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Abstract

We study a Schrödinger-like equation for the anharmonic potential
x2α + ℓ(ℓ + 1)x−2 − E when the anharmonicity α goes to +∞. When E
and ℓ vary in bounded domains, we show that the spectral determinant
for the central connection problem converges to a special function written
in terms of a Bessel function of order ℓ + 1

2
and its zeros converge to the

zeros of that Bessel function. We then study the regime in which E and
ℓ grow large as well, scaling as E ∼ α2ε2 and ℓ ∼ αp. When ε is greater
than 1 we show that the spectral determinant for the central connection
problem is a rapidly oscillating function whose zeros tend to be distributed

according to the continuous density law 2p
π

√
ε2−1
ε

. When ε is close to 1
we show that the spectral determinant converges to a function expressed
in terms of the Airy function Ai(−) and its zeros converge to the zeros
of that function. This work is motivated by and has applications to the
ODE/IM correspondence for the quantum KdV model.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the following Schrödinger equation

d2ψ

dx2
= (x2α + ℓ(ℓ + 1)

x2
−E)ψ, x ∈ C̃∗, (1.0.1)

where C̃∗ denotes the universal covering space of the puctured complex plane
C∗, (E, ℓ) ⊂ C2 are complex parameters called the energy and the angular
momentum, respectively, and α > 0 is a large positive real parameter, called the
anharmonicity degree. The function

V (α)(x;E, ℓ) ∶= x2α + ℓ(ℓ + 1)
x2

−E (1.0.2)

is referred to as the potential of the Schrödinger equation (1.0.1). It has singu-
larities at x = 0, which is called a (formal) regular singularity and at x = ∞ in
C̃∗, which is called a (formal) irregular singularity. This family of anharmonic
oscillators appears in the theory of quantum integrable systems, in particular,
in the ODE/IM correspondence for the quantum KdV model, which constitutes
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the main motivation for the study of this paper.

Our main objects of study are entire functions of the energy parameter called
spectral determinants for the anharmonic oscillator (1.0.1). These functions are

defined through pairs of solutions to (1.0.1) which belong to the space A(α)ℓ of

functions that solve (1.0.1) and are analytic for (x,E) ∈ C̃∗ × C. The space

A(α)ℓ is a free module of rank 2 over the ring O(E) of entire functions with
variable E ∈ C. The pairs of solutions to (1.0.1) we are going to introduce are

distinguished O(E)-basis of A(α)ℓ .

In order to introduce the first distinguished O(E)-basis of A(α)ℓ we consider

the quantum monodromy or Dorey-Tateo symmetry M(α), which is an operator

on A(α)ℓ whose action is defined by

M(α)∶ A(α)ℓ ∋ ψ(α)(x;E, ℓ)↦ ψ(α) (xe iπ
α+1 ;Ee−

2iπ
α+1 , ℓ) ∈ A(α)ℓ . (1.0.3)

For generic values of ℓ, it has distinct eigenvalues. For such values of ℓ, we

denote by χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ), χ(α)− (x;E, ℓ) ∈ A(α)ℓ the eigenvectors ofM(α) with nor-

malizations

lim
x→0

Γ(1 +
ℓ + 1

2

α + 1)x
−ℓ−1χ

(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) = 1 (1.0.4)

and

lim
x→0

Γ(1 −
ℓ + 1

2

α + 1)x
ℓχ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) = 1. (1.0.5)

The function χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) is said to be subdominant as x → 0, while the func-

tion χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) is said to be dominant as x → 0. They are referred to as

distinguished Frobenius solutions.

To introduce the next distinguished O(E)-basis of A(α)ℓ , for any k ∈ Z we

let Σ
(α)
k and S(α)k to be the sectors

Σ
(α)
k ∶= {2k − 1

α + 1
π

2
< arg(x) < 2k + 1

α + 1
π

2
} ⊂ C̃∗, (1.0.6)

and

S(α)k ∶= {2k − 3
α + 1

π

2
< arg(x) < 2k + 3

α + 1
π

2
} = Σ(α)k−1 ∪Σ

(α)
k ∪Σ(α)k+1 ⊂ C̃∗. (1.0.7)

For α > 1, we denote by ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) the unique element of A(α)ℓ satisfying the

normalization

lim
x→∞
x∈S

√
2α + 2
π

x
α
2 e

xα+1
α+1 e

−ikπ

ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) = 1, (1.0.8)

for any proper subsector S of S(α)k . The functions ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) are referred to

as Sibuya’s solutions. For any k ∈ Z, the pair ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ), ψ

(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ) is a
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O(E)-basis of A(α)ℓ . The function ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) is said to be subdominant at

x =∞ in S(α)k , while the function ψ
(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ) is said to be dominant at x =∞

in S(α)k .
We now have all the elements to define our spectral determinants. Let us

start considering the pair of Frobenius solutions χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) and χ(α)− (x;E, ℓ).

Since they form a O(E)-basis of A(α)ℓ , for generic values of ℓ we can write

ψ
(α)
0 (x;E, ℓ) = −

Q(α)− (E; ℓ)
2α+2
π

sin ( π
α+1 (ℓ +

1
2
))
χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ)

+ Q(α)+ (E; ℓ)
2α+2
π

sin ( π
α+1 (ℓ +

1
2
))
χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ)

(1.0.9)

The elements Q(α)+ (E; ℓ) and Q(α)− (E; ℓ) are the spectral determinants for the
central connection problem. This name is because their zeros are precisely the
values of the energy parameter E for which there exists a solution to (1.0.1)

which is subdominant at x = 0 and at x =∞ in S(α)0 , or there exists a solution

to (1.0.1) which is dominant at x = 0 and subdominant at x = ∞ in S(α)0 ,

respectively. In (1.0.9) we have extracted a factor [ 2α+2
π

sin ( π
α+1 (ℓ +

1
2
))]−1 for

latter convenience. Let us now fix an integer k ∈ Z and let us consider the pair

of Sibuya’s solutions ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) and ψ

(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ). As before, since they are

a O(E)-basis of A(α)ℓ and due to normalization

lim
x→∞
x∈S

ψ
(α)
k−1(x;E, ℓ)

ψ
(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ)

= 1, (1.0.10)

for any proper subsector S of Σ
(α)
k , we can write

ψ
(α)
k−1(x;E, ℓ) = σ

(α)
k (E; ℓ)ψ(α)k (x;E, ℓ) + ψ

(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ), (1.0.11)

for some σ
(α)
k (E; ℓ) ∈ O(E). The coefficient σ

(α)
k (E; ℓ) is called the k-th Stokes

multiplier and it is the spectral determinant for the lateral connection problem

between Σ
(α)
k−1 and Σ

(α)
k+1. As before, this name is because the zeros of σ

(α)
k (E; ℓ)

are precisely the values of the energy parameter E for which there exists a so-

lution to (1.0.1) which is subdominant as x→∞ in Σ
(α)
k−1 and as x→∞ in Σ

(α)
k+1

(the limits being nontangential).

The main results of this paper are the following three theorems where we
characterize the large α limit of the spectral determinants in three asymptotic
regimes:

1) α → +∞ with E and ℓ taking values on compact subsets;

2) α → +∞ and E = 4p2(α + 1)2ε2, ℓ = 2p(α + 1) − 1
2
, with ε and p taking

values on compact subsets and ∣ε∣ > 1, p ≠ 0;
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3) α → +∞ and E = 4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α+1)
2
3
)
2

, ℓ = 2p(α + 1) − 1
2
, with η and

p taking values on compact subsets, p ≠ 0.

Before stating the first theorem, we introduce the following discrete set in
the ℓ-space:

Λ(α) ∶= {i + αj, (i, j) ∈ Z2
≥0} (1.0.12)

(as explained in Section 2 these are the non-generic values of ℓ for which there

is no dominant solution at x = 0 in A(α)ℓ ). Finally, we will denote by H+ the
right half plane

H+ ∶= {Re(ℓ) > −
1

2
} (1.0.13)

and we will use the following

Notation 1.1. For any two complex valued functions f(x), g(x) we write ∣f(x)∣ ≲
∣g(x)∣ (resp. ∣f(x)∣ ≳ ∣g(x)∣) if there exists a consant C > 0 such that ∣f(x)∣ ≤
C ∣g(x)∣ (resp. ∣f(x)∣ ≥ C ∣g(x)∣). If the functions f(x) and g(x) depend on some
parameters u ∈ K ⊂ Cn we write ∣f(x)∣ ≲u0

∣g(x)∣ (resp. ∣f(x)∣ ≳u0
∣g(x)∣) or

∣f(x)∣ ≲K ∣g(x)∣ (resp. ∣f(x)∣ ≳K ∣g(x)∣) if the constant C > 0 depends on a fixed
value u0 ∈ K of the parameters or on the domain K in which the parameters
take values, respectively.

Theorem 1.1. The following holds:

i) Let W+ ⊂ C ×H+ and W− ⊂ C × (H+ ∖Λ(α)) (with Λ(α) as in (1.0.12)) be
compact subsets. There exists a constant αW± > 0 depending only on W±
such that

RRRRRRRRRRRRR
Q(α)± (E; ℓ) − Γ(1 ± (1

2
+ ℓ))(E

1
2

2
)
∓(ℓ+ 1

2
)

J±(ℓ+ 1
2
) (E

1
2 )
RRRRRRRRRRRRR
≲W±

log(α + 1)
α + 1 ,

(1.0.14)
holds for all α ≥ αW± and all (E, ℓ) ∈ W±. Here J±(ℓ+ 1

2
)(−) denotes the

Bessel function of the first kind of order ± (ℓ + 1
2
).

Notice that (E
1
2

2
)
∓(ℓ+ 1

2
)
J±(ℓ+ 1

2
) (E

1
2 ) is a well-defined entire function of

E:

(E
1
2

2
)
∓(ℓ+ 1

2
)

J±(ℓ+ 1
2
) (E

1
2 ) = ∑

k≥0

1

k!Γ (1 ± (ℓ + 1
2
) + k)

(−E
4
)
k

;

ii) Let W1 ⊂ C and W2,+ ⊂ H+, W2,− ⊂ H+ ∖ Λ(α) be compact subsets. If

J±(ℓ+ 1
2
) (E

1
2 ) ≠ 0 for all (E, ℓ) ∈ W1 ×W2,±, then Q(α)± (E; ℓ) ≠ 0 for all

(E, ℓ) ∈ W1 ×W2,± and all sufficiently big values of α (depending on W1

and W2,±);
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iii) Let W2,+ ⊂ H+, W2,− ⊂ H+ ∖Λ(α) be compact subsets and let E
(∞)
± (ℓ) be a

complex (simple) zero of J±(ℓ+ 1
2
) (E

1
2 ), if any. There exists precisely one

simple zero E
(α)
± (ℓ) of Q(α)± (E; ℓ) such that

RRRRRRRRRRR

E
(α)
± (ℓ)

E
(∞)
± (ℓ)

− 1
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W2,±

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (1.0.15)

holds for all ℓ ∈ W2,± and all sufficiently big values of α (depending on
W2,±);

iv) Let us fix ℓ > − 1
2
. The zeros of Q(α)+ (E; ℓ) and Jℓ+ 1

2
(E 1

2 ) are simple, real

and positive, we denote them by E
(α)
s,+ (ℓ) and j2(ℓ+ 1

2
),s, s ∈ Z≥0, respectively,

and they are ordered so that E
(α)
s,+ (ℓ) < E(α)s+1,+(ℓ), and j2(ℓ+ 1

2
),s < j

2
(ℓ+ 1

2
),s+1.

For any fixed k ∈ Z≥0, inequality
RRRRRRRRRRRRR

E
(α)
k,+ (ℓ)

j2(ℓ+ 1
2
),k
− 1
RRRRRRRRRRRRR
≲ℓ,k

log(α + 1)
α + 1 , (1.0.16)

holds for all sufficiently big values of α (depending on ℓ and k).

The proof of this theorem, which is given in Section 3.2, is based on the con-

vergence of Sibuya’s solution ψ
(α)
0 (x;E, ℓ) to the solution of the spherical rigid

well with specific Cauchy data (we prove this in Section 3.1.1). This fact was
conjectured in [BLZ01].

The subsequent theorems address the asymptotic regime of large degree with
energy E and momentum ℓ scaling as

E = 4p2(α + 1)2ε2, ℓ = 2p(α + 1) − 1

2
,

for bounded complex parameters ε, ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, and p ≠ 0. When ∣ε∣ is strictly greater
than 1, the spectral determinant is a rapidly oscillating function of ε. For real

ε, p, for any bounded interval I1 in the ε-line we denote by n
(α)
I1
(p) the number of

zeros of the spectral determinant Q(α)+ (4p2(α + 1)2ε2; 2p(α + 1) − 1
2
) in I1. Due

to the rapidly oscillatory character of the spectral determinant, n
(α)
I1
(p) grows

large in the large degree limit. It turns out that the zeros tend to accumulate

in I1 according to the continuous distribution 2p
π

√
ε2−1
ε

. More precisely, we have
the following

Theorem 1.2. The following holds:

i) Let I ⊂ R>1 × R>0 and let us fix a number 0 < Θ < π
2
. There exists a
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constant αI > 0 depending only on I (and Θ) such that

∣Q(α)+ (4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −
1

2
)

− 2ε−2p(α+1)

Γ(1 + 2p)(ε2 − 1) 1
4

cos(2p(α + 1) [
√
ε2 − 1 − arctan

√
ε2 − 1] − π

4
)∣

≲I,Θ
log(α + 1)
(α + 1) 1

6

RRRRRRRRRRRR

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) ε−2p(α+1)
RRRRRRRRRRRR

(1.0.17)
holds for all α ≥ αI and all (∣ε∣, ∣p∣) ∈ I, ∣arg(ε)∣, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 ;

ii) Let I1 ⊂ R>1 and I2 ⊂ R>0 be compact intervals. There exists a constant
α1,2 > 0 depending only on I1 and I2 such that

RRRRRRRRRRRR

n
(α)
I1
(p)

α + 1 −
2p

π
∫
I1

√
ε2 − 1
ε

dε

RRRRRRRRRRRR
≲I2

1

α + 1 (1.0.18)

for all α ≥ α1,2 and all real ε ∈ I1, p ∈ I2.

The proof is given in Section 4.2.1.
When the parameter ε is close to 1, scaling as

ε = 1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

,

for a bounded complex parameter η ≠ 0, the spectral determinant

Q(α)+
⎛
⎝
4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
2

; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2

⎞
⎠

and its zeros are related to the Airy function Ai(−) and its zeros:

Theorem 1.3. The following holds:

i) Let J ⊂ R>0 ×R>0 be a compact subset and fix a number 0 < Θ < π
2
. There

exists a constant αJ > 0 depending only on J (and Θ) such that

RRRRRRRRRRR
Q(α)+

⎛
⎝
4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
2

; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2

⎞
⎠

−2
√
π [p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
−2p(α+1)

Ai (−2p 2
3 η)
RRRRRRRRRRRR

≲J,Θ
log(α + 1)
(α + 1) 1

3

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
−2p(α+1)

(1.0.19)

for all α ≥ αJ and all (∣η∣, ∣p∣) ∈ J , ∣arg(η)∣ ≤ Θ

(α+1)
1
3
, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 . Here

Ai(−) denotes the standard Airy function;
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ii) Let J1, J2 ⊂ R>0 be compact subsets and let 0 < Θ < π
2
. Let us denote by

as, s ∈ Z≥0, the (simple and negative) zeros of Ai(−), which are ordered so

that ∣as∣ < ∣as+1∣. If ∣as∣
2∣p∣

2
3
∉ J1 for all s ∈ Z≥0 and all ∣p∣ ∈ J2, then

Q(α)+
⎛
⎝
4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
2

; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2

⎞
⎠
≠ 0

for all sufficiently big values of α (depending on J1, J2 and Θ) and all
(∣η∣, ∣p∣) ∈ J1 × J2, ∣arg(η)∣ ≤ Θ

(α+1)
1
3
, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 ;

iii) Let J2 ⊂ R>0 be a compact subset, let p be real and positive, p ∈ J2. The
zeros of

Q(α)+
⎛
⎝
4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
2

; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2

⎞
⎠

are simple, real and positive, they are denoted by η
(α)
s (p), s ∈ Z≥0 and they

are ordered so that η
(α)
s (p) < η(α)s+1(p).

For any fixed k ∈ Z≥0, inequality

RRRRRRRRRRR

2p
2
3 η
(α)
k (p)
∣ak ∣

− 1
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲p,k

log(α + 1)
(α + 1) 1

3

, (1.0.20)

holds for all sufficiently big values of α (depending on J2 and k) and all
∣p∣ ∈ J2;

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 4.2.2.

1.1 Organization of the paper

In Section 2 we review known results of the literature: we give more details
about Sibuya’s and Frobenius solutions and the characterization of the spectral
determinants as Wronskians of these solutions. We also recall certain functional
equations satisfied by the spectral determinants and we give a brief review of
the ODE/IM correspondence for the quantum KdV model.

Section 3 is devoted to the large α limit with the parameters (E, ℓ) vary-
ing on compact subsets W ⊂ C2. In subsection 3.1 we show that when α is

sufficiently big, Sibuya’s solutions ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) are (uniformly) asymptotic to

solutions to a Cauchy problem for the spherical rigid well and we compute the

(E, ℓ)-uniform, large α asymptotics for the Stokes multipliers σ
(α)
k (E; ℓ) (the

main results are Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4). In subsection 3.2 we

show that the Frobenius solutions χ
(α)
± (x;E, ℓ) are asymptotic to certain spe-

cial functions expressed in terms of Bessel functions and we prove Theorem
1.1.
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Section 4 is devoted to the study of the large α limit with the energy and
the angular momentum parameters growing large as well. In subsection 4.1 we
study Sibuya’s solutions in the new parameterization and we obtain analogous
results to the previous ones (the main results are Proposition 4.2 and Proposition
4.3). In subsection 4.2 we study the subdominant Frobenius solution using
the complex WKB method, obtaining a uniform approximation in terms of
a semiclassical WKB function (the main result is Proposition 4.8). Through
this approximation, we study the spectral determinant in two different regimes,
which we call “large rescaled energy regime ”and “small rescaled energy regime
” and we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

2 Review of the functional relations for the spec-
tral determinants

In this section, following closely [MMR24], we give a more detailed description
of Frobenius and Sibuya’s solution and of the spectral determinants we defined
in the Introduction.

Let us start with the (formal) regular singularity x = 01. First of all, we notice
that, since the substitution ℓ→ −ℓ−1 is a symmetry for equation (1.0.1), we can
assume without loss of generality that Re(ℓ) > − 1

2
(we will not consider the case

Re(ℓ) = − 1
2
). The distinguished subdominant Frobenius solution χ

(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ)

is defined by the series

χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) ∶= E−

1
2α
(ℓ+ 1

2
)+ 1

2xℓ+1∑
j≥0

gj,+ (ξ)(
x2α

E
)
j

, (2.0.1)

where ξ ∶= Ex2

4α2 and {gj,+(ξ)}j≥0 are the unique entire functions solving the
recurrence

(D2
ξ + (2(ℓ + j) + 1)Dξ + j(2ℓ + j + 1) + ξ) gj,+ = ξgj−1,+, Dξ ∶=

ξ

α
∂ξ

g−1,+(ξ) ≡ 0, g0,+(0) = 1,
(2.0.2)

j ≥ 0, for all ℓ with Re(ℓ) > − 1
2
. The distinguished dominant Frobenius solution

χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) is defined by the series

χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) ∶= E

1
2α
(ℓ+ 1

2
)− 1

2x−ℓ∑
j≥0

gj,− (ξ)(
x2α

E
)
j

, (2.0.3)

1The point x = 0 is formally a regular singularity because, besides its behavior O ( 1
x2 ) as

x→ 0, it is a branch point of the potential, due to the fact that α is allowed to be any positive
real number. Nevertheless, the usual Frobenius technique to obtain convergent series for pairs
of dominant and subdominant solutions may be extended, as it is shown in [MMR24]. The
solutions obtained in this way are still called Frobenius solutions and behave as O (xℓ+1) and
O (x−ℓ) as x→ 0. The exponents ℓ + 1 and −ℓ are still referred to as the Frobenius indeces.
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where ξ is as before and {gj,−(ξ)}j≥0 are the unique entire functions solving the
recurrence

(D2
ξ + (2(j − ℓ) − 1)Dξ + j(j − 2ℓ − 1) + ξ) gj,− = ξgj−1,−, Dξ ∶=

ξ

α
∂ξ

g−1,−(ξ) ≡ 0, g0,−(0) = 1,
(2.0.4)

j ≥ 0, for all ℓ with Re(ℓ) > − 1
2
and ℓ + 1

2
∉ Λ(α), where Λ(α) is as in (1.0.12).

Both χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) and χ

(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) are elements of the module A(α)ℓ defined

in the Introduction and they are normalized so that (1.0.4) and (1.0.5) hold.

The elements χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) and χ(α)− (x;E, ℓ) are eigenfunctions of the quantum

monodromy M(α). It can be readily checked that the action of M(α) on the
Frobenius solutions is

M(α)χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) = e

iπ
α+1 (ℓ+1)χ

(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ), Re(ℓ) > −1

2
,

M(α)χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) = e−

iπ
α+1 ℓχ

(α)
− (x;E, ℓ), Re(ℓ) > −1

2
, ℓ + 1

2
∉ Λ(α).

(2.0.5)

It is important to remark that χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) is uniquely determined by the nor-

malization (1.0.4), while χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) is determined by the normalization (1.0.5)

together with the requirement of being an eigenvector of the quantum mon-
odromy operatorM(α) (see (1.0.3)). Their Wronskian is

W [χ(α)− (x;E, ℓ), χ(α)+ (x;E, ℓ)] =
2α + 2
π

sin( π

α + 1 (ℓ +
1

2
)) , (2.0.6)

where the Wronskian of a differentiable function f(x) with a differentiable func-
tion g(x) is defined as

W [f(x), g(x)] ∶= f(x)dg
dx
(x) − df

dx
(x)g(x). (2.0.7)

Let us consider now the (formal) irregular singularity x = ∞2. Sibuya’s
solutions transform under the quantum monodromy operator as

M(α)ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) = e

− iπ
2 e

iπ
2α+2ψ

(α)
k−1(x;E, ℓ). (2.0.8)

The first derivatives of Sibuya’s solutions are such that

lim
x→∞
x∈S
(−1)k+1

√
2α + 2
π

x−
α
2 e

xα+1
α+1 e

−ikπ d

dx
ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) = 1, (2.0.9)

for any proper subsector S of S(α)k . As a consequence, the Wronskian (see (2.0.7))

of ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) with ψ

(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ) is

W [ψ(α)k (x;E, ℓ), ψ
(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ)] =

(−1)kπ
α + 1 . (2.0.10)

2As pointed out in footnote 1, the singularity at infinity is said to be formally irregular
due to the fact that α is allowed to take any positive real value. See [CGM23] for a general
theory of ODE’s with non necessarily meromorphic coefficients.
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The Stokes multipliers can be expressed in terms of Wronskians as

σ
(α)
k (E; ℓ) =

W [ψ(α)k−1(x;E, ℓ), ψ
(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ)]

W [ψ(α)k (x;E, ℓ), ψ
(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ)]

= (−1)kα + 1
π
W [ψ(α)k−1(x;E, ℓ), ψ

(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ)] ,

(2.0.11)

while the spectral determinants Q(α)± (E; ℓ) (see (1.0.9)) can be written as

Q(α)± (E; ℓ) ∶=W [ψ(α)0 (x;E, ℓ), χ
(α)
± (x;E, ℓ)] . (2.0.12)

As anticipated at the beginning of the Introduction, the relevance of the fam-
ily of anharmonic oscillators (1.0.1) is given by the theory of quantum integrable
systems. The quantum field theory that lies behind equation (1.0.1) is known
as quantum KdV model, which is a quantization of the second Poisson struc-
ture of the classical KdV model that leads to a two dimensional conformal field
theory which is integrable by Bethe Ansatz, see [BLZ96] and [BLZ97]. Given
a free field representation of the Heisenberg algebra with quasi-momentum p
and Planck’s constant 1

2α+2 , the space of states of this conformal field theory is
the induced, generically irreducible, Virasoro module Vc,h =⊕N≥0 (Vc,h)N with
central charge c and conformal dimension h given by

c = c(α) ∶= 13 − 6α
2 + 2α + 2
α + 1 , h = h(α)(p) ∶= (α + 1)

2p2 − α2

α + 1 (2.0.13)

(see [FF90] for the precise definitions). The main objects of interest of the
theory are graded operator-valued functions3

T̂(E), Q̂±(E)∶ (Vc,h)N → (Vc,h)N
of an auxiliary complex variable E (called the spectral parameter of the the-
ory), which commute among themselves and whose eigenvalues, denoted here

T (α)j (E;p) and Q(α)±,j (E;p), j ∈ Z≥0, satisfy the following relations:

T (α)j (E;p)Q(α)±,j (E;p) = e±2iπpQ(α)±,j (Ee
2iπ
α+1 ;p) + e∓2iπpQ±,j (Ee−

2iπ
α+1 ;p)

“Baxter’s TQ relation”
(2.0.14)

and

e2iπpQ(α)+,j (Ee
iπ
α+1 ;p)Q(α)−,j (Ee

− iπ
α+1 ;p) − e−2iπpQ(α)+,j (Ee

− iπ
α+1 ;p)Q(α)−,j (Ee

iπ
α+1 ;p)

= 2i sin(2πp)
“Quantum Wronskian condition”.

(2.0.15)

3Here we use a different notation from [BLZ97]: our parameter E corresponds to the pa-

rameter λ2 of [BLZ97], while the operators that we denote Q̂±(E) correspond to the operators

λ∓2(α+1)PQ±(λ) of [BLZ97], where P is an operator that acts on the Heisenberg highest state
∣p⟩ as P ∣p⟩ = p∣p⟩.
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In [BLZ96] it is claimed that the T (α)j (E;p)’s are entire functions of E, while

in [BLZ97], as well as in [BLZ03], the authors conjecture that the Q(α)±,j (E;p)’s
enjoy the same analytic property together with the normalizationQ(α)±,j (0;p) = 14
.

As pointed out in [BLZ97], the true fundamental object encoding the in-

tegrable structure of the quantum KdV model is the operator Q̂+(E), being
T̂(E) and Q̂−(E) expressible in terms of it. Indeed, any eigenvalue Q(α)+,j (E;p)
of Q̂+(E) satisfies the Bethe Ansatz equation (BAE)

e4iπp
Q(α)+,j (Ee

2iπ
α+1 ;p)

Q(α)+,j (Ee−
2iπ
α+1 ;p)

= −1, for all E ∈ C such that Q(α)+,j (E;p) = 0 (2.0.16)

and characterize the physical observables of the theory (see [CM23] together
with [CM21] for the precise definition of the functional space on which such
equations should be understood and the classification of the solutions in the
large p limit).

In the seminal papers [DT99a] and [DT99b], followed by [BLZ01], the au-
thors discovered that the required solution of the BAE (2.0.16) for the ground

state eigenvalues of Q̂±(E), T̂(E) can be represented as a suitably defined spec-
tral determinants for equation (1.0.1) provided that the parameters p and ℓ are
related as

ℓ + 1

2
= 2p(α + 1). (2.0.17)

It turned out that the spectral determinants (2.0.11) and (2.0.12) make the job.
This is the first and simplest instance of the celebrated ODE/IM correspon-
dence (e.g. see the review [DDT07] or [FR23] and references therein). Since
its discovery, this correspondence has attracted the attention of more and more
physicists and mathematicians, and has been generalized and extended to a vast
variety of models (e.g. see [BLZ03] for the extension to the excited states of
the quantum KdV model, [MR20a] [MR24], [MRV16], [MRV17], [FF11], [FH18],
[FH24], [Fre+24], [ESV21], [KLT24] for generalised quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov
models, [MR20b] for the special case of quantum Boussinesq model, [KL23] for
affine sl(2) Gaudin model, [BKL18] for the O(3) non-linear sigma model, and
references therein), suggesting the existence of a deep duality between the the-
ory of (quantum) integrable systems (see e.g. [Pro24] for a review of recent
achievements in quantum integrability) and the theory of linear differential op-
erators (see also [Ara+23] for examples of deformations of the correspondence).
This strongly motivates our study of equation (1.0.1). The large α regime in
which we perform our analysis is motivated by a remark in [BLZ01], in which

4Entirety and normalization of the Q(α)±,j (E;p)’s are not sufficient to uniquely characterize

them, but we will not enter into this problem here. See [BLZ97] or [BLZ03] for the conjectural

properties the Q(α)±,j (E;p)’s should have and that should be sufficient to uniquely characterize

them.
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the authors point out that the limit α → +∞ corresponds, through the param-
eterization (2.0.13) of the central charge, to the limit c → −∞, which in turn
corresponds to the classical limit in conformal field theory, which is known to
have at least some formal resemblance to the second Hamiltonian structure of
the classical KdV theory (see e.g. [Ger85], [DFMS97], [BBT03] and references
therein, and [DP19], [Dym+22] for recent works on the semiclassical limit of the
quantum KdV charges).

The correspondence with the spectral determinants (2.0.11) and (2.0.12) is
realized as follows. Starting from equation (1.0.11) with k = 0, taking the Wron-

skian W [−, χ(α)+ (x;E, ℓ)] of both sides and using (2.0.5) and (2.0.8) specialized

to k = 0 and k = 1, we obtain

iσ
(α)
0 (E; ℓ)Q(α)± (E; ℓ) = e− iπ

α+1 (ℓ+
1
2
)Q(α)± (Ee−

2πi
α+1 ; ℓ) + e iπ

α+1 (ℓ+
1
2
)Q(α)± (Ee

2iπ
α+1 ; ℓ)
(2.0.18)

(the “+” case for all ℓ with Re(ℓ) > − 1
2
, the “−” case for ℓ with Re(ℓ) > − 1

2
and

ℓ + 1
2
∉ Λ(α)).

Using (2.0.6) we can write

W [χ(α)− (x;E, ℓ), χ(α)+ (x;E, ℓ)]ψ(α)0 (x;E, ℓ)

= Q(α)+ (E; ℓ)χ(α)− (x;E, ℓ) −Q(α)− (E; ℓ)χ(α)+ (x;E, ℓ).
(2.0.19)

Using (2.0.6), tanking theWronskianW [−, ψ(α)1 (x;E, ℓ)] on both sides of (2.0.19),

using (2.0.5), (2.0.8) specialized to k = 0 and k = 1, together with (2.0.10) spe-
cialized to k = 0, we obtain

e
iπ
α+1 (ℓ+

1
2
)Q(α)+ (Ee

iπ
α+1 ; ℓ)Q(α)− (Ee−

iπ
α+1 ; ℓ) − e− iπ

α+1 (ℓ+
1
2
)Q(α)− (Ee

iπ
α+1 ; ℓ)Q(α)+ (Ee−

iπ
α+1 ; ℓ)

= 2i sin( π

α + 1 (ℓ +
1

2
)) ,

(2.0.20)
for ℓ + 1

2
∉ Λ(α).

Comparing (2.0.18) with (2.0.14) and (2.0.20) with (2.0.15) we can read the
correspondence:

Q(α)± (E; ℓ) ←→ ground state eigenvalue of Q̂±(E)
iσ
(α)
0 (E; ℓ) ←→ ground state eigenvalue of T̂(E)

(2.0.21)

provided ℓ is as in (2.0.17)5.

5In order to obtain the functional equations (2.0.18) and (2.0.20) a prominent role is played

by the action of the quantum monodromyM(α) defined in (1.0.3). This transformation was
first used by P-F- Hsieh and Y. Sibuya in [HS66] as a procedure to obtain new solutions
from a given one. P. Dorey and R. Tateo (see [DT99a], [DT99b]) used it in order to find the
distinguished solutions satisfying the covariance properties (2.0.5) and (2.0.8) so that they
could be employed to define the correct spectral determinants to exploit the correspondence.
For this reason, in the ODE/IM correspondence literature, (2.0.5) and (2.0.8) are sometimes
called Dorey-Tateo symmetry.
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This correspondence is the main motivation for the study of this paper. Via
the ODE/IM correspondence, equation (1.0.1) in the large degree, energy and
angular momentum regime is relevant for the classical limit of the ground state
of the quantum KdV model, while the large degree regime with fixed energy and
angular momentum has a twofold relevance: it is related to the classical limit of
the quantum KdV model in the small quasi momentum p regime (with p scaling
as O ( 1

α+1)) and it is related also to the ODE/IM correspondence for a scaling
limit of the lattice six vertex model or the scaling limit of the Heisenberg XXZ
model (see [DDT07], [Baz+21] for more details). Remarkably, as pointed out in
[BLZ01], the case with fixed (E, ℓ) has also some relevance for the description
of certain quantum Brownian particles (see [CL81] and [BLZ99]).

3 Large degree limit with fixed energy and an-
gular momentum

In this section we study equation (1.0.1) in the limit α → +∞ with (E, ℓ) varying
in a compact subset of C2.

By looking at the potential V (α)(x;E, ℓ) (see (1.0.2)) of the differential equa-
tion, we expect that Sibuya’s solutions converge, in a precise meaning to be
explained in the subsequent sections, to some solution to the spherical rigid well
as α grows large, namely to some solution to equation

d2ψ(∞)

dx2
= V (∞)(x;E, ℓ)ψ(∞), V (∞)(x;E, ℓ) ∶= ℓ(ℓ + 1)

x2
−E, 0 < ∣x∣ ≤ 1

(ψ(∞)(x) ≡ 0, ∣x∣ ≥ 1) ,
(3.0.1)

with some boundary conditions to be determined. Analogously, we expect
Frobenius solutions to be asymptotic to a pair of dominant and subdominant
solutions to (3.0.1).

3.1 Local theory at the (formal) irregular singularity -
Sibuya’s solutions

Since as ∣x∣ grows large the dominant term of the potential V (α)(x;E, ℓ) is x2α,
we expect that dominant/subdominant solutions at x = ∞ can be (uniformly)
approximated by dominant/subdominant solutions to equation

d2ψ

dx2
= x2αψ, (3.1.1)

which can be expressed in terms of modified Bessel functions of order 1
2α+2 (see

equation (B.2.14) of Appendix B.2). Let us introduce some notations: for any

integer k ∈ Z and any α > 0, we denote by Ψ
(α)
k (x), Ξ

(α)
k (x) and Ξ̃

(α)
k (x) the
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solutions to (3.1.1) defined by

Ψ
(α)
k (x) ∶=

e−
ikπ
2 x

1
2

α + 1 K 1
2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ) (3.1.2)

and

Ξ
(α)
k (x) ∶= e

ikπ
2 x

1
2 [I 1

2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ) + i

π
e−

iπ
2α+2K 1

2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ)] , (3.1.3)

Ξ̃
(α)
k (x) ∶= e

ikπ
2 x

1
2 [I 1

2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ) − i

π
e

iπ
2α+2K 1

2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ)] , (3.1.4)

where K 1
2α+2
(−) and I 1

2α+2
(−) denote the standard modified Bessel functions

of the third and first kind, respectively, of order 1
2α+2 (see Appendix B.2). By

means of the analytic continuation formulas (B.2.4) and (B.2.5) and the repre-
sentations (B.2.9) and (B.2.10) of Appendix B.2 the following limits are readily
proved:

lim
x→∞
x∈Σ(α)

k

Ψ
(α)
k (x) = 0

and
lim
x→∞
x∈Σ(α)

k

Ξ
(α)
k (x) = lim

x→∞
x∈Σ(α)

k

Ξ̃
(α)
k (x) =∞,

where the limits are nontangential and Σ
(α)
k is the sector (1.0.6). The normal-

ization constants in (3.1.2), (3.1.3) and (3.1.4) are chosen so that

W [Ψ(α)k (x),Ξ
(α)
k (x)] =W [Ψ

(α)
k (x), Ξ̃

(α)
k (x)] = 1,

where W[−,−] denotes the Wronskian (see (2.0.7)), and

lim
x→∞
x∈Σ(α)

k

Ψ
(α)
k−1(x)

Ψ
(α)
k+1(x)

= 1,

the limit being nontangential.

Proposition 3.1. Let W ⊂ C2 be a compact subset and let ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) be

the k-th Sibuya’s solution to (1.0.1) defined by (1.0.8). There exists a constant
αW > 0 depending only on W and a number r0 > 1 (independent of all the
parameters) such that inequality

RRRRRRRRRRR

ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)
Ψ
(α)
k (x)

− 1
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W

1

(α − 1)rα−10

(3.1.5)

holds for all x in the closed annular sector

{(k − 1)π
α + 1 ≤ arg(x) ≤ (k + 1)π

α + 1 , ∣x∣ ≥ 1} ⊂ S(α)k , (3.1.6)
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α ≥ αW and (E, ℓ) ∈W (here Ψ
(α)
k (x) is the function (3.1.2), while S(α)k is the

sector (1.0.7)).

Proof. From Proposition B.2 it follows that the function Ψ
(α)
k (x) defined in (3.1.2)

has no zeros in the whole sector { (k−1)π
α+1 ≤ arg(x) ≤

(k+1)π
α+1 }, thus the ratio

Z
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) ∶=

ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)
Ψ
(α)
k (x)

(3.1.7)

is well-defined and we can check by direct inspection that it satisfies the Volterra
integral equation

Z
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) = 1 + ∫

x

γk,∞

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ)Z(α)k (t;E, ℓ)dt, (3.1.8)

where the kernel G(α)(x, t) is defined as

G(α)(x, t) ∶ = Ψ(α)k (t)Ξ
(α)
k (x) −Ψ

(α)
k (x)Ξ

(α)
k (t)

= Ψ(α)k (t)Ξ̃
(α)
k (x) −Ψ

(α)
k (x)Ξ̃

(α)
k (t)

(3.1.9)

(see (3.1.2), (3.1.3) and (3.1.4) for the notations), the forcing term is F (t;E, ℓ) ∶=
ℓ(ℓ+1)
t2
− E, and γk = γk(s), s ∈ (0,1), is an oriented path joining ∞ to x such

that

lim
s→0+
∣γk(s)∣ =∞, ∣ lim

s→0+
arg(γk(s)) −

kπ

α + 1 ∣ <
π

α + 1 . (3.1.10)

We start proving the statement for points x with ∣x∣ ≥ 2 and 2k−1
α+1

π
2
< arg(x) ≤

πk
α+1 . In this case we can choose the path γk to be the half line

−{reiarg(x), ∣x∣ ≤ r < +∞} .

We write the kernel G(α)(x, t) as

α + 1
(tx) 1

2

G(α)(x, t) =

K 1
2α+2
( t

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ) I 1

2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ) −K 1

2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ) I 1

2α+2
( t

α+1

α + 1e
−ikπ) ;

since by (B.2.6) and Proposition B.1 the function I 1
2α+2
(xα+1
α+1 ) has no zeros along

γk, by making use of representations (B.2.9) and (B.2.10) (with the choice of
the “−” sign) with the corresponding bounds for the remainder terms (B.2.12)
and (B.2.13) we find

RRRRRRRRRRR

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

G(α)(x, t)
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲ ∣Ψ(α)k (t)t

1
2 I 1

2α+2
( t

α+1

α + 1)∣ , x, t ∈ γk, 2 ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ ∣t∣.

(3.1.11)

16



As a consequence, we have

RRRRRRRRRRR
∫

x

γk,∞

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ)dt
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W

1

(α − 1)2α−1

for all α > 1; using these results together with the integral relation (3.1.8) we
can find a constant αW > 1 depending only on W such that

sup
α≥αW

sup
(E,ℓ)∈W

sup
∣x∣≥2

2k−1
α+1

π
2 <arg(x)≤

kπ
α+1

∣Z(α)k (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≤ 2

and, using again equation (3.1.8), inequality (3.1.5) follows.
For points x with 1 ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 2 and 2k−1

α+1
π
2
≤ arg(x) ≤ kπ

α+1 , we choose again γk
to be the oriented half line joining ∞ to x. Inequality (3.1.11) still holds and
we have RRRRRRRRRRR

∫
x

γk,∞

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ)dt
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W

∫
2

1
∣Ψ(α)k (t)t

1
2 I 1

2α+2
( t

α+1

α + 1)∣d∣t∣ +
1

(α − 1)2α−1 .

Applying the mean value theorem for definite integrals on the right hand side
of the last inequality and the representations of the modified Bessel functions
we have used before, we receive a constant 1 < η < 2 (independent of α and W )
such that

RRRRRRRRRRR
∫

x

γk,∞

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ)dt
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W

1

(α − 1)ηα−1 (3.1.12)

and the conclusion follows from the integral equation (3.1.8).
For points x with ∣x∣ ≥ 1 and kπ

α+1 ≤ arg(x) < 2k+1
α+1

π
2

the proof is similar
(the only difference consists in choosing representation (B.2.10) for the modified
Bessel function of the first kind with the choice of the “+” sign).

For points x with ∣x∣ ≥ 2 and k−1
α+1 ≤ arg(x) ≤ 2k−1

α+1
π
2

we can take γk ∶=
γ
(1)
k ∗ γ(2)k , where

γ
(1)
k ∶= −{re ikπ

α+1 , ∣x∣ ≤ r < +∞}

γ
(2)
k ∶= −{∣x∣eiϕ, arg(x) ≤ ϕ ≤ kπ

α + 1} ,
(3.1.13)

see Figure 1 below.
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0 S(α)k
x

γ
(2)
k

γ
(1)
k

arg(t) = kπ
α+1

Figure 1: The paths γ
(1)
k and γ

(2)
k (dark green lines) defined in (3.1.13). The green

area represents the sector {∣t∣ ≥ 2, (k−1)π
α+1 ≤ arg(t) ≤ kπ

α+1}.

In this case, we write the kernel G(α)(x, t) as

G(α)(x, t) = Ψ(α)k (t)Ξ
(α)
k (x) −Ψ

(α)
k (x)Ξ

(α)
k (t);

from the connection formulas (B.2.7), (B.2.8) (first line) and from Proposition

B.1 point ii), we see that Ξ
(α)
k (t) does not have zeros for (k−1)π

α+1 ≤ arg(t) ≤ kπ
α+1

an we have

RRRRRRRRRRR

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲ ∣Ψ(α)k (t)Ξ

(α)
k (t)∣ , x, t ∈ γ(2)k , arg(x) ≤ arg(t). (3.1.14)

Writing

∫
x

γk,∞

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ)dt =

(∫
γ
(1)
k

dt + ∫
γ
(2)
k

dt)
Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ),

we follow the same procedure as before and we get the result.

For points x with 1 ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 2 and (k−1)π
α+1 ≤ arg(x) ≤

2k−1
α+1

π
2
inequality (3.1.14)

still holds and we proceed in the same way of the previous analogous case:
we choose γk to be the oriented path consisting of an half line joining ∞ to
∣x∣ei kπ

α+1 and an arc joining ∣x∣ei kπ
α+1 to x, we split the integral along γk of the

function
Ψ
(α)
k
(t)

Ψ
(α)
k
(x)
G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ) into an integral along the piece of γk with

∣t∣ ≥ 2 and an integral along the piece of γk with 1 ≤ ∣t∣ ≤ 2, we apply the mean
value theorem to obtain an inequality similar to (3.1.12) and we use the integral
equation (3.1.8) to get the result.

For points ∣x∣ ≥ 1 with kπ
α+1 ≤ arg(x) ≤ (k+1)π

α+1 we proceed in a similar way

(the only difference consists in writing the kernel in terms of Ψ
(α)
k and Ξ̃

(α)
k ).
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Before going to the study of the Stokes phenomenon, we want to remark that
by making use of the Volterra integral equation (3.1.8) we have considered in the

proof of Proposition 3.1 we can also check that Sibuya’s solutions ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)

enjoy the Dorey-Tateo symmetry (2.0.8):

Proposition 3.2. With the same assumptions and notations of Proposition

3.1, the solution ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) satisfy relation (2.0.8) for all k ∈ Z.

Proof. Let x be a point in the sector Σ
(α)
k (see (1.0.6)) with ∣x∣ ≥ 1, let γk be the

oriented half line joining ∞ to x and let us consider the integral relation (3.1.8).
Notice that the kernel G(α)(x, t) defined in (3.1.9) is independent of k ∈ Z, in
particular

G(α)(x, t) = (tx)
1
2

α + 1 [K
1

2α+2
( t

α+1

α + 1) I
1

2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1) −K
1

2α+2
( x

α+1

α + 1) I
1

2α+2
( t

α+1

α + 1)] ,

(3.1.15)
and notice also that

G(α) (xe imπ
α+1 , te

imπ
α+1 ) = e imπ

α+1 G(α)(x, t), (3.1.16)

for all m ∈ Z (formulas (3.1.15) and (3.1.16) are obtained by making use of the
analytic continuation formulas (B.2.4) and (B.2.5) of Appendix B.2). Using the
covariance property (3.1.16) of G(α)(x, t) and by making the change of variable

t↦ te
imπ
α+1 into equation (3.1.8), we find

Z
(α)
k (xe imπ

α+1 ;E, ℓ) =

1 + ∫
x

e−
imπ
α+1 γk,∞

Ψ
(α)
k−m(t)

Ψ
(α)
k−m(x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;Ee 2imπ
α+1 , ℓ)Z(α)k (te imπ

α+1 ;E, ℓ)dt,

where e−
imπ
α+1 γk is the path γk rotated by e−

imπ
α+1 . This equation is satisfied also

by Z
(α)
k−m (x;Ee

2imπ
α+1 , ℓ), hence, by uniqueness and analyticity of the solution, it

follows that
Z
(α)
k (xe imπ

α+1 ;E, ℓ) = Z(α)k−m(x;Ee
2imπ
α+1 , ℓ),

and thus

ψ
(α)
k (xe imπ

α+1 ;E, ℓ) = e− imπ
2 e

imπ
2α+2ψ

(α)
k−m (x;Ee

2imπ
α+1 , ℓ) (3.1.17)

(recall that Z
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) =

ψ
(α)
k
(x;E,ℓ)

Ψ
(α)
k
(x)

) can be analytically continued on the

whole universal covering C̃∗ of the puctured x-plane.

3.1.1 Convergence to the spherical rigid well and Stokes multipliers

In this section we show that for each k ∈ Z Sibuya’s solution ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) is

asymptotic, in an annular sector whose interior has non-empty intersection with
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the curve {∣x∣ = 1} ⊂ C̃∗ and for large values of α, to the solution ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)

of the spherical rigid well (3.0.1) with Cauchy data

ψ̃
(α)
k (e ikπ

α+1 ;E, ℓ) = 0, d

dx
ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)∣

x=e
ikπ
α+1
= −e− ikπ

2 . (3.1.18)

Remark 3.1. The functions ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) can be written explicitly as

ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) =

e−
ikπ
2 π

2
e

ikπ
2α+2x

1
2×

× [Yℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 e
ikπ
α+1 )Jℓ+ 1

2
(E 1

2x) − Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 e
ikπ
α+1 )Yℓ+ 1

2
(E 1

2x)] ,
(3.1.19)

where Jℓ+ 1
2
(−) and Yℓ+ 1

2
(−) are the Bessel functions of first and second kind,

respectively, of order ℓ + 1
2
(see Appendix B.1).

Before stating the main results, we introduce the following notation: for any

k ∈ Z, α > 0 and 0 < R < 1 we denote by D(α)k (R) the closed annular sector in

C̃∗ defined by

D(α)k (R) ∶= {R ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1,
(k − 1)π
α + 1 ≤ arg(x) ≤ (k + 1)π

α + 1 } ⊂ C̃
∗. (3.1.20)

Lemma 3.1. Fix a compact subset W ∈ C2. There exist a number 0 < RW < 1
and a constant αW > 0 depending only on W such that for all k ∈ Z and

all α ≥ αW the ratio Z
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) =

ψ
(α)
k
(x;E,ℓ)

Ψ
(α)
k
(x)

restricted to the closed do-

main D(α)k (RW ) (see (3.1.20)) is uniformly bounded with respect to (E, ℓ) ∈W ,
namely

∣Z(α)k (x;E, ℓ)∣x∈D(α)
k
(RW )

≲K 1, for all α ≥ αW . (3.1.21)

Proof. Let us start choosing a number 0 < R < 1 and let D(α)k (R) be as

in (3.1.20). Since by Proposition B.2 the function Ψ
(α)
k (x) has no zeros for

(k−1)π
α+1 ≤ arg(x) ≤ (k+1)π

α+1 , we can consider again the Volterra integral equa-

tion (3.1.8) satisfied by the ratio Z
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ). For all x ∈ D(α)k (R) we can

choose the integration path γk in (3.1.8) to be γk ∶= γ̂(1)k ∗ γ̂(2)k ∗ γ̂(3)k , where

γ̂
(1)
k ∶= −{rei kπ

α+1 , 1 ≤ r < +∞}

γ̂
(2)
k ∶=

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩

{eiϕ, kπ
α+1 ≤ ϕ ≤ arg(x)} , if kπ

α+1 ≤ arg(x)

−{eiϕ, arg(x) ≤ ϕ ≤ kπ
α+1} , if arg(x) ≤ kπ

α+1 ,

γ̂
(3)
k ∶= −{reiarg(x), ∣x∣ ≤ r ≤ 1} ,

(3.1.22)

see Figure 2 below.
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∣t∣ = 1
∣t∣ = R

0 S(α)k
x γ̂

(2)
k

γ̂
(1)
k

γ̂
(3)
k

arg(t) = kπ
α+1

Figure 2: The paths γ̂
(1)
k , γ̂

(2)
k and γ̂

(3)
k (dark green lines) defined in (3.1.22). The

green area represents the annular sector D(α)k (R) defined in (3.1.20).

At this point we follow the same procedure we used to prove Proposition
3.1, namely we study uniform upper bounds for the quantity

R
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) ∶= (∫

γ̂
(1)
k

dt + ∫
γ̂
(2)
k

dt + ∫
γ̂
(3)
k

dt)
Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ).

(3.1.23)

Upper bounds for the integrals along γ̂
(1)
k and γ̂

(2)
k in (3.1.23) are obtained in

the same way given in the proof for Proposition 3.1, thus we omit the details.

Let us study the integral along γ̂
(3)
k : in this case, from the series repre-

sentation (B.2.2) and formula (B.2.3) for the modified Bessel functions, we see
that RRRRRRRRRRR

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲ 1,

for all sufficiently big values of α, thus, since the length of γ̂
(3)
k is

∫
γ̂
(3)
k

∣dt∣ ≤ 1 −R, (3.1.24)

we find RRRRRRRRRRR
∫
γ̂
(3)
k

Ψ
(α)
k (t)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ)
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W

1 −R
R2

(3.1.25)

(the term 1
R2 as well as the dependence on W of the implicit constant in the

previous inequality come from the forcing term F (t;E, ℓ)). Summing up, taking
into account also the other pieces in (3.1.23), there exist a constant αW > 1 and
a constant CW > 0 depending only on W , such that

∣R(α)k (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≤ CW (
1 −R
R2

+ 1

α + 1) . (3.1.26)

Choosing R ∶= RW < 1 to be sufficiently close to 1 (depending only on W ) so
that

CW
1 −R
R2

< 1

4
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and αW > 1 to be sufficiently big so that

CW
α + 1 <

1

4
,

from the integral equation (3.1.8) it follows that

sup
α≥αW

sup
(E,ℓ)∈W

sup
x∈D(α)

k
(RW )

∣Z(α)k (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≤ 2

and we conclude.

Lemma 3.2. Let us fix numbers 0 < R < 1 and s ≥ 1. The following inequalities

hold for all sufficiently big values of α and all ∣x∣ ∈ [r,1 + 1
(α+1)s ]:

RRRRRRRRRRRRRR

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

(−1) k
2 [e ikπ

2α+2 (2α + 2) 1
2α+2Γ (1 + 1

2α+2) − xe
− ikπ

2α+2 (2α + 2)− 1
2α+2Γ (1 − 1

2α+2)]
− 1
RRRRRRRRRRRRRR

≲ 1

(α + 1) log(2α + 2)
(3.1.27)

and RRRRRRRRRRR

(−1)− k
2 e

ikπ
2α+2 (2α + 2) 1

2α+2

Γ (1 − 1
2α+2)

dΨ
(α)
k (x)
dx

+ 1
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲ 1

α + 1 . (3.1.28)

Proof. It follows from the series representation (B.2.2) and formula (B.2.3).

We can now compare the solution ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) with the solution ψ̃

(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)

of the Cauchy problem (3.1.18).

Proposition 3.3. Let k ∈ Z be a fixed integer number and let us fix a compact
subsetW ⊂ C2. Let 0 < RW < 1 be a number (depending only onW ) as in Lemma

3.1. Sibuya’s solution ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) restricted to the closed domain D(α)k (RW )

(see (3.1.20)), along with its derivative, is asymptotic to ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) as α →

+∞ uniformly with respect to x ∈ D(α)k (RW ) and (E, ℓ) ∈ W . More precisely,
there exists a constant αW (k) > 0, depending only on W and k, such that

∣ψ(α)k (x;E, ℓ) − ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≲W,k

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (3.1.29)

and

∣ d
dx
ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) −

d

dx
ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≲W,k

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (3.1.30)

hold for all x ∈ D(α)k (RW ), α ≥ αW (k) and all (E, ℓ) ∈W .
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Proof. We use the Volterra integral equation (3.1.8) written in terms of ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ),

namely

ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) = Ψ

(α)
k (x) + ∫

x

γk,∞
G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ)ψ(α)k (t;E, ℓ)dt (3.1.31)

and the Volterra integral equation

ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) = e

− ikπ
2 e

ikπ
α+1 − e− ikπ

2 x − ∫
e

ikπ
α+1

γ̊k,x
(x − t)F (t;E, ℓ)ψ̃(α)k (t;E, ℓ)dt

(3.1.32)

satisfied by ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ). The paths of integration in (3.1.31) are chosen to be

γk ∶= γ̂(1)k ∗γ̂
(2)
k ∗γ̂

(3)
k and γ̊k ∶= γ̂(2)k ∗γ̂

(3)
k , where γ̂

(j)
k , j = 1,2,3, are as in (3.1.22)

(see also Figure 2). Let αW > 0 be a constant depending on W as in Lemma
3.1.

First of all, from inequality (3.1.27) of Lemma 3.2, we notice that, by even-
tually redefining αW = αW (k) (depending also on the integer number k) so that

kπ
log(2α+2) ≤ 1 for all α ≥ αW (k), we have

∣e− ikπ
2 (e ikπ

α+1 − x) −Ψ(α)k (x)∣ ≲W,k
log(2α + 2)

α + 1 (3.1.33)

for all x ∈ D(α)k (RW ) and all α ≥ αW (k), while, making use of the series repre-
sentation (B.2.2), we have

∣G(α)(x, t) − (x − t)∣ ≲W,k
1

(α + 1) log(2α + 2) , (3.1.34)

for all x ∈ D(α)k (RW ) and all α ≥ αW (k). From the integral equation (3.1.31) sat-

isfied by ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) and the integral equation (3.1.32) satisfied by ψ̃

(α)
k (x;E, ℓ),

using inequalities (3.1.33), (3.1.34), together with boundedness of the ratio

Z
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) proved in Lemma 3.1, we can find a constant C̃W (k) > 0, depending

only on W and k, such that

sup
x∈D(α)

k
(RW )

∣ψ(α)k (x;E, ℓ) − ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≤

≤ C̃W (k)(
1 −RW
R2
W

+ 1

α + 1) sup
x∈D(α)

k
(RW )

∣ψ(α)k (x;E, ℓ) − ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ)∣

+ C̃W (k)
log(2α + 2)

α + 1 .

(3.1.35)

By eventually redefining 0 < RW < 1 and αW (k) > 1 so that

C̃W (k)
1 −RW
R2
W

≤ 1

4
, C̃W (k)

1

α + 1 ≤
1

4
,
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we obtain

sup
x∈D(α)

k
(RW )

(E,ℓ)∈W

∣ψ(α)k (x;E, ℓ) − ψ
(∞)
k (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≤ 2C̃W (k)

log(2α + 2)
α + 1 ,

and we conclude.
To prove inequality (4.1.6) we proceed similarly: we have

d

dx
ψ
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) =

d

dx
Ψ(α)x (x) + ∫

x

γk,∞

∂

∂x
G(α)(x, t)F (t;E, ℓ)ψ(α)k (t;E, ℓ)dt

(3.1.36)
and

d

dx
ψ̃
(α)
k (x;E, ℓ) = −e

− ikπ
2 − ∫

e
ikπ
α+1

γ̊k,x
F (t;E, ℓ)ψ̃(α)k (t;E, ℓ)dt; (3.1.37)

from (3.1.28) of Lemma 3.2 we have

∣ d
dx

Ψ
(α)
k (x) + e

− ikπ
2 ∣ ≲W,k

log(2α + 2)
2α + 2 + 1

α + 1 (3.1.38)

and using the series representation (B.2.2) we find

∣ ∂
∂x
G(α)(x, t) − 1∣ ≲W,k

1

α + 1 , (3.1.39)

for all α ≥ αW (k) and all x, t ∈ D(α)k (RW ). Putting together estimates (3.1.36)-
(3.1.39) and following the same procedure as before, we reach the sought in-
equality.

Corollary 3.1. With the same assumptions and notations of Proposition 3.3
specialized to k = 0, inequalities

∣ψ(α)0 (1;E, ℓ)∣ ≲W
log(α + 1)
α + 1 (3.1.40)

and

∣ d
dx
ψ
(α)
0 (x;E, ℓ)∣

x=1
+ 1∣ ≲W

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (3.1.41)

hold for all α ≥ αW and (E, ℓ) ∈W .

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.3.

Proposition 3.3 allows us to compute the Stokes multiplier σ
(α)
k (E; ℓ) defined

in (1.0.11) in the large α limit:

Proposition 3.4. Let k ∈ Z be a fixed integer number and let W ⊂ C2 be a fixed
compact subset.
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The Stokes multiplier σ
(α)
k (E; ℓ) defined in (1.0.11) converges to the constant

−2i as α → +∞, uniformly with respect to (E, ℓ) ∈W ; more precisely, there exists
a constant αW (k) > 1 depending only on W and k, such that

RRRRRRRRRRR

σ
(α)
k (E; ℓ)

2i
+ 1
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W,k

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (3.1.42)

hold for all α ≥ αW (k) and all (E, ℓ) ∈W .

Proof. Let us define

σ̃
(α)
k (E; ℓ) ∶=

W [ψ̃(α)k−1(x;E, ℓ), ψ̃
(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ)]

W [ψ̃(α)k (x;E, ℓ), ψ̃
(α)
k+1(x;E, ℓ)]

;

from the explicit expression (3.1.19) of Remark 3.1 it follows that

σ̃
(α)
k (E, ℓ) = −ie

− iπ
α+1×

×
Jℓ+ 1

2
(E 1

2 e
i(k+1)π

α+1 )Yℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 e
i(k−1)π

α+1 ) − Yℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 e
i(k+1)π

α+1 )Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 e
i(k−1)π

α+1 )

Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 e
i(k+1)π

α+1 )Yℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 e
ikπ
α+1 ) − Yℓ+ 1

2
(E 1

2 e
i(k+1)π

α+1 )Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 e
ikπ
α+1 )

.

From Proposition 3.3 it follows that there exist constants αW (k) > 1 and
C̃W (k) > 0 such that

∣σ(α)k (E; ℓ) − σ̃(α)k (E; ℓ)∣ ≤ C̃W (k)
log(2α + 2)

α + 1 , (3.1.43)

for all α ≥ αW (k) and all (E, ℓ) ∈ W . Furthermore, from identity (B.1.9) of
Appendix B.1 (in particular, due to the uniform and absolute convergence of
the series on the right hand side for E taking values on a compact subset),

by eventually taking a larger αW (k) > 1, we can find a constant ̃̃CW (k) > 0,
depending on W and k, such that

RRRRRRRRRRR

σ̃
(α)
k (E; ℓ)

2i
+ 1
RRRRRRRRRRR
≤
̃̃CW (k)
α + 1 , (3.1.44)

for all α ≥ αW (k), (E, ℓ) ∈W . Putting together inequalities (3.1.43) and (3.1.44),
the conclusion follows.

3.2 Local theory at the (formal) regular singularity, Frobe-
nius solutions and proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we study the local theory for equation (1.0.1) around x = 0. As
remarked in the Introduction, due to the symmetry ℓ ↦ −ℓ − 1 of the potential
V (α)(x;E, ℓ), we can restrict the domain of the angular parameter ℓ to be open
half plane H+ = {Re(ℓ) > − 1

2
}. The case Re(ℓ) = − 1

2
will not be considered here.
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Since at x = 0 the centrifugal term ℓ(ℓ+1)
x2 − E dominates the potential, we

expect that pairs of dominant/subdominant solutions can be (uniformly) ap-
proximated by pairs of dominant/subdominant solutions to equation

d2X

dx2
= (ℓ(ℓ + 1)

x2
−E)X, (3.2.1)

whose solutions can be written in terms of Bessel functions (see equation (B.1.10)

of Appendix B.1). We denote by X
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) and X(α)− (x;E, ℓ) the solutions

to (3.2.1) defined by

X
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) ∶= (

E
1
2

2
)
−ℓ− 1

2 Γ ( 3
2
+ ℓ)

Γ (1 + ℓ+ 1
2

α+1)
x

1
2 Jℓ+ 1

2
(xE 1

2 ) (3.2.2)

and

X
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) ∶= (

E
1
2

2
)
ℓ+ 1

2 Γ ( 1
2
− ℓ)

Γ (1 − ℓ+ 1
2

α+1)
x

1
2 J−ℓ− 1

2
(xE 1

2 ) , for ℓ ∉ Λ(α), (3.2.3)

where Λ(α) is the discrete set defined in (1.0.12) (here we have used the standard
notation for the Bessel functions of the first and second kind, see Appendix
B). All the functions in formulas (3.2.2), (3.2.3) are understood to take their
principal value on the cut plane C ∖ (−∞,0], according to the convention given
in Appendix B.1.

Remark 3.2. The functions X
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) and X

(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) defined in (3.2.2)

and (3.2.3) enjoy the following properties:

i) They are analytic functions of x ∈ C̃∗ and entire functions of E ∈ C for all
α > 0 and all Re(ℓ) > − 1

2
(with ℓ ∉ Λ(α) for the second one);

ii) They are normalized so that

lim
x→0

Γ(1 +
ℓ + 1

2

α + 1)x
−ℓ−1X

(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) = 1

and

lim
x→0

Γ(1 −
ℓ + 1

2

α + 1)x
ℓX
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) = 1;

iii) The action of the operatorM(α) defined in (1.0.3) is

M(α)X
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) = e

iπ
α+1 (ℓ+1)X

(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ)

and
M(α)X

(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) = e−

iπ
α+1X

(α)
− (x;E, ℓ), ℓ ∉ Λ(α);
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iv) Their Wronskian is

W [X(α)− (x;E, ℓ),X(α)+ (x;E, ℓ)] =
2α + 2
π

sin( π

α + 1 (ℓ +
1

2
)) , ℓ ∉ Λ(α).

We show now that in the large α limit the subdominant Frobenius solu-

tion χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) defined in (2.0.1) can be (uniformly) approximated with the

function X
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) given in (3.2.2).

Proposition 3.5. Let W ⊂ C ×H+ be a compact subset and let U(α) be the cut
neighborhood

U(α) ∶= {∣x∣ ≤ 1 + 1

α + 1} ∖ (−∞,0]. (3.2.4)

There exists a constant αW > 0 depending only on W such that

∣χ(α)+ (x;E, ℓ) −X(α)+ (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≲W
1

α + 1 , (3.2.5)

and

∣ d
dx
χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) −

d

dx
X
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≲W

1

α + 1 (3.2.6)

hold for all x ∈ U(α), all α ≥ αW and all (E, ℓ) ∈W .

Proof. By direct inspection, we can check that the distinguished Frobenius so-

lution χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) satisfies the following Volterra integral equation:

χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) =X+(x;E, ℓ) + ∫

x

γ0,0
H(x, t;E, ℓ)t2αχ(α)+ (t;E, ℓ)dt, (3.2.7)

where the kernel H(x, t;E, ℓ) is defined as

H(x, t;E,n) ∶= π
2
(xt) 1

2 [Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 t)Yℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2x) − Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2x)Yℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 t)] ,
(3.2.8)

X
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) is the function defined in (3.2.2), and γ0 is the ray joining 0 to x.

By formulas (B.1.2), (B.1.3) and (B.1.4), inequality

∣H(x, t;E, ℓ)∣ ≲W (∣t∣Re(ℓ)+1∣x∣−Re(ℓ) + ∣t∣−Re(ℓ)∣x∣Re(ℓ)+1) (3.2.9)

holds for all x, t ∈ U(α) and all (E, ℓ) ∈W . Letting αW > 0 to be a constant such
that

αW ≥ sup
ℓ∈W

Re(ℓ),

we see that inequality

∣∫
x

γ0,0
H(x, t;E, ℓ)t2αdt∣ ≲W

1

α + 1 , (3.2.10)

hold for all x ∈ U(α), all α ≥ αW and all (E, ℓ) ∈W .
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By eventually redefining αW so that 3e2CW
2(α+1) ≤

1
2
for all α ≥ αW , and defining

ĈW ∶= sup
α≥αW

sup
x∈U(α)
(E,ℓ)∈W

∣X(α)+ (x;E, ℓ)∣ <∞,

by making use of inequality (3.2.10) and the integral relation (3.2.7), we find

sup
α≥αW

sup
x∈U(α)
(E,ℓ)∈W

∣χ(α)+ (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≤ 2ĈW . (3.2.11)

Finally, using again equation (3.2.7) together with (3.2.11) we obtain inequal-
ity (3.2.5).

To prove inequality (3.2.6), we just take the derivative of (3.2.7) and we
proceed similarly (using also formula (B.1.8) of Appendix B.1 to compute and
estimate the derivatives of the Bessel functions).

Before stating the analogous approximation result for the dominant Frobe-
nius solution, we want to remark that from the integral equation (3.2.7) we
have used in the proof of Proposition 3.5 we can check that the subdominant

Frobenius solution χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) enjoy the Dorey-Tateo symmetry (2.0.5):

Corollary 3.2. With the same assumptions and notations of Proposition 3.5,
the following holds:

M(α)χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) = e

iπ
α+1 (ℓ+1)χ

(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ),

whereM(α) is the quantum monodromy endomorphism defined in (1.0.3).

Proof. It follows from point iii) of Remark 3.2, the covariance property

H (xe imπ
α+1 , te

imπ
α+1 ;E, ℓ) = e imπ

α+1 H (x, t;Ee 2imπ
α+1 , ℓ) , for all m ∈ Z (3.2.12)

of the kernel and uniqueness of solutions to Volterra integral equations (the
proof is similar to the one given for Proposition 3.2).

We show now that the distinguished Frobenius solution χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) defined

in (2.0.3) can be (uniformly) approximated by the functionX
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) defined

in (3.2.3):

Proposition 3.6. Let W ⊂ C × (H+ ∖Λ(α)), with Λ(α) the discrete set defined

in (1.0.12), be a compact subset and let U(α) be the cut neighborhood (3.2.4).
There exists a constant αW > 0 depending only on W such that

∣x∣ℓ ∣χ(α)− (x;E, ℓ) −X(α)− (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≲W
1

α + 1 (3.2.13)

and

∣x∣ℓ+1 ∣ d
dx
χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) −

d

dx
X
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ)∣ ≲W

1

α + 1 (3.2.14)

hold for all x ∈ U(α), α ≥ αW and all (E, ℓ) ∈W .
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Proof. We consider again the Volterra integral equation (3.2.7) withX
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ)

replaced by X
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) and χ(α)+ (x;E, ℓ) replaced by χ

(α)
− (x;E, ℓ). Checking

that it is actually satisfied by χ
(α)
− (x;E, ℓ) is a bit more subtle because, besides

normalization condition (1.0.5) and analyticity with respect to x and E, we have
to check also condition (1.0.9) for the action of the quantum monodromyM(α)

(see (1.0.3)). These properties follows from the fact that we cut the subset Λ(α)

from the complex half plane of ℓ (so that no logarithmic term appears) and from
the covariance property (3.2.12) of the kernel H(x, t;E, ℓ).

With the change of dependent variable z−(x) = xℓχ(x) the integral equation
becomes

z−(x) = xℓX(α)− (x;E, ℓ) + ∫
x

γ,x1

xℓH(x, t;E, ℓ)t2α−ℓz−(t)dt. (3.2.15)

At this point the procedure given in the proof of Proposition 3.5 applies verbatim
and we obtain inequality (3.2.13). Inequality (3.2.14) is proved similarly.

Using the results in Propositions 3.5 and 3.6 together with the results of

Proposition 3.3 specialized to the solution ψ
(α)
0 (x;E, ℓ) which is subdominant

as x→ +∞, we can prove Theorem 1.1:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will write the proof of the Theorem for the “+” case,
being the “-” case analogous.

Let us start with point i). Let D(α)0 (RW ) be the domain (3.1.20) with
0 < RW < 1 as in Proposition 3.3 and let U(α) be the domain (3.2.4) given in
Proposition 3.5. We see that for all α > 0 their intersection is non-empty, in
particular

1 ∈ U(α) ∩D(α)0 (RW ), for all α > 0.
Writing

Q(α)+ (E; ℓ) = χ(α)+ (1;E, ℓ)
d

dx
ψ
(α)
0 (x;E, ℓ)∣

x=1
−ψ(α)0 (1;E, ℓ)

d

dx
χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ)∣

x=1
,

the result follows by Corollary 3.1 and Proposition 3.5.
Point ii) is an immediate consequence of inequality (1.0.14): we have

∣Q(α)+ (E; ℓ)∣ −
RRRRRRRRRRRRR
Γ(1 + (1

2
+ ℓ))(E

1
2

2
)
−(ℓ+ 1

2
)

Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 )
RRRRRRRRRRRRR
≳W1,W2,+ −

log(α + 1)
α + 1 ,

hence, for all sufficiently big values of α, point iii) follows.
We are going now to prove point iii), from which point iv) follows, being a

special case. Let E
(∞)
+ (ℓ) be a complex zero of Jℓ+ 1

2
(E 1

2 ), with ℓ ranging in a

compact subset W2,+ ⊂ H+. Let M > 0 be a fixed positive constant and let D be
the disc

D ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

RRRRRRRRRRR

E

E
(∞)
+ (ℓ)

− 1
RRRRRRRRRRR
≤M log(α + 1)

α + 1

⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭
(3.2.16)
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which is a neighborhood of E
(∞)
+ (ℓ) contained in a compact subset W1 ⊂ C,

which is independent of M , for all ℓ ∈ W2,+ and all sufficiently big values of α
depending only on W2,+ and on M . Choosing M =M(W2,+) > 0 so that

M(W2,+) >
2Ĉ1,2

infℓ∈W2,+ ∣E
(∞)
+ (ℓ)J(1)

ℓ+ 1
2

((E(∞)+ (ℓ))
1
2 )∣

,

where Ĉ1,2 > 0 is a constant so that inequality (1.0.14) holds (which is indepen-
dent of M), and by eventually taking larger values of α so that

∑
s≥1

∣E(∞)+ (ℓ)∣
s

(s + 1)!

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

J
(s+1)
ℓ+ 1

2

((E(∞)+ (ℓ))
1
2 )

J
(1)
ℓ+ 1

2

((E(∞)+ (ℓ))
1
2 )

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

(M(W2,+))s (
log(α + 1)
α + 1 )

s

≤ 1

2
,

where J
(s)
ℓ+ 1

2

(−) denotes the s-th derivative (notice that by the continuous depen-

dence of E
(∞)
+ (ℓ) on ℓ, by the semplicity of E

(∞)
+ (ℓ) as a root of Jℓ+ 1

2
(E 1

2 ) and

by the continuity of the J
(s)
ℓ+ 1

2

((E(∞)+ (ℓ))
1
2 )’s with respect to ℓ, all the previous

expressions are well defined and finite), on the boundary of D we have

∣Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 )∣
E∈∂D

> Ĉ1,2
log(α + 1)
α + 1 ,

thus, by making use of inequality (1.0.14) again, we have

RRRRRRRRRRRRR
Γ(1 + (1

2
+ ℓ))(E

1
2

2
)
−(ℓ+ 1

2
)

Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 )
RRRRRRRRRRRRR∂D
>

RRRRRRRRRRRRR
Q(α)+ (E; ℓ) − Γ(1 + (1

2
+ ℓ))(E

1
2

2
)
−(ℓ+ 1

2
)

Jℓ+ 1
2
(E 1

2 )
RRRRRRRRRRRRR∂D

for all ℓ ∈W2,+ and all sufficiently big values of α, depending only on W2,+. By
Rouché Theorem we conclude.

Remark 3.3. Point iv) of Theorem 1.1 holds for any finite sequence Jm =
{k1, . . . , km}, m ∈ Z>0, of nonnegative integers ki ∈ Z≥0 and the corresponding
finite sequence j±(ℓ+ 1

2
),k1 , . . . , j±(ℓ+ 1

2
),km . More precisely, with the same assump-

tions and notations of Theorem 1.1, the following statement holds: fix ℓ > − 1
2
;

there are preciselym simple zeros E
(α)
k1,±(ℓ), . . . ,E

(α)
km,±(ℓ) of Q

(α)
± (E; ℓ) such that

RRRRRRRRRRRRR

E
(α)
ki,±(ℓ)

j2±(ℓ+ 1
2
),ki

− 1
RRRRRRRRRRRRR
≲Jp

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (3.2.17)
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for all i = 1, . . . ,m and all sufficiently big values of α (depending on Jm). The
proof is just a repetition of the same proof we gave before for all the indices in
Jp. A similar observation holds for point iii).

4 The large degree, energy and angular momen-
tum limit

In this section we study equation (1.0.1) in the large α, E and ℓ regime. Let
ε, p be complex parameters, p ≠ 06, and let us rescale the energy parameter E
and the angular momentum parameter ℓ in (1.0.1) as

ℓ = 2p(α + 1) − 1

2
, E = 4p2(α + 1)2ε2, (4.0.1)

so that equation (1.0.1) becomes

d2ψ

dx2
= [x2α + 16p2(α + 1)2 − 1

4x2
− 4p2(α + 1)2ε2]ψ. (4.0.2)

We will refer to ε and p as the rescaled energy and rescaled angular momentum
parameters, respectively.

Following the same scheme of section 3, we study separately the local prob-
lems at the (formal) irregular singularity x = ∞ and at the (formal) regular
singularity x = 0.

4.1 Local theory at the (formal) irregular singularity and
Stokes multipliers

The analysis of equation (4.0.2) as x → ∞ is similar to the one performed in
section 3.1. With some minor changes in the statements of the propositions,
the proofs are carried out in the same way by merely plugging in the new
parameterizations (4.0.1) for the energy and angular momentum parameters.
For this reason, in this section we will just state the results and quote the few
technical differences in the proofs.

Proposition 4.1. Let W ⊂ C×C∗ be a compact subset. There exist a constant
αW > 0 depending only on W and a number r0 > 1 (independent of all the
parameters) such that inequality

RRRRRRRRRRRR

ψ
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

− 1
RRRRRRRRRRRR
≲W

α + 1
rα−10

(4.1.1)

holds for all x in the closed annular sector

{(k − 1)π
α + 1 ≤ arg(x) ≤ (k + 1)π

α + 1 , ∣x∣ ≥ 1} ⊂ S(α)k ,

6The case p = 0 is already included in the analysis of section 3, thus we can exclude it here
without loss of generality.
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α ≥ αW and (ε, p) ∈W (here Ψ
(α)
k (x) is the function (3.1.2), while S(α)k is the

sector (1.0.7)).

Proof. See the proof of Proposition 3.1.

Here the only difference with Proposition 3.1 is the upper bound in (4.1.1),
which is due to the factor (α + 1)2 introduced by the new parameterization.

Sibuya’s solution ψ
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) is asymptotic to the

function ψ̃
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
), being ψ̃(α)k (x;E, ℓ) the solution

to (3.0.1) with Cauchy data (3.1.18). To prove this, we use the same procedure
we followed in the previous analogous case, but we have to take case of some
subtleties. Indeed, due to the factor (α + 1)2 of the new parameterization, the
ratio

Z
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) =

ψ
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)

Ψ
(α)
k (x)

(4.1.2)
is no more bounded, as α grows large, in any sector with R ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1 for any
fixed R, no matter how close is it to 1. In order to overcome this obstacle, we
need to choose an R depending on α so that it approaches 1 from the left as α
grows large.

For any k ∈ Z, α > 0 and R̃ > 0 we denote by D̃(α)k (R̃) the closed annular

subsector in C̃∗ defined by

D̃
(α)
k (R̃) ∶= {1 −

R̃

(α + 1)2 ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1,
(k − 1)π
α + 1 ≤ arg(x) ≤ (k + 1)π

α + 1 } ⊂ C̃
∗. (4.1.3)

Lemma 4.1. Fix a compact subset W ∈ C ×C∗. There exist a number R̃W > 0
and a constant αW > 0 depending only on W such that for all k ∈ Z and all

α ≥ αW the ratio Z
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) (see (4.1.2)) restricted

to the closed domain D̃(α)k (R̃W ) (see (4.1.3)) is uniformly bounded with respect
to (ε, p) ∈W , namely

∣Z(α)k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)∣
x∈D̃(α)

k
(R̃W )

≲K 1, for all α ≥ αW .

(4.1.4)

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the analogous Lemma 3.1. In

particular, it suffices to substitute R with 1 − R̃
(α+1)2 in the relevant inequal-

ities (3.1.24), (3.1.25) and (3.1.26). Notice that with this substitution a factor
1

(α+1)2 in all the estimates appears, balancing the factor (α + 1)2 introduced by

the new parameterization.

Proposition 4.2. Let k ∈ Z be a fixed integer number and let us fix a com-
pact subset W ⊂ C × C∗. Let 0 < R̃W < 1 be a number (depending only on W )
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as in Lemma 4.1. Sibuya’s solution ψ
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) re-

stricted to the closed domain D̃(α)k (R̃W ) (see (4.1.3)), along with its derivative,

is asymptotic to ψ̃
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) as α → +∞ uniformly with

respect to x ∈ D̃(α)k (R̃W ) and (ε, p) ∈W . More precisely, there exists a constant
αW (k) > 0, depending only on W and k, such that

∣ψ(α)k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) − ψ̃(α)k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)∣

≲W,k
log(α + 1)
α + 1

(4.1.5)
and

∣ d
dx
ψ
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) − d

dx
ψ̃
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)∣

≲W,k
log(α + 1)
α + 1

(4.1.6)

hold for all x ∈ D̃(α)k (R̃W ), α ≥ αW (k) and all (ε, p) ∈W .

Proof. See proof of Proposition 3.3.

Corollary 4.1. With the same assumptions and notations of Proposition 4.2
specialized to k = 0, inequalities

∣ψ(α)k (1; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)∣ ≲W

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (4.1.7)

and

∣ d
dx
ψ
(α)
k (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)∣
x=1
+ 1∣ ≲W

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (4.1.8)

hold for all α ≥ αW and (ε, p) ∈W .

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.2.

Finally, we have the asymptotics for the Stokes multiplier as a function of
the rescaled energy parameter ε and the rescaled angular momentum parameter
p:

Proposition 4.3. Let k ∈ Z be a fixed integer number and let W ⊂ C ×C∗ be a
fixed compact subset.

The Stokes multiplier σ
(α)
k (4p2(α + 1)2ε2; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) converges to the

constant −2i as α → +∞, uniformly with respect to (ε, p) ∈ W ; more precisely,
there exists a constant αW (k) > 1 depending only on W and k, such that

RRRRRRRRRRRR

σ
(α)
k (4p2(α + 1)2ε2; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)

2i
+ 1
RRRRRRRRRRRR
≲W,k

log(α + 1)
α + 1 (4.1.9)

holds for all α ≥ αW (k) and all (ε, p) ∈W .

Proof. See proof of Proposition 3.4.
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4.2 Local theory at the (formal) regular singularity - A
WKB approach

In this section we study equation (4.0.2) around the (formal) regular singular
point x = 0 by means of the WKB method. In particular, we will give some

uniform asymptotics for the Frobenius subdominant solution χ
(α)
+ (x;E, ℓ) de-

fined in (2.0.1) with the parameterization (4.0.1) of the energy and angular
momentum parameters. Notice that the normalization condition (1.0.4) reads

lim
x→0

Γ (1 + 2p)x− 1
2−2p(α+1)χ

(α)
+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −

1

2
) = 1. (4.2.1)

Let us start by writing equation (4.0.2) as

d2ψ

dx2
= [4p2(α + 1)2V̂ (α)(x; ε, p) − 1

4x2
]ψ (4.2.2)

where the V̂ (α)(x; ε, p) is the function defined by

V̂ (α)(x; ε, p) ∶= 1 − (εx)2
x2

+ x2α

4p2(α + 1)2 (4.2.3)

and is referred to as the rescaled potential of the equation. The term r(x) ∶= − 1
4x2

is usually called the Langer correction. Due to the symmetry p → −p, we can
assume that the quasi momentum p ranges in the right half plane

Hr ∶= {∣arg(p)∣ <
π

2
, p ≠ 0} . (4.2.4)

The cases arg(p) = ±π
2
are not considered here.

In order to perform a WKB analysis to equation (4.2.2), we need first of all
to localize the zeros of the rescaled potential V̂ (α)(x; ε, p), which in this context
are called the turning points of equation (4.2.2), namely we have to study the
following equation:

V̂ (α)(x; ε, p) = 1 − (εx)2
x2

+ x2α

4p2(α + 1)2 = 0. (4.2.5)

A turning point is said to be simple if it is a simple zero of the rescaled potential.
Since our aim is to study the connection problem between the subdominant
Frobenius solution at x = 0 and Sibuya’s solution which is subdominant as

x → +∞, we restrict the analysis of equation (4.2.5) to the sector Σ
(α)
0 of the

punctured x-plane (see (1.0.6) for the definition of Σ
(α)
0 ).

Proposition 4.4. Let us fix constants L > 0 and 0 < Θ < π
2
. There exists a

constant αL > 0 depending only on L (and Θ) such that the following holds for
all α ≥ αL, ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ:
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i) There exists precisely one simple turning point x
(α)
+ (ε, p) satisfying

∣±εx(α)± (ε, p) − 1∣ ≲L,Θ
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ; (4.2.6)

ii) There exists precisely one simple turning point x
(α)
0 (ε, p) satisfying

∣(2(α + 1)pε)−
1
α x
(α)
0 (ε, p) − 1∣ ≲L,Θ

1

α
; (4.2.7)

iii) The points x
(α)
+ (ε, p) and x

(α)
0 (ε, p) are the only turning points in Σ

(α)
0

(see Figure 3).

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix A.

0

x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

1
x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

Σ
(α)
0

Figure 3: The turning points x
(α)
+ (ε, p), x

(α)
0 (ε, p) in the sector Σ

(α)
0 described in

Proposition 4.4. The green area corresponds to the disc to which x
(α)
+ (ε, p) can be

localized according to inequality (4.2.6), while the violet area corresponds to the disc

to which x
(α)
0 (ε, p) can be localized according to inequality (4.2.7).

The second ingredient for a WKB analysis to equation (4.2.2) is the action
integral of the rescaled potential. For all α, ε, p as in Proposition 4.4, the action
integral is the multiple valued function S(α)(x; ε, p) defined by

2

3
[−S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ∶= ∫

x

γ,x
(α)
+ (ε,p)

(V̂ (α)(t; ε, p))
1
2 dt, (4.2.8)

where x
(α)
+ (ε, p) is as in point i) of Proposition 4.4 and γ is any oriented, piece-

wise differentiable path joining x
(α)
+ (ε, p) to x. In order for (4.2.8) to be a well

defined single valued function on Σ
(α)
0 we have to introduce a cut joining the

turning points x
(α)
+ (ε, p) and x(α)0 (ε, p). We cut the sector Σ

(α)
0 along the curve

T(α)(ε, p) defined by

T(α)(ε, p) ∶={x = ∣x(α)+ (ε, p)∣eiθ, arg(x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ θ ≤
π

2α + 2}∪

{x = re iπ
2α+2 , ∣x(α)+ (ε, p)∣ ≤ r ≤ ∣x(α)0 (ε, p)∣}∪

{x = ∣x(α)0 (ε, p)∣eiϕ, arg(x
(α)
0 (ε, p)) ≤ ϕ ≤

π

2α + 2} ,

(4.2.9)
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see Figure 4 below.

0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

Σ
(α)
0

Figure 4: The cut T(α)(ε, p) defined in (4.2.9).

Proposition 4.5. Let us fix constants L > 0 and 0 < Θ < π
2
. There exists a

constant αL > 0 depending only on L (and Θ) such that the following holds for
all α ≥ αL, ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ:

i) Inequality

∣2
3
[−S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ± [
√
1 − (εx)2 − arctanh

√
1 − (εx)2]∣ ≲L,Θ

1

∣p∣(α + 1)2 ,
(4.2.10)

holds for all x in the region

(Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p)) ∩ {∣x∣ ≤ 1

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )} (4.2.11)

(see Figure 5a);

ii) Inequality

∣2
3
[−S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ∣ ≲L,Θ

1

∣p∣(α + 1)2 (4.2.12)

holds for all x in the region

(Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p)) ∩ {∣∣εx∣ − 1∣ ≤ 1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2} (4.2.13)

(see Figure 5b).

Here T(α)(ε, p) is the cut (4.2.9) and “±” refer to the choice of the positive and
negative branch of the square root, respectively.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix A.
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0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

(a) The region (green area) defined
in (4.2.11).

0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

(b) The region (green area) defined
in (4.2.13).

Figure 5: The regions (green areas) of the sector Σ
(α)
0 defined in (4.2.11) and (4.2.13).

The solid black line represents the cut T(α)(ε, p) defined in (4.2.9).

Corollary 4.2. With the same assumptions and notations of Proposition 4.5,
the following holds for all α ≥ αL, ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤
Θ:

i) For any fixed number 0 < ν < 1, by eventually taking a larger αL (depending
on ν) we have

Re(2
3
[−S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ) ≳L,Θ,ν ∣log ∣εx∣∣ positive branch of square root

(4.2.14)
and

Re(2
3
[−S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ) ≲L,Θ,ν log ∣εx∣ negative branch of square root

(4.2.15)

for all x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with ∣x∣ ≤ ν
∣ε∣ (1 −

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 );

ii) With the choice of the positive branch of the square root, inequality

Re(2
3
[−S(α)(x2; ε, p)]

3
2 ) −Re(2

3
[−S(α)(x1; ε, p)]

3
2 ) ≲L,Θ

1

∣p∣(α + 1)2
(4.2.16)

holds for all x1, x2 ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖ T(α)(ε, p) with ∣x1∣ ≤ ∣x2∣ ≤ 1
∣ε∣ (1 −

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

and arg(x1) = arg(x2);

iii) For both choices of the branch of the square root

∣Im 2

3
[−S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ∣ ≲L,Θ

1

∣p∣(α + 1) , (4.2.17)

for all x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with ∣x∣ ≤ 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ).

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of inequality (4.2.10) of Propo-
sition 4.5; more precisely, properties i)-iii) follow by the analogous properties of

the function
√
1 − (εx)2 − arctanh

√
1 − (εx)2, which can be verified by elemen-

tary methods.

37



Before stating the main Proposition of this section, let us introduce some
notation: let S(α)(x; ε, p) be the action integral defined in (4.2.8), for the

rescaled potential V̂ (α)(x; ε, p) defined in (4.2.3); we denote by X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

and X̂
(α)
− (x; ε, p) the functions defined by

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p) ∶=

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) ε−2p(α+1)×

× ( d
dx
S(α)(x; ε, p))

− 1
2

Ai [− (2p(α + 1))
2
3 S(α)(x; ε, p)]

(4.2.18)

and

X̂
(α)
− (x; ε, p) ∶=

Γ (1 + 2p)
2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

ε2p(α+1)×

× ( d
dx
S(α)(x; ε, p))

− 1
2

Bi [− (2p(α + 1))
2
3 S(α)(x; ε, p)]

(4.2.19)

Lemma 4.2. Let us fix constants L > 0, 0 < Θ < π
2

and let us fix a number
0 < ν < 1. For the choice of the positive branch of the square root, there exists
a constant αL(ν) > 0 depending only on L (and Θ, ν) such that the following
holds for all α ≥ αL(ν), ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ:

i) ∣arg (p 2
3 [−S(α)(x; ε, p)])∣ < π

3
for all x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with

∣x∣ ≤ ν
∣ε∣ (1 −

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 );

ii) The functions X̂
(α)
± (x; ε, p) in (4.2.18) and (4.2.19) have no zeros for all

x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with ∣x∣ ≤ 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 );

iii) X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p) satisfies the normalization condition

lim
x→0

Γ(1 + 2p)x− 1
2−2p(α+1)X̂

(α)
+ (x; ε, p) = 1. (4.2.20)

Proof. Point i) is an immediate consequence of Corollary 4.2 (inequalities (4.2.14)
and (4.2.17)). Point ii) follows from the previous property, inequality (4.2.10)
of Proposition 4.5 and Proposition B.3. Point iii) follows from point i) and
representation (B.3.3) for the Airy functions.

Proposition 4.6. Let us fix constants L > 0 and 0 < Θ < π
2
and let us choose

the positive branch of the square root in the definition of the action integral
S(α)(x; ε, p) (see (4.2.8)).

There exists a constant αL > 0 depending only on L (and Θ) such that

RRRRRRRRRRRR

χ
(α)
+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

− 1
RRRRRRRRRRRR
≲L,Θ

1

∣p∣(α + 1) (4.2.21)
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for all

x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with ∣x∣ ≤ 1

∣ε∣ (1 +
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )

all α ≥ αL, ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ
α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ(here T(α)(ε, p) is

as in (4.2.9)).

Proof. From Lemma 4.2, point ii), the function X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p) is different from

zero for all x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with ∣x∣ ≤ 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ), thus we can define

the ratio

ẑ
(α)
+ (x; ε, p) ∶=

χ
(α)
+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

.

By direct inspection, we can verify that it satisfies the Volterra integral equation

ẑ
(α)
+ (x; ε, p) = 1 + ∫

x

γ,0

X̂
(α)
+ (t; ε, p)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)ẑ(α)+ (t; ε, p)dt,

(4.2.22)
where the kernel K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p) is defined as

1

π
(2p(α + 1))

2
3 K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p) ∶=

= [X̂(α)+ (x; ε, p)X̂(α)− (t; ε, p) − X̂(α)+ (t; ε, p)X̂(α)− (x; ε, p)] ,
(4.2.23)

the forcing term F̂ (α)(t; ε, p) is

F̂ (α)(t; ε, p) ∶= 1

2
{S(α)(t; ε, p), t} − 1

4t2
, (4.2.24)

being {−, t} the Schwarzian derivative with respect to t, and γ is any path joining

0 to x with support contained in (Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p)) ∩ {∣t∣ ≤ 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )}

and with finite length. In order to obtain an estimate for ∣ẑ(α)+ (x; ε, p)∣, we are

going to study the function

R̂(α)(x; ε, p) ∶= ∫
x

γ,0

RRRRRRRRRRR

X̂
(α)
+ (t; ε, p)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)
RRRRRRRRRRR
∣dt∣. (4.2.25)

First of all, we notice that, due to Lemma 4.2, points i) and ii), boundedness
property (B.3.7) of the Airy functions and Corollary 4.2, points ii) and iii), for

any t, x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with ∣t∣ ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1
∣ε∣ (1 −

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) we have

RRRRRRRRRRR

X̂
(α)
+ (t; ε, p)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲L,Θ

1

∣p(α + 1)∣ 23
∣X̂(α)+ (t; ε, p)X̂(α)− (t; ε, p)∣ ,

(4.2.26)
for all α ≥ αL > 0, ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ.
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Let us fix a number 0 < ν < 1 and let us start considering points x in

Σ
(α)
0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with ∣x∣ ≤ ν

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α+1)2 ). We can choose the path γ to be the

line segment joining 0 to x. From representations (B.3.3) for the Airy functions,
with bounds (B.3.4) for the remainder terms, from Corollary 4.2, point i), and
from inequality (4.2.26) we receive a constant αL(ν) > 0 depending only on L
(and Θ, ν) such that

RRRRRRRRRRR

X̂
(α)
+ (t; ε, p)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

K̂(α)(x, t)
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲L,Θ,ν

∣t∣
∣p∣(α + 1) , t, x ∈ γ, ∣t∣ ≤ ∣x∣

and

∣F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)∣ ≲L,Θ,ν
1

∣t∣2∣ log(∣εt∣)∣2 , t ∈ Σ(α)0 , ∣t∣ ≤ ν

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ) ,

(4.2.27)
for all α ≥ αL, ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ. Plugging this
inequalities into (4.2.25) we obtain

∣R̂(α)(x; ε, p)∣ ≲L,Θ,ν
1

∣p∣(α + 1) .

From this estimate and from the integral equation (4.2.22), it follows that

sup
α≥αL(ν)

sup
∣ε∣≥1, ∣arg(ε)∣≤ Θ

α+1
∣p∣≥L, ∣arg(p)∣≤Θ

sup
x∈Σ(α)0

∣x∣≤ ν
∣ε∣(1−

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

∣ẑ(α)(x; ε, p)∣ ≤ 2

and hence, using again the integral equation (4.2.22), the conclusion follows.
For

x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with
ν

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ) ≤ ∣x∣ ≤
1

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )

we split the integral in (4.2.25) as

R̂(α)(x; ε, p) =∫
γ1

RRRRRRRRRRR

X̂
(α)
+ (t; ε, p)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)
RRRRRRRRRRR
∣dt∣

+ ∫
γ2

RRRRRRRRRRR

X̂
(α)
+ (t; ε, p)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)
RRRRRRRRRRR
∣dt∣

(4.2.28)

where γ1 and γ2 are the rays

γ1 ∶= {reiarg(x), 0 < r ≤
ν

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )}

γ2 ∶= {reiarg(x),
ν

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ) ≤ r ≤ ∣x∣} ,

(4.2.29)
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see Figure 6 below.

∣t∣ = ν
∣ε∣ (1 −

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

0
x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x

Σ
(α)
0

γ1
γ2

Figure 6: The paths γ1 and γ2 (dark green line) defined in (4.2.29). The solid black
line represents the cut T(α)(ε, p).

Along both γ1 and γ2 inequality (4.2.26) applies, thus the first integral
in (4.2.28) is bounded from above as before, while to find an upper bound
for the second integral in (4.2.28) we proceed as follows: we have the estimate

∫
γ2

RRRRRRRRRRR

X̂
(α)
+ (t; ε, p)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)
RRRRRRRRRRR
∣dt∣

≲L,Θ
1

∣p(α + 1)∣ 23 ∫
1
∣ε∣(1−

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

ν
∣ε∣(1−

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

∣X̂(α)+ (t; ε, p)X̂(α)− (t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)∣d∣t∣,

then we perform the change of integration variable ∣t∣ ↦ ∣t∣
∣ε∣ (1 −

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) in

the integral on the right hand side of the previous inequality and we apply the
mean value theorem for definite integrals (in this case it is allowed) receiving a
number ν < ν∗ < 1 (independent of all the parameters) such that

1

∣p(α + 1)∣ 23 ∫
1
∣ε∣(1−

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

ν
∣ε∣(1−

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

∣X̂(α)+ (t; ε, p)X̂(α)− (t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)∣d∣t∣

≲L,Θ
1

∣ε∣∣p(α + 1)∣ 23
∣X̂(α)+ (w; ε, p) X̂(α)− (w; ε, p) F̂ (α) (w; ε, p)∣

w= ν∗
∣ε∣ (1−

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

≲L,Θ,ν∗
1

∣p∣(α + 1) ,

where in the last line we have used again estimate (4.2.27) (with ν substituted
with ν∗) and representations (B.3.3) of the Airy functions with bounds (B.3.4).
Proceeding as before, we obtain again

∣R̂(α)(x; ε, p)∣ ≲L,Θ
ν,ν∗

1

∣p∣(α + 1)

and
sup

α≥αL(ν)
sup

∣ε∣≥1, ∣arg(ε)∣≤ Θ
α+1

∣p∣≥L, ∣arg(p)∣≤Θ

sup
x∈Σ(α)0

∣x∣≤ 1
∣ε∣(1−

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

∣ẑ(α)(x; ε, p)∣ ≤ 2,
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thus the conclusion follows from the integral relation (4.2.22).
Finally, let us consider the points

x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p), with ∣∣εx∣ − 1∣ ≤ 1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 .

We can choose the path γ to be the product γ ∶= γ1 ∗ γ2 ∗ γ3 where

γ1 ∶= {reiarg(x
(α)
+ (ε,p))

, 0 < r ≤ ν

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )} , (4.2.30)

γ2 ∶= {reiarg(x
(α)
+ (ε,p))

,
ν

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ) ≤ r ≤
1

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )}

(4.2.31)

and γ3 ∶= γ(1)3 ∗ γ(2)3 with

γ
(1)
3 ∶= {reiarg(x

(α)
+ (ε,p))

,
1

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ) ≤ r ≤ ∣x∣} ,

γ
(2)
3 ∶=

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

{∣x∣eiϕ, arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg(x)} , if arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ arg(x),

−{∣x∣eiϕ, arg(x) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p))} , if arg(x) ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ,
(4.2.32)

see Figure 7 below.

∣t∣ = ν
∣ε∣ (1 −

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )
∣t∣ = 1

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x Σ
(α)
0

γ1
γ2

γ
(1)
3

γ
(2)
3

Figure 7: The paths γ1, γ2 and γ3 (dark green line) defined in (4.2.30), (4.2.31)
and (4.2.32) . The solid black line represents the cut T(α)(ε, p).

At this point we proceed as before: we split the integral in (4.2.28) into
three integrals along γ1, γ2 and γ3; the integrals along γ1 and γ2 are studied as
before, while to obtain an estimate of the integral along γ3 we make use of the
following inequalities:

RRRRRRRRRRR

X̂
(α)
+ (t; ε, p)

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)

K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W

1

∣p∣(α + 1) ,

∣F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)∣ ≲W 1

(4.2.33)

for all ∣∣εx∣ − 1∣, ∣∣εt∣ − 1∣ ≤ 1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 . Putting together these results, using the

previous ones and again integral equation (4.2.22) we conclude the proof.
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We are going now to show that, when both ∣ε∣ and ∣p∣ are bounded and
∣arg(p)∣ = O ( 1

α+1), the distinguished subdominant Frobenius solution

χ
(α)
+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) can be approximated with the function

X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p) defined in (4.2.18) till an open sector containing the point x = 1.

To this aim, we will need the following

Proposition 4.7. Let us fix constants L > 0 and 0 < Θ < π
2
. There exists a

constant αL > 0 depending only on L (and Θ) such that

∣2
3
[S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ∓ [
√
(εx)2 − 1 − arctan

√
(εx)2 − 1]∣ ≲L,Θ

1

∣p∣(α + 1)2
(4.2.34)

holds for all x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1+

1
α+1 , all α ≥ αL,

∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ
α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ. Here “∓” correspond to the

choices of the positive and negative branches of the square root, respectively.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix A.

An immediate consequence of Proposition 4.7 is the following

Corollary 4.3. With the same notations and assumptions of Proposition 4.7

the following holds for all x,x1, x2 ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖ T(α)(ε, p) with 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) ≤

∣x∣, ∣x1∣, ∣x2∣ ≤ 1+ 1
α+1 , all α ≥ αL, ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤

Θ
α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤

Θ:

i) For the choice of the positive branch of the square root

Re
2

3
[S(α)(x2; ε, p)]

3
2 −Re 2

3
[S(α)(x1; ε, p)]

3
2 ≳L,Θ

1

∣p∣(α + 1) (4.2.35)

for ∣x1∣ ≤ ∣x2∣ with arg(x1) = arg(x2);

ii) For both choices of the branch of the square root

∣Im 2

3
[S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ∣ ≲L,Θ

1

∣p∣(α + 1) . (4.2.36)

Proof. It follows from inequality (4.2.34) of Proposition 4.7 and the analogous

properties of the function
√
(εx)2 − 1 − arctan

√
(εx)2 − 1 which can be verified

by elementary methods.

Lemma 4.3. Let I ⊂ R≥1 × R>0 be a compact subset and let us fix a constant
0 < Θ < π

2
. For the choice of the positive branch of the square root in the

definition of the action S(α)(x; ε, p) (see (4.2.8)) there exists a constant αI > 0
depending only on I (and Θ) such that

∣Ai [−(2p(α + 1)) 2
3S(α)(x; ε, p)]∣ , ∣Bi [−(2p(α + 1)) 2

3S(α)(x; ε, p)]∣

≲I,Θ
1

2∣p∣ 16 (α + 1) 1
6 ∣S(α)(x; ε, p)∣

1
4

(4.2.37)
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and

∣Ai′ [−(2p(α + 1)) 2
3S(α)(x; ε, p)]∣ , ∣Bi′ [−(2p(α + 1)) 2

3S(α)(x; ε, p)]∣

≲I,Θ 2∣p∣ 16 (α + 1) 1
6 ∣S(α)(x; ε, p)∣

1
4

(4.2.38)

hold for all x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1+

1
α+1 , all α ≥ αI

and all (∣ε∣, ∣p∣) ∈ I, ∣arg(ε)∣, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ
α+1 .

Proof. It follows from inequality (4.2.34) of Proposition 4.7, inequalities (4.2.35)
and (4.2.36) of Corollary 4.3, the series representations (B.3.1), (B.3.2) and
representations (B.3.5) with bounds (B.3.6) for the remainder terms given in
Appendix B.3.

We have now all the technical tools to prove the last Proposition of this
section.

Proposition 4.8. Let I ⊂ R≥1×R>0 be a compact subset and let us fix a constant
0 < Θ < π

2
. For the choice of the positive branch of the square root in the

definition of the action S(α)(x; ε, p) (see (4.2.8)) there exists a constant αI > 0
depending only on I (and Θ) such that

∣χ(α)+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −
1

2
) − X̂(α)+ (x; ε, p)∣

≲I,Θ
1

α + 1

RRRRRRRRRRRR

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) ε−2p(α+1)
RRRRRRRRRRRR

(4.2.39)

and

∣ d
dx
χ
(α)
+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −

1

2
) − d

dx
X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p)∣

≲I,Θ
RRRRRRRRRRRR

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) ε−2p(α+1)
RRRRRRRRRRRR

(4.2.40)

hold for all x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1+

1
α+1 , all α ≥ αI

and all (∣ε∣, ∣p∣) ∈ I, ∣arg(ε)∣, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ
α+1 .

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof given for Proposition (4.6). We consider
the Volterra integral equation

χ
(α)
+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −

1

2
) = X̂(α)+ (x; ε, p)+

+ ∫
x

γ,0
K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)χ(α)+ (t; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −

1

2
)dt
(4.2.41)
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satisfied by χ
(α)
+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) − 1

2
), with kernel K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p) as

in (4.2.23), forcing term F̂ (α)(t; ε, p) as in (4.2.24) and γ an oriented path of
finite length with support contained in

Σ
(α)
0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) ∩ {∣t∣ ≤ 1 + 1

α + 1} .

For x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖ T(α)(ε, p) with 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1 + 1

α+1 , we can take

γ ∶= γ̊1 ∗ γ̊2 ∗ γ̊3, with

γ̊1 ∶= {reiarg(x
(α)
+ (ε,p))

, 0 < r ≤ 1

∣ε∣ (1 +
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )} ,

γ̊2 ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

{ 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) e

iϕ, arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg(x)} , if arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ arg(x),

−{ 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) e

iϕ, arg(x) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p))} , if arg(x) ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ,

γ̊3 ∶= {reiarg(x),
1

∣ε∣ (1 +
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ) ≤ r ≤ ∣x∣} ,

(4.2.42)
see Figure 8 below.

∣t∣ = 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

∣t∣ = 1 + 1
α+1

0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

Σ
(α)
0

γ̊1
γ̊2

γ̊3

Figure 8: The paths γ̊1, γ̊2 and γ̊3 (dark green lines) defined in (4.2.42).

To obtain estimate (4.2.39) we have to study (uniform) upper bounds for
the functions

∫
γ̊1∗γ̊2

∣K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)χ(α)+ (t; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −
1

2
)∣ ∣dt∣,

and

∫
γ̊3
∣K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)∣ ∣dt∣.

For the integral along γ̊1 ∗ γ̊2 the results of Proposition 4.6 apply, while for the
integral along γ̊3 we make use of Lemma 4.3, inequality (4.2.37) , obtaining

∫
γ̊3
∣K̂(α)(x, t; ε, p)F̂ (α)(t; ε, p)∣ ∣dt∣ ≲I,Θ

1

α + 1 ,
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for α ≥ αI , being αI > 0 sufficiently big (depending on I and Θ). Putting
together these results and using the integral relation (4.2.41) we find

∣χ̂(α)+ (x; ε, p)∣ ≲I,Θ
RRRRRRRRRRRR

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) ε−2p(α+1)
RRRRRRRRRRRR

for all x ∈ Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p) with 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1 +

1
α+1 , all α ≥ αI and

all (∣ε∣, ∣p∣∣) ∈ I, ∣arg(ε)∣, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ
α+1 , thus, using again the integral equation,

inequality (4.2.39) follows.
To prove inequality (4.2.40), we take the x-derivative of equation (4.2.41) and

we proceed in a similar way (using also inequality (4.2.38) of Lemma 4.3).

We have now all the ingredients to study the spectral determinant

Q(α)+ (4p2(α + 1)2ε2; 2p(α + 1) −
1

2
)

and its zeros. It turns out that there are two different interesting regimes accord-
ing to the values of the rescaled energy parameter ε: the one with ∣ε∣ bounded
from 1, which we call the high rescaled energy case and the one with ∣ε∣ close to
1, which we call the low rescaled energy case. We will treat them separately in
the next two sections, giving the precise restrictions on ε.

4.2.1 Spectral determinant - The high rescaled energy case and
proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we will restrict the values of ∣ε∣ to be strictly greater than 1,
namely it will take values on (compact subsets of ) R>1. Furthermore, the choice
of the positive branch of the square root of the rescaled potential V̂ (α)(x; ε, p)
will be always understood.

Lemma 4.4. Let I ⊂ R>1 × R>0 be a compact subset and let us fix a number
0 < Θ < π

2
. There exists a constant αI > 0 depending only on I (and Θ) such

that

∣χ(α)+ (1; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −
1

2
)

− 2ε−2p(α+1)

Γ(1 + 2p)(ε2 − 1) 1
4

cos(2p(α + 1) [
√
ε2 − 1 − arctan

√
ε2 − 1] − π

4
)∣

≲I,Θ
1

α + 1

RRRRRRRRRRRR

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) ε−2p(α+1)
RRRRRRRRRRRR

(4.2.43)

and

∣ d
dx
χ
(α)
+ (x; 4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −

1

2
)∣
x=1

≲I,Θ (α + 1)
5
6

RRRRRRRRRRRR

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) ε−2p(α+1)
RRRRRRRRRRRR

(4.2.44)
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hold for all α ≥ αI and all (∣ε∣, ∣p∣) ∈ I, ∣arg(ε)∣, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ
α+1 .

Proof. It follows from definition (4.2.18) of the function X̂
(α)
+ (x; ε, p), Proposi-

tion 4.8 and representations (B.3.5), (B.3.10) for the Airy function Ai and its
derivative.

We can now prove Theorem 1.2:

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Point i) is a direct consequence of Corollary 4.1 and
Lemma 4.4.

Let us prove point ii). Let us denote by W (α) the sector in the ε-plane
defined by

W (α) ∶= {∣ε∣ ∈ I1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤
Θ

α + 1}

(Θ < π
2

is a fixed constant as in the statement of point i)). From inequal-
ity (1.0.17) it follows that

∣ 2ε−2p(α+1)

Γ(1 + 2p)(ε2 − 1) 1
4

cos(2p(α + 1) [
√
ε2 − 1 − arctan

√
ε2 − 1] − π

4
)∣
ε∈∂W (α)

>

∣Q(α)+ (4p2(α + 1)2ε2,2p(α + 1) −
1

2
)

− 2ε−2p(α+1)

Γ(1 + 2p)(ε2 − 1) 1
4

cos(2p(α + 1) [
√
ε2 − 1 − arctan

√
ε2 − 1] − π

4
)∣
ε∈∂W (α)

,

hence, by Rouché theorem, it follows that the number of zeros (counted with
multiplicities) of Q(α)(4p2(α + 1)2ε2; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2
) in W (α) is equal to the

number of zeros of cos (2p(α + 1) [
√
ε2 − 1 − arctan

√
ε2 − 1] − π

4
) in W (α). For

real ε ∈ I1 and p ∈ I2, due to monotonicity of the function
√
ε2 − 1−arctan

√
ε2 − 1

and relation
d

dε
[
√
ε2 − 1 − arctan

√
ε2 − 1] =

√
ε2 − 1
ε

,

we find

⌊2p(α + 1)
π

∫
I1

√
ε2 − 1
ε

dε⌋ ≤ n(α)I1
(p) ≤ ⌈2p(α + 1)

π
∫
I1

√
ε2 − 1
ε

dε⌉ ,

where ⌊−⌋ and ⌈−⌉ denote the floor and ceiling functions, respectively7, and

n
(α)
I1
(p) is the number of zeros in I1. As a consequence, we have

RRRRRRRRRRRR

n
(α)
I1
(p)

α + 1 −
2p

π
∫
I1

√
ε2 − 1
ε

dε

RRRRRRRRRRRR
≤ 1

α + 1

and the result follows.

7Recall that for a real number r the number ⌊r⌋ is the integer satisfying r − 1 ≤ ⌊r⌋ ≤ r,
while ⌈r⌉ is the integer satisfying r ≤ ⌈r⌉ ≤ r + 1.
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4.2.2 Spectral determinant - The low rescaled energy case and proof
of Theorem 1.3

In this section we reparameterize the rescaled energy parameter ε as

ε = 1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

, (4.2.45)

where η ≠ 0 is a complex parameter with ∣η∣ bounded and ∣arg(η)∣ = O ( 1

(α+1)
1
3
).

Lemma 4.5. Let J1 ⊂ R>0 be a compact subset and let us fix numbers L > 0
and 0 < Θ < π

2
. There exists a constant αJ1,L > 0 depending only on J1 and L

(and Θ) such that inequality

RRRRRRRRRRRR

2

3
[S(α) (1; 1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

, p)]
3
2

∓ 2
3
2

3

η
3
2

α + 1

RRRRRRRRRRRR
≲J1,L,Θ

1

(α + 1) 5
3

(4.2.46)

holds for all α ≥ αJ1,L and all ∣η∣ ∈ J1, ∣arg(η)∣ ≤ Θ

(α+1)
1
3
, ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ.

Here “∓” refer to the choice of the positive or negative branch of the square root
of the rescaled potential, respectively, in the definition of the action S(α)(x; ε, p)
(see (4.2.8)).

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.7 with the new param-
eterization of ε given in (4.2.45).

From here on, the choice of the positive branch of the square root of the
rescaled potential will be always assumed.

Lemma 4.6. Let J ⊂ R>0 × R>0 be a compact subset and let us fix a number
0 < Θ < π

2
. There exists a constant αJ > 0 depending only on J (and Θ) such

that

RRRRRRRRRRR
χ
(α)
+
⎛
⎝
1; 4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
2

,2p(α + 1) − 1

2

⎞
⎠

−2
√
π [p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
−2p(α+1)

Ai (−2p 2
3 η)
RRRRRRRRRRRR

≲J,Θ
1

(α + 1) 2
3

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
−2p(α+1)

(4.2.47)

and

RRRRRRRRRRR

d

dx
χ
(α)
+
⎛
⎝
x; 4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
2

,2p(α + 1) − 1

2

⎞
⎠

RRRRRRRRRRRx=1

≲J,Θ (α + 1)
2
3
2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
−2p(α+1)

(4.2.48)

hold for all α ≥ αJ and all (∣η∣, ∣p∣) ∈ J , ∣arg(η)∣ ≤ Θ

(α+1)
1
3
, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 .
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Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.8 and Lemma 4.5.

We can now prove Theorem 1.3:

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Point i), inequality (1.0.19), is an immediate consequence
of Corollary 4.1 and Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions of point ii), the state-
ment is readily proved from the previous point: we have

RRRRRRRRRRR
Q(α)+

⎛
⎝
4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
2

; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2

⎞
⎠

RRRRRRRRRRR
≳J1,J2,Θ

RRRRRRRRRRRR

2
√
π [2p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
−2p(α+1)RRRRRRRRRRRR

(∣Ai (−2p 2
3 η)∣ − log(α + 1)

(α + 1) 1
3

) > 0,

where the last inequality (which holds for all sufficiently big values of α) follows

from compactness of J1, J2 and the assumption that ∣as∣
2∣p∣

2
3
∉ J1 for all s ∈ Z≥0

and all ∣p∣ ∈ J2, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ
α+1 .

Let us now prove point iii). Let M̊ > 0 and let us consider the disc

D̊ ∶= {∣2p
2
3 η

∣ak ∣
− 1∣ ≤ M̊ log(α + 1)

(α + 1) 1
3

} ,

which is a neighborhood of ∣ak ∣
2p

2
3
contained in a subset of the η-plane with ∣η∣ ∈ J1,

∣arg(η)∣ ≤ Θ

(α+1)
1
3
, for some compact J1 ⊂ R>0 and some 0 < Θ < π

2
independent

of M̊ . On the boundary of D̊ we have

∣Ai (−2p 2
3 η)∣

η∈∂D̊
≥∣ak ∣ ∣Ai(1)(−ak)∣ M̊

log(α + 1)
(α + 1) 1

3

×

×
⎛
⎜
⎝
1 − M̊ ∣ak ∣

2

∣Ai(2)(−ak)∣

Ai(1) (−ak)
log(α + 1)
(α + 1) 1

3

L̂J2(k)
⎞
⎟
⎠
,

where

L̂J2(k) ∶= sup
∣p∣∈J2

1

∣p∣ 23
∣ak ∣

∣Ai(2)(−ak)∣
∑
s≥3

1

s!
∣Ai(s) (−ak)∣ <∞

(here Ai(k)(z) = dk

dzk
Ai(z)), thus, letting

M̊ = M̊k(J2) >
2

7
6

∣ak ∣ ∣Ai(1)(−ak)∣
ĈJ1,J2 ,

where ĈJ,I2 > 0 is the implicit constant in inequality (1.0.19) of point i) (which

is independent of M̊), and taking sufficiently big values of α (depending on J2
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and k) so that

M̊k(J2)
∣ak ∣
2

∣Ai(2)(−ak)∣

Ai(1) (−ak)
log(α + 1)
(α + 1) 1

3

L̂J2(k) ≤
1

2
,

we find

RRRRRRRRRRR
Q(α)+

⎛
⎝
4p2(α + 1)2 (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
2

; 2p(α + 1) − 1

2

⎞
⎠

−2
√
π [p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
−2p(α+1)

Ai (−2p 2
3 η)
RRRRRRRRRRRRη∈∂D̊

<

<
RRRRRRRRRRRR

2
√
π [p(α + 1)]

1
6

Γ (1 + 2p) (1 + η

(α + 1) 2
3

)
−2p(α+1)

Ai (−2p 2
3 η)
RRRRRRRRRRRRη∈∂D̊

.

The conclusion follows from Rouché theorem and the construction of the neigh-
borhood D̊.

Remark 4.1. The same observations of Remark 3.3 apply also for point iii) of
Theorem 1.3 with the obvious changes.
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A Asymptotic computations

In this Appendix we collect the proofs that were not given in the main part of
the paper.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. Let us start considering the disc

D+ ∶= {
1

ε
+ reiθ

∣ε∣∣p∣2(α + 1)2 , 0 ≤ r ≤ R, 0 ≤ θ < 2π} ⊂ Σ
(α)
0 , (A.0.1)

for a constant R to be chosen. We have

∣1 − (εx)2∣
∂D+
≥ 2R

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 (1 −
R

2∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )

and

∣ x2α+2

4p2(α + 1)2 ∣
∂D+
≤ e

2R
∣p∣2(α+1)

4∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ;

choosing R > 1
8
, for all sufficiently big values of α we have

∣1 − (εx)2∣
∂D+
> ∣ x2α+2

4p2(α + 1)2 ∣
∂D+

,

thus, by Rouché theorem, point i) of Proposition 4.4 follows. To prove point ii)
we follow the same reasoning considering the disc

D0 ∶= {(2p(α + 1)ε)
1
α + re

iθ

α
(2∣p∣(α + 1)∣ε∣)

1
α , 0 ≤ r ≤ R̃, 0 ≤ θ < 2π} ,

with R̃ > 1
2
. Point iii) follows by repeated application of Rouché theorem in

subsets of Σ
(α)
0 ∖ (D+ ∪D0).

Proof of Proposition 4.5. For all ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ
α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤

Θ, let us start considering points x in the region

(Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p)) ∩ {∣∣εx∣ − 1∣ ≤ 1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2} , (A.0.2)

where T(α)(ε, p) is the cut (4.2.9) (see Figure 9 below).

0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

Σ
(α)
0

Figure 9: The region (green area) defined in (A.0.2).
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For the integral (4.2.8) defining the action S(α)(x; ε, p) we can take the

oriented path γ starting at the turning point x
(α)
+ (ε, p) and ending at x as

follows: γ ∶= γ1 ∗ γ2, where

γ1 ∶=

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

{reiarg(x
(α)
+ (ε,p))

, ∣x(α)+ (ε, p)∣ ≤ r ≤ ∣x∣} , if ∣x(α)+ (ε, p)∣ ≤ ∣x∣,

−{reiarg(x
(α)
+ (ε,p))

, ∣x∣ ≤ r ≤ ∣x(α)+ (ε, p)∣} , if ∣x∣ ≤ ∣x(α)+ (ε, p)∣ ,

γ2 ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

{∣x∣eiϕ, arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg(x)} , if arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ arg(x),

−{∣x∣eiϕ, arg(x) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p))} , if arg(x) ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ,
(A.0.3)

see Figure 10 below. Notice that the support of γ is fully contained in re-
gion (A.0.2).

x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x

γ1

γ2 Σ
(α)
0

Figure 10: The path γ (dark green line) defined in (A.0.3) with support in the region
(green area) defined in (A.0.2).

We easily see that for all t in region (A.0.2) the following inequalities hold:

∣1 − (εt)
2

t2
∣ ≲W

∣ε∣2
∣p∣2(α + 1)2 , and ∣ t2α

4p2(α + 1)2 ∣ ≲W
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 .

Furthermore, the lengths of the paths γ1 and γ2 defined in (A.0.3) have the
following bounds:

∫
γ1
∣dt∣ ≲W

1

∣ε∣(α + 1)2 , and ∫
γ2
∣dt∣ ≲W

1

∣ε∣(α + 1) .

Putting these last results together, we obtain the bound

∣2
3
[−S(α)(x; ε, p)]

3
2 ∣ ≲W

1

∣p∣(α + 1)2

for all x belonging to region (A.0.2), all sufficiently big values of α (depending
on L) and all ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 , ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ.
We consider now points x in the region

(Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p)) ∩ {∣x∣ ≤ 1

∣ε∣ (1 −
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )} , (A.0.4)

52



see Figure 11 below.

0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

Σ
(α)
0

Figure 11: The region (green area) defined in (A.0.4).

For the integral (4.2.8) defining the action S(α)(x; ε, p) we can take the

oriented path γ starting at x
(α)
+ (ε, p) and ending at x as follows: γ ∶= γ̃1∗ γ̃2∗ γ̃3,

where

γ̃1 ∶= −{reiarg(x
(α)
+ (ε,p))

, ∣z(α)(ε, p)∣ ≤ r ≤ ∣x(α)+ (ε, p)∣} ,

γ̃2 ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

{∣z(α)(ε, p)∣ eiϕ, arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg(x)} , if arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ arg(x),

−{∣z(α)(ε, p)∣ eiϕ, arg(x) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p))} , if arg(x) ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ,

γ̃3 ∶= −{reiarg(x), ∣x∣ ≤ r ≤ ∣z(α)(ε, p)∣} ,
(A.0.5)

where z(α)(ε, p) ∶= 1
∣ε∣ (1 −

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) e

iarg(x(α)+ (ε,p))
; see Figure 12 below.

0 x

x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

Σ
(α)
0

γ̃1

γ̃2γ̃3

Figure 12: The paths γ̃1, γ̃2, γ̃3 (dark green line) defined in (A.0.5). The green area
represents the region defined in (A.0.4).

For the integration in (4.2.8) along γ̃1 and γ̃2 we can apply the previous
result. For the integration in-(4.2.8) along γ̃3, first of all we notice that for all
t in region (A.0.4) we have

∣ t2α+2

4p2(α + 1)2 ∣ ≤
1

2
,
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thus we are allowed to (absolutely and uniformly) Taylor expand the square
root of the rescaled potential V̂ (α)(x; ε, p) obtaining

± ∫
x

γ̃3,∣z(α)(ε,p)∣eiarg(x)

√
V̂ (α)(t; ε, p)dt =

= ∓ [
√
1 − (εt)2 − arctanh

√
1 − (εt)2]

t=x

t=∣z(α)(ε,p)∣eiarg(x)

± ∑
m≥1
(1/2
m
)( 1

4p2(α + 1)2 )
m

∫
x

γ̃3,∣z(α)(ε,p)∣eiarg(x)
t2m(α+1)−1

(1 − (εt)2)m−
1
2

dt,

where the upper/lower signs correspond to the choices of the positive/negative
branch of the square root. Since

∣[
√
1 − (εt)2 − arctanh

√
1 − (εt)2]

t=z(α)(ε,p)
∣ ≲W

1

∣p∣(α + 1)2

and

RRRRRRRRRRR
( 1

4p2(α + 1)2 )
m

∫
x

γ̃3,∣z(α)(ε,p)∣eiarg(x)
t2m(α+1)−1

(1 − (εt)2)m−
1
2

dt
RRRRRRRRRRR
≲W

1

∣p∣(α + 1)2 (
1

2
)
m

,

the sought inequality follows.

Proof of Proposition 4.7. The proof is very similar to the one of Proposition
4.5. For all ∣ε∣ ≥ 1, ∣arg(ε)∣ ≤ Θ

α+1 and all ∣p∣ ≥ L, ∣arg(p)∣ ≤ Θ we consider points
x in the region

(Σ(α)0 ∖T(α)(ε, p)) ∩ { 1

∣ε∣ (1 +
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ) ≤ ∣x∣ ≤ 1 +
1

α + 1} , (A.0.6)

see Figure 13 below.

∣x∣ = 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 )

∣x∣ = 1 + 1
α+1

0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

Σ
(α)
0

Figure 13: The region (green area) defined in (A.0.6).

For the integral (4.2.8) defining the action S(α)(x; ε, p) we can take the
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oriented path γ joining x
(α)
+ (ε, p) to x to be γ ∶= γ̂1 ∗ γ̂2 ∗ γ̂3, where

γ̂1 ∶= {reiarg(x
(α)
+ (ε,p))

, ∣x(α)+ (ε, p)∣ ≤ r ≤
1

∣ε∣ (1 +
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 )} ,

γ̂2 ∶=
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

{ 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) e

iϕ, arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg(x)} , if arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ≤ arg(x),

−{ 1
∣ε∣ (1 +

1
∣p∣2(α+1)2 ) e

iϕ, arg(x) ≤ ϕ ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p))} , if arg(x) ≤ arg (x(α)+ (ε, p)) ,

γ̂3 ∶= {reiarg(x),
1

∣ε∣ (1 +
1

∣p∣2(α + 1)2 ) ≤ r ≤ ∣x∣} ,

(A.0.7)
see Figure 14 below.

0 x
(α)
+ (ε, p)

x
(α)
0 (ε, p)

Σ
(α)
0

γ̂1 γ̂2

γ̂3
x

Figure 14: The paths γ̂1, γ̂2 and γ̂3 (dark green lines) defined in (A.0.7).

Along γ̂1 and γ̂2 inequality (4.2.12) of Proposition 4.5 applies, while along
γ̂3 we proceed as in the proof of Proposition 4.5 by Taylor expanding the square
root of the rescaled potential V̂ (α)(x; ε, p), thus we omit the details.
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B Special functions

We summarize here some properties of the special functions that are used in
this paper. The results that are collected here are mainly taken from [Erd81]
and [Nis].

B.1 Bessel functions

Bessel functions are solutions to the differential equation

z2
d2w

dz2
+ z dw

dz
+ (z2 − ν2)w = 0, ν ∈ C. (B.1.1)

An independent pair of standard solutions is given by {Jν(z), Yν(z)}, where

Jν(z) ∶= (
z

2
)
ν ∞
∑
k=0

(−1)k
k!Γ (ν + 1 + k) (

z

2
)
2k

(B.1.2)

is known as the Bessel function of the first kind, and

Yν(z) ∶= cot(νπ)Jν(z) − csc(νπ)J−ν(z), ν ∉ Z (B.1.3)

or

Yn(z) = −
1

π
(z
2
)
−n n−1
∑
k=0

(n − k − 1)!
k!

(z
2
)
2k

+ 2

π
Jn(z) log (

z

2
)

− 1

π
(z
2
)
n ∞
∑
k=0

ψ(k + 1) + ψ(n + k + 1)
k!(n + k)! (−z

2
)
2k

, ν = n ∈ Z
(B.1.4)

(here ψ denotes the digamma function) is known as the Bessel function of the
second kind. The principal branch of Jν(z) is the principal branch of zν , and
defines an analytic function on C ∖ (−∞,0], while for ν = n ∈ Z the principal
branch of Yn(z) is the principal branch of log(z) and defines an analytic function
on C ∖ (−∞,0]. For each z ≠ 0, Jν(z) is an entire function of ν.

The analytic continuation formulas for the Bessel functions of the first and
second kind are the following: for m ∈ Z,

Jν (zeimπ) = eimνπJν(z), (B.1.5)

for ν ∉ Z

Yν (zeimπ) = e−imνπYν(z) + 2i sin(mνπ) cot(νπ)Jν(z), (B.1.6)

while for ν = n ∈ Z

Yn (zeimπ) = (−1)mn (Yn(z) + 2imJn(z)) . (B.1.7)
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Another standard pair of independent solutions is {H(1)ν (z),H(2)ν (z)}, where
H
(1)
ν (z) andH(2)ν (z) are called Hankel functions (or Bessel functions of the third

kind) and are defined by the normalizations

lim
z→∞

−π<arg(z)<2π

√
πz

2
e−i(z−

νπ
2 −

π
4
)H(1)ν (z) = 1,

lim
z→∞

−2π<arg(z)<π

√
πz

2
ei(z−

πν
2 −

π
4
)H(2)ν (z) = 1.

Their principal branch corresponds to the principle branch of the square root
appearing in the previous normalization conditions and defines analytic func-

tions on C ∖ (−∞,0]. For each z ≠ 0, H(1)ν (z) and H(2)ν (z) are entire functions
of ν.

Denoting by Cν(z) either the Bessel function of the first and second kind or
the Hankel functions, the following formulas hold:

1

z

d

dz
(zνCν(z)) = zν−1Cν−1(z) (B.1.8)

and

Cν(λz) = λ±ν [Cν(z) + ∑
m≥1

(∓1)m(λ2 − 1)m
m!

(z
2
)
m

Cν±m(z)] , ∣λ2 − 1∣ < 1

(B.1.9)
(the second identity is known as the multiplication theorem for the Bessel func-

tions). Furthermore, the function z
1
2 Cν(λz), λ ≠ 0, satisfies the differential

equation

d2w

dz2
= (

ν2 − 1
4

z2
− λ2)w. (B.1.10)

Finally, we quote here the following results about the zeros of Jν(z) and

H
(1)
ν (z), H(2)ν (z):

Proposition B.1. Let ν ≥ 0. Then

i) Jν(z) has only positive real simple roots which are denoted jν,s, s ∈ Z≥0;

ii) H
(1)
ν (z) has no roots in the closed sector {0 ≤ arg(z) ≤ π} and (hence)

H
(2)
ν (z) has no roots in the closed sector {−π ≤ arg(z) ≤ 0}.

Proof. Point i) is known as Lommel’s Theorem and the proof can be found in
[Wat52]. For point ii) see [Erd81] and [HF16], [Fal32] for a wider study.

B.2 Modified Bessel functions

The modified Bessel functions are solutions to the differential equation

z2
d2w

dz2
+ z dw

dz
− (z2 + ν2)w = 0, ν ∈ C. (B.2.1)
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An independent pair of standard solutions is given by

Iν(z) ∶= (
z

2
)
ν ∞
∑
k=0

1

k!Γ (ν + 1 + k) (
z

2
)
2k

(B.2.2)

(known as modified Bessel function of the first kind), and by

Kν(z) ∶=
π

2
csc(πν) (I−ν(z) − Iν(z)) (B.2.3)

when ν is not an integer, while for integer ν it is defined by a limiting operation
of the previous formula (this function is known as the modified Bessel function
of the third kind). For both functions, the principal branch is defined to be
the principal branch of zν and it is an analytic function on C ∖ (−∞,0]. For
each z ≠ 0, all branches of Iν(z) and Kν(z) are analytic in ν ∈ C. Both Iν(z)
and Kν(z) are real when ν and z are real. Furthermore, for any nonnegative
order ν the function Iν(z) is positive and monotonically increasing on (0,+∞),
while the function Kν(z) is positive and monotonically decreasing on the same
interval.

The analytic continuation of the modified Bessel functions of the first and
third kind on the whole universal covering space C̃∗ is given by the formulas

Kν (zeimπ) = e−imπνKν(z) − iπ sin (mνπ) csc (νπ) Iν(z) (B.2.4)

and
Iν (zeimπ) = eimπνIν(z), (B.2.5)

for all m ∈ Z.
The modified Bessel functions Iν(z) and Kν(z) are related to the Bessel

functions by the following connection formulas:

Iν(z) = e−
νπi
2 Jν (zei

π
2 ) , −π ≤ arg(z) ≤ π

2
, (B.2.6)

Iν(z) =
1

2
e∓

νπi
2 [H(1)ν (ze±i

π
2 ) +H(2)ν (ze±i

π
2 )] , −π ≤ ±arg(z) ≤ π

2
, (B.2.7)

and

Kν(z) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

iπ
2
e

νπi
2 H

(1)
ν (zei

π
2 ) , −π ≤ arg(z) ≤ π

2
,

− iπ
2
e−

νπi
2 H

(2)
ν (ze−i

π
2 ) , −π

2
≤ arg(z) ≤ π.

(B.2.8)

For what concerns the asymptotic expansions, it can be shown that Kν(z)
and Iν(z) admit the representations

Kν(z) = (
π

2z
)

1
2

e−z [
n−1
∑
s=0

As(ν)
zs

+Rn(z;ν)] (B.2.9)

and

Iν(z) =
ez

(2πz) 1
2

[
n−1
∑
s=0
(−1)sAs(ν)

zs
+ R̃n(z;ν)]∓ie∓iπν

e−z

(2πz) 1
2

[
n−1
∑
s=0

As(ν)
zs

+Rn(z;ν)] ,

(B.2.10)

58



where n ∈ N is any fixed natural number,

As(ν) ∶=
( 1
2
− ν)

s
( 1
2
+ ν)

s

(−2)ss! (B.2.11)

(here (−)s denotes the Pochhammer symbol) and the remainders Rn(z;ν),
R̃n(z;ν) have the bounds

∣Rn(z;ν)∣ ≤

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

2 ∣An(ν)
zn
∣ exp ∣ 1

z
(ν2 − 1

4
)∣ ∣arg(z)∣ ≤ π

2
,

2
√
π

Γ(n2 +1)
Γ(n2 +

1
2
) ∣
An(ν)
zn
∣ exp ∣ π

2z
(ν2 − 1

4
)∣ π

2
≤ ∣arg(z)∣ ≤ π,

4
√
π

Γ(n2 +1)
Γ(n2 +

1
2
) ∣

An(ν)
(Re(z))n ∣ exp ∣

π
Re(z) (ν

2 − 1
4
)∣ π ≤ ∣arg(z)∣ < 3π

2

(B.2.12)
and

∣R̃n(z;ν)∣ ≤

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

4
√
π

Γ(n2 +1)
Γ(n2 +

1
2
) ∣

An(ν)
(Re(z))n ∣ exp ∣

π
Re(z) (ν

2 − 1
4
)∣ 0 ≤ ±arg(z) < π

2
,

2
√
π

Γ(n2 +1)
Γ(n2 +

1
2
) ∣
An(ν)
zn
∣ exp ∣ π

2z
(ν2 − 1

4
)∣ −π

2
≤ ±arg(z) ≤ 0,

2 ∣An(ν)
zn
∣ exp ∣ 1

z
(ν2 − 1

4
)∣ − 3π

2
≤ ±arg(z) ≤ −π

2
,

(B.2.13)
respectively (these formulas can be found in [Olv74], Exercise 13.2 of Chapter 7,
while the proofs can be found in [Wat52], Chapter VII). In (B.2.13) the choices
“±” correspond to the choices “∓” in (B.2.10).

Denoting by Zν(z) any solution to (B.2.1), the function z
1
2Z 1

p
( 2λ
p
z

p
2 ), with

λ, p ≠ 0, satisfies the equation

d2w

dz2
− λ2zp−2w = 0 (B.2.14)

while the first derivative of Zν(z) is given by the formula

1

z

d

dz
(zνZν(z)) = zν−1Zν−1(z). (B.2.15)

Finally, we quote here the following result about the zeros of the modified
Bessel function Kν(z):

Proposition B.2. Let ν ≥ 0. The number of zeros of the modified Bessel
function Kν(z) in the sector {∣arg(z)∣ ≤ π} is the even integer which is closer
to ν − 1/2 unless ν − 1/2 is an integer, in which case the number is ν − 1/2.

Proof. See [Mac98] and [Wat52] for a wider study.

B.3 Airy functions

The Airy functions are the entire functions Ai(z) and Bi(z) which solve the
Airy equation

d2w

dz2
= zw, z ∈ C
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and with Taylor series

Ai(z) = 1

3
2
3π
∑
k≥0

1

k!
Γ(k + 1

3
) sin(2π(k + 1)

3
)(3 1

3 z)
k

(B.3.1)

and

Bi(z) = 1

3
1
6π
∑
k≥0

1

k!
Γ(k + 1

3
) ∣sin(2π(k + 1)

3
)∣ (3 1

3 z)
k
. (B.3.2)

The Airy functions Ai(z) and Bi(z) admit the following representations:

Ai(z) = e−
2
3 z

3
2

2
√
πz

1
4

(1 +R1(z)) , ∣arg(z)∣ < π,

Bi(z) = e
2
3 z

3
2

√
πz

1
4

⎛
⎜
⎝
1 +

R1 (ze−
2πi
3 ) +R1 (ze

2πi
3 )

2

⎞
⎟
⎠
, ∣arg(z)∣ < π

3
,

(B.3.3)

where the remainder term R1(z) has bounds

∣R1(z)∣ ≤

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

5
72
∣ 2
3
z

3
2 ∣
−1
, ∣arg(z)∣ ≤ π

3
,

5
72
∣ 2
3
z

3
2 ∣
−1

max{∣csc ( 3
2
arg(z))∣ ,1 + 7√π Γ( 7

12
)

Γ( 1
12
)} ,

π
3
≤ ∣arg(z)∣ ≤ 2π

3
,

5
72
∣ 2
3
z

3
2 ∣
−1
[

√
7π

√
3∣cos( 32 arg(z))∣

7
6
(1 + 7√π Γ( 7

12
)

Γ( 1
12
))] ,

2π
3
≤ ∣arg(z)∣ < π,

(B.3.4)
and

Ai(−z) = 1
√
πz

1
4

[cos(2
3
z

3
2 − π

4
) + R̃1(z)] ∣arg(z)∣ < 2π

3
,

Bi(−z) = 1
√
πz

1
4

[− sin(2
3
z

3
2 − π

4
) + R̃2(z)] , ∣arg(z)∣ < 2π

3
,

(B.3.5)

where the remainder terms R̃1(z) and R̃1(z) are

2R̃1(z) ∶= e
−i( 2

3 z
3
2 −π

4 )R1 (zei
π
3 ) + ei(

2
3 z

3
2 −π

4 )R1 (ze−i
π
3 ) ,

2R̃2(z) ∶= e
−i( 2

3 z
3
2 +π

4 )R1 (zei
π
3 ) + ei(

2
3 z

3
2 +π

4 )R1 (ze−i
π
3 ) .

(B.3.6)

As a consequence of representation (B.3.3) and (B.3.1), (B.3.2), it follows that
for any closed subsector S1 ⊂ {∣arg(z)∣ < π} and any closed subsector S2 ⊂
{∣arg(z)∣ < π

3
} there exist constants 0 < c(1)S1

≤ c(2)S1
depending only on the opening

angle of S1 and constants 0 < d(1)S2
≤ d(2)S2

depending only on the opening angle
of S2 such that

c
(1)
S1
≤ ∣(1 + ∣z∣ 14 ) e 2

3 z
3
2
Ai(z)∣ ≤ c(2)S1

, z ∈ S1,

c
(1)
S2
≤ ∣(1 + ∣z∣ 14 ) e− 2

3 z
3
2
Bi(z)∣ ≤ c(2)S2

, z ∈ S2.
(B.3.7)
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The derivatives Ai′(z) and Bi′(z) admit the following representations:

Ai′(z) = −z
1
4 e−

2
3 z

3
2

2
√
π
(1 + P1(z)) , ∣arg(z)∣ < π

Bi′(z) = z
1
4 e

2
3 z

3
2

√
π

⎛
⎜
⎝
1 +

P1 (ze−
2πi
3 ) + P1 (ze

2πi
3 )

2

⎞
⎟
⎠
, ∣arg(z)∣ < π

3

(B.3.8)

where the remainder term P1(z) has bounds

∣P1(z)∣ ≤

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

5
72
∣ 2
3
z

3
2 ∣
−1
, ∣arg(z)∣ ≤ π

3
,

5
72
∣ 2
3
z

3
2 ∣
−1

max{∣csc ( 3
2
arg(z))∣ ,1 + π

2
} , π

3
≤ ∣arg(z)∣ ≤ 2π

3
,

5
72
∣ 2
3
z

3
2 ∣
−1
[

√
2π

∣cos( 32 arg(z))∣ +
π
2
+ 1] , 2π

3
≤ ∣arg(z)∣ < π,
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and

Ai′(−z) = z
1
4

√
π
[sin(2

3
z

3
2 − π

4
) + P̃1(z)] , ∣arg(z)∣ < 2π

3
,

Bi′(z) = z
1
4

√
π
[cos(2

3
z

3
2 − π

4
) + P̃2(z)] , ∣arg(z)∣ < 2π

3
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where the remainder term P̃1(z) and P̃2(z) are

(−2i)P̃1(z) ∶= e
i( 2

3 z
3
2 −π

4 )P1 (ze
iπ
3 ) − ei(

2
3 z

3
2 −π

4 )P1 (ze−
iπ
3 ) ,

2P̃2(z) ∶= e
−i( 2

3 z
3
2 −π

4 )P1 (ze
iπ
3 ) + ei(

2
3 z

3
2 −π

4 )P1 (ze−
iπ
3 ) .

(B.3.11)

The last property of the Airy functions we want to quote is the following

Proposition B.3. The functions Ai(z) and Bi(z) have infinitely many zeros,
all of them are simple and lie on the negative real axis.

Proof. See e.g. [Wat52].
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Theory. Springer, 1997.

[DDT07] P. Dorey, C. Dunning, and R. Tateo. “The ODE/IM correspon-
dence”. In: Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical
40.32 (2007), R205. doi: 10.1088/1751-8113/40/32/R01. url:
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/32/R01.

[DT99a] P. Dorey and R. Tateo. “Anharmonic oscillators, the thermody-
namic Bethe ansatz and nonlinear integral equations”. In: Journal
of Physics A: Mathematical and General 32.38 (1999), p. L419. doi:
10.1088/0305-4470/32/38/102. url: https://dx.doi.org/10.
1088/0305-4470/32/38/102.

[DT99b] P. Dorey and R. Tateo. “On the relation between Stokes multi-
pliers and the T-Q systems of conformal field theory”. In: Nu-
clear Physics B 563.3 (1999), pp. 573–602. issn: 0550-3213. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550- 3213(99)00609- 4. url:
https : / / www . sciencedirect . com / science / article / pii /

S0550321399006094.

63

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115337
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115337
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0550321321000341
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0550321321000341
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.46.211
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.46.211
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.46.211
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)059
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)059
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)059
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)059
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-023-04728-3
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-023-04728-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00220-023-04728-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00220-023-04728-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.19739
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.19739
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.19739
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/32/R01
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/40/32/R01
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/32/38/102
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/32/38/102
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/32/38/102
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00609-4
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0550321399006094
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0550321399006094


[DP19] A. Dymarsky and K. Pavlenko. “Exact generalized partition func-
tion of 2D CFTs at large central charge”. In: J. High Energ. Phys.
77 (2019). doi: https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)077.
url: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)
077.

[Dym+22] A. Dymarsky et al. “Spectrum of quantum KdV hierarchy in the
semiclassical limit”. In: J. High Energ. Phys. 169 (2022). doi: https:
//doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)169. url: https://link.
springer.com/article/10.1007/JHEP09(2022)169.

[ESV21] S. Ekhammar, H. Shu, and D. Volin. Extended systems of Baxter
Q-functions and fused flags I: simply-laced case. 2021. arXiv: 2008.
10597 [math-ph]. url: https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.10597.
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