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A vector equilibrium problem for symmetrically
located point charges on a sphere

Juan G. Criado del Rey * Arno B.J. Kuijlaars

Abstract

We study the equilibrium measure on the two dimensional sphere in
the presence of an external field generated by r + 1 equal point charges
that are symmetrically located around the north pole. The support of
the equilibrium measure is known as the droplet. The droplet has a
motherbody which we characterize by means of a vector equilibrium
problem (VEP) for r measures in the complex plane.

The model undergoes two transitions which is reflected in the sup-
port of the first component of the minimizer of the VEP, namely the
support can be a finite interval containing 0, the union of two intervals,
or the full half-line. The two interval case corresponds to a droplet with
two disjoint components, and it is analyzed by means of a genus one
Riemann surface.

1 Introduction

1.1 Equilibrium on the sphere

This paper deals with an electrostatic equilibrium problem for free charges
on the unit sphere S? C R? with logarithmic interaction under the influence
of a finite number of fixed point charges [7, 11}, 16, 39]. Suppose there are
r + 1 fixed charges at points po,...,p, on S?, and each pj carries a charge
a; > 0, leading to a charge distribution

o= a;p, (1.1)
j=0
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Then there exists an equilibrium measure u, in the presence of the fixed
charges that is the unique probability measure on S? that satisfies for some
constant /£,

Uﬂo' + UU = f, on Do‘ - Supp(/"’a)7 (1 2)
Ute +U% > ¢, onS?, |

where we use

Ut () = / log Mdﬂ(y)

to denote the logarithmic potential of a measure . The domain D, is known
as the droplet, and it determines the measure p, since

to = (MDs)) ™ Ap, (1.3)

where Ap denotes the restriction to D of the normalized Lebesgue measure
A on the sphere. It is known that

1 1
C1+0(S?) 1+37 ga;

A(Dy) (1.4)

see e.g. [11, Appendix A].

A motherbody (or a potential theoretic skeleton [25]) for D, is a proba-
bility measure o* supported on a one-dimensional subset of S? (i.e., a curve,
or a system of curves) such that for some constant £*,

U =Ur 405, onS?\ Dy,

. (1.5)

U >UM +0*, onS%
Motherbodies are connected to a variety of topics in applied complex analy-
sis, such as quadrature domains and Schwarz functions [1I, [12] 24] [34], partial
balayage and Hele-Shaw flows [23], orthogonal polynomials in the complex
plane [3, 4, [38] and normal matrix models [5] [4§].

The aim of this paper is to construct such a motherbody by means of a
vector equilibrium problem in the special situation where the points are in
a symmetric position around a distinguished point on the unit sphere, that
without loss of generality we can take as the north pole. More precisely, we
assume that the distance to the north pole is the same for each point p;,
which means that the points are on a circle of constant latitude. On this
circle the points are evenly distributed, like vertices of a regular r + 1-gon.
We also assume

a; = a, for j=0,...,r.



In this situation we are able to compute the motherbody, which, because
of rotational symmetry, is supported on r + 1 meridians (lines of constant
longitude) that connect the north and south poles. From the motherbody
we go on to construct the droplet D, .

With fixed points py, ..., pr, the droplet and the support of the moth-
erbody decrease as we increase a. We find three possible situations and the
transitions between them.

e For small @ > 0, the droplet is big and the complement S\ D, consists
of r 41 disjoint spherical caps, one around each of the points p;. The
motherbody is supported on the full meridians with a positive density.

e Lor a first critical value aj -, the spherical caps are tangent to each
other. The density of the motherbody becomes zero at the points of
tangency.

e For a > a1 . the droplet is no longer the complement of disjoint spher-
ical caps. For a somewhat larger than a; ., the droplet will have two
connected components (provided r > 2), one containing the north pole
and the other one the south pole. The motherbody is not fully sup-
ported anymore. On each meridian the support has two parts, one
with the north pole and one with the south pole.

e For a second critical value ag .. one of the components disappers. If
the points p; are in the northern hemisphere, then the component
containing the north pole disappears. Also the parts of the mother-
body containing the north pole have disappeared at the second critical
value.

e For larger a > ao - the droplet D, is simply connected containing
the south pole (assuming again that the points p; are in the northern
hemisphere). The support of the motherbody consists of 741 segments
containing the south pole, one segment along each meridian.

e As a — oo, the droplet and the support of the motherbody further
shrink to the south pole.

1.2 The caser =1

For r = 1 the two spherical caps are tangent at the north pole at the critical
value a1 .. Then there is no second critical a-value since for each a > ay .,
the droplet is simply connected. The support of the motherbody is an



Figure 1: Picture of the droplet (red region) in case r = 1 and a > aj .
The spherical caps centered at py and p; with geodesic radii a/(1 + 2a)
are also represented, as well as the support of the motherbody (dashed line

inside the droplet). The boundary of the droplet is mapped by stereographic
projection onto an ellipse in the complex plane [I1].

interval along the big circle that separates the two points pg and p;. See
Figure (1| that is taken from [I1] and compare also with [7, Figure 4]. This
situation was analyzed in [I1] and it was shown that the boundary of the
droplet is mapped by stereographic projection to an ellipse in the complex
plane. This fact can also be deduced from earlier work by Gustafsson and
Tkachev in [26, Example 3].

The approach of [I1] is to first characterize the motherbody by means
of an equilibrium problem from logarithmic potential theory [44), [45]. This
equilibrium problems asks for the minimizer of

J [ 108 =rdnte)int) +2 [ Viaduta) (1.6)

among probability measures p on R, with

_1+a

V(x) log(a? +b™2) — %mg(m? +b?), (1.7)

where +ib, b > 1, are the images of the two points pg, p1 under stereographic

projection onto the complex plane. The minimizer is calculated explicitly in
[11, Theorem 1.6], see also [43]. The external field is only weakly admissible
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[27, [47] and for a fixed b > 1 there is a critical value a., such that the
minimizer py is compactly supported if and only if a > ag-. Out of the
Stieltjes transform of py a meromorphic function S is then constructed that
is shown to be the spherical Schwarz function of a certain domain €2 in the
sense that its boundary is characterized by

z

After pulling back to the sphere with inverse stereographic projection, the
domain 2 is then proved to give the droplet D, and uy gives the mother-
body.

1.3 Stereographic projection and removal of symmetry

In this paper we extend the approach of [11] to r + 1 points on the sphere.
As in [I1I] we project onto the complex plane where we do all calculations.
Instead of the equilibrium problem , we study a vector equilibrium
problem for a vector of r measures. This will be described in section [2.1
below. In this section we first describe what we aim to achieve in the complex
plane.

We move from the sphere to the complex plane by stereographic projec-
tion, where the south pole is mapped to 0 and the north pole to co. The
points pg,...,p, are projected to r + 1 points with absolute value q_?ll
for some number ¢ > 0. The projected points will be the solutions of the
equation 2"t 4+ ¢ = 0, namely

i0; s 29w

ijq’ﬁe , ej:r—i-l—i_m’ for j=0,1,...,r.  (1.8)

The case ¢ < 1 corresponds to points p; in the northern hemisphere, and
q > 1 to points in the southern hemisphere.

The angles ¢; are chosen in such a way that the meridians separating
the points pg, ..., p, at equal distances are mapped to the r + 1-star

{zeC |z €[0,00)}.

The droplet D, is mapped to a domain Q@ C CU {00}, and . is mapped to
its pushforward on €2 which takes the form

dA(z)

R N (19)

dp(z) =



where dA(z) is the planar Lebesgue measure on C. and

1 1

t = = 1.10
14+0(S?) 1+ (r+1a (1.10)
The properties (|1.2)) translate into
1 1+ (r+1a o | =ci1, z€Q,
U'?(z) +alo + log (14 |z
® ST g 2 g (L+1a1) >e, zeC.
(1.11)

for some constant c;.

The motherbody o* (that we are looking for in this paper and whose
existence we do not a priori assume) satisfying corresponds to a prob-
ability measure p* on {z | 2"*1 € [0, 00)} with the property that

UF =UH2 4 ¢y, onC\Q,

) 1.12
UF >U" 4+¢o, onC, ( )

for some other constant co. The aim of the paper is to construct the domain

Q and measures p* and uq satisfying the conditions ((1.11) and (1.12)).

The probability measures p* and pg will be invariant under rotations

around the origin over angle 2. For our computations it will be conve-

r+1°
nient to remove the rotational symmetry, and change variables z ~— 2" 1.

Then p* will correspond to a probability measure pq on [0, 00), and puq to a
probability measure puy on the set

U={"2€Q} (1.13)
and uy takes the form

1 dA(z)

duu (2) =
(r+1>tﬂ|z|r27+r1 <1+ |z|r2ﬁ)2

(1.14)

which comes from applying the change of variables to (|1.9))

Our approach will be to construct p; first as the first component of the
minimizer of a vector equilibrium problem (VEP) for r measures. Besides
11 there will be further measures pa, ..., i, that play auxiliary roles. They
do not have a direct interpretation for the problem at hand, though.

In the next section we will state the VEP without trying to motivate
the form that it takes. It is actually by no means obvious that this VEP



is relevant for our problem, and it will be our main result that u; after
symmetrization gives indeed a measure p* that can be identified as the image
of the motherbody under stereographic projection. However, for r = 1, the
VEP is an equilibrium problem for one measure that, after symmetrization,
can be identified with .

The VEP gives rise to an algebraic structure and this will allow us to
find a domain U with a measure ([1.14)). Through (1.13) we find a domain
) with rotational symmetry and the measure pq as in (]ED We prove that
it has the properties (1.11)) and ((1.12)).

The VEP depends on two parameters ¢ > 0 and t € (0,1), that ulti-
mately will play the roles of the parameters appearing in and ,

as we will show in the end.

2 Statement of results

2.1 Vector equilibrium problem

Let r > 2 be an integer, and let ¢ > 0, 0 < ¢t < 1 be real parameters. Our
starting point is a vector equilibrium problem that asks to minimize the
energy functional

r r—1
E(pas prz, - pir) = ZI(MJ) - ZI(Mj7Mj+1)
P =1
1—t r4+t

—+ TI (/Ll,é_qfl) — I (NT,(S(,l)rq) N (21)

depending on r measures. Here _,-1 and d(_1)r, denote Dirac point masses.
As usual we write

() = / Utdy = / / log —— dp(z)dv(y)

|z —y|

for the mutual logarithmic energy of p an v, and I(u) = I(u,pn) for the
logarithmic energy of p.

Our aim is to minimize over a vector of measures satisfying cer-
tain conditions. We emphasize that a measure (without any adjective) will
always refer to a positive measure. We also encounter negative measures
or signed measures in this paper, but in such a context the adjective will
always be mentioned.



Definition 2.1. The vector equilibrium problem (VEP) asks to minimize
the energy functional (2.1]) over vectors (p1, ..., u,) of measures subject to
the conditions

(a) supp(p;) C A, for every j, where

s odd
A = [0, 00), i ]‘150 , (2.2)
(—00,0], if jis even,
(b) the total mass of j; is
j—1 |
,uj(Aj)zl—l—T, forj=1,...,r (2.3)

Throughout the paper we will write

1 r
Ho = <1 — t) (S_qfl, Mr+1 = (1 + E) 5(_1)rq. (24)

Then (12.3) is also satisfied for j € {0,7 + 1}, but note that g is a negative
measure (since 0 < ¢ < 1). Moreover, (12.1)) takes the compact form

E(ur, -y pe) = Y I(p) = > (g, ), (2.5)
j=1 J=0

that includes pg and p,-41 as well, but pp and g4 remain fixed in the VEP.

Vector equilibrium problems were first introduced by Gonchar and Rakh-
manov in their study of Hermite-Padé approximation |21 22], see also [42].
They also appear in ensembles of random matrices that are related to mul-
tiple orthogonal polynomials, see [2, 28] and references cited therein.

The energy functional involves an attraction between neighboring
measures that is of Nikishin type, and this has appeared in a number of
situations before. What is special is that the total masses are in an
arithmetic progression that is increasing with steps 1/¢. It is more common
that the masses are in an arithmetic progression that decreases from 1 to 0
see e.g. [17] and the examples in [2] 28§].

The VEP of Definition [2.1]is weakly admissible in the sense of [27] as we
show next.

Lemma 2.2. The vector equilibrium problem is weakly admissible. There

is a unique minimizer, denoted (u1,...,p,). The measures pa, ..., pu, have
full supports
supp(itj) = Aj = (—17710,00), forj=2,...,n.  (26)



Proof. To check the conditions in Assumption 2.1 of [27], we write the energy
functional (2.5)) in the form

Z Cijf(uiaﬂj)‘FZ/deMj
j=1

1<i,j<r
with
1 ifi=j,
cj =14 -4 ifli—j =1, (2.7)
0 otherwise,
and
~Uro(z) = (1 - ¢)loglz +q¢7'], ifj=1,
Vi(x) = q =Ut+i(z) = (1 + §)loglz — (=1)"q|, ifj=r, (2.8)
otherwise.

=0,

The interaction matrix C' = (¢;;) is symmetric and positive definite, and

each V; is continuous on Aj, since —q¢ ' ¢ Ay and (—=1)"q & A,
The prescribed total masses m; = p;(4A;) from (2.3) come in an arith-

metic progression which implies by (2.7) that

,
Zcijmj:& fori=2,...,r—1, (2.9)
j=1
and also
T 1 1 1 ;
smo=5(1—3), fori=1,
Zcijmj:{? i 2(1 t)r ; (2.10)
st smey1 = 5(1+ %), fori=r
It follows from ([2.8)), (2.9) and (2.10)) that, for every i =1,...,r,
T
Vi(z) = | ) cigui(A)) | log(1+ |z[*) =0, asx € Aj — Foc.
j=1

Thus all conditions of Assumption 2.1 in [27] are satisfied, and the VEP is
weakly admissible. Then there is a unique minimizer by [27, Corollary 2.7].
Given the other measures, the problem for p; (for 1 < j < r)is to

minimize
I(pg) — I(pg, prj—1 + pje1)



among measures on A; with total mass (2.3). Since ;1 + pj4+1 is a positive
measure for j > 2, it follows that p; is a balayage measure (see [45] for the
notion of balayage)

1 )
B =5 Bal (pj—1 + pjy1,Aj) forj=2,...,rm, (2.11)

and p; has full support for j > 2, see also (3.2) for the expression of the
density of the balayage of a measure on (—o0,0] onto [0,00). There is a
similar formula for the balayage of a measure on [0,00) to (—oo,0] that

shows that it has indeed a full support. O
The balayage property (2.11)) means that
UM = U=t + UM+ on Ay, forj=2,...,m7, (2.12)

and this will be important for us in what follows.

The measure p; is the main player in the game. The argument in the
proof of Lemma leading to does not work for 5 = 1, since pq is
a negative measure. Therefore the balayage of po + pe onto A; = [0,00) is
not necessarily positive on the full half-line. However, if it is positive then
(2.11)) and (2.12)) hold for j = 1 as well, and then also u; has a full support.
It turns out that this happens for ¢ sufficiently large (i.e., sufficiently close
to 1).

Our first main result is about the structure of the support ¥ = supp(u1)
of p1. There are four possible cases that will be indicated with acronyms
BIS = Bounded Interval Support, UIS = Unbounded Interval Support,
TIS = Two Interval Support, and FIS = Full Interval Support.

In situations where we want to emphasize the dependence on ¢ of the
various notions that we introduced (and of others that are still to come), we
append a subscript t. Hence we write for example p1¢, ¥14, and so on.

Theorem 2.3. Fix q > 0. Let (u1,...,ur) be the minimizer of the vector
equilibrium problem depending on the parameter t € (0,1).

(a) There are four possible cases for 1 = supp(p1), depending on t,
namely there exist 0 < 1 < T2 < 0o such that either BIS : ¥, =
[0,21], or UIS : 31 = [x3,00), or TIS : ¥1 = [0,z1] U [x2,00), or
FIS: 3%, =10,00).

(b) For each j = 1,...,r the measure tu;; increases as a function of
te(0,1).
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(c) Suppose 0 < q¢ < 1. Then 0 is always in the support of pi (and so
UIS case does not occur for any t € (0,1)).

(d) The measure py has a density that is real analytic on the interior of its
support with a square-root vanishing at x1 in the BIS and TIS cases,
and at x9 in the UIS and TIS cases.

(e) There exist constants co > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

d r
,u;a(::z) = cox” 71 <1 +0 <w$)> as x — 0+ (2.13)
in BIS, TIS and FIS cases, and
d r
'u;ifv) = coom_ﬁ (1 +0 (x_ﬁ)) as T — 0o (2.14)

in UIS, TIS and FIS cases.

The proof of Theorem is in section |3, except for the proof of part (e)
which is in section £.1.21

It follows from Theorem that for 0 < ¢ < 1, there are two critical
values

0 S tl,cr < tQ,C'I‘ S 1; (215)

depending on ¢, such that we are in BIS case for 0 < ¢t < 1 ¢, in the TIS
case for t1 . <t < t2r, and in FIS case for to ., <t < 1. For r > 2, the
inequalities in are actually strict inequalities and each of the three
possible cases occurs for some values of t.

Ultimately, ¢ will be related by equation to the strength a of the
fixed charges on the sphere. The critical values t1 .. and t3 . will correspond
to ager and aj e (in that order) that are used at the end of section

Remark 2.4. There is a symmetry between g and ¢~' that allows us to
restrict attention to 0 < ¢ < 1.

Let i = (u1,...,ur) be a vector of measures as in the VEP of Defini-
tion Let v; be the image of p; under the inversion x — 1/z, i.e., v; is
the measure on A; with

/fd’/j = /f <i> dp;(x) (2.16)

for a function f on Aj;. Then it is an easy calculation to show that

103.m) = s + [loglaldis(a) [ dya+ [ toglaldpn(a) [ dus
(2.17)

11
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Figure 2: The Riemann surface R in TIS case (for r = 2)

Let us use & to denote the energy functional (2.1) corresponding to
the parameter ¢ > 0. Then using (2.17) and the total masses (2.3) of the
measures we find after straightforward calculations that

. o r(r+2t—1)
&1/q(V) = Eq(H) — 2 log g
Thus whenever i = (p1, ..., iy) is the minimizer of the VEP with parameter
q, then 7 = (v4,...,v,) is the minimizer with parameter 1/q.

Due to this symmetry between ¢ and ¢!, the support of u; is always
unbounded for ¢ > 1, since for 0 < ¢ < 1 the support contains 0 by part (c)
of Theorem Instead of the BIS case, we then have the UIS case for ¢
up to the first critical value. It is then continued with the TIS case, and
after a second critical value with the FIS case.

The above also shows that for ¢ = 1, the measure p; is invariant under
the inversion x + 1/x. Then we do not have a BIS or UIS case, but we
start with a TIS case for ¢t up to a critical value, followed by the FIS case.

2.2 A meromorphic function on a Riemann surface

In what follows we restrict to the case 0 < ¢ < 1. Then 0 € supp(u1) by
Theorem [2.3| (c) and we are in one of the BIS, TIS or FIS cases. We also let
0 <t < 1. Our further results are based on the consideration of a Riemann
surface.

Definition 2.5. The Riemann surface R (see Figure [2) has r 4+ 1 sheets

12



R(j),j: 1,...,7+ 1, where

RW =C\ supp(un1),
R(]) = (C\ (SUPP(Mjfl) U Supp(lu’]))’ for ] = 2a SN s 1a (218)
RUY = C \ supp(y,)

where (u1, ..., pr) is the unique minimizer for the VEP of Deﬁnition and
we recall that supp(u1) = X1 C [0,00) and supp(p;) = A; = (—1)771[0, 00)
for j =2,...,r. Sheet R\ is connected to sheet R+ along the support of
pj in the usual crosswise manner for j =1,...,7. We also add two (in BIS
case) or one (in other cases) points at infinity in order to obtain a compact

Riemann surface R.

A count of branch points, together with the Riemann-Hurwitz formula,
see e.g. [40], shows that R has genus zero in the BIS and FIS cases, while
the genus is one in the TIS case.

The Stieltjes transform of the measure p; is

R = [ 2 e e\ () (2.19)

Z—XT

This is also defined for j = 0 and j = r+1 in which cases we have the simple
rational functions

Fy(z) = ﬂ Frii(z) = t(z—r(+—t1)rq)

, 2.20
t(z+q 1) ( )
We use the Stieltjes transforms to define a function on R.

Definition 2.6. The function ® is defined on the Riemann surface via its
restrictions @), j=1,...,7+ 1, to the various sheets, by

V) (2) = tFj(z) — tFj_1(z), zeRW, (2.21)
forj=1,...,r+ 1.
Differentiating the identity we obtain
Fi+—F;_=Fj_1+Fj11 onAj=supp(y;), for j=2,...,r, (2.22)

which means in view of (2.21]) that @g) = ‘Pgﬂ) on supp(uj) for J =
2,...,r. Thus ® is analytic across the cut connecting sheets R(U) and R+1)

13



for j > 2. ® is also analytic across the cut connecting sheets R and R,
as this follows from the variational condition associated with the VEP

QUM = UM + UM2 4 ¢ on supp(u),

which upon differentation leads to (2.22)) on supp(y;) for j = 1 as well. Thus
® is meromorphic on R and it has a number of crucial properties that will
be discussed in section [4.1]

2.3 The subset U

With the help of ® we define a subset U of the complex plane that will lead
to the droplet.

Definition 2.7. The set U C C U {oo} is defined by

U={z2€C]|(Imz)-Im (20N (z)) < 0}. (2.23)

We write U; if we want to emphasize the dependence of U on the parameter
0<t<l.

Theorem 2.8. Let 0 < g < 1 be fized. Then the following hold.

(a) U is a closed set with the properties ¥1 C U and —q~'.

(b) For0 <t <ty (the BIS case), U is a bounded simply connected set.

(c) Forti o <t < tae (the TIS case), U consists of two disjoint com-
ponents: a bounded component containing [0,x1] and an unbounded
component containing [xa,00). The complement C\ U is a bounded
doubly connected domain.

(d) Fortae <t <1 (the FIS case), U is unbounded and connected. The
complement C\ U is bounded and simply connected.

(e) t — Uy is increasing with t.

(f) 2®W(2) is real-valued on the boundary U and

2
r+1
20 (2) = LQ for z € OU. (2.24)
14 |z|™T
The proof of Theorem [2.8]is in section [ See Figure [3] for plots of U in

the three cases.
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0.104
0057 BIS case
0] -1
—q
-0.051
-0.10- T
0 0.1 02

- TIS case FIS case

_ 1

Figure 3: Domain U (shaded region) in the three cases. The blue line
denotes the support of p1 and it is located within U, while —g~! is located
outside U.

2.4 The symmmetric domain () with spherical measure

We now introduce r + 1 fold symmetry.

Definition 2.9. We define a domain 2 (see Figure
Q={zeC| cU}, (2.25)

and a function
S(z) = 2" oW (2" (2.26)

which we call the spherical Schwarz function of 0f2.

We call S the spherical Schwarz function because of the property
Z

SE) = T3P

for z € 09, (2.27)
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BIS case

-06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08

3
3 2FIS case
J 1
; TIS case %‘ 0
5 _1
R _2
_3— i
i ‘ , T -3-2-10 1 2 3

Figure 4: Domain Q) (shaded region) in the three cases for r = 2. The blue
lines are the support of u*.

which follows from ([2.24) and the definitions in Definition It readily

follows from that 1_5;(§2Z) =z for z € 992, and so 1_i(;(z) is the usual
Schwarz function of 0¢), and the two notions are very much intertwined, see
also the paper [I3] on vertex dynamics on the sphere.

Then S is defined and meromorphic on {z € C | 2" & supp(p1)} with
poles at the solutions of z"*! = —¢~1, with the behavior zS(z) — 1 as
z — 00. Also S has an analytic continuation to a meromorphic function on
a compact r + 1 sheeted Riemann surface where S(z) = 2"®U)(2"+1) on the
jth sheet. This analytic continuation has poles on the (r 4 1)st sheet given
by the solutions of z"+! = (—1)"q.

We next define the two measures o and p*.
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Definition 2.10. We define a measure g on ) by
1 dA(2)

dug(z) = — —LE | (2.28)
mt (14 |22) g
and p* as the unique measure on the r 4 1 star
{z] 2"t e R} (2.29)

271
that is invariant under rotation z +> e +Iz and whose pushforward under
2+ 2"l is equal to u; (the first component of the minimizer of the VEP).

This leads to the final main result of the paper.

Theorem 2.11. (a) pq is a probability measure on Q, and p* is a prob-

ability measure on (2.29).

(b) t+— Q, t = tuas and t — tuf are increasing for t € (0,1).

(c) There is a constant ¢c; = c14 such that

1—1¢ _ 1 =C z €
Ure . 1 r+1 1 1 1 2 ’ )
()= Gy leel Talt g og (1+12F) >¢, z€C.
(2.30)

If Q) is unbounded, then c1 = 0.

(d) There is a constant ca = ca4 such that
* - 6 (C Q,
U (z) — UM (2) { ¢, 2 €C\ (2.31)
<ec, zeC.

If Q is bounded, then co = 0.

The proof of Theorem [2.11]is in section
Parts (c) and (d) of Theorem tell us that the equations (1.11]) and
(1.12) are satisfied provided
1-1¢

= T (2.32)

which agrees with (1.10). Thus, as already explained, Theorem shows
that the image of €2 under inverse stereographic projection is the droplet D,
on the unit sphere, and the pullback of u* is the motherbody o*.
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Remark 2.12. The domain €2; increases with ¢ according to part (b) of
Theorem It is an instance of Laplacian growth (or Hele-Shaw flow) in
the spherical metric. We refer to [25] and the references therein for more on
the interesting topic of Laplacian growth and its many connections.

Figure [4] contains a plot of €2 in the various cases for the value r = 2.
It is interesting to note that in the BIS case ) coincides with the droplet
in the normal matrix model with a cubic potential, see e.g. [4, [I8, [48]. The
eigenvalues in this random matrix model tend to the droplet with a uniform
density (in contrast to which is uniform in the spherical metric),
and the zeros of related orthogonal polynomials tend to the motherbody.
The limiting zero counting measure is characterized by a vector equilibrium
problem in [4] that is however different from the VEP of Definition see
also [31] for the case r > 3. Our VEP can be seen as a spherical analogue
from the VEPs in [4] 31].

In the normal matrix model with a cubic potential the droplet grows up
to a critical time and then cusps appear on the boundary of the droplet that
cause a breakdown of the model, (see however [33] 35 B36], B37] for continu-
ations beyond breakdown). In our model there is no breakdown since the
transition to the TIS takes place before we reach the cusp situation.

3 Proof of Theorem 2.3

3.1 Proof of part (a)
3.1.1 A more general result

Given the second component ps of the solution of the VEP of Definition
1 is the probability measure p on [0, 00) that minimizes I(u) — I(u, o)
where o = g + p2 is a signed measure with integral [o = 2. Part (a) of
Theorem will follow from the following more general result, where it is
important that the negative part of ¢ is a Dirac point mass. Note that o
used in this section is not related to o from (1.1).

Proposition 3.1. Suppose 0 = —Ad_ 1 + ot where A > 0 and o is a
measure on (—oo,0] with A < fdcr+ < o0. Then there is a unique [ on
[0,00) that minimizes

I(p) = 1(p,0)
among all measures on [0,00) with [ dp = %fa. The support ¥ = supp(p)
takes one of the forms described in Theorem (a), namely 3 is a bounded
interval [0,21] containing 0, an unbounded interval [x2,00) not containing
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0, the disjoint union of two intervals [0,z1] U [x2,00), or the full half-line
[0, 00).

The minimization problem in Proposition |3.1]is again weakly admissible,
and there is a unique minimizer . If we relax the condition that u is a
measure and also allow signed measures, then the minimizer is the balayage

v = % Bal(o, [0, o)) (3.1)

which is known to have the density

dv. 1 0 \/E
BTN /_Oo do(s), 0 <2 <oo. (3.2)

dx r—S

If the density happens to be non-negative on [0, c0), then u = v solves
the minimization problem and supp p = [0, c0).

If v is not a positive measure, then we use the idea of iterated balayage
[15, 30). This method is based on the fact that u < v where v is the
positive part of v in its Jordan decomposition

v=vt—uv.

In particular supp(u) C supp(r™), see [30, Lemma 3]. With this informa-
tion we can restrict the minimization problem to measures supported on
supp(v™), and if we also allow signed measures then the minimum is at-
tained by

vt — Bal(v~,supp(v™)).

If this happens to be a positive measure then it is equal to u, and we can
stop. Otherwise we repeat the above step, which leads to the following
iterative procedure.

We put v1 = v, and iteratively for kK = 1,2,..., we write v = 1/2‘ -
where V,j and v, are the positive and negative parts of v, and we define

vp+1 = v — Bal(v,, ,supp(v})). (3.3)

The convergence properties of the sequence (vg)x are not fully understood,
but in cases where we can control the supports of the measures we will have
that V,;%Oandylj—)uaskz%oo.

Under the conditions of Proposition we can indeed control the sup-
ports, and we will show that for each k the support of 1/; takes one of
the forms stated in the proposition, namely supp(u,j) is either a bounded
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interval [0,z x], an unbounded interval [z, 00), a union of two intervals
[0,21] U [x2,00), or the full half-line [0,00). Since the supports are de-
creasing if k increases, the two sequences (x1 ) and (z24) are either finite
(maybe even empty), or else they monotonically converge to limits x; and/or
x2. In this way we will be able to show that supp(u) has one of the forms
in the proposition.

In the first step we show that the support of v = I/f' has the required
form.

3.1.2 First step: The support of v
For o as in the statement of Proposition the density (3.2)) of v takes the

form
v(z) ,  with v(x) :/ dp(s) A ,
2m\/T 0o T+s x+qgl

0<z< oo, (3.4)

A
where we put Ay = NG > 0 and dp(s) = \/sdot(—s).

Lemma 3.2. In the above setting the following hold.
(a) v has at most two zeros in (0, 00).

(b) There exist 0 < z1 < x9 < 00 such that

supp(v™) = [z1,22] and supp(v) = (0,1) U (2, 00).

Proof. (a) Suppose, to get a contradiction, that 0 < z¢p < x1 < x93 < 00 are
three zeros of v. Let s; = ¢~ and write v = fy — f1 + fo with

folz) = /0 W) = A )= In dp(s) (5

x+s’ T+ 5 L, T+

Then by (3.5) and the multilinearity of the determinant

o0

r . (3.6)

3,k=0

det [fk(xj)]ik:o =4 /081 dp(SO)/s dp(s2) det [

N Tj + Sk

There is an explicit formula for the determinant (Cauchy determinant)

[I (@e—=z;) II (sk—sj)

2
] _0<j<k<2 0<j<k<2

2 2

3k=0 [T IT(zj + sk)

§=0 k=0

det [
Tj + Sk
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In the integral in (3.6)) we have 0 < sg < s1 < s2, and since also 0 < xg <
x1 < x9, we see that the Cauchy determinant is > 0. Since Ay > 0 it follows
from (3.6) that det[fx(z;)] > 0 and the matrix [fk(xj)]?,kzo is invertible.

However, since v = fo — f1 + f2 by (3.4) and (3.5)), and since v(z;) =0
for j = 0,1, 2, it follows that

fo(zo) fi(zo) fa(z0) 1 v(zo) 0
fo(x1) fi(z1) folz) | | -1] = |v(@)] =10
fo(z2) fi(z2) fa(z2) 1 v(z2) 0

and this is a contradiction, since the matrix is invertible.

(b) From part (a) we know that v has at most two zeros in (0,00). By
continuity, v can also have at most two sign changes in (0, c0).

If v has no sign changes then v > 0 on (0, c0), since due to the fact that
o has the density and

/da = /OOO 21;_(;7:/)5(133 >0 (3.7)

it cannot be fully < 0. Then we take o = x1 in the lemma.

If v has one sign change, say at 2* > 0, and if there is no other zero of
v, then v is either > 0 on (0,2*) and < 0 on (z*,00), or vice versa. In the
former case we take x1 = z* and z9 = oo and in the latter case we take
21 = 0 and x9 = x*. If there is another zero in (0,00), then the inequality
is not strict at this one zero, but we still take 1 and x5 as above, and the
conclusion of part (b) holds true if v has one sign change. [It is actually not
possible that there is another zero, but we do not need this fact.]

If v has two sign changes, say at 0 < 1 < xo < 00, then v is either
positive on (0,z1), negative on (z1,z2), and positive again on (z3,00), or
the other way around negative on (0, 1), positive on (z1, z2) and negative on
(x2,00). [Now we can be sure that the inequalities are strict since there are
no more than two zeros by part (a).] The latter possibility cannot happen,
which we can see by adding ej_. to 1y for some small ¢ > 0. Part (a)
continues to apply and it follows that

€

_— 3.8
T+ €2 (3.8)

ve(r) = v(x) +
has at most two sign changes on (0, 00). Since v¢(0) > 0 for sufficiently small
€ > 0, the set where ve < 0 is then at most a single interval. Letting ¢ — 0+,
we then arrive at a contradiction in case v is negative on (0,z1) U (2, 00).

This proves part (b) of the lemma in all cases. O
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3.1.3 Second step: Monotonicity of v on supp(v™)

In order to make the induction step in the iterated balayage argument that
follows we need the following behavior of v on the parts where it is positive.

Lemma 3.3. Under the same conditions as in Lemma [3.4 where we let
x1,x2 be as in part (b) of Lemma the following hold.

(a) V' and (zv)" have at most two zeros in (0, 00).
(b) If 0 < x1 < z2 then x — v(x) is strictly decreasing for x € (0,z1).
(c) If 1 < wg < 00 then x — zv(x) is strictly increasing for x € (x2,00).

Proof. (a) The proof is similar to the proof of part (a) of Lemma Note
that from ((3.4)

/ _ > dp(s) A
v'(z) = /0 @+ ) + =yl (3.9)

We let s; = ¢! and write v = f} — f] + f5 with fo, f1, f2 as in (3.5) and
then

2

det [f]/(afk)]jk:o - _AI/O 1 dp(s0) /51 dp(sz) det [W]jk:O.

(3.10)
A Maple calculation shows that

5 [I (@e—2z;) II (s5—s)

_0<j<k<2 0<j<k<2

det []
+ N2 | . B 2
(i + 530" )0 T (zk + 57)?
j=0k=0

x P(xg,x1,x2; S0, 1, 52)

where P is a homogeneous degree six polynomial in the six variables whose
coefficients (with respect to the monomial basis) are all positive. Thus P > 0
when all its arguments are > 0, and it follows that is negative, and in
particular non-zero, whenever 0 < xg < x7 < x9. Thus v’ cannot have more
than two positive zeros.

The proof for (zv)’ is similar, since

r_ > sdp(s) . Ay
@ = [ o ey
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which has a similar form as (3.9), and the same argument applies.

(b) Suppose 0 < z1 < 3. Then v(z1) = 0 and v(z) > 0 for z € (0,21)
by Lemma [3.2] (b). Also v(z) < 0 for € (21, z2).

Since v(z) — 0 as x — oo, there is a global negative minimum, say at
x* > x1, where the derivative vanishes and changes sign. According to part
(a), there is at most one other sign change of the derivative. If this were
in the interval (0,z;) then it would correspond to a local maximum of v
on the interval (0,z;). Then we modify v to ve as in in the proof of
Lemma Part (a) applies to v. and it follows that v/ has at most two sign
changes. For e > 0 small enough one sign change is close to x*, say at x*(e),
and ve has its global minimum there. Since v/(0) < 0 for e > 0 sufficiently
small, there can be no sign change of v/ in (0,z*(¢)), and letting € — 0+ we
find that v’ has no sign change in (0,z*). Thus v is strictly decreasing in
(0,21) as claimed in part (b).

(¢) The proof for part (c) is similar. Suppose z; < 3 < 00, so that
v(z2) =0 and v(x) > 0 for € (22,00) by Lemma [3.2] (b).

Since zv(x) — 0 as z — 0, there is a global minimum of x — zv(x), at
x* € (x1,x2) say, where the derivative is zero and changes sign. There is
at most one more zero by part (a). If there were a sign change of (zv)" in
(x2,00), then that would give us a maximum of z — zv(z) on (z2,00). We
again modify v to v, as in (3.8). Part (a), applied to v, tells us that (zv.)’
has at most two sign changes on (0,00). For small € > 0 one sign change is
close to z*, say at 2*(e) where zv.(x) has its global minimum. Since

. /
xll)rgo(:z:ve(z)) >0

for small enough e > 0, this derivative then has no sign change in (z*(¢€), 00)
and therefore zv () is strictly increasing in (z*(¢),00). Letting ¢ — 0+ it
follows that xv(x) increases strictly in (z*, 00), and a fortiori in (x2,00). O

3.1.4 Third step: Iterated balayage

In the final step we use the iterated balayage to complete the proof of Propo-
sition We take 11 = v where v is the signed measure on [0, c0) with
density (3.2)). If 4 > 0 then v = p and we are in the full interval support
(FIS) case ¥ = [0, 00).

In the rest of the proof we assume that 1y is not a positive measure.
Then iteratively we construct the sequence (vg)x as in . Inductively we
then have [dv, = [dvy =% [ o and p < v} for every k, and in particular

¥ C supp(v;).
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The sequence ([ dv;) decreases and if [dv, tends to 0 as k — oo, then
v;" — p in the sense of weak* convergence of measures on [0,0c]. In the
present situation (with the help of Lemmas and [3.3) we can prove that

this is indeed the case.

Lemma 3.4. For every k we have

(a) supp(ylj) = (0,21%) U (224,00) for some 0 < x1; < 9y < 00, while

supp(v;, ) C @1k, 2], and
(b) v has a density % where x — vy(x) strictly decreases on (0,21 )

and x — zvg(x) strictly increases on (xg ), 00).

Assuming that Lemma holds, we complete the proof of Proposi-
tion as follows. The measures (v;) converges to u, and supp(p) =

(0,21) U (x2,00) where z1 = limy, z1 , and xo = limy 29 ;. This establishes

Proposition

Proof of Lemma|3.4 For k = 1, the statements (a) and (b) are contained
in Lemmas B.2 and .31

Suppose the lemma holds for a certain & > 1. Let us assume that
0 < < 22 < 00. We use the fact that the balayage of a delta mass d;
at t € (1, 22) onto [0,z ;] U [r2,00) has the density

c(t) x4+ b(t) 1
277'\/5 ]a: — t‘ \/({L' — :1:1,;9)(56 - $2,k)

with positive constants b(f) > 0 and c(t) > 0. Then Bal(v, ,supp(v;)) has
the density

1 1 / x+0b(t) , _
c(t) dvy (1), x € (0,21 5)U(T2,4, 00).
™ /(w —x1p) (@ — w2) o —¢f !

In view of (3.3) and the induction hypothesis we then obtain that v has

the density ”;;71/(;) with

1 x“c x + b(t)
(x —z1k) (T — 22k) /ach ) |z —t

Vg1 (x) = vp(z) — 7 dv (t), (3.11)

for € (0,21%) U (224,00). Also by the induction hypothesis vy (x) is
strictly decreasing on (0,2;%). The other term in the right-hand side of

(3.11) (including the minus-sign) is also decreasing on (0, 1), since each
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of the factors

\/wll,r:r’ \/w;kiw, x + b(t), and % is positive and strictly
increasing for x € (0,214) as 0 < z1 <t < xg and b(t) > 0. Also note
that c(t)dv, (t) is a positive measure on [z g, T2 t].

Thus vy is strictly decreasing on (0,27 ). Then it is either fully neg-
ative on (0,27 %), in which case we take x 41 = 0, or vy is positive on
some interval (0,21 441) with 0 < 21 441 < 21 and vgy; is negative on
(T1 k41, T1 k)

Similar arguments show that vy () is strictly increasing on (22, 00).
vz vz z+b(t)

ey Ve 4T
decreases on (xg ), 00). Thus vk is either fully negative there, in which case
we put T3 k41 = 00, O U4 is positive on some interval (z2441,00) with
Zop < T +1 < 00 and viy is negative on (zgk, 2 k+1)-

Parts (a) and (b) of the lemma are thus proved for k + 1 in case 0 <
1 < Top < 0o. If 1 = 0 or @9 = oo, then there is an analogous
reasoning (which is simpler). The lemma follows by induction. O

Here we need to observe that each of the factors

3.2 Proof of part (b)
3.2.1 Definitions

We first define maps M, M and M ;7 between signed measures and vectors of
signed measures that will be used in the proof of part (b) of Theorem

Definition 3.5. (a) For a signed measure o on (—o0,0] with 0 < [do <
oo we define M (o) = p as the measure on [0, 00) that minimizes

I(p) = I(p, 0) (3.12)
among p > 0 with [dp =1 [do.
(b) Similarly, for a signed measure ¢ on [0,00) with 0 < [do < oo we

define M (¢0) = p as the measure on (0, —oo| that minimizes (3.12)
among p > 0 with [ du = 3do.

(¢) Consider vectors v = (v, ..., Vp4+1) of signed measures of length r + 2,
such that v; is supported on (—1)7[0,00) for j = 0,1,...,7 + 1 and
0< [dvj_1+ [dvjs1 <oofor j=1,...,r. For such 7 we define

Mjﬁ:(Vo,...,Vj_l,l//\j,Vj+1,...,Vr_;,_l), jzl,...,T, (313)
where

vy =

M(Vj_1 + Vj+1), if j is odd,
M(l/j_l + Vj+1), lfj is even,
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with M and M as defined in parts (a) and (b).
Some remarks are in order.

Remark 3.6. (a) The measures M (o) and M(O‘) in parts (a) and (b) of
Definition [3.5] are minimizers of weakly admissible equilibrium prob-
lems. The minimizers uniquely exist [27].

(b) If ¢ > 0 then = M(0) is the balayage measure p = 3 Bal(a, [0, 00)).
In this case we have a monotonicity result

0<0 <G = M(o) < M) (3.14)
for measures o and o on (—o0, 0].

(c) Similarly

0<o<6 = M(o) < M(5) (3.15)
for measures ¢ and & on [0, 00).

(d) The maps are positive homogeneous in the sense that M (co) = ¢M (o),
M(co) = cM (o) and M;(cV) = cM; (V) if ¢ > 0.

(e) If (u1y .-, prt) is the solution of the VEP of Definition for some
g>0andte (0,1), and [y = (Ko, 1,65 -« - s oty fr1,¢), then

My(ie) = fie, G =T1ye0em (3.16)

That is, fi; is a common fixed point for the mappings M;. It is the
only common fixed point among vectors ji with pg and p.41 given by

24).

3.2.2 Monotonicity of M

We are going to apply M only to positive measures and to signed measures
whose negative part is a single point mass at —g~! (as in Proposition .
We need the extension of the monotonicity result to such signed mea-
sure. It could be that the monotonicity result is valid more generally, but
we do not consider it here since this is all we need for our present purposes.

For such signed measures ¢ we have the information about the supports
of M (o) from Proposition and we also rely on the iterated balayage that
was used in the proof of Proposition [3.1
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Lemma 3.7. Let 0 < & be signed measure on (—o0,0] with 0 < [do <
[ do < oo whose negative parts are single point masses at —q~ ! only. Then

M(o) < M(5).

Proof. Under the assumptions of the lemma, the signed measures take the
form o = —Ad_,—1 + ot and 7 = —Ad_j1 + ot with A > A > 0, and
0<ot <ot. We write u = M(o) and g = M(7).

We recall the iterated balayage algorithm from the proof of Proposi-
tion[3.1] see in particular Lemma and we apply it to the signed measure
. That is, we start with v = 3 Bal(d, [0,00)), and from there we construct
the sequence (v )y inductively by

Vg1 = u,j — Bal(u;,supp(%j))» E=1,2,....

Then (v) converges to i = M (c) as was shown in the proof of Lemma
Next we define a second sequence (pg)r by p1 = %Bal(a, [0,00)), and

Phil = p;: — Bal(p,,, supp(u,:')), k=1,2,.... (3.17)

Since 0 < ¢ we have p; < v, and then by induction it easily follows that
pr < vy, for every k. Note that we deviate from the earlier construction by
taking in the balayage of p; onto supp(ylj) and not onto supp(p;).
Since supp(v; ) D supp(p} ), we however still find (by induction) that pu =
M(o) < pZ for every k. Then ps = kh_)ngo pr is a signed measure with po < [t

and p < pL. Thus p < 1 as claimed in the lemma. O

3.2.3 M-convexity

We need two more definitions. Note that M-convexity is not a standard
terminology, but it is introduced here to help the exposition.

Definition 3.8. Let 7 be as in Definition 3.5 (c), and let M; be as in (3.13).
Then we say that o/ is M-convex if

v < M;(V) for every j =1,...,r.

Definition 3.9. The set M, contains those vectors 7/ = (v, v1,...,Vr41)
satisfying
e ; is a positive measure on (—1)7710,00) for j =1,...,r + 1,

o vy =—Ad_,1 for some A < [ duvy.
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Then we have the following properties.
Lemma 3.10. Suppose v € M,.

(a) Then M;(V) € My for every j =1,...,r.
(

b) If 7 < pe M, then M;(V) < M;(p) for every j =1,...,r.

)
)

(c) If 7 is M-convex then so is M;v for every j =1,...,r.

(d) If 7 is M-convex and c > 0 then v+ (cd_,-1,0,0,...,0) is M-conver.
)

(e) If U is M-convex and p > 0 is a measure on (—1)"[0,00) then U +
(0,0,...,0,p) is M-convez.

Proof. (a) Obvious.

(b) This follows from the monotonicity of M and M on positive measures,
see and , and the monotonicity of M on signed measures whose
negative part only contains a point mass at —g~!, see Lemma

(c) Since ¥ is M-convex we have 7 < My for every k. The maps My,
and M; commute if |j — k| # 1. Thus it follows from part (b) that

MjﬁSMijﬁ: Mijlj, k#{j—l,j-ﬁ-l}.

For k € {j — 1,7 + 1} we can verify by direct inspection that the inequality
between M;/ and M}, M;i/ also holds. The two vectors only differ at positions
k = j%1, which for M;v is equal to v;+1, and for M4 M7 it is M (vj12+7;)
or M(V]’iQ +7;) (depending on the parity of j) with 7; as in (3.13). By M-
convexity of 7 we have v; < U; and by the monotonicity properties of M
and M and M -convexity once more, we have

Vi1 < M(Ujig + l/j) < M(Vin + ﬁj) lfj is odd

with M replaced by M if J is even. This proves M;7 < M;M;v also in case
|7 — k| = 1 and part (c) follows.
(d) and (e) are straightfoward verifications. O

3.2.4 Proof of Theorem (b)

Proof. Let us take 0 < s <t < 1. Then we have to show that spu; s < tpu;;

for every j =0,1,...,7 4+ 1. This is clear for j =0 and j = r + 1 due to the

definitions ([2.4)).
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Write fis = (po,s, f1,s,-- -, fr+1,s) and similarly for ji;. Then by the
definition of the operators M, we have

Mj(sﬂs) = Sfis, Mj(tﬁt) = tfis.

see also Remark (d) and (e).
Now we put

vy = sfis + ((t —8)0_g-1,0,...,0,(t = 8)0(_1)rq)
= (LHot, S5y SH2,5 - - -, Shrss Elbr41,t)- (3.18)
This is the vector sfi; with the Oth and r+ 1st components replaced by those
of tfis. Then sjis < 71 and 7/} is M-convex by Lemma (d) and (e) and
the fact that sjis is M-convex.
We choose an infinite sequence (ji)i in {1,...,7} where we make sure

that every jin {1,...,r} appears an infinite number of times in the sequence.
Then we define a sequence (), by

l7k+1 :M]k(ﬁk) fOI‘k‘Zl,Q,....

Inductively we find that each 7, is M-convex by Lemma|3.10[c) and the fact
that 7; is M-convex. Then 7 < 7,41 for every k.
Also by induction it is easy to show that

/d(ljk)jgt—i-j—l

for every k and for every j. Thus the sequence () is increasing with a
componentwise limit 7, — U, as k — oo (with convergence in weak*-
sense).

If j = ji is even, then

(Tkt1)j = M (k) j—1 + (k) j+1) -

while for j is odd we have to replace M by M.

If we take the limit k& — oo along the subsequence for which ji. = j,
then it follows from this that M;(Vs) = Vs for every j. Since the Oth and
r + 1st components are those of tji;, we we conclude that vy, = tji;, see also

Remark (e).

We combine the inequalities to find
siis <V < - S <o S o =

which indeed shows that su; s < tu;; for every j. O
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3.3 Proof of part (c)
3.3.1 An equivalent equilibrium problem

For § > 0 and a measure p on [0, 00) we write

= [ 108 e rdnte)inty (3.19)

which we may call the #-energy of p. For 6§ = 1 it reduces to the usual
logarithmic energy I(u) of p.

Proposition 3.11. Let (p1, ..., uy) be the solution of the VEP of Definition
with parameters ¢ > 0 and 0 < t < 1. Then the first component
minimaizes

1 1
il(y) + 5[9(1/) + /V(x)dl/(a?) (3.20)
with 0 = % and
V(z) =— ! ; ! log (z4+¢ ') + ret log (a;l/’” + q”’“) (3.21)

among all probability measures v on [0, 00).

Energy functionals of the form (3.20|) appeared before in the context of
Muttalib-Borodin ensembles [0, [41]. These are joint probability densities for
n particles on the positive real line of the form

1 n
7 H (2 —2;) (2! — ZL' H —nViz;), all z; >0 (3.22)
" 1<i<j<n j=1

where 0 > 0 is a positive constant and Z, is a normalization factor. In
the large n limit the particles are distributed according to the minimizer of
(3-20), see [10, 19] and see [9, 20} 132, 40] for some recent contributions on
Muttalib-Borodin ensembles . We use the characterization of u; via
the equilibrium problem from Proposition in the proofs of parts (c) and
(d) of Theorem

The proof of Proposition follows along the lines of the proof of
Theorem 1.1 in [29].

Proof of Proposition[3.11. For a probability measure v on [0, c0) we define

V2y..sVr

Jw)= min | Y I(v;) =Y I(vj,vj41) (3.23)
j=2 =1
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where v = v and Vp41 = ppy1 = %Hé(,l)rq. The minimization is over all
Vo, ..., U, satisfying the support condition and the total mass condition
([2-3), i.e., supp(v;) C Aj and v;(A;) =1+ % for j=2,...,r.

This is again a weakly admissible vector equilibrium problem, similar to
the VEP from Definition and it has a unique solution. It is simpler to
solve, since only positive measures are involved and we can be sure that the
minimizers vy, ..., v, have full supports, with the property

0% = U=t + U+ on Aj, forj=2,...,r (3.24)

see also (2.12]).
From (3.24]) we obtain

1
I(Vj) = /ijdljj = 2/(ij_1 *ij'*'l)dljj
1 1

= il(yj_l,yj)—i—il(l/j,l/j_i_l), j=2,...,m1.

Hence from ((3.23))

1 1
J(v) = —51(1/» v2) — §I(VT’V7"+1)
1 r+t
== [U”dv - vr((=1)" 2
5 [ Udr =" o (-1, (3.25)
where v and v, are from the minimizer (vo,...,1,) associated with v. We

are going to calculate U*? and U"r.

We first do this for a point mass v = 9, with p > 0, and the general
case is obtained by averaging over p. So let (v9,...,1,) be the minimizer
associated with v = v = §,. We use the Riemann surface S with r sheets
SW, j=1,...,r, given by

SM =\ (—00,0],
SU) =C\R, for j=2,...,r—1, (3.26)
ST =C\ ((-1)[0,00)).

Sheet SU) is connected to sheet SU~Y along the cut A; = (—1)7[0,00) for

j = 2,....,r. We add a point at infinity to obtain a compact Riemann
surface.
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We define a function ¥ on S by its restriction UU) to the jth sheet as
follows.

\IJ(I)(z) _ = —z/ dZ/g(s)7

Z—7p Z—8
. d; dv;
\I:(ﬂ(z):z/yj(s)—z/”fﬂ(s), for j=2,...,r—1,  (3.27)
Z— S Z— S

P () = z/ dvp(s) r+t z

z—s t z—(=1)rq

The conditions imply that ¥ is meromorphic on § with poles at
z = p on the first sheet and at z = (—1)"¢q on the rth sheet, see also the
discussion after Deﬁnitionthat shows why ® is meromorphic on R. [The
construction of ¥ is similar to that of ®.] Due to the total masses of the
measures we have ¥(z) — —1 as z — c.

The Riemann surface has a simple parametrization z = w", and
in the w variable the poles are at w = p/” and w = —¢'/". Taking into
account the residues at the poles and the behavior at infinity, we find that

1 pl/ T r+t ql/ " 1

] _ = N =w. 3.28
(z) Tw—pl/T+ rt w—i—ql/T t’ FEw ( )

Observe also that U(z) =0 for z = w = 0.
Specifying (3.28)) to the first sheet, and recalling (3.27]) we find

/dVQ(S) _ b 1\11(1)(2)
z—s z—p 2
1 1 pr t g 1
_ 1 o» _r+t g — = (3.29)
z—p rzZl/r—plr  rtz U4 gtttz

with principal branch of the fractional powers. We integrate with respect to
z and find after straightforward calculation

/log(z—s)dyz(s) = log(z—p)—log (zl/r - pl/")—kTT—{_t log (zl/r + ql/r>
(3.30)

There is no constant of integration since both sides behave as (1+¢~!)log z+
o(1) as z — oco. The real part of (3.30|) gives us the logarithmic potential

Zl/r _pl/r r

- i_tlog’zl/r—l—ql/r .

U”(z) = log

(3.31)

Z=p
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An analogous calculation, based on (3.28) and the expression (3.27) of
U on the rth sheet, leads to the logarithmic potential of v,.,

Zl/T‘ +q1/T

1/r 1/r
e =1

—log‘z —-p

t
Tt lo
r

Ur(z)=

(3.32)

with the branch of the rth root that is analytic on C\ A, and that is real
and negative for real z € C\ A,. However, we emphasize that pl/" and ¢M/"
always denote the positive rth roots. Similarly when we write '/" with
x > 0 as for example in and in below.

Thus (3.31)) and (3.32)) give the logarithmic potentials of v5 and v, as-
sociated with ¢,. Associated with a general probability measure v = 17 on

[0,00), we then have measures 5 and v, whose logarithmic potentials are

obtained from averaging (3.31)) and (3.32)) over p, that is

1/r _ . 1/)r
U2 (z) = / log | =——" | du(z) — r—;tlog‘zlﬁ + gl (3.33)
Z—X
and
r4t |24 gt
vr(z) = 01 = [10g |27 — &/ av (). 34
U (z) —lo Py o /og z x| dv(x) (3.34)

From (3.33)) we obtain

(v, m0) = I(v) — I () —

/log |27 4+ ¢ dv (), (3.35)

and from (3.34) we obtain, noting that z!/" in ([3.34)) is negative for z €
R\ A,, and thus in particular for z = (—1)"q,

N /10g ‘_ql/r —atlr
r—q
= log <iq1/ ’”_1> - / log (/7 + ') duz).~ (3.36)

Using (3.35)) and (3.36)) in (3.25) we obtain

t
Ur((-1)"q) = T—ti_ log lim

Tr—q

xl/r _ ql/r

dv(x)

1 1 r+t - -
J(W) = =310) + Shy, () + — / log (xl/ Y )d,,(x)
1 /r+t)? 1y
—2< " ) log (Tq . (3.37)
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Finally, comparing (3.23]) with the energy functional (2.5)) we obtain for
a given v on [0, 00) that

min E(v,va,...,vp) = I1(v) — (v, no) + J(v)

V2,..sVr

so that in view of (3.37)) and noting that g is given by (2.4))

1 1
min E(v,ve, ..., 1) = ij(y) + §I1/r(’/)

V2y..yVr

— % log (z+ ¢ ') dv(x) + TTH /log (xl/r + ql/’"> dv(z)

1 r+t 2 1 1/r—1
—2< " ) log (Tq . (3.38)

The left-hand side of (3.38]) as a functional on probability measures v on
[0,00) attains its minimum at v = pg. Since the last term on the right in
(13.38)) is only a constant, independent of v, the proposition follows. ]

3.3.2 Minimum of V is in the support

In the next step we discuss a general fact about the minimizer for a Muttalib-
Borodin type energy functional (3.20)) with # > 0, and where V' : [0,00) — R
is continuous with

liminf (V(z) — (14 0)logx) > —ooc.

T—00

Under this condition there is a unique probability measure p on [0, 00) that

minimizes (3.20)).
The following is well-known for the case § = 1, but apparently has not
been observed for general 6.

Lemma 3.12. If xg > 0 is such that V(x¢) = m>1%1V(x) then xo € supp(p)
x>
where [ is the probability measure that minimizes (3.20)).

Proof. In this proof we use the notation

U () = /log ‘ L

27— 5] H):

The minimizer p satisfies, for some constant £,

— ¢, on supp(u),

>/{¢ on [0,00). (3.39)

UM(z) + U) (z) + V(z) {
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Now,

1
du(s) + /log mdﬂ(s)a

h(z) = U*(z) + U} (z) = /log

|z — s|
extends into the complex plane where we use the principal branch of z?,
i.e., with a branch cut along (—o0,0]. Then & is harmonic in C\ ((—o0, 0] U
supp(u)) and it tends to —oo as |x| — oco. By the maximum principle for
harmonic functions, the maximum of h is attained on supp(u) U (—o0, 0]
only.

For z > 0 and s > 0, it is easy to see that | — z — s| > |z — s| and
|(—2)? — 8¢ = 2% — 59 > |2 — sP|. Therefore UH(—z) < UH(x) and
U)(—x) < Uj(z) for > 0 which means that h(—z) < h(z) for z > 0, and
therefore the maximum of A is not attained on (—oo,0].

Thus the maximum of h is attained on supp(u), say at z1 € supp(u).

If 29 ¢ supp(u), then h(xg) < h(z1), and since V(zg) < V(z1) by the
assumption in the lemma, we have a strict inequality

h(zo) + V(zo) < h(z1) + V(z1). (3.40)
Since x1 € supp(u) the right-hand side of is equal to £, by the equality
in It follows that
UM (zo) + U) (wo) + V(o) < £
which contradicts the inequality in . Therefore z¢ € supp(p). O

3.3.3 Proof of part (c) of Theorem

In view of Proposition and Lemma [3.12] it is enough to show that the
external field (3.21) attains its minimum at z = 0 in case 0 < ¢ < 1. This
is what we do in the next lemma, and then part (c) follows.

Lemma 3.13. Let V' be given by (3.21) with 0 < q < 1. Then for every
t € (0,1) it is true that

V(0) = I;lzlg V(x).

Proof. Note that (SL‘I/T + ql/r)r > x + q for x > 0 by the binomial theorem,
so that by (3.21])
tV(z) —tV(0)

r—+
r

t t
>—(1-t)log(z+q¢ ')+ log (z +q) — <2 —t+ r> logg. (3.41)
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Since 0 < ¢ < 1, we have x + ¢ > ¢’z + ¢ for > 0 and therefore we can
estimate (3.41]) further to obtain

tV(z) —tV(0)
T+t

t
> —(1—1t)log (:B+q_1)+ log(q2x+q)— (2—t+r> log q.

This means V(z) — V(0) > (1 + 1) log (¢z + 1) and the lemma follows. [

3.4 Proof of part (d)

The measure p; minimizes I(u) — I(p, o + p2) among all probability mea-
sures on [0,00). Thus it is the equilibrium measure in the external field
—UHotH2 which is real analytic on [0, 00). Then it follows from [14] that s
is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure with a density
that is real analytic in the interior of its support.

From [I4] it also follows that the density at the endpoint x; (in BIS
and TIS cases) behaves as ~ c(x; — :E)%+2N as * — x1—, for a certain
non-negative integer N. From the iterated balayage it can be seen that
N = 0. Indeed, the algorithm in section gives us the sequence of
signed measures (vg); with densities that are such that \/E% is positive
and strictly decreasing on [0, z1] by Lemma|3.4] (b). The proof of that lemma
(see (3.11)))) actually shows that the decrease gets stronger as k increases.
Since v, — p1 as k — oo, it then follows that the density of 1 cannot have
a zero derivative at x1, and thus it vanishes as a square root at x; in BIS
and TIS cases.

Similarly, the density vanishes as a square root at xs in UIS and TIS
cases.

4 Proof of Theorem 2.8

4.1 Properties of ¢

We start by listing a number of properties of the meromorphic function ®
from Definition 2.6l

4.1.1 Zeros and poles

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ > 0. The function z® is a degree 2 meromorphic func-
tion on the Riemann surface R with the following properties.
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(a) 2® — 1 as z — oo on any of the sheets.

(b) It has simple poles at z = —q~' on the first sheet and at z = (—1)"q
on the last sheet, and no other poles.

(c) Suppose one of the BIS, TIS, or FIS cases, so that z € supp(u1).
Then z® has simple zeros at z = 0 and at a point xy on the first sheet
with

—q¢ <z <0, (4.1)

and no other zeros. In UIS case, there are two points on the Riemann
surface with z =0 and z® has a simple zero at each of these.

Proof. We already noted that ® is meromorphic on R, see the discussion
after Definition [2.6] Thus also z® is meromorphic on R. In part (b) we show
that it has two simple poles, and no other poles, and therefore its degree is
two.

(a) From (2.19) we have zF};(z) = pj(A;) as z = oo. In view of the total
massses (2.3) of the measures and the definition (2.21)), part (a) follows.

(b) From (2.20)) and ([2.21]) we see that

:t/d:ul(s) + 1-t (42)

drH(2) = —tF.(2) + . (4.3)

and so z® has simple poles at —g~! on the first sheet and at (—1)"g on the
r 4 1-st sheet.

There is no pole at z = co because of part (a). There is no pole at z =0
either, since the form of F} as a Stieltjes transform, easily implies
that 2Fj(z) = 0 as z — 0. Thus also 2® — 0 as z — 0. There are no other
candidates for poles, and therefore the degree is two.

(c) We already remarked in part (b) that z® vanishes when z = 0. In
UIS case there are two points on the Riemann surface with z = 0. In that
case both of these are simple zeros, and there are no other zeros, since the
degree is two.

In BIS, TIS, and FIS cases, there is only one point z = 0, and it is at

1
most a double zero of z®. Then z7+T is the local coordinate, and z (as a
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function on the Riemann surface) has a zero of order r + 1 at z = 0. Hence
® has a pole at z =0 of order > r — 1, and so ® is unbounded at z = 0 (we
may assume r > 2). Looking on the first sheet, we conclude from that
F} is unbounded at z = 0, and it dominates the behavior of ®1) as z — 0.
Since Fi(z) < 0 for negative real z, it then follows that ®(1)(2) is negative
for negative z close to 0.

From we also see that ®(1)(z) — 400 as z = —¢~ '+, as the residue
at the pole is positive. Thus &) changes sign on the interval (—¢~!,0) and
hence there is a zero, say at zo € (—g~!,0). Then xg is also a zero of z®,
and we conclude that both z = ¢ and z = 0 are simple zeros, and these are
the only zeros, as the degree of z® is two. O

4.1.2 Proof of Theorem (e)

Proof. Suppose we are in one of the BIS, TIS, or FIS cases, so that 0 €
supp(u1). Then z = 0 is a simple zero of z®, by part (c) of Lemma

1
Since z7+I is a local coordinate, we find that ® has a pole of order r at
z = 0. From (4.2]) we then get for some non-zero constant C,

Fi(z) = Cz 71 (l—l—O(zﬁ)) as z — 0

and the fractional powers have their branch cut along [0, 00). By the Stieltjes
inversion formula
dpq 1

dp 1 g .
I = Jim, m Fy(x + i), x>0,

and ([2.13)) follows.
Finally, (2.14) follows from (2.13)) and the symmetry between ¢ and 1/¢,
see Remark 2.4l O

Remark 4.2. The behavior is characteristic for the density of min-
imizers of Muttalib-Borodin type energy functionals as in . This was
proved by Claeys and Romano [10, Remark 1.9] under general conditions on
the external field, which however do not cover the case .

4.1.3 Critical points

We need to know about the critical points, by which we mean the ramifica-
tion points of z®. There is no ramification at z = 0 or z = 0o, and so we
may alternatively characterize the critical points as those points where the
derivative of 2®U)(z) vanishes for some j = 1,...,r + 1.
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2®1) in BIS case 20 and 2@ in BIS case

Figure 5: Sketches of the graph of z® in BIS case. The left panel shows the
graph of z®()(z) on the negative real line where it has a pole at —¢~!, a
zero at xg and a local maximum at y;. The right panel shows the graphs of
2®M(2) (in brown) and 2®® (in blue) on the interval [z}, 00). The graph
of z&()(2) has a local minimum at y», while the graph of 2®?)(z) is strictly
increasing. Both graphs tend to 1 at infinity. The graph of z®(*+1(2) is as

in the right panel of Figure [7] below.

Since z® has degree 2 the Riemann-Hurwitz formula [46] tells us that
there are two critical points in the BIS and FIS (genus zero) cases, and
four critical points in the TIS (genus one) case. The following lemma says
that they are all real and on the first sheet.

We fix 0 < ¢ < 1 and we continue to use x1,x2 as in Theorem (a)
depending on the various cases, and z for the zero of ® on the first sheet

as in Lemma (c).

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < ¢ < 1. The critical points of z® are on the real part
of the first sheet of the Riemann surface.

(a) In all cases there is a critical point y; with y1 € (x0,0).
(b) In BIS case there is one more critical point yo € (x1,00).

(¢) In TIS case there are three more critical points. A critical point yo €
(=00, —q~ 1) and two critical points y2,y3 € (21, 12) with yo < y3.

(d) In FIS case there is one more critical point yo € (—o00, —q~1).
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2®W) in TIS case || 1 9
| 201 and 28 in TIS case
|

—————— S | e

\ Z1Y2 Y3 T2

Figure 6: Sketches of the graph of z® in TIS case. The left panel shows
the graph of z®&()(z) on the negative real line where it has a pole at —g~!,
zeros at xg and 0, a local minimum at gy, and a local maximum at y;. The
right panel shows the graphs of z®()(z) (in brown) and 2®® (in blue) on
the interval [z1, 29]. The graph of 2®(1)(2) has a local minimum at » and a
local maximum at y3, while the graph of z®®)(z) is strictly increasing. The

graph of 2@+ (%) is as in the right panel of Figure @ below.

Proof. (a) By Lemma (¢) 20 (2) has zeros at z = z¢ and at z = 0,
and in between it is real and positive. So there is a local maximum, and the
point y; € (x0,0) where it is attained is a critical point in all cases.

The proofs of parts (b)-(d) rely on an inspection of the graph of z® on
the real part of the Riemann surface (that is, on the part where both z and
® are real), see Figures |§|, and |7| for sketches of the graphs in the various
cases. We infer the following about z® from the behavior at the poles and
at infinity,

e cvery value in (—o0,0) is attained once in (—¢~!, z0) on the first sheet
and once between 0 and (—1)"¢g on the last sheet,

e every value in (1,00) is attained once in (—oo, —¢~!) on the first sheet
and once between (—1)"¢ and infinity on the last sheet.

Since z® has degree two, the values in (—o0,0) and (1,00) are attained
nowhere else on the Riemann surface. In particular

(4.4)

0 < 203 (2) < 1,

0 < z0W(2) < 1, and for z € [z1,00) in BIS case,
for z € [z1,z2] in TIS case,
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2®+1) i all cases

200 in FIS case .
(when r is even)

Figure 7: Sketches of the graph of z® in FIS case. The left panel shows
the graph of z®(")(z2) on (—o0, 0] where it has a pole at —g~ ', zeros at zg
and 0, a local minimum at yp, and a local maximum at y;. The right panel
shows the graph of z®*+1(z) on (—~1)"[0,00) which has a pole at (—1)"q.
The figure is for » = 2 and it has the same features for all cases.

see the right panels of Figures 5] and [6]
From the fact that the density of p; vanishes as a square root at the
endpoints x1, x2 see Theorem (d), it follows that

Fi(z) = - / (Z_lx):,dmm R (4.5)

as z — r1+ or z — xo—. Hence by (2.21)) we also have
1 ! 2 !
(z@( )(z)> — —oo  and (zq)( )(z)> — +00 (4.6)

as z = x1+ (in BIS and TIS cases) or z — x2— (in TIS case).

(b) In BIS case we noted in that 2@ (2) takes the value ;&M (z;) €
(0,1) at x1, and by it starts to decrease if z € (1, 00) increases. Since
it tends to the value 1 at infinity, there will be a local minimum, say at
Y2 € (x1,00). This is a critical point, and part (b) follows.

It also follows that z®(®)(z) strictly increases for z € [z1,00) since in
BIS case there are no further critical points.

(c) In TIS case we first observe that
d x
e (2F1(2)) = _/Mdul<x) <0, z € (w1, 72), (4.7)
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d T

& (eFy(2)) = —/(Z_de(:n) 50, z€ (21,22). (4.8)

The difference in sign is due to the fact that p; is supported on [0, c0), while
2 is supported on (—oo,0]. Thus by (2.21))

(2@(2)(2/)), >0 for z € (z1,22),

and therefore 2®(?)(z) strictly increases on (1, x3) and there are no critical
points in (x1,22) on the second sheet. We also conclude

1M (1) < 200 (29)

but 2@ (z) will not be monotonic on [z1, 2] due to ([{6). Instead it will
start to decrease at x; to a local minimum, say at y», and then increases
to a local maximum, say at y3, and then again decreases. This gives us the
critical points yo < y3 in (21, 22). We already know y; € (—x¢,0).

The final critical point is in (—o0o, —¢~!), and this follows from the ob-

servation that
d d
ZFl(Z):Z/M:H/MM

zZ—X zZ—X

with [ ”vd%g(f) < 0 for z € (—00,0] and
d
/azm(gn) = —Cz_ﬁ(l + O(z_ﬁll) as z — —00, (4.9)
z—x

with a positive constant C' > 0. Also zFp(z) = (1—t"1)+0(27!) as z — oo,

so that by (2.21]).

W (2) =14 / 2din(@) o1 (4.10)

zZ—XT

as z — —oo, where the second term is negative for z < 0 and it dominates
the O(z~!) term as z — —oo. Therefore 2®()(z) decreases on an interval
(—00, o) for some yo € (—oo, —q 1), it reaches a local minimum at 1o and
then increases to 400 as z — —¢~'—. See also Figure [6]

(d) In FIS case the expansions (4.9) and (4.10) remain valid, as does
the conclusion that 2®((z) has a local minimum at some yg € (—oco, —q~ 1),
and yg is a critical point. O

After these preparations we turn to the proof of Theorem
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4.2 Proof of part (a)
Proof. For x € supp(p1), we have by (2.21]) and the Stieltjes inversion for-

mula
@t dpy (z)
T dr

2Im & (2) = ot Im (Fy), (x) = F (4.11)

Here the subscript + denotes the limiting value from the upper (4) or lower
(—) half plane. Then by we find supp(p1) C U.

from the Cauchy-Riemann equations and the definition of U, we
obtain that the parts of the real line where z®()(2) is real and decreasing
belong to U, while those parts where zCD(l)(z) is real and increasing do not
belong to U. Then in view of the behavior of z®()(2) on the realline that
we see in Figures |§|, @ and the fact that supp(u1) C U, we conclude that

[y1, yo] in BIS case,

UNRU{oc}) = ¢ [-00,y0] U [y1,2] U [yz,o0] in TIS case, (4.12)
[—00, Yo] U [y1, 0] in FIS case.

In particular —¢~! € U. This proves part (a). O

4.3 Proof of part (b)

Proof. Since the y;’s are critical points, we have that 20 (2) is also real on
certain contours that emanate from each y; into the complex plane. These
contours are going to be the boundary oU of U.

The labelling of the critical points in Lemma is such that y; is a local
minimum of z®(1)(2) if j is even, and a local maximum if j is odd, when
we restrict to the real line. It means that 2®(1)(2) is real and increasing on
OU when we move away from y; with j odd, and decreasing from y; with j
even.

Noting that

@ (y1) < 2@ (y2) in BIS case, (4.13)

we conclude that the part of QU that emanates from y; will end at yo in
BIS case. Since 31 = supp(u1) C U, we also see that OU consists of a
simple closed contour surrounding 3; and U is a bounded simply connected
domain in the BIS case. O
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4.4 Proof of part (c)

Proof. In TIS case, we have four critical points and instead of (4.13) we
have

@D (1) < 128D () < 38V (y3) < yo®P(yo) in TIS case. (4.14)

Then QU consists of two closed contours, one containing y; and y2, and one
containing yg and y3. Both closed contours go around ;. It follows that U
has two components, namely the bounded domain that is enclosed by the
inner component of JU, and the unbounded domain that is outside of the
outer component of QU. This proves part (c). O

4.5 Proof of part (d)

Proof. In FIS case we have two critical points yg < y1 < 0 with
119 (1) < @M (yo), in FIS case. (4.15)

Then OU is a closed contour containing yo and y;, and U is the domain that
is exterior to this contour. ]

4.6 Proof of part (e)

Proof. We know from Theorem [2.3| (b) that ¢ — ¢4, increases with ¢ for
every j, and tu;; has total mass ¢ + j — 1. Then

Ot .
,Oj:pj,t:(gtj’t), j=0,...,r+1 (4.16)

is a probability measure on supp(j;) for every j. In particular pp = d_;-1

by (2.3).
Thus by differentiating (2.21) for j = 1 with respect to t,

09 (z) / dpi(z) 1
oo ) z—x z4gq

-1
Since pp and p; are both probability measures we obtain from this

1) (5 T T -1
o( <I>at( ) :/ jpl(x) n ziq’l. (4.17)
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For Im z > 0 both terms in the right-hand side of (4.17) have negative
imaginary parts (since xdpi(z) is a positive measure), while for Imz < 0
the two terms have positive imaginary parts. In other words

0 <0 for Imz >0
ZIm (20W (2 ’
ot < ( )) {>0 for Im z < 0,

Therefore the part in the upper half plane where Im (z@(l) (z)) < 0 increases
with ¢t. Similarly, the part in the lower half plane where Im (zé(l)(z)) >0
increass with ¢, which proves part (e) in view of the definition (2.23)) of
U. O

4.7 Proof of part (f)

Proof. 1t is clear from that 2®()(z) is real-valued for z € OU. The
point of part (f) is that OU is characterized by .

Being a meromorphic function on a compact Riemann surface, ® satisfies
the algebraic equation

r4+1 r+1
I1 (q> - CIJ(j)(z)> = 4 Y (D)@t =0 (4.18)
j=1 k=1

where ey, (z) is the kth elementary symmetric function in &M ... &+D,

ie.,

k
en(z) = > [T29 ). (4.19)

1<ji<-<gp<r+1ll=1

Each e; is a rational function of z € C with real coefficients and simple
poles at —¢~! and at (—1)"¢, due to the simple poles of ®1) and &+ at
these respective values, see ([4.2) and ([£.3). Since 20U)(z) — 1 as z = oo
for every j by Lemma (a), and there are (Tj,gl) terms in (4.19) we have

1
Fep(z) — (r—]: ) as z — 00.

By Lemma (4.1 (¢) z = 0 is a simple zero of z® on the Riemann surface, and
from ([4.19) we get that z¥ej(z) becomes zero for z = 0. Thus

& ():<r+1> z2(z + Ag)

s k) GEra - (=g
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for some real value Ay.
Using this in (4.18)) and clearing denominators by multiplying with 2" (z+
¢ 1) (z — (—1)"q) we obtain

S (s 4a7Y) (- (-1 g @7

r+1
1 DI G IR IE e Y
k=1

We separate terms that are polynomial in z® to rewrite (4.20) as (with
Ao=q' = (-1)"q)

r—+1
(17T gy
> ()
r+1
e ey SR (T T gyt
= (-1 @) kZOu)(k)(@)
= (=172 (2®) T 4 2 (2@ — 1) (4.21)

In the last step we used the binomial theorem.

Let z € OU. Then 2®()(2) is real and it satisfies the equation [@.21),
which means that the left-hand side is real since each Ay is real. Thus the
right-hand side is real as well, and taking imaginary parts we obtain since
20 (2) is real,

r+1 Im z

P= VTR

(,'<:<I>(1)(,2’))TJrl +Imz (z(I)(l)(z) - 1)r+1 , for z e OU.

This equation leads to (2.24) whenever Imz # 0. Thus (2.24) holds for
z € OU \ R and by continuity it also holds for z € OU N R. O

5 Proof of Theorem 2.11]

5.1 Proof of part (a)

Proof. Since p* is the symmetric pullback of the probability measure p1, it
is also a probability measure. That uq is a probability measure as well can
be seen from the formulas in Lemma below, by letting z — oo in either
(5.3) (in case  is bounded), or (in case  is unbounded). O
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5.2 Proof of part (b)

Proof. Since tui 4 is increasing by Theorem (b), also tu; increases with
t.
The domains U; increase with ¢t by Theorem Then also € increases

with ¢ and then tuqg, also increases with ¢, since by ([2.28)) this is just the

spherical area measure %(1‘14';2))2 restricted to €. ]

5.3 Stieltjes transform of pq

The proofs of parts (c) and (d) are modelled after the proofs in the paper
[11] that deals with the case r = 1. See in particular the proof of Proposition
4.1 in [I1]. As a preparation we need the following formula for the spherical
Schwarz function from (2.26]), which is the analogue of [I1], (5.1)].

Lemma 5.1. We have

2rtl g1 z—x

Proof. Since p* is the symmetric pullback of p; under the mapping z —
2"+ we can easily verify that their logarithmic potentials are related via

* ].
v (Z):r+1

and also, with appropriate branches of the logarithm,

/log(z —x)du*(z) = 7441_1 log (ZH_l — ) dp (z).

UM (ZrJrl)'

Taking the z-derivative we find

/d:u*(x) _ ZTF1(2T+1). (52)

z—x
Then combining (2.26)), (4.2), and (5.2]), we find (5.1)). O

The following lemma is the analogue of [I1, Lemma 5.2] and its proof is
also very similar.

Lemma 5.2. The Stieltjes transform of pq satisfies

/d,uQ(x) _ / d/ﬁ*(fU)’ 2eC\Q, (5.3)

zZ— X VAR i
dug () (1 —1t)2" z
= — . -4
/ r— i+ g D) P € 0 (5:4)
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Proof. Take z € C\  first. Then by (1.9), (2.28), the complex Green’s
formula, and the property (2.27)) of the spherical Schwarz function, we find

if © is bounded,
[ st L p
z—s 7 Jq(z—s8)(1+]s]2)2

1 7{ 5 d
= — s
271 Joq (2 — s)(1 + |s]?)
i 5(s) ds
21t Joo 2 — s
1
S 56 4, (5.5)
21 Joc\q) 2 — S

Since the complex Green’s formula applies to bounded domains, one has
to modify the calculation in case €2 is unbounded. Then one first makes a
cut-off to {z € Q| |z| < R} with a large R > 0. The Green’s formula then
produces an additional integral over |z| = R, which however tends to zero
as R — oo, due to the fact that f&ss) = O(572%) as s — oo. Thus also
holds in the unbounded case.

The remaining integral in is evaluated with the residue theorem
for C\ . The spherical Schwarz function S has r + 1 simple poles at the
solutions of "1 = —¢~!, the poles are all in C \ €2, and from it can
be checked that S has the same residue Tlﬁ at each of the poles. Together
they give the contribution

1—t¢ 1 (1 —1t)z"

_ = _ 5.6

r4+1 Z 2 — 8 Zr+1_‘_q71 ( )
srHl=_g—1

to the integral . There is an additional pole in at s = z with the
contribution S(z). Finally, note that there is no contribution from infinity
in case C\ Q2 is unbounded, since the integrand in is O(s72) as s — .
In total we get

duols)  (1—)
tL:—W+S(Z), ZE(C\Q,

z— S

and (5.4) follows because of (5.1)).

Let z € Q\ 0. Take £ > 0 such that the disk D(z,¢) of radius ¢ around
z is contained in . Then by a calculation similar to (5.5)), with complex
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Green’s theorem and the spherical Schwarz function

t/ dpa(s) L 5(s) 4
Q\D(z,¢) z— S 21 A(C\Q) z— S

1 s
27 Sy =S (L1 ) (5:7)

The integral over 9(C\ 2) is again evaluated using the residue theorem, but
in the present situation there is no contribution from s = z, but only the
combined contribution from the poles of S. The integral over the circle
dD(z,¢) (including the prefactor —z=-) tends to ﬁ as ¢ — 04. Thus

letting € — 0+ in (5.7) we obtain ([5.4)). O

5.4 The log integral of uq

We will need the following result in the TIS case for the proof of Lemma

B below.
Lemma 5.3. In FIS and TIS cases we have

Ure(0) + log g = 0. (5.8)

1-t
(r+1)t
In BIS case we have

. 1—¢ 1
U+ (O)+(7“—i—1)t10gq_2t(7"+1)/xl (Cb(l)(x)—@(z)(x)> dx <0

but we will not prove this as we do not need it for the proof of parts (c) and
(d) of Theorem [2.11]

Proof of Lemmal5.3 In the proof we use logz = log|x| + iargz with 0 <
argx < 2w, and we are going to show that

1—-1t¢
r+1
and then (5.8) will follow by taking the real parts on both sides. The eval-

uation of (5.9) follows along the lines of the proof of Lemma but there
is a non-trivial extra step required in the TIS case.

t/log(m)dug(m’) = logg+tmi in FIS and TIS cases (5.9)

We start with the FIS case. Consider the cut-off domain

Qrs ={z € Q| |z| < R,dist(z,[0,00)) > ¢}
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with large R > 0 and small § > 0. Due to our definition of the logarithm
with the branch cut along [0, c0) we can apply the complex Green’s theorem
to the integral over Qg 5 and we find in FIS case

1 / log dA(x) 1 log 5 d
— 0BT 55 = o S R
T Japs o (LH[P)? 0 2mi Joq,, T 1+ ]s?

IR S }zé | ® 4
— ogSsS—————=das — ogSsS————=as
omi Joo O TSP 2w figen o L |

By
— —=d 1
/0 T2 (5.10)

as 6 — 0+4. The last term in (5.10]) is the combined contribution of the
upper and lower sides of the branch cut of the logarithm. It yields

R
1

The second integral in the right-hand side of ([5.10]) is evaluated with
parametrization s = Re', 0 < 6 < 27, to give

! lo (s)ids _ RlogR U i
ST R T TR 1+ R?
=logR+mi+o0(l) as R — oc. (5.12)

271 |s|:R

In the first term we use (2.27) and then evaluate the integral by a residue
calculation over C\ Q. The complement of €2 consists of r + 1 disjoint disks
in FIS case, see Figure 4, and S(s) is meromorphic with one simple pole at

the solution of s"T1 4+ ¢~! in each of the disks with residue 1}4_;; Therefore
1

s 1
— @ logs————5ds = —— 1 S(s)d
2mi JQ{Q ogsl + [s]? ’ 2mi 7{9(0\52)( o8l

1-t¢

s:sTtl=—q—1

1t
Cr+1

Letting R — oo in (5.10) we find from (2.28), (5.11f), (5.12) and ([5.13])
that

logqg— (1 —t)mi (5.13)

1 dA(x)
¢ [ d = lim lim = log z ————55
[ rostertnat) = i i [ ose
_1-f + tmi
Cor+1 eedT
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as claimed in (5.9)) in FIS case.

In TIS case we have to adjust the above calculation in two ways. First,
since 2M[0, 00) = [0, y3]U[y3, 00), with y; = yjl/(TH) the integral over [0, R]

in (5.10) is replaced by

R Y3 T
- 1 1 .
/ / 1+ 5d /y; 1+w2dl‘+ ogR+o0(l) asR— oo

Second, in the evaluation ([5.13|) of the integral over €, there is a contribution
from the intersection [y, y3] of C\ £ with the positive real line, due to the
discontinuity of the logarithm. Instead of (5.13]) we get

*

L 7{1 5 gs= 17t (1—t)mi /ygs( )d
- og s s = o — — 1)l — xIr)ax
2mi Jq 8 1+ s]? r+18d ” ’

2

and the result is the formula

1—t ) v3 x
t [ log(z)duq(z) = ] logq + tmi — S(z) — 1522 dx
Y3

for the TIS case.

To obtain it remains to prove that the integral in the right-hand
side vanishes, and we do this by showing the identity in Lemma
below. The right-hand side of is zero and to see this we recall
from which we get

3D (2) — 8 (x) = 1(2F, (2) — Fol) — Fo()
= —t% (UMY (x) — UM (x) — UH*(x)), for z1 < < xa.

We also recall that 2U#* — U0 — U#2 vanishes on the support of uy, and
hence in particular at both x; and x2. Then the right-hand side is indeed 0
by the fundamental theorem of calculus.

Lemma is thus proved, pending the proof of the remarkable identity
(5-14)). Since the proof of this identity uses new ideas that were not in [I1],
we decided to give it in a separate lemma. O

Lemma 5.4. In the TIS case we have
v3 T 1
- Jdr=—— o @ (z)) d 14
[ (50 ) =5ty [ (000 —00@)ar 619
where y¥ = y]+1 for j =2,3.
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Proof. Consider w = ®dz as a meromorphic differential on the Riemann

surface. Then 2
7{ w = / (80 (2) - 20(2)) d (5.15)
a 1

for the cycle a that goes from 1 to xo on the first sheet, and back from x-
to x1 on the second sheet, cf. Figure The meromorphic differential has
simple poles at —¢~! on first sheet, at (—1)"q on last sheet, and at oo with
respective residues 1 — ¢, r + ¢, and —1 — r.

Since z® is a degree two meromorphic function we can represent the
Riemann surface R by the equations

3
7P =1[¢-¢), ¢==22 (5.16)
j=0

with ¢; = yjq)(l)(yj), for 7 = 0,1, 2,3, being the four branch points of { with
Yo < y1 < y2 < y3 by Lemma and

0<G<@<@E<@<I,

see also Figure [6] In the new coordinates R is a two sheeted cover of the
(-plane, with branch cuts [(1, (2] and [(3,{o]. We label the sheets so that
2z = —q~ ! corresponds to ( = co on the first sheet and z = (—1)"q to { = oo
on the second sheet. Then 7 is positive for real { > (p on the first sheet.
The point z = co corresponds to the point ( = 1 on the second sheet. The
a-cycle goes from (5 to (3 on the first sheet and back from (3 to (s on the
second sheet.

The meromorphic differential w has simple poles at the two points at
¢ = oo with residues 1 — ¢ and r 4+ ¢, and at ( = 1 on the second sheet with

residue —1 — r. Then
¢

2w+ (r + 1)a (5.17)

has residues +(1 — 2t —r) at the two points at infinity, and residues +(r+1)
at the two points with ¢ = 1. Thus (5.17)) has an anti-symmetry with respect
to the involution (¢,n) — (¢, —n) of R. It follows that

d¢ AP+ BC+CdC
(-1 (-1 n

for certain constants A, B, and C. From this form we conclude that

3
]é(2w—i—(7“—1—1)<alf1>dg“:2/C <2w+(r+1)cdfl)dc
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with integration on the first sheet. Clearly §, % = 0 and therefore

fom [F (2o eengs)

=2 /y3 dW (2)dz 4+ (r + 1) (log(1 — ¢3) — log(1 — (2)) (5.18)

2

since [(2, (3] on the first sheet corresponds to [y2, y3] on the first sheet in the
original z-variable where w = ®()(z2)dz.
Changing variable z = z"*! and using (2.26) we have

*

2 Ys

/ o0z = (r 1 1) [ S(2)da (5.19)

1
since y; = yj"."“. For the last term on the right of (5.18]) we recall that
G = y]@(l)(yj) and y; belongs to OU. Therefore it satisfies the equation

(22, that is,

2
y (v5)? .
s s SRR
1 +y]7'n+1 y]
which we rewrite as
log (1 —¢;) = —log (1+ (yj*)Z) , for j = 2,3. (5.20)

Hence

log (1 — (o) — log (1 — ¢3) = log (1 + (¥5)?) —log (1 + (v3)?)

2 5w d 5.21

Combining (5.15)), (5.18)), (5.19)), (5.21)) we obtain the equality of the two
integrals in (|5.14]). O

5.5 Measures v; and p;

For the proofs of parts (c¢) and (d), we also need to consider the dynamical
picture where we vary t, see [I1} section 6]. To emphasize the t-dependence
we attach a subscript ¢ to the notions that vary with t.
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We already observed in part (b) that tu; and tuq; increase with ¢. The
derivatives

9 )
P= 5 (tug), ve= o (tuoyt) (5.22)

therefore exist for almost every ¢, as can be proved as in [8, Theorem 2], but
in our case the derivatives actually exist for every t € (0,1).

Both p; and vy are probability measures, with supp(p:) = supp(p;) and
supp(v¢) = 0y, see (2.28). Indeed 14 measures how the domain €2, grows in
the spherical metric as ¢ increases.

Applying %t to the identities and for the Stieltjes transforms,

and using (b.22]), we get

/dyt(S) _ /ipt—(?’ ee (5.23)

z—s z"
s 2 €.

Lemma 5.5. There are constants Cy and Coy such that the following hold.

(a) We have
U (z) < U (z) + Cay, z € C, (5.24)
with equality for z € C\ Q.
(b) We have
1
U(z) < g log |2 + ¢+ C1y, z€C, (5.25)

with equality for z € €.

Proof. (a) The first identity in ((5.23) implies that U"* — U** is constant on
each connected component of C\ ;. Thus for some constant Cy,

U (2) = UP'(2) + Cay, 2 €C\Q, (5.26)

since C \ Q; is either connected (in BIS and TIS cases), or consists of
r + 1 disjoint components (in FIS case) where due to r + 1-fold rotational
symmetry the constant is the same on each component. If €; is bounded
(the BIS case) then Cy; = 0, since both potentials in behave as
—log|z| + o(1) as z — oo.

Since v4 is supported on 0€), the function UPt — Ut is superharmonic
on the interior of {2, including at oo if {2; is unbounded. By the minimum
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principle for superharmonic functions we find the corresponding inequality

(5.24) on 4, and part (a) follows.

(b) For part (b) we argue similarly, but there is an additional twist when
Q¢ is not connected (the TIS case). Using the second identity of (5.23),
we apply similar reasoning to U”* and —i log |2" Tt 4+ ¢~ 1|, which is the
logarithmic potential of the discrete measure with mass % at each solution
of 271 4 ¢! = 0. We find that

log ’Zr-i-l + q—l‘

1
U™ (z) +
(2) r+1
is constant on each connected component of €);.
In BIS and FIS cases we have that ; is connected and therefore for
some constant C1 ¢,

U (z) = — ! log |2 + ¢ + Oy, z € Qy, (5.27)
r+1 '
in BIS and FIS cases. If €); is unbounded then we let 2 — oo in and
we find that C1; = 0 in FIS case.

In TIS case we have that €; has two connected components. We find
that holds with C'1; = 0 in the unbounded component for the same
reason that C1; = 0 in FIS case. The bounded component could potentially
have a different constant. However we are able to compute U"*(z) at z = 0
because of Lemma [5.3| which says that

1—1¢
r+1

turet(0) = — log q
in the TIS case. Then taking the t-derivative and using the definition ({5.22])
of v, we obtain
1
vt — 1
U™(0) = - logg,

which implies that (5.27) with C; = 0 holds for z = 0 and thus throughout
the bounded component as well in the TIS case.

From 15.27: and the fact that 14 is supported on 0§, we obtain the
inequality (5.25)) in all cases (by the minimum principle, as in the proof of
part (a)) and part (b) follows. O

Remark 5.6. The identity (5.26)) and the fact that supp(v;) = 9 show
in fact that
Vg = Bal(pt, 8Qt)
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Similarly (5.27) gives that

1
vi=Bal | — > 6,0

Z’r+1:_q71

Thus v, is a balayage measure onto 0¢); from two sides. It is the balayage
of p; which is supported inside €2, and it is also the balayage of a discrete
measure supported in the complement on ;.

5.6 Proof of part (c)
Proof. Integrating the identities ([5.22)) we obtain the identities

t t
t'u: = / psds’ and t,UzQﬂf == / Vsdsa (528)
0 0

which are analogous to the formulas of Buyarov and Rakhmanov [8] for
varying families of measures on the real line. We also have

1
tuos = lim T[LQ’T—/ veds
t

T—1—
dA(z) !
=T — ds. 5.29
ey AR (>:29)
We can calculate the logarithmic potential
dA(s) 1 9
— [ loglz — | —— = —=log (1 + |2|7), z e C.
[ sl = sl = G lom (14 12P)

Therefore by (5.29) and ([5.25)), we have for every z € C,

1 1
tUHQ,z(Z) — _5 log (1 + |Z’2) . / UVs(Z)dS
t

_1 2 ! 1 r+1 -1 _
> 210g(1+|z])+/t <T+1log’z +q ' = Crs ) ds

1 2 -t +1 -1
=3 log (1+ [2]%) + mlog |27+ ¢t + ey, (5.30)
1 /1
with ¢ = _t/ C1 sds.
¢
Equality holds in (5.25|) for z € €; which implies that equality holds in

(5.30) for
z€ (] Q=9,
t<s<1

since ; C Q4 whenever ¢t < s. The proof of part (c) is complete. O
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5.7 Proof of part (d)
Proof. We obtain for every z € C, using (5.28]) and ([5.24)),

tU”Qvt(z):/O U (z)ds
< /0 (U () + Co) ds

\ I
=tUM (2) + teoy  with coy = t/ Cy sds.
0

Equality holds, by Lemma (a), for

ze [) (C\Q)=C\Qy,

0<s<t

since )5 C )y whenever s < t. O
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