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Abstract

We introduce the dynamics of Toda curves of order N and derive differential equations governing
this dynamics. We apply the obtained results to describe isoperiodic deformations of N -periodic
Toda chains and periodic difference Korteweg-de Vries equation. We describe deformations of the
essential spectra of N -periodic two-sided Jacobi matrices. We also study singular regimes of SU(N)
Seiberg-Witten theory and describe their deformations preserving the number of singularities where
new massless particles may occur. We introduce and describe isoequilibrium deformations of ar-
bitrary collections of d real disjoint closed intervals. We conclude by providing explicit triangular
solutions to constrained Schlesinger systems.
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1 Introduction

Toda curves of order N are real hyperelliptic curves, as well as the corresponding compact Riemann
surfaces, having two points ∞− and ∞+ at infinity, carrying a meromorphic function with a pole of
order N at ∞− and a zero of order N at ∞+ and no other zeros or poles [28]. Toda curves encode the
equations of the periodic Toda chain and give rise to solutions of those equations [27]. Toda curves
arise also from polynomial solutions to the Pell equation, some of which are the generalized Chebyshev
polynomials. The question we address here is finding continuous g-parameter families of Toda curves
in the moduli space of all hyperelliptic curves. This question can be reformulated in terms of an
Abelian differential of the third kind Ω having simple poles at ∞− and ∞+ with residues −1 and
+1, respectively, and no other poles. The families of Toda curves we describe here are the families of
hyperelliptic real surfaces along which the periods of Ω with respect to some chosen homology basis
stay constant. We call these families isoperiodic families relative to Ω.
Denoting the set of branch points of the hyperelliptic coverings of CP 1 by {0, 1, x1, . . . , xg, u1, . . . , ug},
we show that isoperiodic families can be parametrized by g branch points. We derive a system of
differential equations of order two for u1, . . . , ug as functions of x1, . . . , xg that are satisfied along
isoperiodic families. Notably, these equations are rational in uj , xj and polynomial in the first order
derivatives of uj . We also prove that, under some genericity assumptions, the families of hyperelliptic
curves with above branch points for which uj(x1, . . . , xg) for j = 1, . . . , g satisfy our system of dif-
ferential equations are isoperiodic. In the case of families of genus one curves we obtain an ordinary
differential equation of the second order with rational coefficients, see (5.15).
The existence of isoperiodic families of hyperelliptic surfaces implies the existence of continuous families
of Toda curves and of solutions to the Pell equation. On the other hand, periods of meromorphic
differentials of the third kind appear in algebro-geometric solutions of equations of mathematical
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physics, such as the Toda chain equations and the difference Korteweg - de Vries equation. Some
conditions for the periods of Ω single out periodic solutions of these equations. It is difficult though to
find Riemann surfaces for which these conditions are satisfied. We show the existence of continuous
families of Riemann surfaces with given fixed periods of Ω. Once one such hyperelliptic Riemann
surface is known, it suffices to evolve it according to our equations to obtain a continuous family of
hyperelliptic surfaces satisfying the required condition for the periods of Ω.
Remarkably, there is a relationship between hyperelliptic curves of the form

µ2 = P2
N (z)− 1,

where PN is a polynomial of degree N , and the Seiberg-Witten theory, see [4, 24, 19]. We extend it
here to a fruitful relationship between the Seiberg-Witten theory and Pell’s equations. In this case,
isoperiodic families of hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces, relative to a differential of the third kind, lead
to local continuous deformations of singular regimes in the SU(N) super-symmetric Yang-Mills theory.
In the singular regimes, new massless particles appear. Our deformations preserve the number of these
singularities where new massless particles in the theory may occur.

2 Toda curves and Pell equations

The Pell equation is the following equation for three polynomials: PN of degree N , QN−g−1 of degree
N − g− 1, and ∆2g+2 a monic polynomial of degree 2g+2 vanishing at the ends of g+1 real intervals

P2
N (u)−∆2g+2(u)Q2

N−g−1(u) = 1. (2.1)

Here N and g are positive integers such that g ≥ 1 and N ≥ g + 1. We also say that PN is a
solution of the Pell equation, if there exist polynomials ∆2g+2 and QN−g−1 such that (2.1) holds. In
the case when all zeros of ∆2g+2 and of QN−g−1 are real, solutions PN of the Pell equation are the
(generalized) Chebyshev polynomials [39]. They are also called extremal polynomials on the set of
g+1 real intervals, each connecting two consecutive zeros of ∆2g+2 and for which |PN | ⩽ 1. Such a set
of g+ 1 real intervals is called support of the Pell equation. The extremal polynomials are minimal in
the sense of the following extremality condition [5] that they satisfy: The monic polynomial obtained
from PN by dividing out the leading coefficient is the polynomial that deviates from zero over the given
set of intervals less than any other monic polynomial of degree N having the same signature as PN .
The signature of PN is a vector with g + 1 integer components where the j-th component gives the
number of local maxima and minima of PN inside the j-th interval. The support of the corresponding
Pell equation is then the maximal subset of the real line for which PN is minimal in the above sense.
We use the term support of the Chebyshev polynomial PN to mean the support of the corresponding
Pell equation.
Supports obtained from each other by an affine transformation preserving the orientation of the real
line are considered equivalent. Therefore we may assume the leftmost interval of the support to be
[0, 1]. Thus, we consider the polynomial ∆2g+2 from (2.1) to be

∆2g+2(u) = u(u− 1)

g∏
j=1

(u− xj)(u− uj), (2.2)

and the support of the Pell equation to be of the form [0, 1] ∪ (∪g
g=1[xj , uj ]).
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The study of extremal polynomials was initiated by Chebyshev for the case of one interval. Zolotarev
studied minimal polynomials on two intervals. Important results of the theory of generalized Cheby-
shev polynomials were obtained by Markov, Bernstein, Borel, Akhiezer in the early 20th century.
Research in this field continues nowadays with various applications, see eg. [1], [2], [5], [32], [36], [38],
[39], [41] and references therein.
Associated with each solution of the Pell equation is a hyperelliptic algebraic curve

T = {(u, v) ∈ C2 | v2 = ∆2g+2(u)}, (2.3)

where ∆2g+2(u) is given by (2.2) with xj and uj fixed real numbers. The curve T is a Toda curve
according to Definition 1 given below, see also [28].
The compact projective curve T̂ ⊂ CP 2 obtained from T by adding a point at infinity [u : v : λ] = [0 :
1 : 0] is singular at the point at infinity. This singularity is a double point giving rise to two points
∞+ and ∞− on the associated compact hyperelliptic Riemann surface T . This surface is of genus g
and is such that there is a holomorphic map π : T → CP 2 where π(T ) = T̂ and

π : T \ π−1([0 : 1 : 0]) → T̂ \ {[0 : 1 : 0]} = T (2.4)

is a biholomorphism with π−1([0 : 1 : 0]) = {∞+,∞−}. Using this map, and given that the algebraic
curve (2.3) is non-singular, we identify the points of the Riemann surface T with those of the projective
curve T̂ or of algebraic curve T as follows. We say that P = (u, v) is a point of the surface T if
P = π−1([u : v : 1]).
The function u : T → C defined naturally on the algebraic curve as the projection to the first coordinate
may be extended to the Riemann surface u : T → CP 1 by setting u(∞±) = ∞. This allows us to
represent the hyperelliptic Riemann surface as the surface of the two-fold ramified covering (T , u)
ramified over the points of the set

B := {0, 1, x1, u1, . . . , xg, ug}, (2.5)

called the branch points of the covering. We denote the corresponding ramification points by Paj =
(aj , 0) for aj ∈ B and j = 1, . . . , 2g + 2. The two points at infinity ∞± are characterized by the
condition v ≃ ±ug+1 for P = (u, v) ≃ ∞±.

Definition 1 A hyperelliptic Riemann surface T corresponding to the algebraic curve T defined by
(2.3), (2.2) with 1 < xj < uj for 1 ≤ j ≤ g is called a Toda curve of order N if there is a nonzero
integer N such that N(∞+ −∞−) is a principal divisor.

Let us now show that a surface defined by (2.3), (2.2) is a Toda curve of order N if [0, 1]∪(∪g
g=1[xj , uj ])

is a support of the Pell equation. Let PN be the Chebyshev polynomial of degree N satisfying
the Pell equation (2.1) with ∆2g+2 given by (2.2). On the surface T of the algebraic curve (2.3),
consider a function given by f(P ) = PN (u) + vQN−g−1(u) for P = (u, v) ∈ T . Denoting by P ∗ the
hyperelliptic involution of the point P = (u, v), that is P ∗ = (u,−v), we may write the Pell equation as
f(P ∗)f(P ) = 1 since f(P ∗) = PN (u)−vQN−g−1(u). Given that the function f has a pole of order N at
∞+, the property f(P ∗)f(P ) = 1 allows us to conclude that f has a zero of order N at ∞− = (∞+)∗.
Since f does not have other poles on T , we conclude that its divisor is (f) = N(∞+ −∞−) and thus
T is a Toda curve of order N .
The converse question, under what condition a Toda curve corresponds to a generalized Chebyshev
polynomial, is discussed in Corollary 4.

Let us denote by {a1, . . . ,ag;b1, . . . ,bg} a fixed canonical homology basis on T , with the following
intersection indices: ak ◦ aj = bk ◦ bj = 0 and ak ◦ bj = δkj .
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2.1 Toda families of Riemann surfaces

We express the Riemann surface structure on a Toda curve by means of the following standard local
charts on the surface T induced by the ramified covering u : T → CP 1 :

ζak(P ) =
√
u(P )− ak if P ∼ Pak , with ak ∈ B,

ζ∞(P ) =
1

u(P )
if P ∼ ∞+ or P ∼ ∞−, (2.6)

ζQ(P ) = u(P )− u(Q) if P ∼ Q and Q /∈ ({P0, . . . , Pa2g+2} ∪ {∞+}+ ∪{∞−}).

We may now consider a variation of the branch points ak, which induces a variation of the curve
(2.3) and of the associated Riemann surface. We thus obtain a family of compact Riemann surfaces
associated with the family of algebraic curves (2.3). However, these curves may not be Toda curves.
In order to construct a continuous family of Toda curves of a given order N , we use the correspondence
between supports of the Pell equation and Toda curves as well as Theorems 2.7 and 2.12 from [32].
These theorems imply that there exists a continuous family of supports of the Pell equation of the
form [0, 1] ∪ (∪g

g=1[xj , uj ]), where the endpoints of the intervals denoted by uj , j = 1, . . . , g are
smooth functions of the endpoints denoted by xj , j = 1, . . . , g, while (x1, . . . , xg) varies in some
neighbourhood in Rn. Moreover, each support [0, 1]∪ (∪g

g=1[xj , uj ]) from such a family corresponds to
the Chebyshev polynomial of a fixed degree N and a fixed signature, fixed for all supports of the family.
Since any support of the Pell equation corresponds to a Toda curve, we have a continuous family of
Toda curves of order N , parameterized by the g real parameters x1, . . . , xg. Let us introduce notation
x := (x1, . . . , xg) and denote by Tx the Toda curve (that is the corresponding Riemann surface) from
the family corresponding to the values x of the parameters.
We may assume that the variation of x1, . . . , xg is such that a canonical homology basis can be chosen
on all the curves from the family in such a way that the images of the cycles {a1, . . . ,ag;b1, . . . ,bg}
by u are fixed for all curves from the family, that is do not depend on x1, . . . , xg.
The family of curves Tx (2.3) admits two sections at infinity, we denote them s∞+ and s∞− . We have
µ ∼ ug+1 locally near s∞+ and µ ∼ −ug+1 at s∞− . The divisor N(s∞+(x)− s∞−(x)) is principal on
the corresponding curve Tx from the family.
More generally, abandoning the requirement of reality of the branch points, we define a Toda family of
which the constructed family of Toda curves is an example.

Definition 2 A triple (T, s∞+ , s∞−) is called a Toda family of order N , if T : T → X is a smooth
fibration with fibers given by compact hyperelliptic genus g Riemann surfaces Tx for x ∈ X such that

• X ⊂ Cg \∆ with ∆ = {(x1, . . . , xg) ∈ Cg | ∃ k ̸= j with xk = xj},

• u : Tx → CP 1 is a function of degree two on Tx,

• {a1, . . . ,ag;b1, . . . ,bg} is a canonical homology basis on Tx for x ∈ X where u(ak) and u(bk)
are independent of x ∈ X for all 1 ≤ k ≤ g,

• s∞+ and s∞− are two sections of T such that N(s∞+(x)− s∞−(x)) is a principal divisor on Tx.

In the rest of the paper we assume that the Riemann surfaces from a Toda family correspond to
hyperelliptic curves of the equation (2.3), (2.2) with x = (x1, . . . , xg) varying in some appropriate
subset X of Cg. In Section 5 we derive a system of differential equations for u1, . . . , ug as functions of
x1, . . . , xg. All subsequent results for Toda families are valid in particular for Toda families with real
branch points corresponding to supports of the Pell equation.
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3 Meromorphic differentials on Toda curves

Let Tx be a Riemann surface of genus g from a Toda family corresponding to the hyperelliptic curve
of the equation

v2 = u(u− 1)

g∏
j=1

(u− xj)(u− uj), (3.1)

where x = (x1, . . . , xg), (u1, . . . , ug) ∈ Cg. Let us denote ω = (ω1, . . . , ωg)
T the vector of holomorphic

differentials normalized by the condition
∮
aj
ωk = δjk with respect to a-cycles of the chosen canonical

homology basis of the family as in Definition 2, j, k = 1, . . . , g. The b-periods of these differentials
define the Riemann matrix B of Tx :∮

bj

ωk = Bjk, j, k = 1, . . . , g, (3.2)

which is symmetric and has a strictly positive imaginary part.
Note that, due to the Abel theorem, Definition 1 of a Toda curve of order N implies that there exist
rational column vectors M1 and M2 such that NM1, NM2 ∈ Zg and∫ ∞+

∞−
ω =M1 + BM2 . (3.3)

Another basis in the space of holomorphic differentials on Tx consists of differentials ϕ, uϕ, . . . , ug−1ϕ
where

ϕ(P ) =
du(P )

v
. (3.4)

For our purposes, it is convenient to define a third basis in the space of holomorphic differentials on
Tx formed by differentials v1, . . . , vg defined by

vk(P ) =
φ(P )

∏g
β=1,β ̸=k(u− uβ)

φ(Puk
)
∏g

α=1,α̸=k(uk − uα)
, k = 1, · · · , g . (3.5)

These explicit expressions show that the zeros of vk at the ramification points Pum with m ̸= k are of
second order and thus there are no other zeros; in particular, the differentials vk do not vanish at the
points at infinity ∞+ and ∞−.
A convenient tool for working with meromorphic differentials is the so-called Riemann fundamental
bidifferential W (P,Q), which can be defined on surfaces Tx of the Toda family for the given choice
of a canonical homology basis {a1, . . . ,ag;b1, . . . ,bg} as in Definition 2, and two points P and Q
on Tx. The bidifferential can be expressed in terms of an odd theta-function with non-degenerate
characteristics or defined by its three properties as follows:

• Symmetry: W (P,Q) =W (Q,P );

• A second order pole along the diagonal P = Q with the following local expansion in terms of a
local parameter ζ near P = Q and no other singularities:

W (P,Q) =
P∼Q

(
1

(ζ(P )− ζ(Q))2
+O(1)

)
dζ(P )dζ(Q); (3.6)
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• Normalization by vanishing of the a-periods:
∮
aj
W (P,Q) = 0 for all j = 1, . . . , g. Due to the

symmetry, these integrals can be computed with respect to either P or Q.

This definition can be shown to imply∮
bj

W (P,Q) = 2πiωj(P ), j = 1, . . . , g, (3.7)

for the holomorphic normalized differentials ω = (ω1, . . . , ωg)
T .

In this paper, the main role is played by the meromorphic differential of the third kind defined by

Ω(P ) = Ω∞+∞−(P )− 2πiMT
2 ω, (3.8)

where M2 ∈ Zg is a constant column vector from (3.3) and Ω∞+∞− is the differential of the third
kind having simple poles at ∞+ and ∞− with residues +1 and −1, respectively, and normalized by
vanishing of its a-periods,

∮
ak

Ω∞−∞+ for all k = 1, . . . , g. This latter differential can be defined
through the fundamental bidifferential as follows

Ω∞−∞+(P ) =

∫ ∞+

∞−
W (P,Q) . (3.9)

Note that the b-periods of (3.9) are
∮
bk
Ω∞−∞+ = 2πi

∫∞+

∞− ωk and thus due to (3.3), the b-periods of
Ω (3.8) are given by ∮

bk

Ω = 2πiM1k , (3.10)

whereM1k is the k-th component ofM1. The a-periods of Ω are constant and equal to the components
of the vector M2.
We need to work with meromorphic differentials evaluated at ramification points of the covering
u : T → CP 1. The evaluation is defined through the standard local parameters from Section 2.1 as
follows. Let Υ be a meromorphic differential on T . We define its value at a point Qo ∈ T which is
not a pole of Υ as the constant term of the Taylor series expansion of the differential with respect to
the standard local parameter ζ from the list (2.6) at Qo, that is

Υ(Qo) =
Υ(P )

dζ(P )

∣∣∣
P=Qo

. (3.11)

As an example, for the value at a ramification point Paj with aj ∈ B of the holomorphic differential

(3.4), we use the local parameter ζaj (P ) =
√
u(P )− aj for which we have du(P ) = 2ζaj (P )dζaj (P ).

Thus

ϕ(Paj ) =
ϕ(P )

dζaj (P )

∣∣∣
ζaj=0

=
2√∏2g+1

i=1
i̸=j

(aj − ai)
. (3.12)

Using this evaluation, we can characterize differentials v1, . . . , vg (3.5) as the holomorphic differentials
normalized by the values at g points Puj on the surface as follows:

vk(Puj ) = δkj , with 1 ≤ k, j ≤ g. (3.13)
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This definition of evaluation extends to the bidifferential W by considering one of the arguments of
W fixed and thus obtaining a differential with respect to the other argument. Thus,

W (P,Qo) =
W (P,Q)

dζQo(Q)

∣∣∣
ζQo=0

, (3.14)

with ζQo being the standard local parameter in a neighbourhood of Qo defined in Section 2.1.
We end this section by obtaining some useful identities for the introduced differentials.

Lemma 1 Let Tx be the compact Riemann surface corresponding to the algebraic curve (3.1) and let
Paj denote the ramification point of the covering u : Tx → CP 1 corresponding to the branch point
aj ∈ B = {0, 1, x1, u1, . . . , xg, ug}. Let the differentials Ω, ϕ, vj be the differentials defined respectively
by (3.8), (3.4), (3.5) on Tx and W be the Riemann bidifferential on Tx. Then for any m = 1, . . . , g,
the following identities hold

1

2

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

Ω(Paj )φ(Paj )

aj − um
+ res

P=Pum

Ω(P )φ(P )

(u− um)du
= 0 ; (3.15)

1

2

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

Ω(Paj )W (Paj , Pum) + res
P=Pum

Ω(P )W (P, Pum)

du
= 0 ; (3.16)

Ω(P0)vm(P0) + Ω(P1)vm(P1) +

g∑
i=1

Ω(Pxi)vm(Pxi) + Ω(Pum) = 0; (3.17)

Ω(P1)vm(P1) +

g∑
i=1

xiΩ(Pxi)vm(Pxi) + umΩ(Pum) = 0. (3.18)

Proof. All these relations are obtained by equating to zero the sums of residues of appropriate differen-
tials on the compact surface Tx. Namely, (3.15) corresponds to the sum of residues of the differential
Ω(P )φ(P )
(u−um)du . And (3.16) corresponds to the differential Ω(P )W (P,Pum )

du . For (3.17) and (3.18), the dif-

ferentials are respectively Ω(P )vm(P )
du(P ) and u(P )Ω(P )vm(P )

du(P ) where vm is the holomorphic differential (3.5)
vanishing at every Puj with j ̸= m. 2

4 Variation of the curve

4.1 Rauch variation

In this section we consider a family of hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces corresponding to the curves
defined by equation (3.1) where x1, . . . , xg and u1, . . . , ug are independent complex parameters varying
in some small neighbourhood without coinciding. These variables parameterize complex structures
of the curves through the standard local charts from Section 2.1. Let us denote these surfaces by
Txu. All the meromorphic differentials defined on our hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces depend on the
complex structure of the surface and thus vary under the variation of the branch points xj and uj .
This variation is captured by the Rauch formulas [15], see also [25], which we give in this section.
As before, we use the notation aj for an arbitrary branch point from the set B (3.2) although in this
section we naturally assume that aj /∈ {0, 1}.
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A meromorphic differential Υ(P ) defined on a surface from our family depends on the surface in
question through the parameters xj and uj and on a point P of that surface. The Rauch variation is
the variation of the branch points xj and uj of the covering u : Tx → CP 1 while keeping u(P ) fixed.
Thus we define the Rauch derivative as follows for ak ∈ B \ {0, 1}:

∂Rauch

∂ak
Υ(P ) :=

∂

∂ak

∣∣∣
u(P )=const

Υ(P ) . (4.1)

In the case of the Riemann bidifferential we need to require that both u(P ) and u(Q) stay fixed. We
have the following Rauch variational formula for the W , see [15, 25]:

∂Rauch

∂ak
W (P,Q) :=

∂

∂ak

∣∣∣u(P )=const
u(Q)=const

W (P,Q) =
1

2
W (P, Pak)W (Pak , Q).

Assuming that the projections on the u-sphere of the chosen canonical homology basis do not change
under the variation of branch points, the Rauch variation of the Riemann bidifferential implies the
following Rauch formulas for the holomorphic normalized differentials ωj due to (3.7) and for the
Riemann matrix B of Txu (3.2):

∂Rauchωj(P )

∂ak
=

1

2
ωj(Pak)W (P, Pak),

∂RauchBij

∂ak
= πiωj(Pak)ωi(Pak), i, j = 1, . . . , g . (4.2)

These Rauch variational formulas applied to definition (3.8), (3.9) of the differential of the third kind
Ω, yield

∂RauchΩ(P )

∂ak
=

1

2
Ω(Pak)W (P, Pak) . (4.3)

Evaluate both sides of the equation at P = Paj for some aj ∈ B and aj ̸= ak, we obtain

∂RauchΩ(Paj )

∂ak
=

1

2
Ω(Pak)W (Paj , Pak) (4.4)

and we may do similarly for other Rauch formulas. It is important to note that Rauch variation does
not allow us to express the derivative of Ω(Pak) with respect to ak. This situation is not covered by
our definition of the Rauch derivative as in (4.1) the u-image of the argument of the differential has to
stay fixed under the variation. One can also see that the right hand side of (4.3) cannot be evaluated
at Pak as the bidifferential W has a pole when both arguments coincide. However, for our purposes,
we need to express ∂akΩ(Pak) as well, and we do so in Section 4.3.

4.2 Variation of dependent branch points on the Toda families of curves

Let us now consider a Toda family of the curves defined by equation (3.1) and find an expression for
derivatives of the dependent branch points u1, . . . , ug with respect to the independent branch points
x1, . . . , xg.

Theorem 1 Let T be a Toda family of Riemann surfaces Tx corresponding to the curves of the equa-
tion (3.1) where the branch points u1, . . . , ug of the covering u : Tx → CP 1 are functions of the indepen-
dently varying branch points x1, . . . , xg. Let the chosen canonical homology basis {a1, . . . ,ag;b1, . . . ,bg}
be as in Definition 2 and Ω and vm be differentials (3.8) and (3.5). Then we have for the functions
um(x1, . . . , xg) :

9



∂um
∂xi

= − Ω(Pxi)

Ω(Pum)
vm(Pxi) . (4.5)

Proof. Let us differentiate (3.3) with respect to an independent branch point xi using the Rauch
formulas from Section 4.1 and using (3.9) to denote the integrals of W . In this way we obtain

ω(Pxi)Ω∞−∞+(Pxi) +

g∑
k=1

ω(Puk
)Ω∞−∞+(Puk

)
∂uk
∂xi

= 2πiω(Pxi)ω
T (Pxi)M2 + 2πi

g∑
k=1

ω(Puk
)ωT (Puk

)M2
∂uk
∂xi

, (4.6)

or equivalently, using definition (3.8) for Ω,

g∑
k=1

ω(Puk
)Ω(Puk

)
∂uk
∂xi

= −ω(Pxi)Ω(Pxi) . (4.7)

Both sides of this equation are g-component column vectors because ω is a vector of holomorphic
normalized differentials. Thus, this is a linear system of equations for the g unknown functions ∂um

∂xi
,

the matrix of coefficients being the g×g matrix [ω(Pu1)Ω(Pu1), . . . , ω(Pug)Ω(Pug)]. Solving this system
by Cramer’s rule, we obtain

∂um
∂xi

= − Ω(Pxi)

Ω(Pum)

detMm

detM
, (4.8)

where M stands for the g × g matrix [ω(Pu1), . . . , ω(Pug)] and Mm is the matrix obtained from M
by replacing the mth column with ω(Pxi). Note that expressions (4.7) and (4.8) are invariant under
replacing the column vector ω by a column vector whose components form any basis in the space
of holomorphic one-forms on the surface Tx. Thus by replacing the vector ω by the column vector
v = (v1, . . . , vg)

T of the differentials (3.5), we have the identity matrix instead of the matrix M in
(4.8) and thus (4.8) turns into (4.5) 2

Remark 1 Note that in particular, for a continuous family of supports of the Pell equation of the form
[0, 1] ∪ (∪g

g=1[xj , uj ]) parameterized by x1, . . . , xg, formula (4.5) expresses derivatives of the positions
of right-end points of the intervals with respect to the positions of their left-end points.

4.3 Variational formulas for the Toda families of curves

Here we again consider a family of Riemann surfaces Tx, x ∈ X corresponding to the curves of the
equation (3.1) forming a Toda family in the sense of Definition 2. In particular, the branch points
u1, . . . , ug of the coverings u : Tx → CP 1 are functions of the independently varying branch points
x1, . . . , xg. Our goal is to obtain derivatives of various meromorphic differentials defined on the family
Tx, x ∈ X with respect to x1, . . . , xg.
The first such formulas can be easily obtained for φ(Paj ) and vm(Paj ), the holomorphic differentials
φ (3.4) and vm (3.5) evaluated at ramification points Paj according to (3.11). Let us assume that uα
stands for a dependent branch poing and aj denotes any of the independently varying branch points
different from xi. The following formulas are obtained by a straightforward differentiation of (3.12)

∂φ(Paj )

∂xi
=
φ(Paj )

2

(
1

aj − xi
+

g∑
α=1

1

aj − uα

∂uα
∂xi

)
, (4.9)
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∂φ(Pum)

∂xi
=
φ(Pum)

2

 1

um − xi
− ∂um

∂xi

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

1

um − aj
+

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα

∂uα
∂xi

 . (4.10)

Similarly, the evaluation of vm (3.5) at Paj with any aj ∈ B gives

vm(Paj ) =
φ(Paj )

∏g
β=1,β ̸=m(aj − uβ)

φ(Pum)
∏g

α=1,α̸=m(um − uα)
, m = 1, · · · , g , (4.11)

which can be differentiated in a straightforward way using the obtained derivatives for φ(Paj ). This
yields for aj /∈ {u1, . . . , ug, xi}

1

vm(Paj )

∂vm(Paj )

∂xi
=

1

2

(
1

aj − xi
− 1

um − xi

)
+

1

2

1

aj − um

∂um
∂xi

− 1

2

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

aj − uα

∂uα
∂xi

+
1

2

∂um
∂xi

(
1

um
+

1

um − 1
+

g∑
α=1

1

um − xα

)
− 1

2

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα

(
∂um
∂xi

− ∂uα
∂xi

)
(4.12)

and

1

vm(Pxi)

∂vm(Pxi)

∂xi
= −1

2

 1

xi
+

1

xi − 1
+

g∑
α=1
α̸=i

1

xi − xα

+
1

2

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

xi − uα

(
1− ∂uα

∂xi

)

+
1

2

 1

um
+

1

um − 1
+

g∑
α=1
α̸=i

1

um − xα

 ∂um
∂xi

− 1

2

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα

(
∂um
∂xi

− ∂uα
∂xi

)
. (4.13)

In order to obtain further variational formulas and for the rest of the paper, we need the simple
rational identities proven in the next lemma.

Lemma 2 Let M ∈ N and a set {uα}Mα=1 ⊂ C be given. For and any x not in the set {uα}Mα=1, we
have

M∑
k=1

1

(x− uk)
∏M

α=1,α̸=k(uk − uα)
=

1∏M
α=1(x− uα)

; (4.14)

M∑
k=1
k ̸=m

1

(uk − x)(uk − um)
∏M

α=1,α̸=k(uk − uα)
=

∑M
α=1
α̸=m

1
um−uα

(um − x)
∏M

k=1,k ̸=m(um − uk)

+
1

(um − x)
∏M

k=1(x− uk)
+

1

(um − x)2
∏M

k=1,k ̸=m(um − uk)
. (4.15)
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Proof. Identity (4.14) is proven by comparing the poles and residues of the right and left hand sides.
To establish identity (4.15), let us first rewrite the left hand side as follows:

1

um − x

M∑
k=1
k ̸=m

(
1

uk − um
− 1

uk − x

)
1∏

α̸=k(uk − uα)
=

1

um − x

∂

∂um

M∑
k=1
k ̸=m

1

(uk − um)
∏

α̸=k,m(uk − uα)

+
1

um − x

M∑
k=1

1

(x− uk)
∏

α̸=k(uk − uα)
+

1

(um − x)2
∏

α̸=m(um − uα)
.

It remains to use (4.14) in the first sum relative to the set {uα}Mα=1
α̸=m

⊂ C and x = um as well as in the

second sum. 2
Now, let us differentiate the quantity Ω(Paj ) with aj being an independently varying branch point of
the coverings u : Tx → CP 1.

Proposition 1 Let T → X be a Toda family of Riemann surfaces Tx as in Definition 2 corresponding
to the curves of equation (3.1) where x = (x1, . . . , xg) are the independently varying branch points of
the coverings (Tx, u) and the set of all branch points is B (2.5). Let Ω and φ be, respectively, the
meromorphic differential of the third kind defined by (3.8) and the holomorphic differential defined by
(3.4) on Tx for each x ∈ X. Then for any aj ∈ B \ {xi, u1, . . . , ug} and i = 1, . . . , g, we have for
the evaluation of Ω at a ramification point Paj obtained with respect to the standard local parameters√
u(P )− aj according to (3.11):

∂Ω(Paj )

∂xi
=

Ω(Pxi)ϕ(Pxi)

2(xi − aj)ϕ(Paj )

g∏
α=1

xi − uα
aj − uα

.

Proof. From the Rauch formulas, we have

∂Ω(Paj )

∂xi
=

1

2
W (Pxi , Paj )Ω(Pxi) +

1

2

g∑
α=1

W (Puα , Paj )Ω(Puα)
∂uα
∂xi

.

Now, let us use the following form for W (P, Paj )

W (P, Paj ) =
1

u− aj

ϕ(P )

ϕ(Paj )
−

g∑
k=1

β
(aj)
k ωk(P ) (4.16)

where ωk are the holomorphic normalized differentials and β
(aj)
k are normalization constants ensuring

that the a-periods ofW (P, Paj ) vanish. Plugging this into our derivative and using (4.16) with P = Pxi

and P = Puα , we see that the terms containing the normalization constants β
(aj)
k cancel out due to

(4.7). We obtain

∂Ω(Paj )

∂xi
=

1

2

Ω(Pxi)

xi − aj

ϕ(Pxi)

ϕ(Paj )
+

1

2

g∑
α=1

Ω(Puα)

uα − aj

ϕ(Puα)

ϕ(Paj )

∂uα
∂xi

.

Using (4.5) for the derivatives of uα, we have

∂Ω(Paj )

∂xi
=

Ω(Pxi)φ(Pxi)

2φ(Paj )

 1

xi − aj
−

g∑
α=1

1

uα − aj

g∏
β=1,β ̸=α

xi − uβ
uα − uβ

 .
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Rewriting the sum over α slightly to facilitate the next step,

∂Ω(Paj )

∂xi
=

Ω(Pxi)φ(Pxi)

2(xi − aj)φ(Paj )

(
1−

g∑
α=1

(
1

xi − uα
− 1

aj − uα

) ∏g
s=1(xi − us)∏g

β=1,β ̸=α(uα − uβ)

)

and then applying identity (4.14) with x = xi and x = aj , we finish the proof of the proposition. 2
The next step is to differentiate the quantity obtained by evaluation of the differential Ω at a rami-
fication point whose position is not an independent variable. In this case, when applying the chain
rule, we need the following lemma, to obtain a derivative of Ω(Pum) with respect to um.

Lemma 3 For B as in (2.5), let TB be a family of Riemann surfaces corresponding to the curves of
equation (3.1), where we assume that all variable branch points of the coverings (TB, u) vary indepen-
dently of each other. Let Ω be the meromorphic differential of the third kind defined by (3.8) and W
be the fundamental Riemann bidifferential defined in Section 3. Then for any ak ∈ B , the evaluation
of Ω at a ramification point Pak obtained with respect to the standard local parameters

√
u(P )− ak

according to (3.11) satisfies

∂Ω(Pak)

∂ak
= −1

2

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=ak

Ω(Paj )W (Pak , Paj ) .

Proof. Let us consider the family of Riemann surfaces TB̂ corresponding to hyperelliptic curves of the
equation

v2 =

2g+2∏
j=1

(u− aj), (4.17)

parameterized by the elements of the set B̂ := {a1, . . . , a2g+1}. The branch points aj of the covering
(TB̂, u) vary continuously in some open set D ∈ C2g+1, for which we assume that i) the points of D
are vectors with distinct components and ii) a canonical homology basis can be chosen for all the
surfaces of the family TB̂ with (a1, . . . , a2g+1) ∈ D in such a way that their u-images are fixed for all
(a1, . . . , a2g+1) ∈ D, that is independent of aj .
Let now ε be a complex number with small absolute value such that for some fixed (ao1, . . . , a

o
2g+1) ∈ D

we have (ao1 + ε, . . . , ao2g+1 + ε) ∈ D and and consider the covering uε : TB̂ → CP 1 defined by
uε(P ) = u(P )+ε. The covering uε is ramified at the ramification points Paj = (aj , 0), j = 1, . . . , 2g+1,
which are zeros of duε, and at P∞ = (∞,∞) for any ε; the corresponding branch points are at
a1 + ε, . . . , a2g+1 + ε, ∞.
We may evaluate the differential Ω defined on the surface corresponding to the equation (4.17) at
a ramification point Pak with respect to the standard local parameter at Pak induced either by the
covering u or by the covering uε. However, standard local parameters (2.6) are not affected by the shift
u 7→ u + ε. Therefore, the quantity Ω(Pak) is independent of ε. On the other hand, Ω(Pak) depends
on the complex structure of the surface and thus is a function of branch points {aj} of the covering
u. In the same way, Ω(Pak) is a function of branch points {aj + ε} of the covering uε. This allows us
to write

0 =
d

dε

∣∣∣
ε=0

Ω(Pak) =

2g+1∑
j=1

∂

∂(aj + ε)
Ω(Pak)

∣∣∣
ε=0

=

2g+1∑
j=1

∂Rauch

∂aj
Ω(Pak) =

∂Ω(Pak)

∂ak
+

2g+1∑
j=1
j ̸=k

∂Rauch

∂aj
Ω(Pak).
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This, together with the Rauch formulas (4.4) proves the lemma for any set B̂ of branch points, and in
particular for B̂ = B (2.5). 2
Now we are ready for the next proposition which gives the derivative of Ω evaluated at a ramification
point which is not included in Proposition 1.

Proposition 2 Let T → X be a Toda family of Riemann surfaces Tx as in Definition 2 corresponding
to the curves of equation (3.1) where x = (x1, . . . , xg) are the independently varying branch points of the
coverings u : Tx → CP 1 and the set of all branch points is B (2.5). Let Ω and φ be the meromorphic
differential of the third kind (3.8) and the holomorphic differential (3.4) on each Tx, respectively.
Then for any i,m = 1, . . . , g, we have for the evaluation of Ω at a ramification point Pum obtained
with respect to the standard local parameter

√
u(P )− um according to (3.11):

∂Ω(Pum)

∂xi
=

Ω(Pum)

2

− 1

xi − um
+

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα
− 1

Ω(Pum)φ(Pum)

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

Ω(Paj )φ(Paj )

aj − um

 ∂um
∂xi

.

Proof. Differentiating Ω(Pum) with respect to xi by the chain rule with the help of Rauch formulas
(4.4) and Lemma 3, we have

∂Ω(Pum)

∂xi
=
∂RauchΩ(Pum)

∂xi
+

g−1∑
k=1
k ̸=m

∂RauchΩ(Pum)

∂uk

∂uk
∂xi

+
∂Ω(Pum)

∂um

∂um
∂xi

=
1

2
Ω(Pxi)W (Pxi , Pum) +

1

2

g−1∑
k=1
k ̸=m

Ω(Puk
)W (Puk

, Pum)
∂uk
∂xi

− 1

2

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

Ω(Paj )W (Paj , Pum)
∂um
∂xi

.

Let us now represent W (·, Pum) similarly to (4.16) but with the help of the basis (3.5) in the space of
holomorphic differentials as follows. For any aj ∈ B we have

W (P, Paj ) =
1

u− aj

φ(P )

φ(Paj )
−

g∑
α=1

γ
(aj)
α vα(P ), (4.18)

where, again, γ
(aj)
α are normalizing constants ensuring that the a-periods of W (·, Paj ) vanish. Using

this with aj = um, and evaluating P at other ramification points P = Pxi , P = Paj , P = Puk
with

k ̸= m, using at the same time the defining conditions (3.13) for the differentials vα as well as (3.16),
the above expression for our derivative becomes

∂Ω(Pum)

∂xi
=

Ω(Pxi)

2

(
1

xi − um

φ(Pxi)

φ(Pum)
−

g∑
α=1

γ(um)
α vα(Pxi)

)

+

g∑
k=1
k ̸=m

Ω(Puk
)

2

(
1

uk − um

φ(Puk
)

φ(Pum)
− γ

(um)
k

)
∂uk
∂xi

+ res
P=Pum

Ω(P )W (P, Pum)

du

∂um
∂xi

. (4.19)

Now we note that, multiplying (4.18) by Ω(P )
du , and using the characteristic properties (3.13) of the

differentials vj and du(P ) = 2ζum(P )ζum(P ) for P ∼ Pum and ζum being the standard local coordinate
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from (2.6), one has

1

φ(Pum)
res

P=Pum

Ω(P )φ(P )

(u− um)du
− res

P=Pum

Ω(P )W (P, Pum)

du
= res

P=Pum

Ω(P )

du

g∑
k=1

γ
(um)
k vk(P ) =

1

2
Ω(Pum)γ

(um)
m .

Together with (3.15), this allows us to express the residue appearing in (4.19). Plugging in this result
as well as the derivatives (4.5) of um into (4.19), we obtain an expression without terms containing

normalization constants γ
(um)
k :

∂Ω(Pum)

∂xi
=

Ω(Pxi)φ(Pxi)

2(xi − um)φ(Pum)
− Ω(Pxi)

2φ(Pum)

g∑
k=1
k ̸=m

vk(Pxi)φ(Puk
)

uk − um
+

Ω(Pxi)vm(Pxi)

2Ω(Pum)φ(Pum)

∑
aj ̸=um

Ω(Paj )φ(Paj )

aj − um
.

Let us now plug in explicit expressions (3.5) for the differentials vk, and evaluate the sum over k using
identity (4.15) with x = xi and N = g. We obtain

∂Ω(Pum)

∂xi
=

Ω(Pxi)φ(Pxi)

2(xi − um)φ(Pum)

−
∑
β ̸=m

1

um − uβ
− 1

um − xi

+
1

Ω(Pum)φ(Pum)

∑
aj ̸=um

Ω(Paj )φ(Paj )

aj − um

 ∏g
α=1(xi − uα)∏g

α=1,α̸=m(um − uα)
,

which is equivalent to the statement of the proposition due to expression (4.5) for ∂xium. 2

Proposition 3 In the situation of Proposition 2, for any k = 1, . . . , g, we have for the evaluation
of Ω at a ramification point Pxk

obtained with respect to the standard local parameter
√
u(P )− xk

according to (3.11):

∂Ω(Pxk
)

∂xk
= −Ω(Pxk

)

2

 g∑
α=1

1

uα − xk

g∏
β=1
β ̸=α

xk − uβ
uα − uβ

+
∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=xk

1

aj − xk

Ω(Paj )φ(Paj )

Ω(Pxk
)φ(Pxk

)

 .

Proof. Lemma 3 and the chain rule imply

∂Ω(Pxk
)

∂xk
= −1

2

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=xk

Ω(Paj )W (Paj , Pxk
) +

g∑
j=1

∂RauchΩ(Pxk
)

∂uj

∂uj
∂xk

. (4.20)

Now we replace the first sum by the residue at Pxk
of

Ω(P )W (P,Pxk
)

du analogously to relation (3.16) and
use the Rauch formulas (4.3) in the second sum as well as (4.5) for ∂xk

uj . In doing so, we write the
bidifferential W as in (4.18) replacing aj by xk. This yields for the residue:

res
P=Pxk

Ω(P )W (P, Pxk
)

du
=

1

ϕ(Pxk
)

res
P=Pxk

Ω(P )φ(P )

(u− xk)du
− 1

2

g∑
j=1

Ω(Pxk
)vj(Pxk

)γ
(xk)
j .
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The sum over j cancels against the terms coming out of the sum over j in (4.20)

g∑
j=1

∂RauchΩ(Pxk
)

∂uj

∂uj
∂xk

= −Ω(Pxk
)

2

g∑
j=1

vj(Pxk
)

(
1

uj − xk

φ(Puj )

φ(Pxk
)
− γ

(xk)
j

)
.

Replacing now the remaining residue through (3.15) which holds upon replacing um by xk, and re-
placing vj(Pxk

) by their explicit representation (3.5), we finish the proof. 2

5 Isoperiodicity equations

In this section, we derive a system of differential equations for the positions of dependent branch points
with respect to the independent ones of the coverings defining a Toda family of Riemann surfaces.
In Section 6, we interpret this system as isoperiodic deformations of a Riemann surface carrying a
differential of the third kind with fixed periods on it. Recall that existence of Toda families follows
from Theorems 2.7 and 2.12 from [32]; we also prove it in Section 6.

Theorem 2 Let T → X be a Toda family of hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces Tx corresponding to the
curves of equation (3.1) parameterized by x = (x1, . . . , xg) ∈ X as in Definition 2. Then the branch
points (u1, . . . , ug) of the coverings u : Tx → CP 1 satisfy the following system with respect to variables
x = (x1, . . . , xg).
For m, k, n ∈ {1, . . . , g} with k ̸= n

∂2um
∂xk∂xn

=
1

2

(
1

xk − xn
− 1

um − xn

)
∂um
∂xk

+
1

2

(
1

xn − xk
− 1

um − xk

)
∂um
∂xn

+
1

2

 2

um
+

2

um − 1
+

g∑
j=1

j ̸=k,m

1

um − xj
−

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

1

um − uj

 ∂um
∂xn

∂um
∂xk

+
1

4

∂um
∂xk

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

(
1

um − uα
− 1

xk − uα

)
∂uα
∂xn

+
1

4

∂um
∂xn

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

(
1

um − uα
− 1

xn − uα

)
∂uα
∂xk

− 1

2

∂um
∂xk

∂um
∂xn

g∑
i=1

∂um
∂xi

 g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

1

um − uj
+

1

um

− 1

2um(um − 1)

∂um
∂xk

∂um
∂xn

g∑
i=1

xi
∂um
∂xi

− 1

2

∂um
∂xk

∂um
∂xn

g∑
j=1

1∏g
α=1(xj − uα)

∂um
∂xj

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ)

− 1

2

∂um
∂xk

∂um
∂xn

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

g∑
i=1

∂um
∂xi

(
1

um − uj
− 1

xi − uj

)
1∏g

α=1
α̸=j

(uj − uα)

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ); (5.1)

and for any m, k ∈ {1, . . . , g}
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∂2um
∂x2k

=
1

2

(
um

xk − 1
− um − 1

xk
− 1

xk − um

)
− 1

2

g∑
j=1
j ̸=k

(
1

xk − um
− 1

xk − xj

)
∂um
∂xj

− 1

2

∂um
∂xk

 2

xk
+

2

xk − 1
+

g∑
α=1
α̸=k

1

xk − xα
−

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

xk − uα
− 1

xk − um


+

1

2

(
1

xk
− 1

xk − 1

) g∑
i=1
i̸=k

xi
∂um
∂xi

+
1

2

(
1

xk − um
− 1

xk

) g∑
i=1
i̸=k

∂um
∂xi

+
1

2

(
∂um
∂xk

)2

 2

um
+

2

um − 1
+

g∑
α=1
α̸=k

1

um − xα
−

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα
+

1

xk − um


+

1

2

∂um
∂xk

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

(
1

um − uα
− 1

xk − uα

)
∂uα
∂xk

− 1

2

(
∂um
∂xk

)2 g∑
j=1

1∏g
α=1(xj − uα)

∂um
∂xj

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ)

− 1

2

(
∂um
∂xk

)2 g∑
i=1

∂um
∂xi

 1

um
+

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

1

um − uj

− 1

2um(um − 1)

(
∂um
∂xk

)2 g∑
i=1

xi
∂um
∂xi

− 1

2

(
∂um
∂xk

)2 g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

g∑
i=1

∂um
∂xi

(
1

um − uj
− 1

xi − uj

)
1∏g

α=1
α̸=j

(uj − uα)

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ). (5.2)

Corollary 1 Let x1 < x2 < · · · < xg be independent real variables and (u1, . . . , ug) be functions of
x1, . . . , xg such that xj < uj and [0, 1] ∪ (∪g

g=1[xj , uj ]) ⊂ R is a continuous family of supports of the
Pell equation (2.1). Then the functions um(x1, . . . , xg) satisfy system (5.1), (5.2).

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2, Definition 2 of a Toda family, of which the situation of the
corollary is a particular case, and Theorems 2.7 and 2.12 from [32] stating the existence of continuous
families of supports of the Pell equation of the form in question. 2
To prove Theorem 2, we need an auxiliary result of the next lemma.

Lemma 4 For a Toda family T → X of Riemann surfaces Tx corresponding to the curves of equation
(3.1), let Ω be the meromorphic differential of the third kind (3.8) and let φ be the holomorphic
differential (3.4) on each surface from the family. Let the quantities ϕ(Pum) and Ω(Pum) be obtained
according to (3.11) with respect to the standard local parameter

√
u(P )− um at the ramification point

Pum of the covering u : Tx → CP 1. Then for any m = 1, . . . , g

1

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)
res

P=Pum

Ω(P )φ(P )

(u− um)du
=

1

2

g∑
j=1

1∏g
α=1(xj − uα)

∂um
∂xj

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ)

+
1

2

(
g∑

i=1

∂um
∂xi

− 1

)
g∑

j=1
j ̸=m

1

um − uj
+

1

2um

(
g∑

i=1

∂um
∂xi

− 1

)
+

1

2(um − 1)

(
g∑

i=1

xi
um

∂um
∂xi

− 1

)
17



+
1

2

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

g∑
i=1

∂um
∂xi

(
1

um − uj
− 1

xi − uj

)
1∏g

α=1
α̸=j

(uj − uα)

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ). (5.3)

Proof. From (3.15) of Lemma 1 we have

res
P=Pum

Ω(P )φ(P )

(u− um)du
=

1

2

Ω(P0)ϕ(P0)

um
− 1

2

Ω(P1)ϕ(P1)

1− um
− 1

2

g∑
j=1

Ω(Pxj )ϕ(Pxj )

xj − um
− 1

2

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

Ω(Puj )ϕ(Puj )

uj − um
.

Next, we divide by Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum) and substitute the expression for Ω(Puj ) obtained from (3.17) with
m = j. We use (4.5) to rewrite parts of the expression in terms of derivatives of um. This yields

1

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)
res

P=Pum

Ω(P )φ(P )

(u− um)du
=

1

2

Ω(P0)ϕ(P0)

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)

 1

um
−

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

∏g
α=1(−uα)

uj(uj − um)

g∏
β=1
β ̸=j

1

(uj − uβ)



+
1

2

Ω(P1)ϕ(P1)

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)

 1

um − 1
−

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

∏g
α=1(1− uα)

(uj − 1)(uj − um)

g∏
β=1
β ̸=j

1

(uj − uβ)


+

1

2

g∑
j=1

1∏g
α=1(xj − uα)

∂um
∂xj

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ)

− 1

2

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

g∑
i=1

∂um
∂xi

(
1

uj − um
+

1

xi − uj

)
1∏g

α=1
α̸=j

(uj − uα)

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ). (5.4)

Now we apply rational identity (4.15) with N = g for the sums in the first and second lines: for the
first line we set x = 0 and for the second line x = 1. This gives

1

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)
res

P=Pum

Ω(P )φ(P )

(u− um)du
=

1

2

g∑
j=1

1∏g
α=1(xj − uα)

∂um
∂xj

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ)

− 1

2

Ω(P0)ϕ(P0)

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)

 g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα
+

1

um

 ∏g
α=1(−uα)

um
∏

k ̸=m(um − uk)

− 1

2

Ω(P1)ϕ(P1)

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)

 g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα
+

1

um − 1

 ∏g
α=1(1− uα)

(um − 1)
∏

k ̸=m(um − uk)

− 1

2

g∑
j=1
j ̸=m

g∑
i=1

∂um
∂xi

(
1

uj − um
+

1

xi − uj

)
1∏g

α=1
α̸=j

(uj − uα)

g∏
β=1
β ̸=m

(um − uβ).
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Let us now express Ω(P1)ϕ(P1)
Ω(Pum )ϕ(Pum ) from (3.18) of Lemma 1 as follows

Ω(P1)ϕ(P1)

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)
=

(
g∑

i=1

xi
∂um
∂xi

− um

)
g∏

α=1
α̸=m

um − uα
1− uα

. (5.5)

This and (3.17) of Lemma 1 allow to express Ω(P0)ϕ(P0)
Ω(Pum )ϕ(Pum ) as follows

Ω(P0)ϕ(P0)

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)
=

(
g∑

i=1

(1− xi)
∂um
∂xi

+ um − 1

)
g∏

α=1
α̸=m

uα − um
uα

. (5.6)

Plugging (5.5) and (5.6) into (5.4), we prove the lemma. 2
Proof of Theorem 2. Let us differentiate ∂um/∂xk given by (4.5) with respect to xn for n ̸= k. This
gives

∂2um
∂xk∂xn

=
∂

∂xn

{
−vm(Pxk

)Ω(Pxk
)

Ω(Pum)

}
=
∂um
∂xk

 ∂vm(Pxk
)

∂xn

vm(Pxk
)
+

∂Ω(Pxk
)

∂xn

Ω(Pxk
)
−

∂Ω(Pum )
∂xn

Ω(Pum)

 . (5.7)

Proposition (1) implies the following relation setting aj = xk :

∂um
∂xk

1

Ω(Pxk
)

∂Ω(Pxk
)

∂xn
=

1

2

∂um
∂xn

(
1

xk − um
+

1

xn − xk

)
, (5.8)

which gives us the second term in the right hand side of (5.7). The first term is computed in (4.12).
For the third term, let us rewrite the expression obtained in Proposition 2 using relation (3.15), that
is

1

Ω(Pum)

∂Ω(Pum)

∂xn
=

1

2

 g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα
− 1

xn − um
+

2

Ω(Pum)ϕ(Pum)
res

P=Pum

Ω(P )φ(P )

(u− um)du

 ∂um
∂xn

. (5.9)

A rational expression for the remaining residue is provided by (5.3) in Lemma (4). Plugging all these
results into (5.7), we obtain an equation that coincides with (5.1) except for the third line in (5.1).
Instead of the third line in (5.1), we obtain the following non-symmetric expression

S :=
1

2

∂um
∂xk

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

(
1

um − uα
− 1

xk − uα

)
∂uα
∂xn

. (5.10)

Let us show that (5.10) is equivalent to the expression in the third line of (5.1). To this end, we
rewrite the derivatives in (5.10) in terms of differentials Ω and vj using (4.5):

S =
1

2

Ω(Pxk
)vm(Pxk

)

Ω(Pum)

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

xk − um
(um − uα)(xk − uα)

Ω(Pxn)vα(Pxn)

Ω(Puα)

=
1

2

Ω(Pxk
)Ω(Pxn)vm(Pxk

)vm(Pxn)

Ω(Pum)

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

(xk − um)(xn − um)

(um − uα)(xk − uα)(xn − uα)

ϕ(Pum)

Ω(Puα)ϕ(Puα)

∏
j=1
j ̸=m

(um − uj)∏
i=1
i̸=α

(uα − ui)
,
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which proves that expression (5.10) is symmetric in n and k and thus can be replaced by its sym-
metrization in the third line in (5.1).
Let us now prove the second equation (5.2). We need to show that the following expression is rational
in uj , xj and ∂xiuj :

∂2um
∂x2k

=
∂

∂xk

{
−vm(Pxk

)Ω(Pxk
)

Ω(Pum)

}
=
∂um
∂xk

 ∂vm(Pxk
)

∂xk

vm(Pxk
)
+

∂Ω(Pxk
)

∂xk

Ω(Pxk
)
−

∂Ω(Pum )
∂xk

Ω(Pum)

 . (5.11)

Such a rational expression is given by (4.13) for the first term and, upon replacing n by k, by the
combination of (5.9) and (5.3) for the last term. Thus it remains to evaluate the middle term in (5.11).
Let us take the expression for ∂xk

Ω(Pxk
) from Proposition 3 and replace Ω(Puj ) by their expression

obtained from (3.17), namely, Ω(Puj ) = −Ω(P0)vj(P0) − Ω(P1)vj(P1) −
∑g

i=1Ω(Pxi)vj(Pxi). This
yields

1

Ω(Pxk
)

∂Ω(Pxk
)

∂xk
=

1

2

Ω(P0)φ(P0)

xkΩ(Pxk
)φ(Pxk

)

1−

 g∏
β=1

(−uβ)

 g∑
j=1

(
1

uj − xk
− 1

uj

) g∏
α=1
α̸=j

1

uj − uα



+
1

2

Ω(P1)φ(P1)

(xk − 1)Ω(Pxk
)φ(Pxk

)

1−

 g∏
β=1

(1− uβ)

 g∑
j=1

(
1

uj − xk
− 1

uj − 1

) g∏
α=1
α̸=j

1− uα
uj − uα



− 1

2

g∑
j=1
j ̸=k

1

xj − xk

Ω(Pxj )φ(Pxj )

Ω(Pxk
)φ(Pxk

)

1−

 g∏
β=1

(xj − uβ)

 g∑
i=1

(
1

ui − xk
+

1

xj − ui

) g∏
α=1
α̸=i

1

ui − uα

 .

Applying now rational identity (4.14) in each line, we have

1

Ω(Pxk
)

∂Ω(Pxk
)

∂xk
=

1

2

Ω(P0)φ(P0)

xkΩ(Pxk
)φ(Pxk

)

g∏
α=1

(−uα)
xk − uα

+
1

2

Ω(P1)φ(P1)

(xk − 1)Ω(Pxk
)φ(Pxk

)

g∏
α=1

1− uα
xk − uα

− 1

2

g∑
j=1
j ̸=k

1

xj − xk

Ω(Pxj )φ(Pxj )

Ω(Pxk
)φ(Pxk

)

g∏
α=1

xj − uα
xk − uα

. (5.12)

Multiplying now by ∂xk
um on both sides and writing this derivative as in (4.5) in the right hand side,

we see that Ω(Pxk
)φ(Pxk

) in the denominator is replaced by Ω(Pum), which allows to write the terms

in the last line of (5.12) using the derivatives ∂xium. It remains to replace the quantities Ω(P0)φ(P0)
Ω(Pum )

and Ω(P1)φ(P1)
Ω(Pum ) using (3.17) and (3.18) similarly to (5.6) and (5.5) to obtain the following rational

expression for the middle term of (5.11):

1

Ω(Pxk
)

∂Ω(Pxk
)

∂xk

∂um
∂xk

=
1

2

(
1

xk − um
− 1

xk

)( g∑
i=1

(1− xi)
∂um
∂xi

+ um − 1

)

+
1

2

(
1

xk − um
− 1

xk − 1

)( g∑
i=1

xi
∂um
∂xi

− um

)
− 1

2

g∑
j=1
j ̸=k

(
1

xk − um
− 1

xk − xj

)
∂um
∂xj

. (5.13)
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Putting together (4.13), (5.13), and (5.9), (5.3), we obtain (5.2). 2

Corollary 2 Let T → X be a Toda family of genus one Riemann surfaces Tx corresponding to the
elliptic curves of equation

µ2 = λ(λ− 1)(λ− x)(λ− u), (5.14)

parameterized by x = x as in Definition 2. Then the position of the branch point u of the coverings
λ : Tx → CP 1 as a function of x satisfies the following equation

u′′ =
1

2

(
u

x− 1
− u− 1

x
+

1

u− x

)
− u′

2

(
2

x
+

2

x− 1
+

1

u− x

)
+

(u′)2

2

(
2

u
+

2

u− 1
+

1

x− u

)
− (u′)3

2

(
x

u− 1
− x− 1

u
+

1

x− u

)
. (5.15)

Proof. This is the g = 1 case of equation (5.2) with xk = x and um = u. Equations (5.1) are empty in
genus one. 2

Remark 2 Note that, for a given initial value u(x0), the value of the derivative u′ = −Ω(Px)ϕ(Px)
Ω(Pu)ϕ(Pu)

with ϕ defined by (3.4) singles out the unique solution of (5.15) defining the Toda family of genus one
curves (5.14). This expression for u′ is the genus one case of (4.5). The existence of Toda family for
real x0 and u(x0) is given by Theorems 2.7 and 2.12 of [32].

6 Generalized Toda families of Riemann surfaces

In this section we define a family of hyperelliptic curves that generalizes the Toda family from Definition
2. All the results obtained in the paper for a Toda family hold for these generalized families. Let us
start by generalizing Ω, the meromorphic differential of the third kind (3.8) and define the following
differential on the Riemann surface corresponding to the hyperelliptic curve (3.1)

Ωα(P ) = Ω∞−∞+(P )− αTω, (6.1)

where α ∈ Cg is an arbitrary constant column vector, Ω∞−∞+ is the differential (3.9) and ω =
(ω1, . . . , ωg)

T is, as before, a vector of normalized holomorphic differentials from (3.2). Setting α =
2πiN with N from (3.3), we recover definition (3.8) of Ω used in previous sections. The a-periods of
Ωα are constant and given by components of the vector α. The b-periods are∮

bk

Ωα = 2πi

∫ ∞+

∞−
ωk − αTBk, (6.2)

where Bk is the kth column of the Riemann matrix B (3.2).
Now, we would like to deform the hyperelliptic surface by varying the branch points of the corre-
sponding two-fold covering in such a way that the b-periods (6.2) stay constant. Assume we have such
a family of surfaces Tx corresponding to the hyperelliptic curves of equation (3.1) parameterized by
the values of the branch points x1, . . . , xg of the covering u : Tx → CP 1 and having branch points
u1, . . . , ug as dependent functions. We assume that a meromorphic differential Ωα is defined on each
Tx by (6.1) and that its periods are constant for all (x1, . . . , xg) varying continuously in some set. Let
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us then differentiate the right hand side of (6.2) with respect to xi, and equate the derivative to zero.
With the help of the Rauch formulas (4.2) for ω and B, we have

0 = πiωk(Pxi)Ω∞−∞+(Pxi)− πiωk(Pxi)α
Tω(Pxi)

+ πi

g∑
j=1

ωk(Puj )Ω∞−∞+(Puj )
∂uj
∂xi

− πi

g∑
j=1

ωk(Puj )α
Tω(Puj )

∂uj
∂xi

.

This is equivalent to the kth component of vector equation (4.6) with α = 2πiN and thus can be
rewritten in the form (4.7) with Ω replaced by Ωα. This implies that Theorem 1 giving an expression
for ∂um/∂xi in terms of Ω carries over to our new settings, for the isoperiodic deformations of Ωα,
upon replacing Ω by Ωα. Moreover, Theorem 2 also holds for the isoperiodic deformation as it is
derived directly from Theorem 1, the Rauch formulas and the structure of the curves and differentials
on them.
In other words, we may define a more general family of curves including the Toda family of Definition
2 as a particular case.

Definition 3 We call generalized Toda family or a family of Toda type, a triple (T, s∞+ , s∞−), if
T : T → X is a smooth fibration with fibers given by compact hyperelliptic genus g Riemann surfaces
Tx for x ∈ X such that

• X ⊂ Cg \∆ with ∆ = {(x1, . . . , xg) ∈ Cg | ∃ k ̸= j with xk = xj},

• u : Tx → CP 1 is a function of degree two on Tx,

• {a1, . . . ,ag;b1, . . . ,bg} is a canonical homology basis on Tx for x ∈ X where u(ak) and u(bk)
are independent of x ∈ X for all 1 ≤ k ≤ g,

• s∞+ and s∞− are two sections of T such that on every surface Tx of the family there exists a
meromorphic differential of the third kind with simple poles at s∞+(x) and s∞−(x) with residues
+1 and −1, respectively, whose a- and b-periods are independent of x ∈ X.

We also say that the generalized Toda family provides an isoperiodic deformation of the pair (Tx,Ω(x)),
or an isoperiodic deformation of Tx relative to Ω(x), where Ω(x) is a meromorphic differential of the
third kind on the surface Tx for some fixed x having simple poles at s∞+(x) and s∞−(x) with residues
+1 and −1.

In this section, we showed that the following theorem holds.

Theorem 3 Let T → X be a generalized Toda family of hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces Tx corre-
sponding to the curves of equation (3.1) parameterized by x = (x1, . . . , xg) ∈ X as in Definition 3. Let
Ωα (6.1) be the differential of the third kind with poles at s∞+(x) and s∞−(x) with residues +1 and
−1, respectively, from Definition 3. Then the branch points (u1, . . . , ug) of the coverings u : Tx → CP 1

as functions of x = (x1, . . . , xg) have the derivatives expressed by

∂um
∂xi

= − Ωα(Pxi)

Ωα(Pum)
vm(Pxi) . (6.3)

and satisfy system (5.1), (5.2) of Theorem 2.

22



Theorem 4 Let x0 ∈ Cg \ {(x1, . . . , xg) | ∃ i ̸= j with xi = xj} such that x0j ̸= 0 for j = 1, . . . , g.
Let Ωα = Ωα(x0) be the meromorphic differential of the third kind defined by (6.1) on a compact Rie-
mann surface Tx0 of the hyperelliptic curve (3.1) of genus g with x = x0 and distinct u1, . . . , ug, not
coinciding with any of x1, . . . , xg. Assume that x0 is such that Ωα(x0;Puj ) ̸= 0 for j = 1, . . . , g. Let
{a1, . . . , ag, b1, . . . , bg} be a canonical homology basis on Tx0 such that the projections u(aj) and u(bj)
with j = 1, . . . , g do not intersect a certain neighbourhood X̂ of x0. Then there exists a unique continu-
ous g-parameter generalized Toda family providing an isoperiodic deformation of the pair (Tx0 ,Ωα(x0))
parametrized by x varying in some neighbourhood X ⊂ X̂ of x0.

Proof. The isoperiodic deformations of (Tx0 ,Ωα(x0)) are defined by g conditions βk =
∮
bk
Ωα(x) =

const, k = 1, . . . , g. These relations define implicitly the functions u := (u1(x), . . . , ug(x)) in a
neighbourhood of x = x0 if the the Jacobian detJu(x,u) is non-zero at x = x0, where the g×g matrix

Ju(x,u) has the following jk-entry J jk
u (x,u):

J jk
u (x,u) =

∂

∂uj

∮
bk

Ωα(x0).

From (6.2) and (6.1) we obtain these derivatives using the Rauch formulas (4.2) and the relation (3.9):

J jk
u (x,u) = 2πi

∫ ∞+

∞−

∂Rauch

∂uj
ωk − αT ∂

RauchBk

∂uj
= πi Ωα(x;Puj )ωk(x;Puj ).

Thus detJu(x0,u) = πi detJ
∏g

m=1Ωα(x0;Pum) where by J we denote the matrix Jjk = ωk(x0;Puj ).
The product of Ωα(Pum) being non-zero at x = x0, we only need to show that detJ ̸= 0. Note that
the vanishing of detJ is equivalent to the vanishing of detĴ where Ĵ is a matrix constructed similarly
to J from another basis ϕ(P ), λ(P )ϕ(P ), . . . , λ(P )g−1ϕ(P ) (3.4) in the space of holomorphic differen-
tials. More precisely, Ĵjk = uk−1

j ϕ(x0;Puj ). The determinant of Ĵ is the Vandermonde determinant
V (u1, . . . , ug), which is non-zero for distinct u1, . . . , ug. This being fulfilled at x = x0, we proved the
existence of local continuous isoperiodic deformation of (Tx0 ,Ωα(x0)) and thus of the generalized Toda
family.
Now, Theorem 3 shows that for every continuous isoperiodic deformation, the functions u1(x), . . . , ug(x)
satisfy equations (5.1) and (5.2) for all 1 ⩽ m,n, k ⩽ g. In addition, the first derivatives ∂xk

uj(x)
are given by (6.3) for any 1 ⩽ k, j ⩽ g and x = (x1, . . . , xg). Thus, for x0 = (x01, . . . , x

0
g), the initial

values uj(x0) and first order derivatives (6.3) for any x specify a unique solution of system (5.1),
(5.2) as follows. On the set of points (x1, x

0
2 . . . , x

0
g) for x1 varying in some neighbourhood of x01,

the system reduces to a system of ordinary differential equations of second order with respect to the
variable x1, and thus the initial values uj(x0) and the derivatives ∂x1uj(x0) single out a unique solu-
tion u(x1, x

0
2 . . . , x

0
g) for x1 ∈ S1 for some open neighbourhood S1 of x01. Now, the obtained functions

u(x1, x
0
2 . . . , x

0
g) give us initial values for the system of ordinary differential equations of second order

with respect to the variable x2 at any point of the set {(x1, x02 . . . , x0g)| x1 ∈ S1}. Together with the
values of derivatives ∂x2uj((x1, x

0
2 . . . , x

0
g)), they single out a unique solution u(x1, x2, x

0
3 . . . , x

0
g) for

(x1, x2) ∈ S2 for some open neighbourhood S2 of (x01, x
0
2). Proceeding in this way, we obtain the

uniqueness of an isoperiodic deformation of (Tx0 ,Ωα(x0)) locally in an open neighbourhood of x0. 2
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7 Isoequilibrium deformations

For a measure µ defined on C, one defines its potential energy by

E(µ) =
∫
C2

log(|z − w|−1)|dµ(z)dµ(w).

Let c ⊆ C and consider all probability measures for which the support is a subset of c. If the energy
of all such probability measures is equal to infinity, the set c is called of capacity zero. If c is not of
capacity zero, then there exists a unique probability measure ρe(c) whose support is a subset of c and
whose energy is minimal among all probability measures supported in subsets of c, see e.g. [36], [37].
The measure ρe(c) is called the equilibrium measure of c.
Consider c to be a union of g + 1 nonintersecting intervals c =

⋃g
j=0[αj , βj ]. The Lebesgue measure

restricted to c and appropriately scaled has a finite potential energy, therefore c is not of capacity zero.
By using an affine transformation, one can map c into a union of the interval [0, 1] and g intervals with
the end-points denoted by xj , uj , j = 1, . . . , g. Let us denote the Möbius transformed set of intervals
also by c, that is we have

c = [0, 1] ∪
g⋃

j=1

[xj , uj ], assuming 1 < xj < uj < xj+1. (7.1)

Associated with this set of real intervals, there is a compact hyperelliptic Riemann surface Tx corre-
sponding to the algebraic curve defined by (3.1), or by (2.3) and (2.2). As before, the points 0, 1, xj , uj
are the branch points of the covering u : Tx → CP 1 with x = (x1, . . . , xg) and P0, P1, Pxj , Puj are the
corresponding ramification points on the surface Tx.
Let {a1, . . . ,ag;b1, . . . ,bg} be a fixed canonical homology basis on Tx, such that u(a1) goes around
the branch points 1 and x1, and u(aj) goes around the points uj−1 and xj ; while u(b1) goes clockwise
around the first interval [0, 1], and u(bj) goes clockwise around the first j intervals, from [0, 1] to
[xj−1, uj−1]. The a-cycles are oriented in a way to obtain the following intersection indices: ak ◦ aj =
bk ◦ bj = 0 and ak ◦ bj = δkj .
As in Section 2, there are two points at infinity on Tx, denoted by ∞+ and ∞−, and we may define
a differential Ωα by (6.1). We consider a special case of α = 0, that is Ω0 = Ω0(x) = Ω∞−∞+ is
a differential (3.9) of the third kind with poles at ∞± with residues ±1 normalized by vanishing a-
periods. According to [41], [36], we have for the equilibrium measures (see e.g. equation (5.6.4) in [36]
and Section 2.2 in [12]):

ρe([xj , uj ]) =
1

π

∫ uj

xj

|qg(x)|d x√
|∆2g+2(x)|

j = 1, . . . , g, assuming xj < uj . (7.2)

Here ∆2g+2 is given by (2.2) and qg is the monic polynomial of degree g defined by the conditions:∫ xj

uj−1

qg(x)d x√
∆2g+2(x)

= 0, j = 1, . . . , g, (7.3)

where u0 = 1.
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Lemma 5 The equilibrium measure is related to the b-periods of the differential Ω0 in the following
way:∮
b1

Ω0 = 2πiρe([0, 1]);

∮
b2

Ω0 = 2πi(ρe([0, 1])+ρe([x1, u1])); . . . ,

∮
bg

Ω0 = 2πi
(
ρe([0, 1])+

g−1∑
j=1

ρe([xj , uj ])
)
,

(7.4)
where

ρe([0, 1]) = 1−
g∑

j=1

ρe([xj , uj ]).

Proof. From (7.3), we see that qg changes sign on each interval of the form (uj−1, xj). Since the
polynomial qg is of degree g and in each of g intervals (uj−1, xj) it has at least one zero, it has exactly
one zero in each of these intervals. It has no zeros outside these intervals. Thus, it has a constant sign
on each of the intervals [xj , uj ] and this sign alternates on consecutive intervals of this form. On the
Riemann surface Tx, from the assumption that all a-periods of Ω0 are zero and from the structure of
its poles, we get

Ω0 = − qg(u)du√
∆2g+2(u)

. (7.5)

Assume now that the branch cuts of the covering u : Tx → CP 1 coincide with the intervals composing
the set c (7.1). The sign of the analytic continuation of i

√
∆2g+2(x) alternates on the intervals [xj , uj ]

and the branch is chosen so that i
√
∆2g+2(x) is negative on the upper side of the cuts along those

intervals where qg is positive. Thus, we get:

1

π

∫ uj

xj

|qg(x)|d x√
|∆2g+2(x)|

=
1

2πi

∮
b̂j

Ω0, j = 1, . . . , g,

where b̂j is a cycle on Tx such that u(b̂j) goes clockwise once around [xj , uj ], that is b̂j = bj+1 − bj

for j = 1, . . . , g. This is due to the fact that Ω0 satisfies Ω0(x;P ) = −Ω0(x;P
∗), where P ∗ ∈ Tx

denotes the hyperelliptic involution applied to P ∈ Tx. Comparing to (7.2), we see that ρe([xj , uj ]),
for j = 1, . . . , g uniquely determine the b-periods of Ω0 and vice-versa, and we get (7.4). 2

Thus, the deformations of xj , uj preserve ρe([xj , uj ]), for j = 1, . . . , g if and only if they preserve the
b-periods of Ω0. Our goal now is to study smooth variations of the endpoints of the intervals in a way
that the equilibrium measures remain constant.

Definition 4 Let c be a set of real intervals given by (7.1). An isoequilibrium deformation of c is a
smooth transformation of the intervals [xj , uj ], j = 1, . . . , g, along the real line, which fixes the first
interval [0, 1] of c, and which leaves the equilibrium measures of the intervals [xj , uj ] for j = 1, . . . , g
unchanged.

Proposition 4 Given a set of real intervals c(x) (7.1) such that the equilibrium measure of each
interval is rational, there exists a unique g-parameter isoequilibrium deformation of c(x) produced by
varying x in some neighbourhood X in Rg and having u1, . . . , ug as real-valued functions of x for
x ∈ X .
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Proof. It was shown in [3] that the for a set of real intervals c(x) (7.1), the equilibrium measure of each
interval is rational if and only if the set of real intervals (7.1) is a support of a generalized Chebyshev
polynomial. The rational numbers describing the equilibrium measures translate into the combinato-
rial properties of the polynomial (see Remark 3 below). From [32], Theorems 2.7 and 2.12, follows
the existence and uniqueness of a continuous deformation of the generalized Chebyshev polynomial
preserving its combinatorial structure, so that its support is a continuous deformation of the set of
intervals (7.1), which preserves the isoequilibrium measures. 2

Isoequilibrium deformations of the set of intervals induce deformations of the corresponding surface
Tx. In the next corollary we show that these deformations of surfaces are the isoperiodic deformations
of Tx in the sense of Definition 3 relative to the differential Ω0(x) defined above.

Corollary 3 Let x = (x1, . . . , xg) and c = c(x) be a set of real intervals given by (7.1). Let Tx be
the associated hyperelliptic Riemann surface corresponding to the algebraic curve of equation (3.1).
Let Pxj and Puj be the ramification points of the covering u : Tx → CP 1 such that u(Pxj ) = xj
and u(Puj ) = uj for j = 1, . . . , g. Let c(x) be subject to isoequilibrium deformation parametrized by
varying x in some neighbourhood X in Rg. Then and only then the associated surfaces Tx with the
canonical homology basis chosen as above in this section and differentials Ω0(x) defined by (6.1) with
α = 0 on Tx form a generalized Toda family, such that the branch points u1, . . . , ug of the coverings
u : Tx → CP 1 as functions of x are real and have derivatives expressed by (6.3), (3.5) with α = 0 and
satisfy system (5.1), (5.2) of Theorem 2.

Proof. Let c(x) for x belonging to some neighbourhood X ⊂ Rg be an isoequilibrium deformation of
the set of intervals (7.1). Let us prove that the corresponding pairs (Tx,Ω0(x)) form a generalized
Toda family. The a-periods of Ω0(x) are zero by definition (6.1) since α = 0. The b-periods uniquely
determine the integrals in (7.2), and thus they uniquely determine the equlibrium measures for the
real intervals and vice-versa, see (7.4). Definition 4 implies that the integrals (7.2) are independent of
x ∈ X , and therefore the b-periods of Ω(x) are independent of x as well and vice-versa. Thus, pairs
(Tx,Ω0(x)) form a generalized Toda family in the sense of Definition 3 with the functions uj(x) being
real. The statement concerning differential equations satisfied by uj(x) follows from Theorems 2 and
3. 2

Proposition 5 Given a set of real intervals c(x) (7.1) with arbitrary equilibrium measures, there
exists a unique g-parameter isoequilibrium deformation produced by varying x in some neighbourhood
X in Rg and having u1, . . . , ug as real-valued functions of x.

Proof. Consider the hyperelliptic curve Tx (3.1) associated with the set of real intervals c(x) with the
homology basis and differential Ω0 as in Corollary 3. Assume the pair (Tx,Ω0(x)) is a generalized
Toda family for some x ∈ X̂ . We want to prove that for x varying in some subset of X̂ ∩ Rg, the
functions u1(x), . . . , ug(x) are real.
According to the Bogatyrev–Peherstoefer–Totik Theorem, see Theorem 5.6.1 in [36] and its proof, we
know that the set of real intervals (7.1) can be approximated by sets of intervals,

c(n) = [0, 1] ∪
g⋃

j=1

[x
(n)
j , u

(n)
j ], 1 < x

(n)
j < u

(n)
j < x

(n)
j+1, (7.6)

such that each interval has a rational equilibrium measure and such that the difference between c(n) and

c tends to zero as n tends to infinity, that is x
(n)
j → xj and u

(n)
j → uj . According to Proposition 4, each
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of the sets c(n) admits an isoequilibrium deformation parametrized by x(n) = (x
(n)
1 , . . . , x

(n)
g ) ∈ X ⊂ Rg.

According to Corollary 3, such isoequlibrium deformations generate isoperiodic deformations of the
associated hyperelliptic Riemann surface Tx(n) given by (3.1) with x replaced by x(n) relative to the
differential Ω0 given by (3.8) with α = 0 on Tx(n) and appropriately chosen homology basis. Moreover,

the functions u
(n)
1 (x(n)), . . . , u

(n)
g (x(n)) are real under these deformations. Thus, their derivatives

expressed according to (6.3) are real for each c(n).
In the limit, when n tends to infinity, the surfaces Tx(n) tend to Tx and the chosen of homology
bases on Tx(n) produce the required homology basis on Tx. Thus the differentials Ω and vj on Tx(n)

become those on Tx. Therefore, the derivatives (6.3) for the functions u
(n)
1 (x(n)), . . . , u

(n)
g (x(n)) tend

to derivatives of the functions u1(x), . . . , ug(x) with x restricted to some real subset of X̂ ⊂ Rg. We
thus may conclude that derivatives ∂uj/∂xk are real. The functions uj being solutions of the real
system (5.1), (5.2) of Theorem 2 with real initial values are then real as well. Thus the restriction
of the original Toda family (Tx,Ω0(x)) on some real subset of X̂ for x has u1, . . . , ug real and thus
corresponds to an isoequilibrium deformation of c(x). 2

7.1 Deformations of the essential spectra of periodic Jacobi matrices

Following [36], we now consider infinite two-sided tridiagonal Jacobi matrices J determined by two
two-sided sequences {(cn), (dn)}+∞

n=−∞. The Jacobi matrices are defined as operators acting on ℓ2(Z)
in the following way: for f = (fn)

∞
n=−∞ ∈ ℓ2(Z) the elements of the sequence Jf are given by

(Jf)n = cnfn+1 + dnfn + cn−1fn−1.

The Jacobi matrix J is periodic with period N if the sequences cn, dn are both periodic with period
N . Generically, the essential spectrum of an N -periodic Jacobi matrix consists of N real intervals;
the N − 1 intervals between them are called gaps. It may happen that some of the intervals merge
eliminating some of the gaps, which results in the essential spectrum consisting of g+1 ⩽ N intervals.
From [33] and [3] (see also e.g. [36], Theorem 5.13.8) we have the following statement.

Theorem 5 A union of intervals c (7.1) is a support of a generalized Chebyshev polynomial of degree
N if and only if it is the essential spectrum of a periodic Jacobi matrix J with period N . This is the
case if and only if all the measures ρe([xj , uj ]) are rational and Nρe([xj , uj ]) are integer for all j.

Proof. Let a set c of the form (7.1) be an essential spectrum of an N -periodic Jacobi matrix J . For
an essential spectrum c of J , by formula (5.1.14) in [36], there exist natural numbers kj , j = 0, . . . , g,
such that

ρe([0, 1]) =
k0
N
, ρe([xj , uj ]) =

kj
N
, j = 1, . . . , g,

g∑
j=0

kj = N.

For a union of real intervals, there exists a natural number N such that the equilibrium measure of
each interval is a rational number, which multiplied by N gives an integer, if and only if there exists
a conformal map from the upper half plane to a comb region CN of the form

CN = {w| ℑw > 0, 0 ≤ ℜw ≤ Nπ} \
N⋃
j=1

{w| ℜw = jπ, 0 ≤ ℑw ≤ hj},

with some nonnegative values h1, . . . , hN . In other words, this comb region is a vertical semi-strip
with a finite number of vertical slits where the basis of the comb region is a real segment together with
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the marked points jπ on it. The conformal map maps the union of the intervals onto the basis of the
comb and ∞ to ∞, see e.g. [39], Section 5.
According to [33], Theorem 1, such a conformal map exists for a union of real intervals with N ∈ N
if and only if it is a support of the Pell equation with a Chebyshev polynomial of degree N , see also
e.g. [39], Theorem of Section 5.5.
For detailed proofs that every support of a Pell’s equation with a polynomial of degree N is the es-
sential spectrum of a periodic Jacobi operator with the period N , see [33] and also e.g. [36], Theorem
5.13.8. 2

For the hyperelliptic surface associated with a set of intervals to be a Toda curve, we need the surface
to satisfy (3.3) with M1,M2 such that NM1, NM2 ∈ Zg. This is a weaker condition than (7.7) due to
the presence of a possibly nonzero M2 in (3.3).

Corollary 4 Given a Toda curve of order N in the sense of Definition 1, which satisfies (3.3) with
M1,M2 such that NM1, NM2 ∈ Zg, the condition M2 = 0 in (3.3) is equivalent to the condition that
there exists a generalized Chebyshev polynomial of degree N that satisfies the Pell equation on the set
of intervals [0, 1], [xj , uj ], for j = 1, . . . , g.

Proof. Let us start from a surface Tx, which is a Toda curve of order N according to Definition 1.
We denote x = (x1, . . . , xg) and assume the choice of a canonical homology basis as above in Section
7. We define Ω0(x) by (6.1) with α = 0 as above as well. The equilibrium measures of the intervals
[0, 1], [xj , uj ], for j = 1, . . . , g are of the form

ρe([0, 1]) =
k0
N
, ρe([xj , uj ]) =

kj
N
, kj ∈ N, j = 1, . . . , g,

g∑
j=0

kj = N,

if and only if, by (7.2) and (7.4), the b-periods of Ω0(x) are rational numbers up to a factor of 2πi of
the following form: ∮

bj

Ω0 =
2πi
∑j−1

ℓ=0 kℓ
N

, j = 1, . . . , g. (7.7)

Thus, according to (6.2), M2 = 0 in (3.3) if and only if the equilibrium measures of the intervals [0, 1],
[xj , uj ], for j = 1, . . . , g are all rational.
The proof now follows from Theorem 5 and its proof and [33], Theorem 1. 2

Remark 3 The numbers kj, j = 0, . . . , g from (7.7) are determined by the structure of the merging
of the intervals, leading to the elimination of some of the gaps. From e.g. [36] one can conclude that
the number k0 gives the number of intervals that merged to form the leftmost interval [0, 1], k1 is the
number of the intervals that merged to form the second interval from left [x1, u1], and so on.

Corollary 5 Let x0 = (x01, . . . , x
0
g) and c0 = c(x0) be a union of g + 1 real intervals given by (7.1)

with x = x0. Let c0 be the essential spectrum of an N -periodic Jacobi matrix. The sets of intervals
c = c(x) (7.1) for x = (x1, . . . , xg) ∈ X ⊂ Rg obtained from c0 by local smooth deformations of x that
keep [0, 1] unchanged are the essential spectra of N -periodic Jacobi matrices with the same structure
of gap intervals if and only if they are isoequlibrium deformations parametrized by x. The associated
hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces Tx (2.3), (2.2) form a Toda family of order N , with x ∈ X ⊂ Rg, relative
to the differential Ω0 given by (7.5). The branch points (u1, . . . , ug) of the coverings u : Tx → CP 1

are real-valued functions of x = (x1, . . . , xg) ∈ X ⊂ Rg, have derivatives expressed by (6.3), (3.5) with
α = 0, and satisfy system (5.1), (5.2) of Theorem 2.

28



Proof. According to Theorem 5, a set of intervals c0 = c(x0) is the essential spectrum of an N -periodic
Jacobi matrix if and only if all the equlibrium measures are rational. According to Proposition 4, there
exists a unique g-parameter isoequilibrium deformation over a small neighborhood x = (x1, . . . , xg) ∈
X ⊂ Rg. Due to Corollary 3, this isoequilibrium deformation coincides with the restriction to x ∈ X
of the isoperiodic deformation of the associated hyperelliptic surface Tx relative to the differential Ω0

from Corollary 3. Thus, the branch points (u1, . . . , ug) of the coverings u : Tx → CP 1 are real-valued
functions of x = (x1, . . . , xg) ∈ X ⊂ Rg and they have derivatives expressed by (6.3), (3.5) with α = 0,
and satisfy system (5.1), (5.2) of Theorem 2. 2

Remark 4 Isoequilibrium deformations both for the general case of arbitrary periods (7.2) and in
the special case where all periods are rational were studied in the physics oriented setting of Peierls
models in [6]. Such transformations were called there “variations that preserve the group of periods of
the differential dp”. In [6], extremum equations with respect to variations that preserve the group of
periods were derived for the functionals of the total energy under the consideration in [6].

8 Isoperiodic deformations of periodic Toda lattices

Toda lattice was introduced more than half a century ago [40] and since then it occupies one of the
central places in the theory of integrable systems, see e.g [16, 17, 29, 18, 31, 21, 36] and references
therein.
Algebro-geometric approach to Toda lattice has a long and elaborated history. One of the first steps
were made by S. P. Novikov in an unpublished paper which was incorporated into [13]. These ideas
were further developed by I. M. Krichever and others, see e.g. [26, 31, 27] and references therein.
Here, we will mostly follow [27], which appeared as an appendix of [14].
The Toda lattice describes a one-dimensional chain of particles with exponential interaction of imme-
diate neighbours

ẍn(t) = exn+1−xn − exn−xn−1 , (8.1)

where xn(t) is the position of the n-th particle at the moment t, and ẋn(t) denotes the derivative with
respect to t. Denoting vn := ẋn and cn = exp(xn − xn−1), cn > 0, Toda lattice equations (8.1) can be
rewritten in the form

v̇n = cn+1 − cn,

ċn = cn(vn − vn−1).
(8.2)

The integration procedure from [27] starts from a hyperelliptic curve of the equation

µ2 =

2g+2∏
i=1

(z − zi) (8.3)

and the corresponding compact Riemann surface Γ of genus g with two points at infinity, ∞+ and
∞−. The central role in the integration is played by Krichever’s Baker-Akhiezer function ψ(n, t, P )
which is meromorphic on Γ \ {∞+,∞−} having g poles and zeros away from the two points at infinity
and an essential singularity at ∞+,∞− with the following asymptotics

ψ(n, t, P ) =
P→∞±

inλ±1
n z±n

(
1 + ξ±1 (n, t)z

−1 + . . .
)
e∓

tz
2 , (8.4)

where λn, ξ
±
1 (n, t) ∈ C. For the difference operators L = (Lnm) and A = (Anm), defined as follows:

Lnm = −i
√
cn+1δn,m−1 + vnδn,m + i

√
cnδn,m+1, (8.5)

29



Anm =
i

2

√
cn+1δn,m−1 + wnδn,m +

i

2

√
cnδn,m+1, (8.6)

with 2(wn − wn−1) = vn − vn−1 − ln cn, we have

ψ̇ = Aψ, Lψ = zψ. (8.7)

The Toda lattice equations (8.2) are the compatibility conditions for (8.7). Using this, solutions to the
Toda equations are obtained in terms of the coefficients of the expansion (8.4) for the Baker-Akhiezer
function: cn = (λn−1/λn)

2, and vn = ξ+(n + 1, t) − ξ+(n, t). One can express the Baker-Akhiezer
function ψ(n, t, P ) using the theta function of the surface Γ corresponding to the curve (8.3) (see [14]
for the notation and properties of theta functions noting that the normalization in [14] is different
from the one we adopted in Section 3 ) and calculate λn and ξ+1 (n, t) in (8.4) in terms of the theta
functions as well. This implies the following expressions for the solutions of the Toda lattice (8.2):

vn =
d

dt
ln
θ((n+ 1)U + tV + z0)

θ(nU + tV + z0)
; (8.8)

cn =
θ((n+ 1)U + tV + z0)θ((n− 1)U + tV + z0)

θ2(nU + tV + z0)
, (8.9)

where z0 is an arbitrary vector. The vector U is given by

U = 2πi

∫ ∞+

∞−
ω (8.10)

with ω = (ω1, . . . , ωg)
T being the vector of linearly independent holomorphic differentials on Γ (8.3)

normalized by the condition
∮
aj
ωk = δjk (note that the normalization in [27] is different). The vector

V is a linear combination of the b-periods of the normalized differentials of the second kind Ω∞− and
Ω∞+ having only a double pole at ∞− and ∞+, respectively, and no other singularities.
As observed many times before (see e.g. [31]), for the famous continuous integrable PDEs, like
Korteweg-de Vries equation or the non-linear Schrödinger equation, it is practically impossible to
effectively select solutions periodic in x with a given period T . For the Toda lattice as a discrete
system, the situation is remarkably different. From [27] we can extract the following

Theorem 6 ([27]) A solution to the Toda lattice (8.2) is periodic in n with a period N if and only if
the solution (vn, cn) is given by (8.8) and (8.9) relative to a hyperelliptic curve Γ (8.3) and the vector
U/(2πi) given by (8.10) is an N -division point of the lattice generating the Jacobian of Γ, that is

1

2πi
U =

∫ ∞+

∞−
ω =M1 + BM2, (8.11)

where M1,M2 ∈ Qg are column vectors, such that NM1, NM2 ∈ Zg.

We can now use Möbius transformations of the z-plane to transform equation (8.3) to equation (2.3).

Theorem 7 Consider an N -periodic in n solution to the Toda lattice (8.2) constructed by formulas
(8.8) and (8.9) from the hyperelliptic surface Γx0 of genus g corresponding to the curve (2.3), (2.2)
with x = x0. For a value of x0 away from a set of measure zero defined in Theorem 4, there exists a
continuous g-parameter deformation of this solution which remains N -periodic in n. Moreover, any
continuous deformation of this solution constructed from a family of curves Γx, x ∈ X , obtained from
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Γx0 by varying x = (x1, . . . , xg) and allowing u = (u1, . . . , ug) to be functions of x and which remains
N -periodic in n solution to the Toda lattice is obtained by formulas (8.8) and (8.9) relative to the
curves Γx, x ∈ X . In this case, the branch points u1, . . . , ug of the coverings u : Γx → CP 1 as
functions of x have the derivatives expressed by (4.5) and satisfy system (5.1), (5.2) of Theorem 2.
The differentials Ω and vm in (4.5) are defined on Γx by (3.8) and (3.5), respectively.

Proof. If (vn, cn) is a periodic in n solution to the Toda lattice equation with period N constructed
by (8.8) and (8.9) on Γx0 , then, according to Theorem 6 the surface Γx0 satisfies Definition 1 after
relaxing the condition of reality for the branch points xj and uj . Let Ω0(x0) be the differential defined
on Γx0 by (6.1) with α = 0. Its vector of b-periods (6.2) coincides with U (8.11). For a generic
x0, Theorem 4 shows the existence of a local variation of x = (x1, . . . , xg) entailing a deformation
Γx, x ∈ X , of the surface Γx0 in such a way that b-periods of Ω0(x) stay constant for Ω0(x) being
the differential (6.1) with α = 0 on the surface Γx. Thus condition (8.11) remains satisfied for the
surfaces Γx, x ∈ X . This provides a continuous deformation of the solution (vn, cn) given by (8.8),
(8.9) for the curves Γx preserving the period N of (vn, cn).
Let now (vn(x), cn(x)), x ∈ X , be a continuous deformation of (vn, cn) which remains N -periodic in n
and which is constructed from the family of surfaces Γx obtained from Γx0 by varying x and allowing
u to be functions of x. Theorem 6 implies that for each x, the solution (vn(x), cn(x)) is obtained by
formulas (8.8) and (8.9) with the underlying surface Γx satisfying condition (8.11). We thus conclude
that these underlying surfaces Γx, x ∈ X form a continuous Toda family in the sense of Definition 2.
The rest of the proof follows from Theorems 1 and 2. 2

Restricting to the case of real x,u ∈ Rg, the surfaces Γx corresponding to the hyperelliptic curves
(2.3), (2.2) are Toda curves and there is an integer N and a polynomial PN satisfying the Pell equation
(2.1) corresponding to each Γx. Denoting µ2 = ∆2g+2Q2

N−d in (2.1), we get that the curve Γx which
produces N -periodic in n solutions (8.8) and (8.9) of the Toda lattice (8.2) can be mapped to the
curve of the following equation

CT : µ2 = P2
N (z)− 1, (8.12)

where PN is a polynomial of degree N . The zeros Ej of the polynomial P2
N (z)−1 are the end-points of

the zones of the spectrum of the operator L̃, which is the restriction of L to the space of eigenfunctions
of the operator of the shift by the period. Here 2PN is the trace of the monodromy matrix, see e.g.
[31]. The polynomial P2

N (z)− 1 has double roots exactly at the roots of the polynomial QN−d. They
form the singular, double points of the curve CT , each of them being an image of two points from Γx.
Conversely, let us start from a curve CT of the form (8.12), with a polynomial PN of degree N for
which we assume that PN (z)2 − 1 has at most double zeros. Then, we can collect all the double zeros
into a polynomial QN−d(z) of degree N − d and obtain the relation

P2
N (z)− 1 = ∆2d(z)Q2

N−d(z), (8.13)

where ∆2d is a polynomial of degree 2d with only simple zeros. Introducing v = µ/QN−d(z) we have a
map from CT to the Toda curve of genus d− 1 given by the equation v2 = ∆2d(z), which is essentially
the curve (2.3), (2.2). Theorem 7 also governs deformations of the curves (8.12), which, according to
Proposition 4 and Corollary 3, produces in this case real-valued functions u of real variables x. We
are going to exploit this further in Sections 9 and 10. Observe that all the zeros of ∆2d and QN−d are
real if and only if PN is a generalized Chebyshev polynomial.
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9 The Korteweg - de Vries difference equation and Chebyshev poly-
nomials

The Korteweg - de Vries difference equation [13] is an instance of the Toda lattice, with vn = 0 for all
n. The equation is given in the form

ċn = cn(cn+1 − cn−1), n ∈ Z. (9.1)

According to [13], solutions to the KdV difference equation (9.1) are obtained by (8.9) from solutions
to the Toda lattice (8.9) for the Riemann surfaces Γ of the form

µ2 =

g+1∏
j=1

(z2 − z2i ), 0 < z1 < z2 < · · · < zg+1, (9.2)

i.e. such that the set of branch points is real and symmetric with respect to z = 0. Thus, a solution cn
of the Korteweg - de Vries difference equation is N -periodic in n if and only if the solution (cn, vn = 0)
of the Toda lattice is N -periodic in n. From Theorem 6 and the considerations from the last part of
Section 8, in particular (8.13) and reality of ±zj , we get that the N -periodic solutions to the KdV
difference equation correspond to supports of Pell’s equation symmetric with respect to the origin,
supporting a generalized Chebyshev polynomial PN of degree N . In particular, we have M2 = 0 in
this case in (8.11), in the accordance with Corollary 4. Starting form a periodic solution to the KdV
difference equation (9.1) of period N , we want to study deformations of the curve (9.2) which would
produce new periodic solution to the KdV difference equation of the same period. We cannot apply
isoequilibrium deformations directly, because a priori we cannot guarantee that the deformed intervals
would remain symmetric with respect to the origin. Thus, to that end, we need to provide a more
detailed analysis of periodic solutions to the KdV difference equation, which we do next.

Proposition 6 (i) For odd genera g = 2k − 1 of the curves (9.2), the periodic solutions to the
KdV difference equation (9.1) are of even period N = 2ℓ in n and the generalized Chebyshev
polynomials P2ℓ(z) corresponding to them are even. There are no periodic solutions with odd
period in this case.

(ii) If a generalized Chebyshev polynomial P2ℓ(z) is associated with 2ℓ periodic solution to the KdV
difference equation constructed using the curve (9.2) of genus g = 2k − 1, then the polynomial
p̂ℓ(w) of degree ℓ given by p̂ℓ(w) = P2ℓ(z) with w = z2, satisfies the Pell equation

p̂2ℓ (w)− ∆̂2k(w)q̂
2
ℓ−k(w) = 1, (9.3)

where

∆̂2k(w) =

g+1=2k∏
j=1

(w − z2j ) (9.4)

is a polynomial of degree 2k with positive zeros and q̂ℓ−k is a polynomial of degree ℓ− k.

(iii) If the polynomial p̂ℓ(w) of degree ℓ satisfies the Pell equation (9.3) where ∆̂2k(w) (9.4) is a
polynomial of degree 2k with positive zeros, then P2ℓ(z) = p̂ℓ(w) with w = z2 is the generalized
Chebyshev polynomial associated with the 2ℓ periodic solution to the KdV difference equation
constructed using the curve (9.2) of genus g = 2k − 1.
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Proof.

(i) Let the curve (9.2) correspond to a support of the Pell equation. Since the support is symmetric
with respect to the origin, if PN (z) is the associated generalized Chebyshev polynomial, so is
(−1)NPN (−z). Thus, from the uniqueness of the associated Chebyshev polynomial, it follows
that PN (z) is odd for N odd and it is even for N even. Thus, for N odd PN (z) is odd and
PN (0) = 0. For odd genera, the interval containing 0 is a gap interval, and this leads to the
contradiction.

(ii), (iii) Suppose now thatN = 2ℓ is even and a polynomial P2ℓ(z) is even. Then there exists a polynomial
p̂ℓ of degree ℓ, such that P2ℓ(z) = p̂ℓ(w), with w = z2. One can observe that P2

2ℓ(z) − 1 has 4ℓ
real zeros if and only if p̂2ℓ (w) − 1 has 2ℓ real positive zeros. We get that p̂ℓ(w) satisfies (9.3),

where ∆̂2k (9.4) is a polynomial of degree 2k with positive zeros, if and only if

P2
2ℓ(z)−

g+1=2k∏
j=1

(z2 − z2j )Q2
2ℓ−2k(z) = 1,

for some polynomial Q2ℓ−2k of degree 2ℓ − 2k. One should observe that in this case Q2ℓ−2k(z)
is even: given that the square of Q2ℓ−2k(z) is even, which follows from the Pell equation, the
polynomial Q2ℓ−2k(z) is either even or odd. But since its degree is even, it cannot be odd.

2

Proposition 7 (i) For even genera g = 2k of the curves (9.2), if the periodic solutions to the KdV
difference equation (9.1) are of odd period N = 2ℓ+1 then the generalized Chebyshev polynomials
P2ℓ+1 corresponding to them are odd; if the periodic solutions to the KdV difference equation
(9.1) are of even period N = 2ℓ then the generalized Chebyshev polynomials P2ℓ corresponding
to them are even.

(ii) For even genera g = 2k and odd period N = 2ℓ + 1, there exists a polynomial p̂ℓ(w) of degree
ℓ such that P2ℓ+1(z) = zp̂ℓ(w), with w = z2. The polynomial p̂ℓ(w) satisfies a modified Pell’s
equation

wp̂2ℓ (w)−
2k+1∏
j=1

(w − z2j )q̂
2
ℓ−k(w) = 1, (9.5)

where q̂ℓ−k is a polynomial of degree ℓ− k. The polynomial

p̃2ℓ+1(w) = 2wp̂2ℓ (w)− 1 (9.6)

satisfies Pell’s equation:

p̃22ℓ+1(w)− 4w

2k+1∏
j=1

(w − z2j )p̂
2
ℓ (w)q̂

2
ℓ−k(w) = 1. (9.7)

(iii) For the even genera g = 2k of the curves (9.2) and even period N = 2ℓ, there exists a polynomial
p̂ℓ(w) of degree ℓ such that P2ℓ(z) = p̂ℓ(w), with w = z2. The polynomial p̂ℓ(w) satisfies Pell’s
equation

p̂2ℓ (w)− w
2k+1∏
j=1

(w − z2j )q̂
2
ℓ−k−1(w) = 1, (9.8)
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where q̂ℓ−k−1 is a polynomial of degree ℓ − k − 1 if and only if P2ℓ(z) is an even generalized
Chebyshev polynomial.

Proof. The first part follows along the same lines as the initial part of the proof of Proposition 6.

(ii) Let now g = 2k and N = 2ℓ+1. Since P2ℓ+1(z) is odd, there exists a polynomial p̂ℓ(w) of degree
ℓ such that P2ℓ+1(z) = zp̂ℓ(w), with w = z2.

From Pell’s equation for P2ℓ+1(z),

P2
2ℓ+1(z)−

2k+1∏
j=1

(z2 − z2j )Q2
2(ℓ−k)(z) = 1,

with the observation that Q2(ℓ−k)(z) is an even function (using an argument similar to the one
at the end of the proof of Proposition 6) and defining qℓ−k(w) = Q2(ℓ−k)(z), we get

wp̂2ℓ (w)−
2k+1∏
j=1

(w − z2j )q̂
2
ℓ−k(w) = 1.

One verifies directly that the polynomial p̃2ℓ+1(w), defined by (9.6), satisfies Pell’s equation
(9.7).

(iii) Let g = 2k and N = 2ℓ. Since P2ℓ(z) is even, there exists a polynomial p̂ℓ(w) of degree ℓ such
that P2ℓ(z) = p̂ℓ(w), with w = z2. From Pell’s equation for P2ℓ(z):

P2
2ℓ(z)−

2k+1∏
j=1

(z2 − z2j )Q2
2(ℓ−k)−1(z) = 1

with the observation that Q2(ℓ−k)−1(z) is an odd function (using an adjustment to the argument
at the end of the proof of Proposition 6) and defining zq̂ℓ−k−1(w) = Q2(ℓ−k)−1(z), we get (9.8).
The converse follows directly.

2

Now, we are ready to study the main question of this section: given a periodic solution to the KdV
difference equation (9.1) of period N , how to deform the underlying curve (9.2) in order for the
deformed curves to give rise to new periodic solution to the KdV difference equation of the same
period.

Theorem 8 Given a periodic solution to the KdV difference equation (9.1) of period N , the following
deformations of the underlying hyperelliptic curve (9.2) produce solutions cn, given by (8.9), to the
same KdV difference equation of the same period:

(i) For g = 2k − 1, N = 2ℓ, we consider isoequilibrium deformations of the set of non-negative
intervals obtained from the set of positive intervals

[z21 , z
2
2 ], [z

2
3 , z

2
4 ], . . . , [z

2
2k−1, z

2
2k] (9.9)

by an affine transformation that maps z21 , z
2
2 to 0, 1. This corresponds to isoperiodic deformations

of Toda curves of genus g1 = k − 1, defined as hyperelliptic coverings Tx of CP 1 having the
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intervals (9.9) as branch cuts. In this case, the branch points u1 = z24 , . . . , uk−1 = z22k of the
coverings Tx, as functions of x = (z23 , z

2
5 , . . . , z

2
2k−1), have derivatives expressed by (6.3), (3.5)

with α = 0 and satisfy system (5.1), (5.2) of Theorem 2, after an affine transformation that maps
z21 , z

2
2 to 0, 1, respectively. The equilibrium deformations of the set of intervals (9.9) naturally

generate continuous deformations of the intervals

[−z2k,−z2k−1], . . . , [−z4,−z3], [−z2,−z1], [z1, z2], [z3, z4], . . . , [z2k−1, z2k], (9.10)

throughout which the intervals (9.10) remain the support of a generalized Chebyshev polynomial
of degree 2ℓ.

(ii) For g = 2k, N = 2ℓ, we consider isoequilibrium deformations of the set of non-negative intervals
obtained from the set of intervals

[0, z21 ], [z
2
2 , z

2
3 ], . . . , [z

2
2k, z

2
2k+1], (9.11)

by an affine transformation that maps 0, z21 to 0, 1. These deformations keep 0 as the left end-
point of the leftmost interval in (9.11). They also generate naturally deformations of the intervals

[−z2k+1,−z2k], . . . , [−z3,−z2], [−z1, z1], [z2, z3], . . . , [z2k, z2k+1], (9.12)

throughout which the intervals (9.12) remain the support of a generalized Chebyshev polynomial
of degree 2ℓ.

(iii) For g = 2k, N = 2ℓ + 1, we consider isoequilibrium deformations of the set of non-negative
intervals obtained from the set of intervals

[0, z21 ], [z
2
2 , z

2
3 ], . . . , [z

2
2k, z

2
2k+1], (9.13)

by an affine transformation that maps 0, z21 to 0, 1. These deformations keep 0 as the left end-
point of the leftmost interval in (9.13) and generate naturally deformations of the intervals

[−z2k+1,−z2k], . . . , [−z3,−z2], [−z1, z1], [z2, z3], . . . , [z2k, z2k+1], (9.14)

throughout which the intervals (9.14) remain the support of a generalized Chebyshev polynomial
of degree 2ℓ+ 1.

For (ii) and (iii), this corresponds to isoperiodic deformations of Toda curves of genus g1 = k defined
as hyperelliptic coverings Tx of CP 1 having the intervals (9.11) or (9.13), respectively, as branch
cuts. In these cases, the branch points u1 = z23 , . . . , uk = z22k+1 of the coverings Tx as functions of
x = (z22 , z

2
4 , . . . , z

2
2k) have derivatives expressed by (6.3), (3.5) with α = 0 and satisfy system (5.1),

(5.2) of Theorem 2, after an affine transformation that maps 0, z21 to 0, 1, respectively.

Proof. Note that isoequlibrium deformations of a set of real intervals exist due to Proposition 5.
Further proof of (i) follows from Proposition 6, Theorem 5, Proposition 4, and Corollary 3.
Proofs of (ii) and (iii) follow from Proposition 7, Theorem 5, Proposition 4, Corollary 3, and, in the
case (iii), the following argument.
With the initial curve (9.2) is associated a generalized Chebyshev polynomial P2ℓ+1 and a polynomial
p̂ℓ defined by P2ℓ+1(z) = zp̂ℓ(w), with w = z2. The deformations of the set of intervals (9.13) is
such that the polynomial p̃2ℓ+1 defined by (9.6) for the initial set of intervals admits a corresponding
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continuous deformation throughout which it satisfies the Pell equation (9.7) for the deformed set of z2j
for some polynomial Q2ℓ−k(w) replacing pℓ(w)q̂ℓ−k(w). From (9.7), we have the following factorization
for the initial situation:

p̃22ℓ+1(w)− 1 = (p̃2ℓ+1(w) + 1)(p̃2ℓ+1(w)− 1) = 4w
2k+1∏
j=1

(w − z2j )p̂
2
ℓ (w)q̂

2
ℓ−k(w). (9.15)

From continuity of our deformations, from the continuous dependance of the polynomials on their
zeros and vice-versa, and from (9.15), we conclude that the polynomial p̂ℓ(w) is unambiguously defined
for a deformed set of intervals, for small enough deformations. Indeed, the zeros of the polynomial
p̂ℓ(w)q̂ℓ−k(w) are simple, which means that the zeros of p̂ℓ(w) are initially simple and distinct from
the zeros of q̂ℓ−k(w) (as well as from the endpoints of the deformed intervals from the set (9.13)).
We deform the intervals in a way that they remain being the support of a generalized Chebyshev
polynomial. That means that the polynomial q̂ℓ−k(w) continuously deforms, inducing continuous
deformations of its zeros. As long as the deformations are small enough that the deformed zeros
remain simple, the deformed polynomial p̂ℓ(w) is well defined.
Thus, under small continuous deformations, p̃2ℓ+1(w) + 1 keeps being the product of the same (up
to the deformation) factors of the right hand side of (9.15). Therefore, since (9.6) is satisfied for the
initial situation, the same relation, up to possible small deformation of the scalar factor δ > 0

p̃2ℓ+1(w) + 1 = δwp̂2ℓ (w) (9.16)

holds after small deformations.
Now, from relation (9.16) and

p̃2ℓ+1(w)− 1 =
4

δ

2k+1∏
j=1

(w − z2j )q̂
2
ℓ−k(w),

we get

δ

2
wp̂2ℓ (w)−

2

δ

2k+1∏
j=1

(w − z2j )q̂
2
ℓ−k(w) = 1. (9.17)

This relation, up to nonessential factors, which can be absorbed in the polynomials, coincides with
(9.5). We can now define P2ℓ+1(z) =

√
δ/2zp̂ℓ(w), with w = z2. Equation (9.17) becomes the Pell

equation for P2ℓ+1(z) and thus, P2ℓ+1(z) is the generalized Chebyshev polynomial of degree 2ℓ + 1
supported by the set of intervals from (9.13). This finishes the proof. 2

10 Applications to the SU(N) Seiberg-Witten theory

In their foundational works [34, 35], Seiberg and Witten considered the construction of the non-
perturbative dynamics of N = 2 SU(2)-invariant super-symmetric Yang-Mills theory in the limit of
low energy and momenta. The key ingredient in their construction was a family of elliptic curves and
meromorphic differentials on them, along with possible degenerations of elliptic curves into rational
curves with singularities.
Hyperelliptic curves of the form (8.12) of genus N − 1 play a crucial role in the SU(N) gauge group
generalizations of the Seiberg-Witten theory, as discovered in [4, 24]. It was observed in [19] that the
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curves introduced in [4] and [24] coincide with the curves that had appeared before in the studies of
the Toda lattices. A deeper connection of the Seiberg-Witten theory with the so-called Witham-Toda
hierarchy was developed in [30].
In a special case of the N = 2 SU(N) super-symmetric Yang-Mills theory, the so-called case without
fundamental hypermultiplets (see e.g. [8]), the main object is the family of curves

CT (x1, . . . , xn) : µ2 = P2
N (z)− Λ̂2, (10.1)

parametrized by n complex parameters x1, . . . , xn, where Λ̂ is a real constant. Here PN (z) is a
polynomial of degree N . The parameters play the role of vacuum moduli of the Yang-Mills theory.
They can be chosen as a subset of the set of zeros of the varying polynomial P2

N (z)− Λ̂2. In general,
these curves are non-singular hyperelliptic curves of genus n = N − 1, which corresponds to the case
when all zeros of P2

N (z) − Λ̂2 are simple. However, for certain values of the parameters, the curves

may become singular, as some of the zeros of P2
N (z) − Λ̂2 merge to form a double zero. When such

singularities occur, some of the particles in the Yang-Mills theory become massless. We will call such
situations singular regimes and denote by N − g − 1 the number of double zeros of P2

N (z) − Λ̂2. We
call such particles new massless particles.
In other words, in a singular regime, coming with N − g − 1 double zeros of P2

N (z)− Λ̂2, there exists
a polynomial ∆2g+2(z) of degree 2g + 2 with only simple zeros (coinciding with the simple zeros of
P2
N (z) − Λ̂2) and a polynomial QN−g−1(z) of degree N − g − 1 with only simple zeros, such that

the polynomial PN from (10.1) satisfies Pell’s equation (2.1) (assuming that we made a nonessential
modification of the Pell’s equation by replacing 1 in the right hand side by the constant Λ̂2). Thus, in
the case when all zeros of ∆2g+2(z) andQN−g−1(z) are real, PN is a generalized Chebyshev polynomial.
We will also consider in this section the situations when some of the polynomials ∆2g+2(z) and
QN−g−1(z) have some of the zeros which are not real.
The desingularization of the singular curve (10.1) is a hyperelliptic curve Γx of genus g defined by the
equation

Γx : w2 = ∆2g+2(z). (10.2)

where x = (x1, . . . , xg) is a subset of the set of zeros of ∆2g+2. New massless particles correspond to
N − g− 1 zeros of the polynomial QN−g−1. In the case when all zeros of ∆2g+2(z) and QN−g−1(z) are
real, the zeros of the polynomial QN−g−1 are the internal critical points of the generalized Chebyshev
polynomial PN , that is the critical points lying inside the intervals of the support of PN (see the proof
of Theorem 5).

Example 1 Let us consider one example from the SU(2) case. Seiberg and Witten in [35] considered
the curve of the equation

Y 2 = X3 + 2uX2 + Λ4X,

where Λ is a real constant. By a Möbius transformations in X, this curve can be brought to the form
[4]:

CT (u) : µ2 =
(
z2 − 1

2
u
)2

− Λ4.

This is an elliptic curve for u ̸= ±2Λ2. The polynomial P2 in this example is

P2(z) = z2 − u

2
.
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Let us consider the singular case u = 2Λ2. Then the equation of the the curve becomes µ2 = (z2 −
Λ2)2 − Λ4, which is a singular cubic

CT (2Λ2) : µ2 = z2(z2 − 2Λ2).

With (z, µ) mapping to (z, w) by w = µ/z, we get a nonsingular rational curve:

Γ : w2 = z2 − 2Λ2.

The polynomial P2 in this singular case is thus

P2(z) = z2 − Λ2.

This is the monic Chebyshev polynomial of degree two corresponding to the interval [−Λ
√
2,Λ

√
2]. It

satisfies Pell’s equation
P2(z)

2 − w2z2 = Λ4,

where ∆2(z) = w2 = z2 − 2Λ2 and Q1(z) = z. The internal critical point of P2, which is z = 0, the
zero of polynomial Q1, corresponds to one massless particle which arises in this singular case. For
Λ =

√
2/2 we get P2(z) = z2 − 1/2 which is the classical monic Chebyshev polynomial of degree two

on the interval [−1, 1].

In what follows, we refer to the parameters x = (x1, . . . , xg) from (10.2) as the vacuum moduli
parameters of the singular regime.

Theorem 9 Consider the vacuum moduli parameters x0 = (x01, . . . , x
0
g) of a singular regime of the

Yang-Mills theory with N − g − 1 double zeros of P2
N − 1. Let ∆0

2g+2 of (10.2) be given by (2.2)

with distinct x0j , u
0
j ∈ C. For generic moduli parameters x0 lying away from some set of measure zero

defined in Theorem 4, there exists a local continuous deformation of this singular regime which fixes
the number of double zeros of P2

N − 1. This deformation is constructed from a family of curves Γx

given by (10.2) with x varying in some neighbourhood of x0 where the branch points u1, . . . , ug of the
coverings z : Γx → CP 1 as functions of x = (x1, . . . , xg) have derivatives expressed by (4.5) and satisfy
system (5.1), (5.2) of Theorem 2. The differentials Ω and vm in (4.5) are defined on Γx by (3.8) and
(3.5), respectively.

Proof. The above discussion shows that a singular regime of the Yang-Mills theory corresponds to a
polynomial PN for which the polynomial P2

N −1 has N−g−1 double zeros and 2g+2 simple zeros. In
other words, we have the polynomial relation P2

N −1 = ∆0
2g+2Q2 of the form of the Pell equation. This

implies, as explained at the end of Section 2, that the curve Γx0 defined by (10.2) with ∆2g+2 = ∆0
2g+2

is a Toda curve of order N in the sense of Definition 1 if we relax the requirement of reality of x0j and

u0j . Therefore, (3.3) holds on Γx0 and one can define the differential Ω = Ω(x0) by (3.8). Theorem 4
shows the existence of a local continuous generalized Toda family (Γx,Ω(x)) providing an isoperiodic
deformation of the pair (Γx0 ,Ω(x0)) by varying the parameters x = (x1, . . . , xg) in a neighbourhood
of x0. Thus Γx is the curve defined by (10.2) with ∆2g+2 obtained from ∆0

2g+2 by replacing x0 by x.
The periods of Ω(x) (3.8) are given by M1 and M2 from (3.3), see (3.8) and (3.10). Since the periods
of Ω(x) are independent of x, we have that (3.3) is satisfied for the surfaces Γx with constant rational
vectorsM1,M2 such that NM1, NM2 ∈ Zg. By the Abel theorem, this implies that Γx is a Toda curve
of order N for all x in the neighbourhood in question where we relax the requirement of the reality of
the branch points. Therefore, P2

N − 1 = ∆2g+2Q2 is satisfied for all x in some neighbourhood of x0.
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Here the polynomials PN , ∆2g+2, Q vary smoothly as x varies. This implies that for all such x the
polynomial P2

N −1 has 2g+2 simple zeros and N−g−1 double zeros, thus corresponding to a singular
regime of the Yang-Mills theory, for all x in some neighbourhood of x0. This shows the existence of a
local continuous deformation of the singular regime corresponding to the moduli parameters x0. The
rest of the statement follows from Theorem 3. 2

Under the assumption that the number of new massless particles corresponding to a given type of
singular regime of the theory does not depend on small deformation of the vacuum moduli parameters
(x1, . . . , xn), it would follow from Theorem 9 that the number of new massless particles would remain
unchanged under the above isoperiodic deformations.
In Example 1, the set of the vacuum moduli parameters is empty (g = 0) and there are no nontrivial
deformations in this case.
In a more general case of the N = 2 SU(N) super-symmetric Yang-Mills theory with fundamental
hypermultiplets (see e.g. [8]), the family of the associated curves is given by

CT (x1, . . . , xn) : µ2 = P2
N (z)− Λ̂2R(z),

where R(z) =
∏Nf

j=1(z + mj). Here Nf is the number of multiplets and their masses are mj , j =
1, . . . , Nf . We will consider the situation with multiplets in a separate publication.

11 Triangular solution to constrained Schelsinger system.

In this section, we give a solution to the constrained Schelsinger system introduced in [10]. This is a
restriction of the classical Schlesinger system to a submanifold in the space of independent variables.
More precisely, for some integer 1 ≤ K ≤ 2g − 1 denote BK = {0, 1, x1, . . . , xK , u1, . . . , u2g−K} so
that for the set (2.5) we have B = Bg. Then for aj being an arbitrary element of the set B =
{0, 1, x1, . . . , xK , u1, . . . , u2g−K}, the constrained Schlesinger system for matrices Aaj has the following
form for i = 1, . . . ,K:

∂xiAaj =
[Axi , Aaj ]

xi − aj
+

2g−K∑
k=1

[Auk
, Aaj ]

uk − aj

∂uk
∂xi

, for aj /∈ {xi, u1, . . . , u2g−K};

∂xiAum=
[Axi , Aum ]

xi − um
+

2g−K∑
k=1
k ̸=m

[Auk
, Aum ]

uk − um

∂uk
∂xi

− ∂um
∂xi

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

[Aaj , Aum ]

aj − um
, for 1 ≤ m ≤ 2g −K; (11.1)

∂xiAxi = −
∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=xi

[Axi , Aaj ]

xi − aj
+

2g−K∑
k=1

[Auk
, Axi ]

uk − xi

∂uk
∂xi

.

The last equation may be replaced by
∑

aj∈B Aaj = const. If K = 2g, equations (11.1) turn into the
usual Schlesinger system. The submanifold in the space of the variables of the classical Schlesinger
system is given by setting the first two variables to 0 and 1 and by giving u1, . . . , u2g−K as functions
of x1, . . . , xK . If, additionally, we have equations for the partial derivatives of these functions, then
system (11.1) is well determined, otherwise it is underdetermined.
Let us set K = g and consider system (11.1) together with equations (5.1) and (5.2) for the functions
uj . Such a system is well determined and a solution to it is given in the next theorem in terms of the
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meromorphic differentials defined over families of curves considered in this paper, where Aaj are 2× 2
upper triangular traceless matrices.

Theorem 10 Let Tx → X ⊂ Cg be a family of Toda type as in Definition 3 carrying a meromorphic
differential of the third kind Ω := Ωα defined by (6.1) with some constant α ∈ Cg. Let the family of
Riemann surfaces Tx correspond to the hyperelliptic curves defined by (3.1) and x = (x1, . . . , xg) be
a subset of branch points of the coverings u : Tx → CP 1 as in (3.1). Let ϕ be the holomorphic
differential (3.4) defined on the surfaces from the family. Then, together with the branch points
u1, . . . , ug of the coverings u, the following matrices satisfy the constrained Schlesinger system (11.1)
with K = g and system (5.1), (5.2) with respect to the variables x1, . . . , xg. Here aj runs through the
set B = {0, 1, x1, u1, . . . , xg, ug} of all branch points of the coverings u:

Aaj =

(
−1

4 A12
aj

0 1
4

)
(11.2)

where

A12
aj =

t

4
Ω(Paj )φ(Paj ) (11.3)

with t ∈ C being an arbitrary constant.

Proof. Due to Theorem 3, the branch points u1, . . . , ug as functions of x satisfy system (5.1), (5.2)
and also (4.5). Using notation (11.3), we rewrite (4.5) in the form

∂um
∂xi

= −
A12

xi

A12
um

g∏
α=1,α̸=m

xi − uα
um − uα

. (11.4)

The arbitrary parameter t in the solution in Theorem 10 reflects the invariance of the constrained
Schlesinger system (11.1) under the following simultaneous, for all aj ∈ B = Bg, rescaling of the
anti-diagonal elements of the matrices: A12

aj 7→ tA12
aj and A21

aj 7→
1
tA

21
aj .

T show that the sum of all the matrices Aaj (11.2) is constant, we only need to show that the sum
of A12

aj over all aj ∈ B is a constant. This sum is actually zero as a sum of residues of the following
differential on the compact Riemann surface Tx for some fixed x :

A12(u)du :=
t

2

Ω(P )du(P )

φ(P ) v2
. (11.5)

This differential has simple poles at Paj with aj ∈ B and no other singularities on Tx. Moreover A12(u)
is a well-defined function of u ∈ CP 1 with simple poles in the set B = {0, 1, x1, . . . , xg, u1, . . . , ug} ⊂ C
and no other singularities. Thus, we can write

A12
aj = res

u=aj
A12(u)du =

t

4
Ω(Paj )φ(Paj ) (11.6)

for any aj ∈ B, where the evaluation of differentials at ramification points is understood in the sense
of (3.11). Therefore, we have

∑
aj∈B A

12
aj = 0 and

∑
aj∈B

Aaj =

(
−g+1

2 0

0 g+1
2

)
. (11.7)
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It remains to prove that the matrices (11.2), (11.3) satisfy the first two equations of (11.1). For the
matrices Aaj from Theorem 10, these equations reduce to the following

∂A12
aj

∂xi
=

1

2

A12
xi

−A12
aj

xi − aj
+

1

2

g∑
k=1

A12
uk

−A12
aj

uk − aj

∂uk
∂xi

, aj /∈ {u1, . . . , ug}; (11.8)

∂A12
um

∂xi
=

1

2

A12
xi

−A12
um

xi − um
+

1

2

g∑
k=1
k ̸=m

A12
uk

−A12
um

uk − um

∂uk
∂xi

− 1

2

∂um
∂xi

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

A12
aj −A12

um

aj − um
, 1 ≤ m ≤ g . (11.9)

Let us first prove (11.8) for Aaj with aj /∈ {u1, . . . , ug}. Differentiating A12
aj defined by (11.6) using

Proposition 1 rewritten using A12
aj as follows

∂Ω(Paj )

∂xi
=

Ω(Paj )

2(xi − aj)

A12
xi

A12
aj

g∏
α=1

xi − uα
aj − uα

and (4.9), we have

∂A12
aj

∂xi
=

∂

∂xi

{
t

4
Ω(Paj )φ(Paj )

}
= A12

aj

{
∂xiΩ(Paj )

Ω(Paj )
+
∂xiφ(Paj )

φ(Paj )

}
=
A12

aj

2

{
1

xi − aj

A12
xi

A12
aj

∏g
α=1(xi − uα)∏g
α=1(aj − uα)

+

(
1

aj − xi
+

g∑
α=1

1

aj − uα

∂uα
∂xi

)}
. (11.10)

Using this in the left hand side of (11.8), we see that it remains to prove the following equality:∏g
α=1(xi − uα)∏g
α=1(aj − uα)

= 1 +
xi − aj
A12

xi

g∑
k=1

A12
uk

uk − aj

∂uk
∂xi

.

This is done by plugging in (11.4) for the derivatives of uk and then using rational identity (4.14).
Let us now prove (11.9) with 1 ≤ m ≤ g. Differentiating A12

aj defined by (11.6) with aj = um and

using Proposition 2 rewritten using the notation of A12
aj , and (4.10) for derivative of ϕ(Pum), we have

∂A12
um

∂xi
=
A12

um

2

−∂um
∂xi

 1

xi − um
−

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα
+

1

A12
um

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

A12
aj

aj − um



+
1

um − xi
− ∂um

∂xi

∑
aj∈B
aj ̸=um

1

um − aj
+

g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα

∂uα
∂xi

 . (11.11)

Using this in the left hand side of (11.9), one sees that the terms in the second line and the sum over
aj in the first line of (11.11) cancel against the corresponding terms in the right hand side of (11.9),
and what remains to prove is the following identity

A12
um

∂um
∂xi

 g∑
α=1
α̸=m

1

um − uα
− 1

xi − um

 =
A12

xi

xi − um
+

g∑
k=1
k ̸=m

A12
uk

uk − um

∂uk
∂xi

,
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which is easily verified using (11.4) for the derivatives of uk and rational identity (4.15) with x = xi
and N = g in the right hand side.
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