.

Remark 3.8. Notice that if α ∈ Q, the admissibility graph is periodic, thus it can
be reduced to a finite graph in the union of C and a finite set of boundary points.
In particular, if 2α ∈ N, the graph has 2α + 2 external vertices, ∞0, . . . ,∞2α+1 and
one internal vertex 0.

Computing the admissibility graph is quite a formidable task, even for the simple
potential we are considering. A priori, the only information that we have is that
the vertices k and k + 1 are connected by an edge, see Lemma 3.2. However, for
the sake of studying the spectrum of the anharmonic oscillator when ℓ > − 1

2
, our

task is greatly simplified. In fact, since the spectrum is real and positive, and
it is encoded by the Fock-Goncharov coordinate R0, we need only consider the
admissibility graph for E, ℓ+ 1

2
real and positive, and restricted to the four vertices

0,∞−1,∞0,∞1.
It turns out that, with these restrictions, the admissibility graph is completely

characterised by the nature of the positive roots of the potential V (x;E, ℓ) for
E > 0, ℓ > − 1

2
, whether there are no positive roots, or one positive double root, or

two positive simple roots. Letting

E∗(ℓ) = α−
α

1+α (1 + α) (ℓ + 1

2
)

2α
1+α

, x∗(ℓ) = α−
1

2+2α (ℓ + 1

2
)

1
1+α

, (90)

it follows that

i) If E < E∗(ℓ), then V (x;E, ℓ) > 0 for all x > 0;
ii) If E = E∗(ℓ), then x∗(ℓ) is a double zero and V (x;E, ℓ) > 0 for all x > 0, x ≠

x∗(ℓ);
iii) If E > E∗(ℓ) then V (x;E, ℓ) has two positive and simple zeroes x−, x+

(depending on E, ℓ) with x− < x+; it follows that V (x;E, ℓ) > 0 for x ∈
(0, x−) ∪ (x+,∞), and V (x;E, ℓ) < 0 for x ∈ (x−, x+).

We notice that, by Theorem 4.30, if E is a spectral point than E > E∗; hence, we
actually need only study the third case. Before addressing the admissibility graph
for these three cases, we make a pause to introduce another embedded graph which
is studied in relation in the realm of the complex WKB method, called the Stokes
complex [30] or Stokes graph [25]

We first define the notion of turning point.

Definition 3.9. A (simple, double, etc...) zero of the reduced potential V is called
a (simple, double, etc...) turning point of the quadratic differential.

As shown in [41][Theorem 7.2], if x0 ≠ 0 be a zero of order β, so that V (x) =
a0(x − x0)β (1 +O(x)), there exists a holomorphic change of coordinate x = φ(z) =
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x0 + z +O(z2) such that

S̃(z) = S(φ(z)) = 2

β + 2
a

1
2

0 z
β+2
2 .

Therefore, from a turning point x0 of order β, there emanates exactly β + 2 θ-
trajectories of the quadratic differential V (x)dx2. If V (x) = a0(x − x0)β +O(∣x −
x0∣β+1), the horizontal trajectories emanates from x0 in the directions 2π

β+2k − 2θ +
arg a0, with k = 0, . . . , β + 1. See Figure 4.

Figure 4. Horizontal trajectories in a neighbourhood of a simple
turning point.

Definition 3.10 (Stokes Complex). We add to C̃∗ the points {∞k+ 1
2
, k ∈ Z} by the

following rule: a sequence {xm}m∈N is said to converge to ∞k+ 1
2

if ∣xm∣ → ∞ and

argxm →
(k+ 1

2 )π
α+1 . Fixed E, ℓ, the Stokes complex is the following graph embedded

in {C̃∗ ∖ {V (x) = 0}} ∪ {0} ∪ {∞k+ 1
2
, k ∈ Z} :

● The set of vertices of the graph is the union of the turning points {x ∈
C̃∗, V (x) = 0} and boundary points {0} ∪ {∞k+ 1

2
, k ∈ Z}.

● The edges are vertical trajectories starting at a turning point.

Notice that a turning point of order β has valency β + 2.
There is a vast literature on Stokes complexes, see e.g. [25] and references therein.

In this lecture, we merely touch upon the notion of Stokes complex, but we make
use of it to render graphically our computations. To give the reader a flavour of
this subject, we present separately the case α = 1, the isotropic harmonic oscillator,
for which the Stokes complex is exactly known, see e.g. [35].

The isotropic harmonic oscillator. . We show the Stokes complex for the isotropic
harmonic oscillator, namely the anharmonic oscillator with α = 1.

V (x;E, ℓ) = x2 +
(ℓ + 1

2
)2

x2
−E, x∗ = (ℓ +

1

2
)

1
2 , E∗ = 2ℓ + 1.

Since the potential V is meromorphic in C, the Stokes complex is periodic, and
it has four external vertices ∞ 1

2
,∞ 3

2
,∞− 3

2
,∞− 1

2
. According to the trichotomy de-

scribed above, there are three cases.

Case I: 0 ≤ E < E∗ = 2ℓ + 1. In this case, the potential has two complex conjugate
pairs of zeroes. The Stokes complex and the admissibility graph are given in Figure
5. The quadrilateral 0∞1−∞0∞1 is admissible and there is a horizontal trajectory
connecting 0 to ∞0.
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0

∞ 1
2

∞− 1
2

∞ 3
2

∞− 3
2

0
∞0

∞1

∞−1

∞2

Figure 5. Isotropic harmonic oscillator potential with ℓ > − 1
2

and
E < 2ℓ + 1. Left: Topological representation of the Stokes complex.
Right: Admissibility graph.

E = E∗ = 2ℓ + 1. In this case, the potential has two zeroes x = ±x∗, real and of
multiplicity two. The Stokes complex and the admissibility graph are given in
Figure 6. The quadrilateral 0∞1−∞0∞1 is admissible and there are no admissible
lines connecting 0 to ∞0 or ∞−1 to ∞1.

0

∞ 1
2

∞− 1
2

∞ 3
2

∞− 3
2

0
∞2 ∞0

∞1

∞−1

Figure 6. Isotropic harmonic oscillator potential with ℓ > − 1
2

and
E = 2ℓ + 1. Left: Topological representation of the Stokes complex.
Right: Admissibility graph.

E > E∗ = 2ℓ + 1. In this case, the potential has four simple zeroes, all of them be-
ing real, two positive x−, x+ and two negative −x−,−x+. The Stokes complex and
the admissibility graph are given in Figure 7. The quadrilateral 0∞1−∞0∞1 is
admissible and there is a horizontal trajectory connecting ∞−1 to ∞1.
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0

∞ 1
2

∞− 1
2

∞ 3
2

∞− 3
2

∞2 ∞0

∞1

∞−1

0

Figure 7. Isotropic harmonic oscillator potential with ℓ > − 1
2

and
E > 2ℓ + 1. Left: Topological representation of the Stokes complex.
Right: Admissibility graph.

Remark 3.11. In all three cases above, if we erase the vertex 0, the Stokes complex is

connected. For this reason, the Riemann Surface {(x, y) ∈ C2, y2 = x2 −E + (ℓ+
1
2 )

2

x2 }

with E > 0, ℓ > − 1
2

is called a Boutroux curve (Boutroux curves play a prominent
role in the WKB analysis of Painlevé transcendents, see [30, 34]). This property
does not extend to general α. In fact, one can show that, if α ≠ 1, for every fixed
ℓ > − 1

2
, the Stokes complex is connected when E = 0, but it is not connected in a

punctured neighbourhood of E = 0.

General potential: Turning points and admissible lines. For general α, we are not
able to characterise fully the Stokes complex, but we are able to show that the
quadrilateral 0∞−1∞0∞1 is admissible and that ∞1 and ∞−1 are connected by a
strictly admissible line if E > E∗.

The homotopy class of the admissible curves realizing the quadrilateral, the
associated loop and the Stokes complex (restricted to the sector ∣argx∣ ≤ π

2α+2 ) are
depicted in Figure 8 and Figure 9 below. The proof of the content of Figure 8 will
appear in the more general Proposition 4.13, that we will prove in the next and
final lecture.
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0 x− x+

∞1

∞−1

∞0

∞− 1
2

∞ 1
2

∞− 3
2

∞ 3
2

Figure 8. With E > E∗. Black lines: Topological representation of
admissible lines joining ∞±1 to 0 and ∞1 to ∞−1. Red line: Loop
associated to the admissible quadrilateral 0∞−1∞0∞1.

0 x− x+

∞ 1
2

∞− 1
2

Figure 9. With E > E∗. Topology of the Stokes complex, restricted
to the sector ∣argx∣ ≤ π

2α+2
.

3.2. Bohr-Sommerfeld Quantisation conditions. By definition, see (83), the
WKB Fock-Goncharov coordinate RW0,−1,0,1 is given by

RW0 = −e
π
2 indγ(V )e−h̵

−1 ∮γ
√
V (x)dx,

where γ is the loop associated to the quadrilateral 0∞−1∞0∞1 and it is depicted
in Figure 8 above. The loop γ encircles the two real and positive roots x−, x+ and
has index 2. Moreover, −∮ h̵−1 ∮γ

√
V (x)dx = 2i ∫

x+
x−

√
−V (x;E, ℓ)dx, where the√

−V (x;E, ℓ) is chosen to be positive on x ∈ (x−, x+). Therefore,

RW0 = exp{2i∫
x+

x−

√
−V (x;E, ℓ)dx} . (91)
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Recall that the spectral points are described by the implicit equation R0 = −1. By
equating RW0 = −1, we obtain the following Bohr-Sommerfeld quantisation condi-
tions,

1

π
∫

x+

x−

¿
ÁÁÀ

E − x2α −
(ℓ + 1

2
)2

x2
dx = n + 1

2
, n ∈ N, (92)

which yields the WKB approximation of the spectrum. In the next and final lecture,
we will show that the spectrum of the anharmonic oscillators is well-approximated
by the solution to the Bohr-Sommerfeld conditions, in both asymptotic regimes
that we are considering.
Exercises. III. 1. Prove that it is possible to deform strictly admissible trajecto-
ries as described in the surgery procedures, see Definition 3.3.

2. Show that the Stokes complex for the harmonic oscillator is as in 6, 5, and
Figure 7.

3. Show that the Stokes complex for general α is connected when E = 0 and
ℓ > − 1

2
.
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4. Lecture IV. Asymptotic analysis of spectral determinants

Throughout this lecture, we will use the following

Notation 4.1. We use the notation A ≲ B (resp. A ≳ B ) to indicate that A ≤ CB
(resp. A ≥ CB ), where C > 0 is an absolute constant that only depends on fixed
parameters. We also write A ≲k B to indicate that the implicit constant depends
on a parameter k.

In this lecture, we prove that the spectrum of the anharmonic oscillator is well-
approximated by the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantisation conditions (92). In view of the
Bohr-Sommerfeld conditions, it is natural to introduce the following function,

I ∶R>0 ×R>− 1
2
∋ (E, ℓ)↦ I(E, ℓ) ∈ R,

I(E, ℓ) ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩

1
π ∫

x+
x−

√
E − x2α − (ℓ+

1
2
)2

x2 dx, E > E∗(ℓ)
0, E ≤ E∗(ℓ)

(93)

where E∗ is as per (90). The Bohr-Sommerfeld quantization condition reads

I(E, ℓ) = n + 1

2
, n ∈ Zn≥0. (94)

The following Proposition holds:

Proposition 4.1. For any n ∈ N, there exists one and only one solution to (94).
This solution is denoted Ên(ℓ) and is a smooth function of ℓ ∈ (− 1

2
,+∞).

Proof. If E > E∗, then ∂EI(E, ℓ) = ∫
x+
x−

1

2

√
E−x2α−

(ℓ+ 1
2
)2

x2

dx > 0. The thesis follows

from the implicit function theorem. □

We give now the precise statements of the main results of this lecture. Recall
that, for any fixed ℓ > − 1

2
, the zeroes of Q+(E, ℓ), namely the spectrum of the

anharmonic oscillator, are real positive and simple. Denoting them as En(ℓ), n ∈ N,
in such a way that En(ℓ) < En+1(ℓ), the eigenfunction corresponding to En has
exactly n zeros on (0,+∞).

The main results of this lecture are the following two theorems, that provide
an asymptotic characterization of the spectral points En(ℓ) in the two asymptotic
regimes that we are considering.

In the first asymptotic regime, we let E → +∞ with ℓ fixed. This results in the
study of the spectrum En(ℓ) for n large and ℓ fixed.

Theorem 4.2. Let us fix ℓ > − 1
2
. There exists a positive integer N ∈ N, depending

on ℓ, such that

RRRRRRRRRRRRR

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣

π

2

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦

− 2α
α+1

(4n + 2ℓ + 1)−
2α
α+1En(ℓ) − 1

RRRRRRRRRRRRR
≲ℓ

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

1
n

if α > 1
2
,

logn
n

if α = 1
2
,

1

nα+ 1
2

if 0 < α < 1
2

(95)

holds for all n ≥ N .

In the second asymptotic regime, we let E, ℓ → +∞ with ν = E ℓα+1
2α fixed. This

results in the study of the spectrum En(ℓ) for ℓ→ +∞ and n unrestricted.

Theorem 4.3. For all ℓ sufficiently large and every n ∈ N, the following estimate
holds

∣En(ℓ)
Ên(ℓ)

− 1∣ ≲ ℓ−1 (2n + 1)
ℓ

(G(2n + 1
ℓ
))
−2
. (96)
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In the above formula G∶ [0,+∞)→ (0,+∞) is a smooth, strictly positive and strictly

monotone function such that G(0) = α+1
α

α
α+1

, G′(0) = α−
1

α+1
2
√
2α+2

, and G(x) ∼ Axα+1
2α as

x→ +∞, with A = 1
2
√
π

Γ( 1+2α2α
)

Γ( 1+3α2α
) .

In particular, there are two sub-regimes:
I) For any fixed n ∈ N, inequality

∣α
α

α+1

α + 1
ℓ−

2α
α+1En(ℓ) − 1 −

2α
√
2√

α + 1
(n + 1

2
) ℓ−1∣ ≲n ℓ−

3
2 (97)

holds for all sufficiently big values of ℓ (depending on n).
II) If 2n+1

ℓ
≥ µ, for some µ > 0, then

∣En(ℓ)
Ên(ℓ)

− 1∣ ≲µ ℓ−1 (
(2n + 1)

ℓ
)
− 1

α

. (98)

Remark 4.4. The asymptotics of the spectrum for fixed ℓ is known in the physics
literature, see e.g. [15]. Theorem 4.2 is the first place, to our knowledge, where the
error term is precisely estimated, and the result is actually proven in this generality.

The asymptotics of the spectrum for large ℓ is not so well studied. The asymp-
totics for the bottom of the spectrum, i.e. when n is fixed, can be deduced by a
standard method in quantum mechanics, the approximation of the potential at a
non-degenerate minimum by a harmonic oscillator, see [36]; formula (97) indeed
already appears, without proof, in [8]. The unrestricted formulae (96) and (98)
require the more specialised analysis that we have developed here. We notice that
the same formulae were proven on the IM side of the ODE/IM correspondence in
[9], as describing the large momentum asymptotics of Bethe roots for the Quantum
KdV model. The coincidence of these asymptotic formulae constitutes the only
known proof of the ODE/IM correspondence, see [9, 33].

4.1. WKB integrals. We study here the asymptotics of the WKB integrals de-
fined in (100). First of all, we notice that I(E, ℓ) enjoy the following covariance
symmetry:

I (E λ
2α
α+1 , ℓ λ − 1

2
) = λI (E, ℓ − 1

2
) , (99)

for all λ ∈ R>0. Due to (99) we can fix the value of E or ℓ, therefore it is convenient
to introduce the following quantities:

J1(u) ∶= I (1, u −
1

2
) , J2(u) ∶= I (u,

1

2
) = u

α+1
2α J1(u−

α+1
2α ). (100)

The functions J1(u) and J2(u) are convenient to the aim of our asymptotic
studies. Indeed, for the sake of our analysis, we need to study the small u limit of
the function J1(u) for the regime E →∞ with fixed ℓ, while the function J2(u), for
all values of u, characterizes the regime E, ℓ→∞. More precisely, we have

I(E, ℓ)∣
E=h̵−

2α
α+1 = h̵

−1J1 ((ℓ +
1

2
) h̵) (101)

and
I(E, ℓ)∣

E(ℓ+ 1
2
)−

2α
α+1 ≡ν

= h̵−1J2(ν). (102)

Proposition 4.5. Let us fix a constant C > 0. There exists a constant δ > 0
depending only on C such that

RRRRRRRRRRR
J1 (u) −

1

2
√
π

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)
+ 1

2
∣u∣
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲C

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

∣u∣2, for α > 1
2
,

∣u∣2 ∣log ∣u∣∣ for α = 1
2
,

∣u∣2α+1 for 0 < α < 1
2

(103)

40



holds for all ∣u∣ < δ, with ∣arg(u)∣ ≤ C ∣u∣.

Proof. In the variable u = (ℓ + 1
2
) h̵, with small ∣u∣, the end points u−, u+ of the

WKB integral J1(u) have asymptotics

u− = u(1 +
u2α

2
+O (u4α))

and

u+ = 1 −
u2

2α
+O(u4),

as ∣u∣ → 0 (the proof of this asymptotics is given in Lemma 4.11 of the subsequent
section). Letting r−, r+ > 0 be fixed constants and defining t1 ∶= ∣u∣ (1 + r−∣u∣2α),
t2 ∶= 1 − r+∣u∣2, the path of integration is taken to be the composition of segments

[u−, t1] ∗ [t1, t2] ∗ [t2, u+].

Along the segments [u−, t1] and [t2, u+] the integral of
√
1 − y2α − u2y−2dy isO(∣u∣2α+1)

and O(∣u∣3), respectively. On the segment [t1, t2] we can write

∫
t2

t1

√
1 − y2α − u

2

y2
dy =

√
π

4α
∑

m,j≥0

(−1)m+ju2m

m!j!Γ ( 3
2
− (m + j)) ∫

t2α2

t2α1

w
1−2m
2α +j−1dw

(this series comes from two binomial expansions, which are uniformly and absolutely
convergent, provided we take r−, r+ > 0 sufficiently large). From

∫
t2

2α

t12α
w

1−2m
2α +j−1dw =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

t1−2m+2αj
2 −t1−2m+2αj

1
1−2m
2α +j if 1−2m

2α
+ j ≠ 0

2α log t2
t1

if α = 2s−1
2q

, m = s, j = q
for some s, q ∈ Z>0,

and using formulas

∑
k≥0
(
1
2

k
) (−1)

k

1 + zk
=
√
π

2 + z
Γ ( 1

z
)

Γ ( 2+z
2z
)
,

∑
k≥0
(
1
2

k
) (−1)

k

1 − 2k
zk =

√
1 − z +

√
z arcsin

√
z, ∣z∣ < 1,

the result follows by extracting the first two leading terms in ∣u∣, namely the terms
involving t2 with m = 0 and summed over j and the terms involving t1 with j = 0
and summed over m (recall also that we require ∣arg(u)∣ ≤ C ∣u∣).

□

A direct corollary of 4.5 is the large n asymptotics (with fixed ℓ > − 1
2
) of the

solution Ên(ℓ) to the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantisation conditions (94):

Proposition 4.6. Let us fix ℓ > − 1
2
. There exists a positive integer N ∈ N, depend-

ing on ℓ, such that

RRRRRRRRRRRRR

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣

π

2

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦

− 2α
α+1

(4n + 2ℓ + 1)−
2α
α+1 Ên(ℓ) − 1

RRRRRRRRRRRRR
≲ℓ

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

1
n

if α > 1
2
,

logn
n

if α = 1
2

1

nα+ 1
2

if 0 < α < 1
2

(104)

holds for all n ≥ N .

Before studying the function J2(ν), it is convenient to introduce the following
notation:

ν∗ ∶=
α + 1
α

α
α+1

, and y∗ ∶= α−
1

2α+2 , (105)

being ν = ν∗ the critical value at which the rescaled potential y2α + 1
y2
− ν has a

double turning point at y = y∗.
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Proposition 4.7. I) There exists a constant δ > 0 such that

∣J2(ν) −
α−

1
α+1

2
√
2α + 2

(ν − ν∗)∣ ≲ ∣ν − ν∗∣
3
2 (106)

holds for all 0 < ν − ν∗ < δ;
II) There exists a constant M > 0 such that

RRRRRRRRRRR
J2 (ν) −

ν
α+1
2α

2
√
π

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)
+ 1

2

RRRRRRRRRRR
≲

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

ν−
α+1
2α , for α > 1

2
,

ν−
3
2 ∣log ν∣ for α = 1

2
,

ν−(α+1) for 0 < α < 1
2

(107)

holds for all ν ≥M ;
III) There exist C2 > C1 > 0 such that

C1 ν
1−α
2α ≤ J ′2(ν) ≤ C2 ν

1−α
2α (108)

for all ν ≥ ν∗.

To prove point I) of Proposition 4.7 we need to know the asymptotics of the real
turning points ŷ−(ν), ŷ+(ν) of the rescaled potential y2α + 1

y2
− ν as ν − ν∗ → 0+:

Lemma 4.8. There exists a constant δ > 0 such that the positive real turning points
ŷ−(ν), ŷ+(ν) of the rescaled potential y2α + 1

y2
− ν satisfy

∣ŷ−(ν) − y∗ + α−
1

α+1 (2α + 2)−
1
2 (ν − ν∗)

1
2 + α−

1
2α+2

2α − 5
12
(ν − ν∗)∣ ≲ ∣ν − ν∗∣

3
2

∣ŷ+(ν) − y∗ − α−
1

α+1 (2α + 2)−
1
2 (ν − ν∗)

1
2 + α−

1
2α+2

2α − 5
12
(ν − ν∗)∣ ≲ ∣ν − ν∗∣

3
2

(109)

for all 0 < ν − ν∗ < δ (y∗ and ν∗ are defined in (105)).

Proof. First of all, for all ν sufficiently close to ν∗ we can write

ν − y2α − 1

y2
= ν − ν∗ + f(y),

where f(y) is a holomorphic function of y in a neighbourhood of y = y∗ (not
depending on ν) such that

∣f(y) + 2(α + 1)
2

α+1 (y − y∗)2 +
2

3
α

5
2α+2 (α + 1)(2α − 5)(y − y∗)3∣ ≲ ∣y − y∗∣4.

The equation for the turning points can be written as

y = y∗ ±

¿
ÁÁÀα−

2
α+1

2α + 2
(ν − ν∗) + (

α−
2

α+1

2α + 2
f(y) + (y − y∗)2);

for each choice of the sign in the previous equation, existence and uniqueness of a
solution ŷ±(ν) for all ν sufficiently close to ν∗ (from the right), as well as a (conver-
gent) Puiseux expansion in powers of (ν−ν∗)

1
2 , is established by the general theory

(see [27], Section 7.2). The computation of the coefficients of the Puiseux expansion
is done by iteration method (see also [23], Section 1.3, for simple computational
recipes). □

Proof of Proposition 4.7. Inequality (106) of point I) is obtained by Taylor expand-
ing the integrand around (y, ν) = (y∗, ν∗) and taking into account the asymptotics
of the real, coalescing turning points as ν−ν∗ → 0+ given in Lemma 4.8 (see also [9],
equation 2.22, and [33], Lemma 6.7). Point II) is just a consequence of the relation
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between J1 ad J2 (see (100)) and an application of inequalities (103) of Proposition
4.5. To prove (108) of point III), we have

J ′2(ν) =
1

π
∫

ŷ+(ν)

ŷ−(ν)
(ν − y2α − 1

y2
)
− 1

2

dy,

we can (uniformly and absolutely) Taylor expand the integrand around the point
of minimum y = y∗ and, taking into account the estimates r−ν−

1
2 < ŷ−(ν) < R−ν−

1
2 ,

r+ν
1
2α < ŷ+(ν) < R+ν

1
2α , for some 0 < r± < 1 and R± > 1 not depending on ν (these

estimates are proved in Lemma 4.14 of Section 4.3), the result follows. □

As a direct corollary of Proposition 4.7, point I), we obtain also the asymptotics
of the solution Ên(ℓ) to the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantisation conditions (94) for fixed
n ∈ N and large ℓ:

Proposition 4.9. Let us fix n ∈ N. There exists a constant M > 0 depending on n
such that

∣α
α

α+1

α + 1
ℓ−

2α
α+1 Ên(ℓ) − 1 −

2α
√
2√

α + 1
(n + 1

2
) 1
ℓ
∣ ≲n

1

ℓ
3
2

(110)

holds for all ℓ >M .

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.2. The proof of Theorem 4.2 is rather long, hence we
will break it into several steps. First, we need to show existence of admissible lines
joining the vertices of the quadrilateral 0∞−1∞0∞1 belonging to the homotopy
classes of the curves represented in Figure 8. We have to show then that the quan-
tities ∣z±1,0 − 1∣ and ∣z1,−1 − 1∣, where the quantity za,b is as in (82) and is evaluated
on the homotopy classes of the curves of Figure 8, go to zero as h̵ → 0, obtaining
in this way an approximation of the Fock-Goncharov coordinate R0 (h̵−

2α
α+1 ; ℓ) in

terms of the semiclassical Fock-Goncharov coordinate RW0 (h̵−
2α
α+1 ; ℓ) given in (91).

This is the content of Proposition 4.10. This result requires the study of the turning
points in the sector − 3π

2α+2 < arg(y) <
3π

2α+2 , which is given in Lemma 4.11. Eventu-
ally, the proof of Theorem 4.2 will be an application of these results and Rouché’s
Theorem 4.23.

Proposition 4.10. Let us fix ℓ > − 1
2

and a constant C > 0. There exists a constant
δ > 0 depending only on ℓ,C such that

∣z±1,0 − 1∣ ≲ℓ,C ∣h̵∣ (111)
∣z1,−1 − 1∣ ≲ℓ,C ∣h̵∣ (112)

hold for all ∣h̵∣ < δ, with ∣arg(h̵)∣ ≤ C ∣h̵∣. Here za,b is the symbol defined in (82)
and it is evaluated on the homotopy classes of curves joining the vertices of the
quadrilateral 0∞−1∞0∞1 represented in Figure 8.

In particular, it follows from (112) that the Sibuya solutions Ψ1 and Ψ−1 are
linearly independent if ∣h̵∣ is small enough.

In order to prove Proposition 4.10, we need to locate the turning points of the

rescaled potential y2α + (ℓ+
1
2
)2h̵2

y2
− 1:

Lemma 4.11. Let us fix ℓ > − 1
2
. The following holds:

I) There are precisely two simple turning points in the sector − π
2α+2 ≤ arg(y) ≤

π
2α+2 , call them y−(h̵; ℓ) and y+(h̵; ℓ); furthermore, there exists a constant
δ > 0, depending on ℓ, such that

∣ 1
h̵
(ℓ + 1

2
)
−1
y−(h̵; ℓ) − 1 −

1

2
(ℓ + 1

2
)
2α

h̵2α∣ ≲ℓ ∣h̵∣4α (113)
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and

∣y+(h̵; ℓ) − 1 +
1

2α
(ℓ + 1

2
)
2

h̵2∣ ≲ℓ ∣h̵∣4 (114)

holds for all ∣h̵∣ < δ and ∣arg(h̵)∣ < π
2α+2 .

II) In each sector − 3π
2α+2 < arg(y) < − π

2α+2 and π
2α+2 < arg(y) < 3π

2α+2 there
exists at most one turning point, in which case they are denoted y±1(h̵; ℓ);
furthermore, there exists a constant δ > 0, depending on ℓ, such that

∣y±1(h̵; ℓ) − e±
iπ
α + e

∓ iπ
α

2α
(ℓ + 1

2
)
2

h̵2∣ ≲ℓ ∣h̵∣4 (115)

holds for all ∣h̵∣ < δ, ∣arg(h̵)∣ < π
2α+2 .

III) There are no other turning points in the sector − 3π
2α+2 < arg(y) <

3π
2α+2 .

Proof. The equation for the turning points of the rescaled potential is

y2α − y2 + (ℓ + 1

2
)
2

h̵2 = 0.

Let us introduce for convenience the parameter η ∶= (ℓ + 1
2
)2 h̵2 and the function

G(y, η) ∶= y2α − y2 + η. For any k ∈ Z we have

G (ei
kπ
α ,0) = 0, ∂

∂y
G (ei

kπ
α ,0) = 2αei

kπ
α .

By the implicit function theorem, for any k ∈ Z we receive a holomorphic function
xk(η) such that G(y, η) = 0 in a neighbourhood of (y, η) = (ei kπ

α ,0) if and only if

y = xk(η). Plugging the Taylor series of xk(η) into the equation G (x(α)k (η), η) = 0
we can compute its coefficients up to any fixed order and by holomorphicity of
xk(η) we know the order of the remainder as η → 0. In particular, we find

∣xk(η) − ei
kπ
α + e

−i kπ
α

2α
η∣ ≲k ∣η∣2.

Specializing to k = 0,±1 and coming back to the original parameters, we obtain
inequalities (114) and (115).

The proof of inequality (113) is left as an exercise for the reader. The proof of
point III) is just a direct checking.

□

Proof of Proposition 4.10. Let us start with inequality (111). From Theorem 1.7
(see also Remark 1.6) it follows that it is sufficient to find an admissible curve
γ±1,0 belonging to the homotopy class of the curves joining ∞±1 to 0 represented in
Figure 8 such that

sup
y∈γ±1,0

∣∫
y

∞1,γ1,0
(e
−2(RS(y;h̵,ℓ)−RS(t;h̵,ℓ)) − 1

2
)F (t; h̵, ℓ)dt∣ ≲ℓ,C ∣h̵∣, (116)

for all sufficiently small values of ∣h̵∣ and ∣arg(h̵)∣ ≤ C ∣h̵∣, where

S(y; h̵, ℓ) ∶= ∫
y

y−(h̵;ℓ)
h̵−1

¿
ÁÁÀ

t2α +
(ℓ + 1

2
)2 h̵2

t2
− 1dt

(y−(h̵; ℓ) is the turning point of point I) of Lemma 4.11) and

F (y; h̵, ℓ) ∶= h̵
√
y2α + (ℓ+

1
2
)2h̵2

y2
− 1
[ 1

4y2
+ 1

2
{S(y; h̵, ℓ), y}] ,
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being {S(y; h̵, ℓ), y} the Schwarzian derivative 10 of S(y; h̵, ℓ)
Letting r−, r+ > 0 be two fixed, sufficiently big numbers, depending on ℓ, we

construct a path γ1,0 as the following composition of paths:

γ1,0 ∶= Λ1 ∗ C− ∗ I ∗ C+ ∗Λ2,

where Λ1 is the horizontal trajectory starting at 0 and ending at λ1 ∶= ∣h̵∣ (ℓ + 1
2
) (1 − r−∣h̵∣2α)

(i.e. {IS(y; h̵, ℓ) = IS(λ1; h̵, ℓ)}), C− is the arc starting at λ1, encircling the turning
point y−(h̵; ℓ) and ending at ∣h̵∣ (ℓ + 1

2
) (1 + r−∣h̵∣2α), I is the segment on the real

line starting at ∣h̵∣ (ℓ + 1
2
) (1 + r−∣h̵∣2α) and ending at 1−r+∣h̵∣2, C+ is the arc starting

at 1 − r+∣h̵∣2, encircling the turning point y+(h̵; ℓ) and ending at λ2 ∶= 1 − r+∣h̵∣2eiϕ
(for some small ϕ > 0), and Λ2 is the horizontal trajectory starting at λ2 and ending
at ∞1 (i.e. {IS(y; h̵, ℓ) = IS(λ2; h̵, ℓ)}). This path is depicted in Figure 10.

Along the path Λ2 the function RS(y; h̵, ℓ) is monotonic and ∣F (y; h̵, ℓ)∣ ≲ℓ ∣h̵∣
∣y∣α+2 ;

along the arc C+ the upper bounds ∣RS(y; h̵, ℓ)∣ ≲ℓ,C ∣h̵∣3 and ∣F (y; h̵, ℓ)∣ ≲ℓ ∣h̵∣−
3
2

hold; along the segment I we have ∣RS(y; h̵, ℓ)∣ ≲ℓ,C ∣h̵∣ and ∣F (y; h̵1, ℓ)∣ ≲ℓ ∣h̵∣;
along the arc C− we have ∣RS(y; h̵, ℓ)∣ ≲ℓ,C ∣h̵∣2α+1 and ∣F (y; h̵, ℓ)∣ ≲ℓ 1; finally, along
Λ1 the function RS(y; h̵, ℓ) is monotonic and ∣F (y; h̵, ℓ)∣ ≲ℓ 1. Putting together
these estimates (and taking into account also the length of each finite piece of γ1,0)
we obtain inequality (116). For the path γ−1,0 we just take the complex conjugate
of γ1,0 and inequality (116) still holds.

To prove (112) we follow the same technique by constructing an admissible line
γ1,−1 starting at ∞1 and ending at ∞−1 by joining the curves γ1,0 and γ−1,0 on the
real line, where they meet, as depicted in Figure 11. □

0
λ1

λ2

∞1

Figure 10. The admissible path γ1,0.

10See (135) for the definition of the Schwarzian derivative.
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0

λ2

λ2

∞−1

∞1

Figure 11. The admissible path γ1,−1.

At this point, we have all the elements to prove Theorem 4.2:

Proof of Theorem 4.2. We consider here the case α > 1
2
, being the other cases anal-

ogous.
From Proposition 4.10 and 4.5, it follows that
RRRRRRRRRRR
R0 (h̵−

2α
α+1 ; ℓ) exp

⎛
⎝
ih̵−1
√
π

2

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)
− iπ

2
(ℓ + 1

2
)
⎞
⎠
+ 1
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲ℓ,C ∣h̵∣−1 (117)

for all sufficiently small ∣h̵∣, with ∣arg(h̵)∣ < C ∣h̵∣.
Let Dn be the disc in the complex h̵-plane whose boundary is

∂Dn ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
h̵ − 2√

π

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)
(4n + 2ℓ + 1)−1 = R

n2
eiθ, 0 ≤ θ < 2π

⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭
, (118)

where R > 0 is a positive number (depending on ℓ) to be fixed. For any sufficiently
big n ∈ N, from inequality (117) we can find a constant K1 > 0 (depending on ℓ)
such that

RRRRRRRRRRR
R0 (h̵−

2α
α+1 ; ℓ) + exp

⎛
⎝
−ih̵−1

√
π

2

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)
+ iπ

2
(ℓ + 1

2
)
⎞
⎠

RRRRRRRRRRRh̵∈∂Dn

≤ K1

n
.

Furthermore, for any sufficiently big n ∈ N, we can find a constantK2 > 0 (depending
on ℓ) such that

RRRRRRRRRRR
1 − exp

⎛
⎝
−ih̵−1

√
π

2

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)
+ iπ

2
(ℓ + 1

2
)
⎞
⎠

RRRRRRRRRRRh̵∈∂Dn

≥ RK2

n
.

Choosing R > K1

K2
, it follows that

RRRRRRRRRRR
R0 (h̵−

2α
α+1 ; ℓ) + exp

⎛
⎝
−ih̵−1

√
π

2

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)
+ iπ

2
(ℓ + 1

2
)
⎞
⎠

RRRRRRRRRRRh̵∈∂Dn

<
RRRRRRRRRRR
1 − exp

⎛
⎝
−ih̵−1

√
π

2

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)
+ iπ

2
(ℓ + 1

2
)
⎞
⎠

RRRRRRRRRRRh̵∈∂Dn

.

(119)

By Rouché’s Theorem 4.23, we conclude that, for all sufficiently big n, in each disc
Dn we have precisely one zero of R0 (h̵−

2α
α+1 ; ℓ) + 1. Let us take now a sufficiently
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big positive integer n, let us consider the discs Dn and Dn+1, and let us consider
the region depicted in Figure 12 below.

Figure 12. Neighbourhood constructed from two consecutive discs
Dn and Dn+1.

By eventually redefining the constant R > 0 appearing in (118) (depending on
ℓ), we can show that inequality (119) still holds on the boundary of the region of
Figure 12. Rouché’s Theorem 4.23 implies that there are precisely two zeros of
R0 (h̵−

2α
α+1 ; ℓ)+ 1 in that region, which in turn are those contained in Dn and Dn+1.

Proceeding by induction, we can conclude that there exists some positive integer
number n0 such that all the real zeros of R0 (h̵−

2α
α+1 ; ℓ) + 1 in a neighbourhood of

h̵ = 0 are contained in
⋃
n≥n0

Dn,

where each Dn contains precisely one zero. As a consequence, and by construction
of the discs Dn, there exists a (a priori unknown) positive integer k ∈ N such that

RRRRRRRRRRR

√
π

2

Γ ( 1+3α
2α
)

Γ ( 1+2α
2α
)
(4n + 2ℓ + 1)h̵n+k(ℓ) − 1

RRRRRRRRRRR
≲ℓ

1

n
,

where h̵n+k(ℓ) is the unique zero of R0 (h̵−
2α
α+1 ; ℓ) + 1 contained in Dn, for all suffi-

ciently big n ∈ N.
We make now the following

Claim 1. Sibuya’s solution Ψ0 (h̵−
1

α+1 y; h̵−
2α
α+1 , ℓ)∣

h̵=h̵n+k
has precisely n real zeros,

for all sufficiently big values of n.

From the general Sturm-Liouville theory, in particular Theorem 4.30, we know
that the eigenfunction corresponding to the n-th eigenvalue has precisely n positive
real zeros. From the previous claim, it follows then that k = 0. Finally, coming
back to the original parameter E = h̵− 2α

α+1 we obtain the statement of the Theorem.
□

To complete the proof of Theorem 4.2 we need to prove Claim 1. To requires
a WKB analysis of Sibuya’s or Frobenius solutions at the turning points, which
goes beyond the purposes of these introductory lectures. Here we merely give some
ideas and refer the reader to [13] for an example of a detailed WKB analysis at the
turning points.

Sketch of the proof of Claim 1. From the standard WKB asymptotics we notice
that the eigenfunction Ψ0 (h̵−

1
α+1 y; h̵−

2α
α+1 , ℓ)∣

h̵=h̵n+k
does not have zeros on (0, y−(h̵; ℓ)]

and [y+(h̵; ℓ),+∞) since it has asymptotically an exponential, monotonic behaviour.
Defining

2

3
[−S−(y; h̵, ℓ)]

3
2 ∶= ∫

y

y−(h̵;ℓ)

¿
ÁÁÀ

t2α +
(ℓ + 1

2
)2 h̵2

t2
− 1dt
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and

2

3
[−S+(y; h̵, ℓ)]

3
2 ∶= ∫

y

y+(h̵;ℓ)

¿
ÁÁÀ

t2α +
(ℓ + 1

2
)2 h̵2

t2
− 1dt,

it can be shown that, on some interval [y−(h̵n+k; ℓ), ỹ−] and [ỹ+, y+(h̵n+k; ℓ)], for
some ỹ− and ỹ+ such that y−(h̵n+k; ℓ) < ỹ+ < ỹ− < y+(h̵n+k; ℓ), we have the following
asymptotics

Ψ0 (h̵−
1

α+1 y; h̵−
2α
α+1 , ℓ)∣

h̵=h̵n+k
∼ C−n [

d

dy
S−(y; h̵n+k, ℓ)]

− 1
2

Ai(−h̵−
2
3

n+kS−(y; h̵n+k, ℓ)) ,

as n → +∞, uniformly with respect to y ∈ [y−(h̵n+k, ℓ), ỹ−], and for some normal-
ization constant C−n, and

Ψ0 (h̵−
1

α+1 y; h̵−
2α
α+1 , ℓ)∣

h̵=h̵n+k
∼ C+n [

d

dy
S+(y; h̵n+k, ℓ)]

− 1
2

Ai(−h̵−
2
3

n+kS+(y; h̵n+k, ℓ)) ,

as n → +∞, uniformly with respect to y ∈ [ỹ+, y+(h̵n+k, ℓ)], and for some normal-
ization constant C+n. Using the asymptotics (103) for the WKB integral J1, the
asymptotics for the eigenvalue h̵n+k as n → +∞ and from the fact that the Airy
function Ai has only (negative) real zeros, we can argue that the eigenfunction
corresponding to the eigenvalue h̵n+k has precisely n real zeros. □

Remark 4.12. From the standard WKB asymptotics of Sibuya’s/Frobenius solu-
tions, we can actually prove that the eigenfunction Ψ0 (h̵−

1
α+1 y; h̵−

2α
α+1 , ℓ)∣

h̵=h̵n+k
,

for all sufficiently big values of n, has n zeros in a small rectangle containing the
segment [y−(h̵; ℓ), y+(h̵; ℓ)] by computing the integral along the boundary of the
rectangle of the logarithmic derivative, namely

1

2πi
∮

Ψ′0 (h̵−
1

α+1 y; h̵−
2α
α+1 , ℓ)

Ψ0 (h̵−
1

α+1 y; h̵−
2α
α+1 , ℓ)

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRh̵=h̵n+k

dy = n,

if n is large enough. However, the complex WKB method we have developed in
these lectures does not allow concluding that these zeros are real, and a more refined
analysis at the turning points cannot be avoided.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.3. We follow here the same scheme of the previous
section. We first prove that ∣z±1,0 − 1∣ goes to 0 as h̵ → 0, for all ν ≥ ν∗, and
∣z−1,1 − 1∣ goes to 0 as h̵ → 0 for all ν ≥ ν̃, for any fixed ν̃ > ν∗. This is the
content of Proposition 4.13. To this aim we need to locate the turning points in the
sector − 3π

2α+2 < arg(y) <
3π

2α+2 (see Lemma 4.14) and we need to prove existence of
admissible lines joining the vertices of the quadrilateral 0∞−1∞0∞1 belonging to the
homotopy class of the curves represented in Figure 8. Eventually, we have to give an
estimate of the quantity appearing on the left-hand side of (32) along such curves.
This is performed in the proof of Proposition 4.13. Using these results together with
Rouché’s Theorem we will solve asymptotically equation R0 (νh̵−

2α
α+1 ; h̵−1 − 1

2
)+ 1 =

0 with respect to h̵ and eventually the proof of Theorem 4.3 will consist in the
inversion of the formula we obtain with respect to the parameter ν.

Proposition 4.13. I) Let us fix a constant C > 0. There exists a constant
δ > 0 depending only on C such that

∣z±1,0 − 1∣ ≲ ∣h̵∣ (120)

holds for all ∣h̵∣ < δ with ∣arg(h̵)∣ ≤ C ∣h̵∣ and all ν ∈ [ν∗,+∞);
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II) Let us fix a constant C > 0 and ν̃ > ν∗. There exists a constant δ > 0
depending on C, ν̃ such that

∣z1,−1 − 1∣ ≲ν̃ ∣h̵∣ (121)

holds for all ∣h̵∣ < δ, with ∣arg(h̵)∣ ≤ C ∣h̵∣, and all ν ≥ ν̃.
In (120) and (121) the quantities za,b as those defined in (82) and are evaluated

on the homotopy classes of admissible lines joining the vertices of the quadrilateral
0∞−1∞0∞1 represented in Figure 8.

In order to prove Proposition 4.13 we need also some estimates for the position
of the positive real, simple turning points ŷ−(ν) < ŷ+(ν) of the rescaled potential
y2α + 1

y2
− ν, which is the following

Lemma 4.14. The following holds:
I) The real, simple turning points ŷ−(ν) < ŷ+(ν) are the only turning points

in the closed sector − π
2α+2 ≤ arg(y) ≤

π
2α+2 , furthermore, inequalities

r−ν
− 1

2 < ŷ−(ν) < R−ν−
1
2 , r+ν

1
2α < ŷ+(ν) < R+ν

1
2α , (122)

hold for some constants 0 < r−, r+ < 1, R−,R+ > 1 independent of ν and all
ν > ν∗;

II) There is at most one turning point in each sector − 3π
2α+2 < arg(y) < −

π
2α+2

and π
2α+2 < arg(y) < 3π

2α+2 for all ν ≥ ν∗, in which case they are denoted
ŷ±1(ν);

III) There are no other turning points in the sector − 3π
2α+2 < arg(y) <

3π
2α+2 .

Proof. Let us consider the regions

D− ∶= {reiθ ∣ r−ν−
1
2 < r < R−ν−

1
2 , ϕ1 ≤ θ ≤ ϕ2} ,

where 0 < r− < 1, R− > 1 and − π
2α+2 < ϕ1 < ϕ2 <

π
2α+2 are fixed constants not

depending on ν, and

D+ ∶= {reiθ ∣, r+ν
1
2α < r < R+ν

1
2α , ϕ1 ≤ θ ≤ ϕ2} ,

where 0 < r+ < 1, R+ > 1 are fixed constants not depending on ν and ϕ1, ϕ2 are as
before. We can check that

∣1 − νy2∣
∂D−
> ∣y2α+2∣

∂D−

and
∣y2α − ν∣

∂D+
> ∣ 1
y2
∣
∂D+

,

provided r−, r+ are chosen sufficiently close to 0 and R−,R+ are chosen sufficiently
big (not depending on ν). Due to Rouché’s Theorem 4.23, we can conclude that
the rescaled potential y2α + 1

y2
− ν has precisely one simple zero in both D− and

D+, which must be ŷ−(ν) and ŷ+(ν), respectively. Similarly, we can consider the
regions

D−1 ∶= {reiθ ∣ r+ν
1
2α < r < R+ν

1
2α , ϕ−1 ≤ θ ≤ ϕ−2}

and
D+1 ∶= {reiθ ∣ r+ν

1
2α < r < R+ν

1
2α , ϕ+1 ≤ θ ≤ ϕ+2} ,

where 0 < r+ < 1, R+ > 1 are chosen as before, while − 3π
2α+2 < ϕ

−
1 < ϕ−2 < − π

2α+2 and
π

2α+2 < ϕ
+
1 < ϕ+2 < 3π

2α+2 are again fixed constants not depending on ν. We find again

∣y2α − ν∣
∂D±1

> ∣ 1
y2
∣
∂D±1

,
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from which we can infer that the rescaled potential has at most one simple zero in
D±1, which is the case when α > 2. To prove that there are no other turning points
in the sector − 3π

2α+2 < arg(y) <
3π

2α+2 we repeatedly apply Rouché’s Theorem in the
remaining regions. □

We can now prove Proposition 4.13:

Proof of Proposition 4.13. By Theorem 1.7 it is sufficient to prove that there exist
lines γ±1,0, γ1,−1 belonging to the homotopy classes of the lines represented in Figure
8 such that

i) RS(y; h̵, ν) is monotonic along γ±1,0, for all ν ∈ [ν∗,+∞), and along γ1,−1
for all ν ≥ ν̃,

ii) ργ±1,0(ν) ≲ ∣h̵∣, for all ν ∈ [ν∗,+∞), and ργ1,−1(ν) ≲ ∣h̵∣ for all ν ≥ ν̃,
where

S(y; h̵, ν) ∶= ∫
y

ŷ−(ν)
h̵−1
√
ν − t2α − 1

t2
dt.

Notice also that in order to prove boundedness of ∣h̵∣−1ργ±1,0(ν) for all ν ∈ [ν∗,+∞)
and of ∣h̵∣−1ργ1,−1(ν) for all ν ≥ ν̃ it is sufficient to prove it for all sufficiently big
values of ν (independent of h̵), then, by the continuous dependence of ργ±1,0(ν) and
ργ1,−1(ν) with respect to ν, the conclusion follows.

We construct a path γ1,0 as a composition of horizontal and vertical trajectories.
Let us choose points λ1 ∶= ν−

1
2 (s1 + is2) and λ2 ∶= ν

1
2α (t1 + it2), for some fixed

numbers s1, s2, t1, t2 > 0. We define
Λ1 ∶= {IS(y; h̵, ν) = IS(λ1; h̵, ν)} , Λ2 ∶= {RS(y; h̵, ν) =RS(λ1; h̵, ν)} ,
Λ3 ∶= {IS(y; h̵, ν) = IS(λ2; h̵, ν)} .

Choosing s2 and t2 sufficiently small (not depending on ν and h̵) we can show that
the horizontal trajectory Λ1 has y = 0 as end point and that the vertical trajectory
Λ2 meets the horizontal trajectory Λ3 at λ2 for all ν ∈ [ν∗,+∞) and all sufficiently
small (not depending on ν) ∣h̵∣ with ∣arg(h̵)∣ ≤ C ∣h̵∣. The computations needed to see
these facts consist in studying the sign of the components of grady1,y2 ReS(y; h̵, ν)
and grady1,y2 IS(y; h̵, ν), where we set y = y1 + iy2, so to have a description of the
tangent field of the trajectories, namely (− ∂

∂y2
RS(y; h̵, ν), ∂

∂y1
RS(y; h̵, ν)) for the

tangent field of the vertical trajectories and (− ∂
∂y2

IS(y; h̵, ν), ∂
∂y1

IS(y; h̵, ν)) for
the tangent field of the horizontal trajectories. This description allows us to follow
a trajectory starting and ending at the chosen fixed points. Furthermore, with these
choices of s2, t2 the parameters s1, t1 are determined (and strictly greater than 1),
for all ν ∈ [ν∗,+∞). Finally, we denote Λ̃1 the piece of Λ1 starting at 0 and ending
at λ1, Λ̃2 the piece of Λ2 starting at λ1 and ending at λ2, Λ̃3 the piece of Λ3 starting
at λ2 and ending at ∞1. We construct γ1,0 as the composition

γ1,0 = Λ̃1 ∗ Λ̃2 ∗ Λ̃3

(see Figure 13). By construction, along γ1,0 the function RS(y; h̵, ν) is monotonic
for all ν ∈ [ν∗,+∞) and all sufficiently small (not depending on ν) ∣h̵∣ with ∣arg(h̵)∣ ≤
C ∣h̵∣. Finally, letting

F (y;ν) = h̵
√
y2α + 1

y2
− ν
[ 1

4y2
+ 1

2
{S(y; h̵, ν), y}]

({S(y; h̵, ν), y} denotes the Schwarzian derivative of S(y; h̵, ν) with respect to y),
we can check that

∣h̵∣−1 ∫
λ1

Λ̃1,0
∣F (y;ν)∣ ∣dy∣ ≲ 1,

50



for all ν ∈ [ν∗,+∞),

∣h̵∣−1 ∫
λ2

Λ̃2,λ1

∣F (y;ν)∣ ∣dy∣ ≲ ν−
α+1
2α

and
∣h̵∣−1 ∫

∞

Λ̃3,λ2

∣F (y;ν)∣ ∣dy∣ ≲ ν−
α+1
2α

for all sufficiently big (not depending on h̵) ν. The conclusion follows. For the path
γ−1,0 we just take the complex conjugate of γ1,0, while the path γ1,−1 is constructed
by joining the paths γ1,0 and γ−1,0 through a horizontal line emanating from a point
ŷ−(ν) < λ3 < ŷ+(ν) as depicted in Figure 14 (in order to choose such a point λ3 we
need the estimates for the turning points given in Lemma 4.14.)

□

0

λ1
λ2

∞1

Figure 13. The admissible path γ1,0.

0

λ2

λ2

∞1

∞−1

λ3

Figure 14. The admissible path γ1,−1.

Remark 4.15. If h̵ is taken to be real, RS(y; h̵, ν) is monotonic along the lines γ±1,0
and γ−1,1 constructed in the proof of Proposition 4.13 for all h̵ > 0.

Before going to the proof of Theorem 4.3, we need one more preliminary result.
Let us consider the equation

R0 (νh̵−
2α
α+1 ; h̵−1 − 1

2
) + 1 = 0.

We denote by h̵n(ν) the solutions obtained by solving with respect to h̵, and we
denote by νn(h̵) the solutions obtained by solving with respect to ν. Notice that
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we have h̵n (νn(h̵)) = h̵ and νn (h̵n(ν)) = ν. Analogously, considering the Bohr-
Sommerfeld quantisation conditions

h̵−1J2(ν) = n +
1

2
,

we denote by ˆ̵hn(ν) = 2J2(ν)
2n+1 its solutions obtained by solving with respect to h̵,

and we denote by ν̂n(h̵) its solutions obtained by solving with respect to ν. Again,
we have ˆ̵hn (ν̂n(h̵)) = h̵ and ν̂n (h̵n(ν)) = ν.

Lemma 4.16. There exists a constant δ > 0 such that

∣ h̵n(ν)
ˆ̵hn(ν)

− 1∣ ≲ ˆ̵hn(ν)ν−
α+1
2α (123)

holds for all (n, ν) ∈ N × [ν∗,+∞) such that ˆ̵hn(ν)ν−
α+1
2α < δ.

Proof. The proof is similar to the one given for Theorem 4.2. Let us fix a constant
C > 0. From Theorem 3.5, we have

∣R0 (νh̵−
2α
α+1 ; h̵−1 − 1

2
) e2πih̵

−1J2(ν) − 1∣ ≲C ∣h̵∣,

for all ∣h̵∣ sufficiently small (independent of ν ≥ ν∗), with ∣arg(h̵)∣ ≤ C ∣h̵∣. Let us
consider the discs Dn whose boundary is

∂Dn ∶= {ˆ̵hn(ν) + (ˆ̵hn(ν))
2
ν−

α+1
2α Reiθ, 0 ≤ θ < 2π} , (124)

where R > 0 is a constant independent of ν to be chosen. For all (n, ν) ∈ N×[ν∗,+∞)
so that ˆ̵hn(ν)ν−

α+1
2α is sufficiently small, the following estimates hold:

∣R0 (νh̵−
2α
α+1 ; h̵−1 − 1

2
) − e−2πih̵

−1J2(ν)∣
h̵∈∂Dn

≤K1
ˆ̵hn(ν)ν−

α+1
2α

and
∣1 − e−2πih̵

−1J2(ν)∣
h̵∈∂Dn

≥ RK2
ˆ̵hn(ν)ν−

α+1
2α ,

for some constants K1,K2 > 0 independent of ν. Choosing R > K1

K2
, we obtain

∣R0 (νh̵−
2α
α+1 ; h̵−1 − 1

2
) − e−2πih̵

−1J2(ν)∣
h̵∈∂Dn

< ∣1 − e−2πih̵
−1J2(ν)∣

h̵∈∂Dn

.

Hence, by Rouché’s Theorem 4.23 there exists a zero h̵n(ν) of R0 (νh̵−
2α
α+1 ; h̵−1 − 1

2
)

inside Dn and, by construction, inequality

∣ h̵n(ν)
ˆ̵hn(ν)

− 1∣ ≲ ˆ̵hn(ν)ν−
α+1
2α

holds. At this point, we follow the same reasoning of the proof of Theorem 4.2
considering a region containing two consecutive discs Dn and Dn+1, as depicted in
Figure 12, and by using again Rouché’s Theorem we conclude. □

We have now all the tools to prove Theorem 4.3:

Proof of Theorem 4.3. First of all, notice that

∣h̵n (ν̂n(h̵)) − ˆ̵hn (ν̂n(h̵))∣ ≥ ∣νn(h̵) − ν̂n(h̵)∣ inf
ν≥ν̂n(h̵)

ˆ̵h′n(ν)

≳ ∣νn(h̵) − ν̂n(h̵)∣
(ν̂n(h̵))

1−α
2α

2n + 1
,

(125)
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where in the last inequality we have used estimate (108) of Lemma 4.7 for J ′2(ν).
Furthermore, notice that for all δ > 0, condition

ˆ̵hn(ν)ν−
α+1
2α ∣

ν=ν̂n(h̵)
< δ

is satisfied for all n ∈ N and all sufficiently small values of ∣h̵∣ (independent of n).
As a consequence, we can evaluate inequality (123) of Lemma 4.16 at ν = ν̂n(h̵)
and, using estimate (125), we obtain

∣νn(h̵)
ν̂n(h̵)

− 1∣ ≲ ∣h̵∣2(2n + 1) (ν̂n(h̵))−
α+1
α ,

for all n ∈ N and all sufficiently small ∣h̵∣ (not depending on n). Coming back to the
original parameters, we obtain the statement.

□

Appendix I. Complex Analysis

Here we collect a few results in analysis and complex analysis that we used in
the main text.

Definition 4.17. Given a closed subset G of Rn or Cn and a measurable complex-
valued function f over it, we denote by C(G) the space of continuous bounded
functions on G. Moreover, we denote by

∥f∥∞ = sup
x∈G
∣f(x)∣, (126)

the sup or L∞ norm.

Definition 4.18. Let U ⊂ CM be the product of M domains D1×D2× . . .DM with
Di ⊂ C and by U its closure. We denote by H(U) the space of continuous bounded
function on U which, restricted to U , are holomorphic.

We denote by H([0,1] × U) the space of continuous bounded functions f on
[0,1]×U such that, for every t ∈ [0,1], the restriction f(t; ⋅) ∶ U → C is holomorphic.

We know from standard analysis courses that, equipped with the sup norm, C(G)
is a Banach space, namely a complete normed linear space. It slightly less well-
known that H(U) (and H([0,1] × U)), equipped with the same norm, are Banach
spaces too. To prove this fact, we need two important results in complex analysis,
namely Morera’s theorem, and Hartog’s Theorem on Separate Holomorphicity

Theorem 4.19 (Morera’s Theorem). Let D ⊂ C be a domain and f(z) ∶D → C be
continuous . If ∫γ f(z)dz = 0 for every closed contractible curve γ in D then f is
holomorphic.

Theorem 4.20 (Hartog’s Theorem on Separate Holomorphicity). Let D ⊂ CN be
a domain. If f ∶ D → C is separately holomorphic at every point z ∈ D, then f is
holomorphic.

Proposition 4.21. H(U) and H([0,1] × U), equipped with the sup norm, are Ba-
nach spaces.

Proof. We show thatH(U) is a Banach space and let the case of the spaceH([0,1]×
U) to the reader.

We need to show that H(U) is a closed subset of C(U). We consider then a
sequence fn ∈H(U) such that fn → f ∈ C(U).

With u = (u1, . . . , uM) ∈ U , we let γi be a contractible loop in the domain Di.
Since fn → f in C(U) then

∮
γi
f(c1, . . . , ui, . . . , cN)dui = lim

n→∞∮γi
fn(c1, . . . , ui, . . . , cN)dui = lim

n→∞
0 = 0,
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for any choice of cj ∈ Dj , j ≠ i. Therefore, by Morera’s Theorem, f is separately
holomorphic with respect to each variable ui and by Hartog’s Theorem f is holo-
morphic when restricted to the interior of U . Thus, H(U) is a closed subset of
C(U). □

Proposition 4.22. Let f ∶ [0,1]× [0,1]×U → C be a measurable function such that
I) For almost every s: f(s, ⋅; ⋅)∶ [0,1]×U → C is continuous and, fixed t ∈ [0,1],
f(s, t; ⋅)∶U → C is holomorphic.

II) f(⋅, t;u) is uniformly integrable in the following sense: there exists a mea-
surable positive function h ∈ L1([0,1]) such that

sup
(t,u)∈[0,1]×U

∣f(s, t;u)∣ ≤ h(s). (127)

The function F ∶ [0,1]×U → C defined by F (t;u) ∶= ∫
1
0 f(s, t;u)dt is continuous and,

fixed t ∈ [0,1], F (t; ⋅) ∶ U → C is holomorphic.

Proof. Continuity of the function F ∶ [0,1] × U → C is a standard result in measure
theory, see [28] 7.8.3. Holomorphicity of F with respect to u follows from Morera’s
and Hartog’s Theorems, by means of the same considerations as in the proof of the
proposition above. □

Rouché’s Theorem is also used in Lecture 4.

Theorem 4.23 (Rouché’s Theorem). Let f and g be holomorphic functions inside
and on a simple closed contour Γ. If the strict inequality

∣g(z)∣ < ∣f(z)∣
holds for each z ∈ Γ, then f and f + g have the same number of zeros (counting
multiplicities) inside Γ.

Linear ODES with analytic coefficients. Let A∶D ⊂ C→Mat(N) be a holomorphic
function with values in the space of N ×N matrices. We call

dY (x)
dx

= A(x)Y (x) (128)

a first order linear ODE of rank N , with analytic coefficients, or simply a linear ana-
lytic ODE. As it is well-known, the second order scalar linear ODE, i.e. Schrödinger
equation,

ψ′′(x) = U(x)ψ(x)
is equivalent to the rank 2 linear ODE, via the following transformation

Y ′(x) = ( 0 1
U(x) 0

)Y (x), Y (x) = (ψ(x)
ψ′(x)) . (129)

It is well-known that linear ODEs in the complex plane are well-posed on simply-
connected domains.

Theorem 4.24 (Global well-posedness and analytic dependence on the parame-
ters). Let A∶D → C be a holomorphic function. If the domain D is simply connected,
for every x0 ∈D and Y0 ∈ CN the Cauchy problem

dY (x)
dx

= A(x)Y (x), Y (x0) = Y0 (130)

admits a unique solution Y (x;Y0)∶D → CN .
The solution Y depends holomorphically on Y0, and on any additional parame-

ters, provided the matrix A depends holomorphically on these parameters.

Proof. See [24]. □
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We have the following corollaries of well-posedness.

Corollary 4.25. Let D,D′ ⊂ C be domains such that D ⊂ D′, let U ⊂ CM be a
poly-disc, let A∶D′ × U → Mat(N) be analytic and Y ∶D × U → CN be an analytic
function that solves Y ′(x;u) = A(x;u)Y (x;u).

For every u ∈ U , the function Y (⋅;u) has a unique extension Ỹ (⋅;u)∶D′ → CN ,
and the function Ỹ ∶ D′ × U → CN is analytic and solves the equation Y ′(x;u) =
A(x;u)Y (x;u).

Corollary 4.26 (Solution on a curve extends to a simply connected domain).
Let γ∶ (0,1) → D be a smooth curve and y∶ (0,1) → CN be a solution of Y ′(x) =
A(x)Y (x) along γ, namely a differentiable function such that ẏ(t) = A(γ(t))γ̇(t)y(t)
for all t ∈ (0,1).

There exists a unique Y ∶D → CN solution of Y ′(x) = A(x)Y (x) such that y(t) =
Y (γ(t)).

If moreover y∶ (0,1) × U → CN and γ∶ (0,1) × U → D depend analytically on the
parameters u then Y ∶D × U → CN is analytic.

Transformation laws. In the theory developed above, a global coordinate x on C
was fixed, hence the coefficients as well as the solutions of a linear ODE are func-
tions. It is however often necessary to understand how the coefficients and the
solutions transform under change of coordinates. The adequate complex geometric
framework for the coefficients of a differential equation and for its solutions are
well-known, see e.g. [22]; we review it briefly here.

Let x = φ(z), with φ∶D′ → D, be a bi-holomorphic map. The transformation
law for the first order ODE is rather neat: If Y satisfies the linear ODE (128),
Y ′(x) = A(x)Y (x), then

Ỹ ∶D′ → C, Ỹ (z) = Y (φ(z)) (131)

satisfies the linear ODE Ỹ ′(z) = Ã(z)Ỹ (z), with

Ã∶D′ → CN , Ã(z) = (φ′(z)) Ã(φ(z)). (132)

Hence, we say that Y is a holomorphic function, i.e. a section of the trivial line-
bundle, and A is a holomorphic one-form, i.e. a section of the canonical line bundle
KX .

The situation is different in the case of a Schrödinger equation: If ψ satisfies the
Schrödinger equation (11), ψ′′(x) = U(x)ψ(x), then

ψ̃∶D′ →D, ψ̃(z) = (φ′(z))−
1
2 ψ(φ(z)) (133)

satisfies the Schrödinger equation ψ̃′′(z) = Ũ(z)ψ̃(z), with

Ũ(z) = (φ′(z))2U(φ(z)) − 1

2
{φ(z), z} . (134)

where {φ(z), z} is the Schwarzian derivative of φ 11,

{φ(z), z} = φ
′′′(z)
φ′(z)

− 3

2
(φ
′′(z)
φ′(z)

)
2

. (135)

Notice that the transformation law for ψ and U are not tensorial: ψ is a density of
weight − 1

2
and U is a projective connection.

Let us use the above law to write the anharmonic oscillator equation (1) with
respect to a global coordinate z on C̃∗ ≅ C. To this aim, we use the projection as the

11The Schwarzian derivative is a magic object, see [38]
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change of variable φ∶C→ C̃∗, φ(z) = ez. Under the map φ, using the transformation
law (134), equation (1) reads

−ψ′′(z) = Ũ(z)ψ(z), Ũ(z) = e2(α+1)z −Ee2z + (ℓ + 1

2
)
2

. (136)

Remark 4.27. Notice that, due to the transformation law (134), positivity is not
a property of potentials invariant under change of coordinates. In particular, the
anharmonic potential Ũ(z) is positive on the real z axis for every ℓ real, but the
anharmonic potential U(x) is positive on the positive x semi-axis only when ℓ ≥ 0 or
ℓ ≤ −1. The former property implies that the spectrum of the anharmonic oscillator
is (strictly) positive for every real ℓ even though for some real ℓ the potential U(x)
is not positive on Rx > 0.

Appendix II. Anharmonic oscillators and the ODE/IM
correspondence

In this Appendix, we collect some general results on the anharmonic oscillator

d2ψ(x)
dx2

= (x2α + ℓ(ℓ + 1)
x2

−E)ψ, x ∈ C̃∗, (137)

which are not proven in the main text. We follow [33]. We warn the readers that
in loc. cit., the anharmonic oscillators appear in the form

ψ̃′′(y) = (λ2yk(y − 1) + l̃(l̃ + 1)
y2

) ψ̃(y), (138)

which is equivalent to the form we use under the following change of coordinates
and parameters

x = ( 2λ

k + 2
)

k+2
k+3

y
k+2
2 , α = 1

k + 2
, ℓ + 1

2
=
2 (l̃ + 1

2
)

k + 2
, E = ( 2λ

k + 2
)

2
k+3

. (139)

Fixed α > 0, ℓ, we are interested in solutions of (1) which are analytic function
of the energy parameter E. For this reason, we define

Aℓ = {ψ ∶ C̃∗ ×C→ C,holomorphic, ψ satisfies (1)} . (140)

The following is a corollary of Theorem 4.24.

Corollary 4.28. Aℓ is a free module of rank 2 over the ring OE of entire functions
in the variable E.

Monodromy and Generalised Frobenius solutions. It is easily seen that the following
operator, called Quantum Monodromy, is well-defined on Aℓ:

(Mψ)(x,E) = ψ(qx, q−2E), q = e
πi
α+1 . (141)

An eigenbasis of M is found via a generalised Frobenius expansion, which pro-
duces two solutions, the subdominant generalised Frobenius solution χ+ and the
dominant generalised Frobenius solution χ+. The solution χ+ ∈ Aℓ is defined via
the convergent expansion

χ+(x,E) ∶= xℓ+1
⎛
⎝
1 + ∑

m,n∈N2∖(0,0)
cm,n(x2E)

m(x2α+2)n
⎞
⎠
. (142)

The solution χ− ∈ Aℓ is defined via the convergent expansion

χ−(x,E) ∶= x−ℓ
⎛
⎝
1 + ∑

m,n∈N2∖(0,0)
cm,n(x2E)

m(x2α+2)n
⎞
⎠
, (143)
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whenever ℓ + 1
2
∉ {i + αj, (i, j) ∈ N × N} 12. Given the two expansions, one checks

directly that
Mχ+ = q2ℓ+1χ+, Mχ− = q−ℓχ−, (144)

and that {χ+, χ−} is a basis of Aℓ, whenever ℓ + 1
2
∉ {i + αj, (i, j) ∈ N ×N}.

Notice finally that χ+ can also be characterized as the unique solution that
satisfies the asymptotics

∀E ∈ C, lim
x→0+

x−ℓ−1χ+(x,E) = 1. (145)

Spectral determinants. Denote by Ψk(x;E, ℓ), k ∈ Z, the k − th Sibuya solution,
defined in the main text. As we proved in Theorem 2.13, Ψk is an entire function
of ℓ and E, hence, fixed ℓ, Ψk ∈ Aℓ.

It is customary to define three spectral determinants Q±(E; ℓ) and T (E; ℓ), via
the following expression

Q±(E; ℓ) =Wrx [χ±(x;E, ℓ),Ψ0(x;E, ℓ)] (146)
T (E; ℓ) =Wrx [Ψ−1(x;E, ℓ),Ψ1(x;E, ℓ)] .

In the case of Q−, the formula above is valid whenever ℓ+ 1
2
∉ {i+αj, (i, j) ∈ N×N}.

Notice that T coincides with the Stokes multiplier σ0 up to constant factor, see
[33].

The following relations were discovered by Dorey and Tateo, in the seminal
papers [15, 1], that marked the beginning of the ODE/IM correspondence:

Theorem 4.29. Let ℓ be fixed. Q±(E; ℓ) and T (E; ℓ) are entire functions of E.
Moreover, the following identities hold

γ Q+(qE)Q−(q−1E) − γ−1Q+(q−1E)Q−(E) = 1 (147)

T (E)Q±(E) = γ±1Q±(q2E) + γ∓1Q±(q−2E)

q = ei
π

α+1 , γ = ei
ℓ+ 1

2
α+1 π.

Whenever Q− appears, the statements and equations above are valid if ℓ + 1
2
∉ {i +

αj, (i, j) ∈ N ×N}.

Restricting our attention to the spectral determinant Q+ and to the case ℓ ∈ R,
we have the following characterization of the spectrum.

Theorem 4.30. Let ℓ > − 1
2

be fixed.
The zeros of Q+(E) are simple, discrete, real and strictly greater than E∗ =

α−
α

1+α (1 + α) (ℓ + 1
2
)

2α
1+α . They form an increasing infinite sequence {En}n∈N with

the property that the eigenvector associated to the eigenvalue En has n simple zeroes
on (0,+∞).

Proof. We consider the operator L = −∂x + x2α + ℓ(ℓ+1)
x2 on L2(R≥0). This operator

belongs to a class of operators studied in [39], Appendix to X.1, by means of Sturm-
Liouville methods. It is there shown that if ℓ ≥ 1

2
, the operator L is itself self-adjoint.

If on the contrary, − 1
2
< ℓ < 1

2
, the operator L is symmetric but not self-adjoint;

however, the boundary conditions that we have chosen, namely ψ ∝ χ+ as x → 0+,
select a self-adjoint extension of L. In both cases, eigenvalues are simple, since the
kernel of L −E has at most dimension 1.

12If on the contrary ℓ + 1
2
∈ {i + αj, (i, j) ∈ N × N}, a logarithmic term must be added to χ−.

This corresponds to the fact that the quantum monodromy is not diagonalisable in these cases
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The fact that the spectrum is greater than E∗ follows from studying the anhar-
monic oscillator equation in the exponential coordinate (136),

ψ′′(z) = (e2(α+1)z −Ee2z + (ℓ + 1

2
)
2

)ψ(z), E ∈ R, z ∈ R.

A necessary conditions for a solution that vanishes both at −∞ and at +∞ to exists
is that the potential e2(α+1)z −Ee2z + (ℓ + 1

2
)2 is negative on a non-empty segment

of the real axis. In fact, if that does not happen, the solution vanishing at −∞ and
positive in a neighbourhood of −∞ would be increasing on R. A simple computation
shows the potential is non-negative when E ≤ E∗.

□
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