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KP INTEGRABILITY OF

NON-PERTURBATIVE DIFFERENTIALS

by Alexander Alexandrov, Boris Bychkov,
Petr Dunin-Barkowski, Maxim Kazarian & Sergey Shadrin

Abstract. — We prove the KP integrability of non-perturbative topological recursion, which
can be considered as a formal ℏ-deformation of the Krichever construction of algebro-geometric
solutions of the KP hierarchy. This property goes back to a 2011 conjecture of Borot and
Eynard.

Résumé (Intégrabilité KP des différentielles non perturbatives). — Nous démontrons l’inté-
grabilité KP de la récursion topologique non perturbative, qui peut être vue comme une
ℏ-déformation formelle de la construction de Krichever des solutions algébro-géométriques de
la hiérarchie KP. Cette propriété remonte à une conjecture de Borot et Eynard datant de 2011.
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1. Introduction

The celebrated Novikov conjecture on the Riemann–Schottky problem stated that
the Jacobians of smooth algebraic curves are exactly those indecomposable principally
polarized abelian varieties whose Θ functions are KP integrable. It prompted enor-
mous developments at the interface of algebraic geometry and integrable systems that
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have proved very fruitful for both areas, and it was resolved by Krichever and Shiota
(see [Kri77], [Shi86], and also [KS13] for their joint survey of this topic). A far-reaching
outcome for the theory of integrable systems is a vast supply of the so-called algebro-
geometric solutions of the KP hierarchy constructed by Krichever [Kri77] that can be
associated with a choice of a compact Riemann surface Σ, a point p ∈ Σ with a local
coordinate at it, and a few more parameters. Remarkably, the Krichever construc-
tion admits a system of deformations (preserving the KP integrability property) that
depend on an additional choice of two meromorphic functions (or differentials) on Σ.
The existence of these deformations was conjectured by Borot and Eynard in [BE12],
and the purpose of this paper is to give a proof of the Borot–Eynard conjecture.

While the implications of the existence of these deformations of the Krichever
algebro-geometric solutions of the KP hierarchy in the context of the Riemann–
Schottky-type problems are yet to be studied, it is worth mentioning that the ideas
that led Borot and Eynard to their conjecture are closely connected to a completely
different corner of mathematics, and they subsequently found applications in knot
theory [BE15]. In a nutshell, the KP integrability in this latter case is a step towards
understanding the strong ties between the hyperbolic geometry of the complement of
a knot and its quantum invariants coming from the Chern–Simons theory (the full
correspondence is the subject of the so-called AJ conjecture).

1.1. Notation. — Throughout the paper we use the following notation:
• Let JnK be the set of indices {1, . . . , n}. For each I ⊂ JnK let zI denote the set of

formal variables / points on a Riemann surface / functions (respectively, depending
on the context) indexed by i ∈ I.

• For the n-th symmetric group Sn, its subset of cycles of length n is denoted
by Cn. Let det◦(Aij) denote the connected determinant of a matrix (Aij) given in the
case of an n× n matrix by

det◦(Aij) := (−1)n−1
∑
σ∈Cn

n∏
i=1

Ai,σ(i).

• The operator
⌊
z→z′ denotes the restriction of an argument z to the value z′,

that is,
⌊
z→z′ f(z) = f(z′). When we write

⌊
→z

, we mean that the argument of a
function or a differential to which this operator applies is set to z, without specifying
the notation for the former argument.

• To shorten the notation, we often omit the summation sign over an index that
runs from 1 to g. For instance, θ∗η :=

∑g
i=1 θ∗,iηi,

∫
B
∂w :=

∑g
i=1

∫
Bi

∂wi
, η(z)∂w :=∑g

i=1 ηi(z)∂wi , kTTk :=
∑g

i,j=1 kiTijkj , bTw :=
∑g

i=1 biwi, etc.
• Let S(z) denote z−1(ez/2 − e−z/2).

1.2. KP integrability for a system of differentials. — We study KP integrabil-
ity as a property of a system of differentials, see e.g. [KNTY88, Oog90], or, more
recently, [ABDB+25b].
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Consider a connected smooth Riemann surface Σ. Let ωn, n ⩾ 1, be a system of
symmetric meromorphic n-differentials such that ωn is regular on all diagonals for
n > 2, and ω2 has a pole of order two on the diagonal with biresidue 1. Define the
bi-half-differential

(1) Ω1(z
+, z−)

=

√
dχ(z+)

√
dχ(z−)

χ(z+)− χ(z−)
exp

( ∞∑
m=1

1

m!

(∫ z+

z−

)m(
ωm(zJmK)− δm,2

dχ(z1)dχ(z2)

(χ(z1)− χ(z2))2

))
,

where χ is any meromorphic function, that can serve as a local coordinate in the
vicinity of both points z+ and z−; the result is in fact independent of this choice.

Definition 1.1. — We say that {ωn}n⩾1 is KP integrable, if the following determi-
nantal identity holds:

ωn(zJnK) = det◦ ∥Ω1(zi, zj)∥, n ⩾ 2.

The diagonal entries of the matrix ∥Ω1(zi, zj)∥ are not defined, but the connected
determinant does not involve them for n ⩾ 2.

Remark 1.2. — The differential ω1 can also be recovered from Ω1 by

ω1(z1) =
⌊
z2→z1

(
Ω1(z1, z2)−

√
dχ(z1)

√
dχ(z2)

χ(z1)− χ(z2)

)
,

for any choice of a local coordinate χ, but this equality holds independently of KP
integrability.

In fact, the choice of ω1 does not affect KP integrability, and we could simply set
ω1 = 0 and to drop the summand with m = 1 in the formula for Ω1. With this
modification of Ω1, the determinantal formula still holds. Note, however, that it does
affect the relation between the actually given ω1 and Ω1, so we keep the form of Ω1

given above.

A point o ∈ Σ is called regular for the system of differentials {ωn} if ωn−δn,2
dz1dz2

(z1−z2)2

is regular at (o, . . . , o) ∈ Σn for all n ∈ Z>0, where z is a local coordinate on Σ near o.
To any regular point o ∈ Σ and any local coordinate z at this point, we can associate
a formal infinite power series τ = τo,z(t1, t2, . . . ) defined by the power expansion in
the local coordinate z of the following equality:

ωn(zJnK) =
⌊
t→0

δz1 . . . δzn log(τ) + δn,2
dz1dz2

(z1 − z2)2
, δz =

∞∑
k=1

zk−1dz
∂

∂tk
.

Then the KP integrability of a system of differentials {ωn} is equivalent to the con-
dition that τ is a KP tau function for at least one choice of regular o and z, and then
it is automatically a KP tau function for any choice of regular o and z [ABDB+25b,
Th. 2.3].

While discussing KP integrability of a system of differentials {ωn}, it is useful to
consider an extended set of n|n differentials (in fact, half-differentials) Ωn and Ω•

n

J.É.P. — M., 2026, tome 13
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defined as follows. Let B be any symmetric bidifferential with a second-order pole
on the diagonal with biresidue one, in particular, one can set B = ω2 or simply
B = dz1dz2/(z1 − z2)

2 for some local coordinate z. In the global situation, when Σ

is compact, one usually takes as B the Bergman kernel which is normalized by the
vanishing of its A-periods. Consider also the form E defined by

1

E(z+, z−)
=

√
dχ(z+)

√
dχ(z−)

χ(z+)− χ(z−)
exp

(
1

2

∫ z+

z−

∫ z+

z−

(
B(z1, z2)−

dχ(z1)dχ(z2)

(χ(z1)− χ(z2))2

))
.

Note that the right-hand side is independent of the choice of a meromorphic func-
tion χ that can be considered as a local coordinate in the vicinity of z+ and z−

(see [ABDB+25b, Eq. (3.10)]), but it depends on the choice of B, and, for a spe-
cific B, it coincides with the prime form, see Section 2.2. With this notation, the
so-called disconnected extended n|n differentials are defined by

(2) Ω•
n(z

+
JnK, z

−
JnK) =

∏
1⩽k<l⩽n

E(z+k , z
+
l )E(z−k , z−l )

E(z+k , z
−
l )E(z−k , z+l )

n∏
i=1

1

E(z+i , z
−
i )

× exp

( ∑
m1,...,mn⩾0∑n
i=1 mi=m⩾1

n∏
i=1

1

mi!

(∫ z+
i

z−
i

)mi

(ωm − δm,2B)

)
.

Their connected counterparts are given by the following formula:

Ωn(z
+
JnK, z

−
JnK) :=

n∑
ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ−1

ℓ

∑
I1⊔···⊔Iℓ=JnK

∀jIj ̸=∅

ℓ∏
j=1

Ω•
|Ij |(z

+
Ij
, z−Ij ).(3)

One can check that the definition of these symmetric bi-half-differentials does not
depend on the choice of B. In particular, expressions (2)–(3) for Ω1 = Ω•

1 are equiv-
alent to (1). Notice that the poles on the diagonals z+i = z−i cancel out for the
connected n|n differentials for n ̸= 1, and we have

ωn(zJnK) =
⌊
z+

JnK→zJnK

⌊
z−

JnK→zJnK
Ωn(z

+
JnK, z

−
JnK), n ⩾ 2.

The following statement is a well-known reformulation of KP integrability (see
[ABDB+25b, Th. 4.4], where it is stated in almost the same notation, or, e.g., [EO25]):

Proposition 1.3. — A system of differentials {ωn}n⩾1 is KP integrable if and only if
the following determinantal identities for extended differentials hold true:

Ω•
n(z

+
JnK, z

−
JnK) = det ∥Ω1(z

+
i , z

−
j )∥,

Ωn(z
+
JnK, z

−
JnK) = det◦ ∥Ω1(z

+
i , z

−
j )∥.

Note that Definition 1.1 can then be recovered as a special case of the second equa-
tion by letting z±i → zi, i = 1, . . . , n. The following remarks regarding the definitions
of Ω•

n and Ωn are in order.

J.É.P. — M., 2026, tome 13
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Remark 1.4. — Equations (1) and (2) contain an infinite summation in the exponent.
In order to avoid problems with convergence, we either have to interpret these formulas
as expansions in some suitable local coordinate, or assume some extra expansion of
ωn in a formal parameter ℏ such that the coefficients of the expansion in ℏ are finite
expressions.

Remark 1.5. — When working with half-differentials, we have to choose a square root
of the canonical line bundle on Σ (this concerns both E and Ωn). In the constructions
below in terms of the Θ functions, this choice is dictated by the choice of odd theta
characteristics.

An example of a KP integrable system of differentials is given by the so-called
Krichever differentials [Kri77], which we briefly recall below. Another example of
a KP integrable system of differentials is any system of differentials produced by
topological recursion on a genus 0 spectral curve (we recall the definition below),
see [ABDB+26a, ABDB+25a].

Finally, our main result in this paper is that these two constructions can be merged
into a system of the so-called non-perturbative differentials of topological recursion,
proposed and further studied in [EM11, BE12, BE15, EO25], which we also prove to
be KP integrable, as it was conjectured by Borot and Eynard in [BE12].

We conclude this section with the following remark (not directly concerning KP
integrability directly). For a given system of differentials {ωn}, along with the differ-
entials Ω•

n and Ωn we will also use also their certain specializations of them. Namely,
given additionally two additional functions x and y, we can rewrite the connected
n|n half-differentials in different coordinates near the diagonal using the substitution
z±i = e±(uℏ/2)∂xi zi, where xi := x(zi), yi := y(zi), simultaneously promoting them to
the so-called extended n-differentials:

Wn(zJnK, uJnK) :=
( n∏

i=1

eui

(
S(uiℏd/dxi)−1

)
yi

) ⌊
z±
i →e±(uiℏ/2)∂xi zi

Ωn(z
+
JnK, z

−
JnK),(4)

Wn(z, u; zJnK) := Wn+1(z, zJnK, u, uJnK)
∣∣
uJnK=0

.(5)

Note that ωn is an obvious specialization of these:
ωn(zJnK) =

⌊
uJnK→0

(
Wn(zJnK, uJnK)− δn,1

dx1

u1ℏ

)
.

The point is that there are explicit combinatorial formulas expressing Ωn, Wn,
and Wn in terms of ω-differentials with summation over certain graphs. We review
and slightly revisit these formulas in Section 3. Here we only give the formula for Wn:

Wn(z, u; zJnK) =
dx

uℏ
eT0(z,u)

∑
JnK=⊔αJα

Jα ̸=∅

∏
α

T|Jα|(z, u; zJα
),(6)

where
(7) Tn(z, u; zJnK)

:=

∞∑
k=1

1

k!

k∏
i=1

(⌊
z̃i→z

uℏS
(
uℏ d/dx̃i

) 1

dx̃i

)(
ωk+n(z̃JkK, zJnK)− δn,0δk,2

dx̃1dx̃2

(x̃1 − x̃2)2

)
+ δn,0u

(
S
(
uℏ d/dx

)
− 1
)
y.

J.É.P. — M., 2026, tome 13
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1.3. Topological recursion. — Topological recursion of Chekhov, Eynard, and
Orantin [CEO06, EO07] associates a system of meromorphic differentials ω

(g)
n , g ⩾ 0,

n ⩾ 1, 2g− 2+n ⩾ 0, to input data that consists of a Riemann surface Σ and a finite
set of points P ⊂ Σ, two meromorphic functions x and y on Σ such that

⌊
→q

dx = 0

and
⌊
→q

dy ̸= 0 for each q ∈ P, and a bidifferential B with a double pole on the
diagonal with biresidue 1. It has its origin in the computation of the cumulants of
the matrix models, and by now it has multiple striking applications in algebraic
geometry, enumerative combinatorics, and mathematical physics.

In the local setup [DBOSS14], one can assume that Σ is just a union of disjoint discs
around points in P. In the global setup, one assumes that Σ is a compact Riemann
surface, and B is the Bergman kernel. But even in the latter case, it is still sufficient
to have dx and dy defined in some neighborhood of the points in P: the resulting
differentials ω

(g)
n of topological recursion are globally defined and meromorphic.

We follow [ABDB+25a], though for the purposes of this paper we restrict ourselves
to the case of a compact Riemann surface Σ with a fixed choice of A and B cycles
and the Bergman kernel B normalized on A cycles. Let dx, dy be two meromorphic
differentials on Σ. For each point q ∈ Σ we consider the local expansions of dx and dy

in some local coordinate z,

dx = a zr−1(1 +O(z))dz, dy = b zs−1(1 +O(z))dz, a, b ̸= 0, r, s ∈ Z,

and we say that the point q is non-special if either r = s = 1 or r+ s ⩽ 0, and special
otherwise.

Definition 1.6. — The initial data of generalized topological recursion is a tuple
(Σ, dx, dy,P), where P ⊔ P∨ is an arbitrarily chosen partition of the set of special
points.

We call the points of P (respectively, P∨) key-points (respectively, ∨-key-points).

Definition 1.7. — The differentials of generalized topological recursion ω
(g)
n , g ⩾ 0,

n ⩾ 1, 2g − 2 + n ⩾ 0, for the initial data (Σ, dx, dy,P) are defined by ω
(0)
2 = B and,

for 2g − 2 + n > 0, they are given by

ω(g)
n (z, zJn−1K) =

∑
q∈P

resz̃=q

(
−
⌊
z→z̃

∑
r⩾1

(
−d

1

dy

)r
[ur]W

(g)
n−1(z, u; zJn−1K)

)∫ z̃

B(·, z),

where the differentials Wn =
∑∞

g=0 ℏ2g−2+nW
(g)
n are computed by (6) for the system

of differentials ωn =
∑

g⩾0
(g,n) ̸=(0,1)

ℏ2g−2+nω
(g)
n , x = x(z), y = y(z).

Remark 1.8. — This definition might look intimidating without the context that led
to it; we refer the reader to [ABDB+25a] for a full discussion. In particular, it indeed
recursively defines ω(g)

n , 2g−2+n > 0, which turn out to be symmetric meromorphic
differentials with the poles only at the key-points.

J.É.P. — M., 2026, tome 13
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Yet another viewpoint on topological recursion is provided by the loop equations.
They apply when dy is holomorphic and non-vanishing at each key-point, while dx

has simple zeros at these points. We refer to this situation as the standard setup of
topological recursion.

Definition 1.9. — We say that a system of differentials {ω(g)
n }, g ⩾ 0, n ⩾ 1,

2g − 2 + n ⩾ 0, satisfies the loop equations at a given point q ∈ P if for any k ⩾ 0 the
following relation holds true:

[uk]euyW(g)
n (z, u) ∈ Ξq,

where the space Ξq is spanned by meromorphic differentials of the form
(
d 1
dx

)j
α,

where j ⩾ 0 and α is holomorphic.

Remark 1.10. — In the standard setup, it is sufficient to consider only k = 0 and k = 1

(the so-called linear and quadratic loop equations), see [ABDB+22, §5]. However,
we keep including all k ⩾ 0 in the parts referring to the standard setup throughout
the paper, as this allows an immediate generalization of the relevant parts to the case
where dx may have higher-order zeros at key-points.

Lemma 1.11 ([ABDB+25a]). — In the standard setup, the definition of the generalized
topological recursion is equivalent to the following:

• ω
(0)
2 = B;

• for 2g − 2 + n > 0 the differentials ω
(g)
n have poles only at the key-points;

• {ω(g)
n } satisfy the loop equations at the key-points;

• they satisfy the projection property:

ωn(z, zJn−1K) =
∑
q∈P

resz̃=q ωn(z̃, zJn−1K)

∫ z̃

B(·, z).

In the global setup, that is, if Σ is compact, there is a canonical choice of B dictated by
the requirement that its A-periods vanish. For this choice of B, the projection property
is also equivalent to the condition that the globally defined differentials ω

(g)
n also have

also vanishing A-periods.

If we assume that dx and dy are globally defined on a compact Riemann surface Σ,
we can trace the effect of the swap of x and y in the initial data of topological recursion
on the resulting differentials. This is a powerful technique developed in a number of
papers [BCGF+23, Hoc24a, Hoc23, ABDB+22], and its natural extension leads to
a vast generalization and a revision of the definition of topological recursion, which
evolved through a sequence of papers in [Hoc24b, ABDB+24a, ABDB+24b] and took
its final form in [ABDB+25a].

In this paper, we use some techniques developed in [ABDB+25b, ABDB+26a,
ABDB+25a], and we refer the reader to the corresponding parts of these papers when
appropriate:

J.É.P. — M., 2026, tome 13
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• The x − y swap action mentioned above and the fact that it preserves KP inte-
grability of a system of differentials [ABDB+25b].

• In the standard setup, there is a deformation formula that captures the effect of
an infinitesimal change of dy near the key-points; it is shown there to preserve the KP
integrability [ABDB+26a].

• Compatibility of the generalized topological recursion with a particular type of
limiting behavior of the input data [ABDB+25a].

1.4. Non-perturbative differentials

The following result was proved in [ABDB+25b, ABDB+26a] for the standard
setup of topological recursion and extended in [ABDB+25a] to generalized topological
recursion:

Proposition 1.12. — The system of differentials ωn, n ⩾ 1, constructed by (gener-
alized) topological recursion is KP integrable if and only if the underlying Riemann
surface Σ has genus 0.

For the Riemann surfaces of higher genus, one has to deal with the so-called non-
perturbative differentials ωnp

n , n ⩾ 1, according to the conjecture of [BE12]. The non-
perturbative differentials were initially introduced in [EM11] in order to achieve the so-
called background independence and modularity of the associated partition function.
In [BE15], they are related to the quantum invariants of knots.

The non-perturbative differentials can be expressed as formal power series in ℏ of
non-topological type, ωnp

n =
∑∞

d=0 ℏdω
np,⟨d⟩
n , with the leading terms given by the so-

called Krichever differentials, which are the cornerstone of Krichever’s construction
of the finite-zone solutions of the KP equations.

Remark 1.13. — Since we have this expansion in ℏ, the adjective “non-perturbative”
might be a bit misleading, but it is by now the standard terminology in this area.

The non-perturbative differentials are the main objects of study in this paper. Their
definition requires some preparation, so in Section 2 we briefly summarize the standard
facts about Θ functions and recall the construction of the Krichever differentials, and
in Section 3.1 we merge the construction of the Krichever differentials with the input
data of the generalized topological recursion discussed above in order to introduce the
non-perturbative differentials and the associated n|n half-differentials.

The main results of the paper, which concern the non-perturbative differentials,
are presented in the rest of Section 3 and can be summarized as follows:

• In the standard setup, they can be described via the loop equations (Theorem 3.7)
and a certain deformation of the projection property (Theorem 3.9), which makes
them the subject of a suitable generalization of the so-called blobbed topological
recursion [BS17].

J.É.P. — M., 2026, tome 13
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• In the generalized setup, the non-perturbative differentials obey the standard
formulas for the x − y swap (Theorem 3.12). These formulas are known to preserve
the KP integrability of a system of differentials.

• In the standard setup, the non-perturbative differentials obey the standard for-
mulas for the dy-deformations (Theorem 3.13). These formulas are also known to
preserve the KP integrability of a system of differentials.

• The previous two results allow us to prove the KP integrability of the system
of non-perturbative differentials (Theorem 3.14). We also present a version of this
statement with some extra free parameters (Corollary 3.15) that can be tuned to
achieve the background independence and to reintroduce the KP times, which are
otherwise omitted in our approach to KP integrability.

Remark 1.14. — Theorem 3.14 resolves the conjecture of Borot and Eynard in [BE12].
We discuss in Section 5 the precise statements in [BE12] and their interrelation in our
notation.
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for encouraging us to apply our methods to this problem. A substantial part of this
project was completed during the stay of the authors at the CGP IBS in Pohang,
which we thank for its hospitality. We also thank the anonymous referees for their
valuable remarks.

A further development. — Since this paper was first submitted, we have found a
new proof of the Borot–Eynard conjecture based on completely different ideas,
see [ABDB+26b]. The principal difference lies between the deformation techniques
used in the present paper (where the Krichever differentials are fixed leading terms
and we move across a variety of KP integrable deformations of the Krichever differ-
entials) and the approach of op. cit. (where the Krichever differentials themselves
are treated as instances of the so-called blobs [BS17] and are deformed through their
restrictions to some open disks).

2. Necessary facts about Jacobians and Θ functions

2.1. Θ functions. — We fix a smooth algebraic genus g curve Σ and a system of A, B
cycles on it. Let η1, . . . , ηg be the basis of holomorphic differentials on Σ normalized
by the condition

∮
Ai

ηj = δi,j and let B be the Bergman kernel normalized on the A

cycles, that is,
∮
Ai

B = 0 and 1
2πi

∫
Bi

B = ηi, i = 1, . . . , g. The g × g matrix T of B
periods Ti,j =

∮
Bi

ηj = 1
2πi

∮
Bi

∮
Bj

B is symmetric and ImT is positive definite. The
Jacobian J is defined as the quotient of Cg by the 2g-dimensional integer lattice

J = Cg/{m+ Tn}, m, n ∈ Zg.

The lattice is chosen so that the following Abel map is well defined:

A : Σ −→ J, p 7−→
(∫ p

q0

η1, . . . ,

∫ p

q0

ηg

)
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with the same contours for all integrals and for some base point q0 fixed in advance.
The Abel map extends to divisors, A(

∑
nipi) =

∑
niA(pi), or even to PicΣ, the

linear equivalence classes of divisors: the values of A on equivalent divisors are the
same.

The Riemann Θ function is defined by the explicit formula
Θ : Cg −→ C,

Θ(w) = Θ(w|T) =
∑
k∈Zg

e2πi(
1
2k

TTk+kTw).

The convergence follows from the positive definiteness of ℑT. A shift of the argument w
by a lattice vector does not preserve Θ but multiplies it by an easily controlled factor.
As a consequence, it does not define a function on the Jacobian but rather a section
of a certain line bundle over J . In particular, for any vector w, the “function” on Σ

defined by
F (p) = Θ(A(p) + w)

is holomorphic (has no poles) but multivalued. Nevertheless, the divisor of its zeros
(if F is not identically equal to zero) is well defined.

The function Θ is even, Θ(w) = Θ(−w). It is also useful to consider also its
odd analogue Θ∗, Θ∗(−w) = −Θ∗(w), defined as follows. Let µ = (µ1, . . . , µg) and
ν = (ν1, . . . , νg) be two vectors (called theta-characteristics) with the entries in {0, 1

2}
such that the following congruence holds: 4µT ν ≡ 1 (mod 2). Then, we set

Θ∗(w) = Θ[µν ]
(w|T) =

∑
k∈Zg

e2πi
(

1
2 (k+µ)TT(k+µ)+(k+µ)T (w+ν)

)
.

This function does depend on the choice of µ and ν, but it is sufficient to fix one of
these choices. In fact, many relations also do not depend on this choice. For example,
we have the following expression for the Bergman kernel:

B(z1, z2) = d1d2 logΘ∗(A(z1 − z2)),

independently of the freedom in the definition of Θ∗ [Mum84, §IIIb, §1].

2.2. Prime form. — Let us expand Θ∗ at the origin,

Θ∗(w) = θ∗w + (higher order terms),

and use the coefficients of the linear terms in this expansion to define the holomorphic
differential dζ = θ∗η. Also, introduce the bi-half-differential

1

E(z1, z2)
=

√
dζ(z1)

√
dζ(z2)

Θ∗(A(z1 − z2))
.

It is well defined in a neighborhood of the diagonal, but its global extension is multi-
valued. It should be considered as a section of a square root of the canonical bundle
on Σ in each of its variables, and the choice of the square root depends on the theta-
characteristics.
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Then, as we have already mentioned above in the Introduction, for any meromor-
phic function χ that can serve as a local coordinate at both z1 and z2 on Σ, the prime
form (2.2) is given by

1

E(z1, z2)
=

√
dχ1

√
dχ2

χ1 − χ2
exp

(
1

2

∫ z1

z2

∫ z1

z2

(
B(z̃1, z̃2)−

dχ̃1dχ̃2

(χ̃1 − χ̃2)2
))

, χi = χ(zi),

where B is the Bergman kernel (2.1). The integrals on the right-hand side are not
defined without the regularization applied in them, but it is easy to check that the
result is independent of the function χ used for the regularization. This equality
implies that 1/E(z1, z2) has no singularities outside the diagonal (but is still mul-
tivalued with possible branchings along non-contractible loops on Σ). The function
Θ∗(A(z1 − z2)) regarded as a function of z1, has a zero at z2 and g− 1 further zeros,
denoted by r1, . . . , rg−1. It follows that dζ has double zeros at r1, . . . , rg−1 and these
points do not depend on z2.

Remark 2.1. — Notice the following useful identity for the prime form E(z1, z2),
which follows from (2.2) and

B(z1, z2) = d1d2 log(E(z1, z2))

(which is equivalent to (2.1) taking into account (2.2)), and which appears in some
computations:

exp

(∫ z+
1

z−
1

∫ z+
2

z−
2

B

)
=

E(z+1 , z
+
2 )E(z−1 , z−2 )

E(z+1 , z
−
2 )E(z−1 , z+2 )

.(8)

2.3. Krichever differentials. — The Krichever construction associates a KP tau
function to an arbitrary choice of a point q∞ ∈ Σ and a local coordinate z at this
point. It is given by the explicit formula

τ(t1, t2, . . . ) = e(1/2)
∑

k,ℓ⩾1 bk,ℓtktℓ
Θ∗(

∑∞
k=1 tkUk + w)

Θ∗(w)
,

where the vectors Uk ∈ Cg and the constants bk,ℓ are determined by the following
expansions at the point q∞:

η(z) =

∞∑
k=1

Ukz
k−1dz,(9)

B(z1, z2) =
dz1dz2

(z1 − z2)2
+
∑
k,ℓ⩾1

bk,ℓz
k−1
1 dz1 zℓ−1

2 dz2.(10)

Note that (2.3) does depend on the choice of the theta-characteristics (and this de-
pendence is used in applications, cf. Corollary 3.15 below), but this choice does not
affect the KP integrability properties.

Proposition 2.2 ([Kri77]). — τ is a KP tau function for an arbitrary (generic) choice
of the g-dimensional parameter w.
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The n-point differentials ωKr
n associated with this tau function according to (1.2)

extend globally and are given explicitly (see [KNTY88]) by

ωKr
n =

( n∏
i=1

η(zi)∂w

)
logΘ∗(w|T) + δn,2B.(11)

Indeed, we see from (2.3) that the loop insertion operator δz acts on log τ by

δz =

∞∑
k=1

zk−1dz
∂

∂tk
=

∞∑
k=1

zk−1dz Uk∂w = η(z)∂w

with a small correction coming from the quadratic terms. This implies (11). Similar
computations also provide also an explicit expression for the n|n half-differentials:
ΩKr,•

n (z+JnK, z
−
JnK)

=
∏

1⩽i<j⩽n

E(z+i , z
+
j )E(z−i , z−j )

E(z+i , z
−
j )E(z−i , z+j )

n∏
i=1

1

E(z+i , z
−
i )

Θ∗(A(
∑n

i=1(z
+
i − z−i )) + w)

Θ∗(w)
.

The KP integrability means that these differentials obey the determinantal identities

(12)
ωKr
n (zJnK) = det◦(ΩKr

1 (zi, zj)), n ⩾ 2,

ΩKr,•
n (z+JnK, z

−
JnK) = det(ΩKr

1 (z+i , z
−
j )).

The differential
ΩKr

1 (z+, z−) =
Θ∗(A(z+ − z−) + w)

E(z+, z−)Θ∗(w)

appearing on the right-hand side is known as the Szegö kernel.

Remark 2.3. — Equation (12) for n = 2 is a version of the so-called Fay trisecant
identity.

For example, we have
ωKr
2 (z1, z2) = −ΩKr

1 (z1, z2)Ω
Kr
1 (z2, z1)

=
Θ∗(A(z1 − z2) + w)Θ∗(A(z2 − z1) + w)

E(z1, z2)2Θ∗(w)2
.

Remark 2.4. — Note that we get not just a single KP integrable system of differentials
but rather a family of such systems parameterized by w and satisfying

ωKr
n+1(z, zJnK)− δn,1B(z, z1) = η(z) ∂w

(
ωKr
n (zJnK)− δn,2B(zJ2K)

)
.

Also note that the freedom in the choice of the theta characteristics entering the
definition of Θ∗ does not affect the KP integrability: a different choice of Θ∗ leads
to a shift of w, multiplication of Θ∗ by a constant, and multiplication by a factor
whose logarithm is linear in w. All these transformations are obvious KP symmetries
(recall that the KP equations have constant coefficients and are at least quadratic in
derivatives). For example, the last one affects only the differential ωKr

1 only.

3. Basic constructions and properties

The proofs of the statements in this section are relegated to Section 4.
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3.1. Definitions of non-perturbative objects. — Let (Σ, dx, dy,P) be the initial
data of (generalized) topological recursion, with the standard Bergman kernel, and
arrange the differentials that it produces into the series

ωm :=
∑
g⩾0

2g−2+m>0

ℏ2g−2+mω(g)
m .

Here and below, the expansion in ℏ is always formal, and the formulas and results as
presented are valid in the realm of formal power series expansions in ℏ.

Definition 3.1 ([BE12]). — The non-perturbative disconnected n|n half-differentials
Ωnp,•

n are defined as

(13) Ωnp,•
n (z+JnK, z

−
JnK) :=

∏
1⩽k<ℓ⩽n

E(z+k , z
+
ℓ )E(z−k , z−ℓ )

E(z+k , z
−
ℓ )E(z−k , z+ℓ )

n∏
i=1

exp
(

1
ℏ
∫ z+

i

z−
i

ω
(0)
1

)
E(z+i , z

−
i )

×
(
exp

(∑
m⩾1

1

m!

( 1

2πi

∮
B

∂w

)m
ωm

)
Θ∗(w|T)

)−1

× exp

( ∑
m0,...,mn⩾0∑n
i=0 mi=m⩾1

1∏n
i=0 mi!

( 1

2πi

∮
B

∂w

)m0
n∏

i=1

(∫ z+
i

z−
i

)mi

ωm

)

Θ∗

(
w +A

(∑n
i=1(z

+
i − z−i )

)∣∣T).
This formula contains infinite summations and makes sense only as an expan-

sion in ℏ. Note that, as presented, the explicit dependence on ℏ is contained only
in the exponential prefactor and in ωm, and there is no explicit dependence on ℏ in
the Θ∗ factors. However, in non-perturbative applications this might be distorted, as w
might be shifted by an ℏ-dependent term. The internal structure of this expression is
described in the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. — The differentials Ωnp,•
n are extended n|n disconnected half-differentials

associated with a certain family of symmetric n-differentials ωnp
n by the following slight

variation of the formulas of Section 1.2:

Ωnp
n (z+JnK, z

−
JnK) :=

n∑
ℓ=1

(−1)ℓ−1

ℓ

∑
I1⊔···⊔Iℓ=JnK

∀jIj ̸=∅

ℓ∏
j=1

Ωnp,•
|Ij | (z

+
Ij
, z−Ij ),(14)

Wnp
n (zJnK, uJnK) :=

( n∏
i=1

e−uiyi

) ⌊
z±
i →e±(uiℏ/2)∂xi zi

Ωnp
n (z+JnK, z

−
JnK),(15)

Wnp
n (z, u; zJnK) := Wnp

n+1(z, zJnK, u, uJnK)
∣∣
uJnK=0

,(16)

ωnp
n (zJnK) =

⌊
uJnK→0

(
Wnp

n (zJnK, uJnK)− δn,1
dx1

u1ℏ

)
,(17)
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and Ωnp,•
n , n ⩾ 1, can be reconstructed from ωnp

n , n ⩾ 1, as

(18) Ωnp,•
n (z+JnK, z

−
JnK) =

∏
1⩽k<ℓ⩽n

E(z+k , z
+
ℓ )E(z−k , z−ℓ )

E(z+k , z
−
ℓ )E(z−k , z+ℓ )

n∏
i=1

exp
(

1
ℏ
∫ z+

i

z−
i

ω
(0)
1

)
E(z+i , z

−
i )

× exp

( ∑
m1,...,mn⩾0∑n
i=1 mi=m⩾1

n∏
i=1

1

mi!

(∫ z+
i

z−
i

)mi

(ωnp
m − δm,2B)

)
.

The corresponding non-perturbative n-differentials ωnp
n are formal power series in ℏ,

whose coefficients are finite algebraic expressions in terms of the integrals of ω(g)
m and

derivatives of logΘ∗(w|T).

Remark 3.3. — Note that the contribution of ω
(0)
1 = y dx is included in (13), for

consistency with the definitions in the other sources. This contribution does not affect
the KP integrability but might be useful, for instance, for the presentation of the loop
equations. However, these terms are not included in ωn or ωnp

n , according to our
convention, in order to avoid the appearance of negative powers of ℏ. For this reason,
the relation between Ωnp

n and Wnp
n and Wnp

n is slightly different from that of (4)–(5).

Lemma 3.4. — The leading term of the expansion of ωnp
n in ℏ is the corresponding

Krichever differential,
ωnp
n = ωKr

n +O(ℏ).

In particular,
⌊
ℏ→0

ωnp
n −δn,2B =

∏n
j=1 η(zj)∂w logΘ∗(w|T) is holomorphic and ωnp

n =

ωKr
n if ω(g)

m = 0 for 2g − 2 +m > 0.
The coefficient of any positive power of ℏ in ωnp

n is a global symmetric meromorphic
differential whose poles in each variable lie only at the points q ∈ P.

Remark 3.5. — Note that the expansion of the non-perturbative n-differentials in ℏ
is not a topological expansion. Nevertheless, we still can still define ω

np,⟨d⟩
n (zJnK) :=

[ℏd]ωnp
n (zJnK), d ⩾ 0. The existence of a topological expansion would mean that these

components could be nonzero only for the values of d of the form 2g−2+n, g ∈ Z⩾0.
However, in general, there are contributions for all nonnegative integers d.

Remark 3.6. — Explicitly, ωnp
n is defined in terms of {ωm} and logΘ∗ by a closed

combinatorial formula with summation over graphs. As a corollary, we obtain similar
combinatorial formulas for all versions of extended differentials Ωnp,•

n , Ωnp
n , Wnp

n , Wnp
n

associated with {ωnp
n } by Equations (18), (14)–(16). All these combinatorial expres-

sions are reviewed in Section 4.

3.2. Loop equations and projection property. — Assume the standard setup of
topological recursion. Define

Wnp,⟨d⟩
n := [ℏd]Wnp

n (z, u; zJnK).
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Theorem 3.7. — The non-perturbative differentials satisfy the loop equations. Namely,
for any key-point q ∈ P and for any k ⩾ 0, we have:

[uk]euyWnp,⟨d⟩
n (z, u; zJnK) ∈ Ξq,

where y is any local primitive of dy. This relation holds identically in z1, . . . , zn.

Remark 3.8. — As in the usual perturbative case [ABDB+22, ABDB+25a], an equiv-
alent way to state the loop equations is to require that∑

r⩾0

(
−d

1

dy

)r
[ur]Wnp,⟨d⟩

n (z, u; zJnK) is holomorphic at z = q for q ∈ P.

Moreover, this relation holds as well in the general setting, with arbitrary orders of
zeros/poles of dx and dy at the key-points.

Theorem 3.7 allows us to compute the principal parts of ω
np,⟨d⟩
n in each variable

once we know ω
np,⟨d′⟩
n′ with d′+n′ < d+n. These principal parts allow us to reconstruct

ω
np,⟨d⟩
n for d ⩾ 1, n ⩾ 1, uniquely from ω

np,⟨0⟩
n , n ⩾ 1, using the following theorem.

Theorem 3.9. — For any d ⩾ 0, n ⩾ 0, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ g we have the following projection
property: ∮

z∈Ai

(
ω
np,⟨d⟩
n+1 (z, zJnK)− η(z)∂wω

np,⟨d⟩
n (zJnK)

)
= 0,(19)

where for n = 0

ω
np,⟨d⟩
0 := [ℏd] log

(
exp

(∑
m⩾1

1

m!

( 1

2πi

∮
B

∂w

)m
ωm

)
Θ∗(w|T)

)
.

Remark 3.10. — This setup is very close to the setup of the so-called blobbed topo-
logical recursion [BS17]. In this analogy, the role of blobs in the present construction
is played by

(∏n
i=1 η(zi)∂w

)
logΘ∗(w|T). Note, however, that the expansion in ℏ is

non-topological. The coupling to blobs might also look a bit different at the first
glance, but the geometry of the underlying Riemann surface allows one to reduce
the

∮
B

integrals to the residues at the points of P.
Let us mention that this setup can also be applied to generalized topological

recursion, but this requires developing the relevant piece of theory, see Section 1.4
and [ABDB+26b].

Remark 3.11. — Note also that Equation (19) has also an alternative interpretation
as a deformation formula. Namely, we can rewrite it as

∂wiω
np,⟨d⟩
n (zJnK) =

∮
z∈Ai

ω
np,⟨d⟩
n+1 (z, zJnK).(20)
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3.3. The x−y swap relation and dy deformations. — Assume the generalized setup
of topological recursion.

Consider the dual topological recursion with the initial data (Σ, dy, dx,P∨). We use
the differentials ω

∨,(g)
n , that it produces, to construct exactly the same sequence of

non-perturbative objects, that is, Ωnp,∨,•
n , Ωnp,∨

n , Wnp,∨
n , ωnp,∨

n , and Wnp,∨
n , defined for

exactly the same theta-characteristics and parameters w. Then the x−y swap formula
can be extended to the non-perturbative context:

Theorem 3.12. — The systems of non-perturbative multi-differentials for (Σ, dx, dy,P)
and (Σ, dy, dx,P∨) are related by the following formulas (as formal expansions in ℏ):⌊

w→−w
ωnp,∨
n (zJnK) = (−1)n

( n∏
i=1

∞∑
r=0

(
−di

1

dyi

)r
[ur

i ]

)
Wnp

n (zJnK, uJnK);(21)

⌊
w→−w

ωnp
n (zJnK) = (−1)n

( n∏
i=1

∞∑
r=0

(
−di

1

dxi

)r
[ur

i ]

)
Wnp,∨

n (zJnK, uJnK).(22)

A useful tool in the theory of topological recursion is the description of the effect of
the deformations of the initial data dx and dy. Our goal is to find the corresponding
formulas in the non-perturbative case. Since we can use the x − y swap formula
discussed above, it is sufficient to study the deformations of y. However, in this case,
we return to the standard setup of topological recursion in order to formulate the
following result.

Consider a deformation of dy given by dy + εd(∆y) for small ε, where ∆y is some
local primitive of the deformation of dy near the points in P. Assume that d(∆y) is
regular at the points in P. Let ωnp

n + ε∆ωnp
n be the corresponding deformations of the

non-perturbative n-differentials.

Theorem 3.13. — We have

∆ωnp
n (zJnK) =

∑
q∈P

resz=q ω
np
n+1(z, zJnK)

∫ z

q

∆y dx.(23)

3.4. KP integrability. — Assume the generalized setup of topological recursion.
The system of non-perturbative n|n half-differentials and (extended) differentials

satisfies the following KP integrability property, expressed as determinantal formulas;
this is the main theorem of the present paper.

Theorem 3.14. — The system of differentials {ωnp
n } is KP integrable, that is, we have:

ωnp
n (zJnK) = det◦(Ωnp

1 (zi, zj)), n ⩾ 2,(24)
Ωnp,•

n (z+JnK, z
−
JnK) = det(Ωnp

1 (z+i , z
−
j )).(25)

The proof of Theorem 3.14 is given in Section 4.6. To accommodate slightly different
conventions in the definitions of the non-perturbative objects in [EM11, BE12, BE15,
EO25], we also state the following slight variation of Theorem 3.14:
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Corollary 3.15. — Let {ω̃np
n } be a system of non-perturbative differentials defined by

the same formulas as in Definition 3.1, but for a different choice of theta characteris-
tics entering the definition of Θ∗, or even where we replace Θ∗(w|T) in Equation (13)
by Θ̃∗(w|T) := aeb

TwΘ∗(w|T) for an arbitrary choice of a constant a and a vector b.
Moreover, in the final expressions for {ω̃np

n }, we can choose arbitrary values of the
parameters w. Then {ω̃np

n } is KP integrable.

Indeed, this modification of Θ∗ leads to a shift of w or to a modification of ωKr
1

in the Krichever construction, which obviously preserves the KP integrability of the
Krichever differentials, and the whole proof of Theorem 3.14 works for the modi-
fied Θ∗, with an extra caveat concerning the change of the argument of Θ∗ under the
x− y swap.

Remark 3.16. — For instance, in [EM11] the authors use the following choice of
parameters

a = e(1/4πiℏ
2)
(∫

A
ω

(0)
1

)T
T
∫
A

ω
(0)
1 −2πiµT ν , b = −1

ℏ

∮
TA

ω
(0)
1 ,

and in the final expressions they set

w =
1

2πiℏ

∮
B−TA

ω
(0)
1

in order to achieve the so-called background independence. Note that this leads to
modified theta functions, and, consequently, to tau functions that are trans-series in ℏ.

Remark 3.17. — Corollary 3.15 is also a tool for reintroducing the (multi-)KP times,
as it is done in [BE12, EO25, KZ25], which we have essentially suppressed everywhere
so far for the clarity of exposition, except in Equation (2.3). To this end, we select a
number of points p1, . . . , pN ∈ Σ∖ P, N ⩾ 1, and consider differentials of the second
kind dΥα

k whose only pole is at pα and has order k + 1, α = 1, . . . , N , normalized
by the condition

∮
A
dΥα

k = 0. Then the following choice of parameters introduces the
multi-KP variables tαk , α = 1, . . . , N , k ⩾ 1:

a = e
1
2

∑
α,k

∑
β,l Υ

αβ
kl tαk tβl , b = 0, w =

1

2πi

∮
B

∑
α,k

tαkdΥ
α
k ,

where Υαβ
kl is a bilinear form obtained by expanding the holomorphic parts of the

primitives of dΥα
k at pβ . We refer to [KZ25, §§3, 4, 5] for a detailed exposition; note

that this construction can be enhanced to include more variables of a “discrete” kind,
cf. also a review in [KS13, Ex. 2 & 3]. We further discuss the KP case in Section 5.

Remark 3.18. — Krichever’s differentials ΩKr,•
n can be interpreted as free fermion cor-

relation functions on the Riemann surface, see e.g. [Oog90]. Then the non-perturbative
differentials Ωnp,•

n correspond to the insertion of Zamolodchikov’s operators [Zam87]
in the standard setup, or of their generalizations in the case of generalized topological
recursion.
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4. Proofs

4.1. Graphical formulas. — The proofs are based on the graphical formula for ωnp
n

proposed in [BE15]. More precisely, in [BE15] the authors give graphical formulas for
the non-perturbative connected n|n half-differentials Ωnp

n , and we further specialize
them here in order to deal with ωnp

n and Wnp
n .

In the rest of this section, as well as in the next section, we use a variety of
(different!) graphs that share many common features. In each formula below, we
define a set G⋆ of 3-level graphs Γ with some additional structure, and the common
ingredients are the following:

• The set of vertices V (Γ) splits into three subsets V (Γ) = Vℓ(Γ) ⊔ Vω(Γ) ⊔ Vθ(Γ),
which we call (multi)leaves, ω-vertices and θ-vertices, respectively.

• Each edge in the set of edges E(Γ) connects an ω-vertex to either a multileaf or
a θ-vertex. Accordingly, the set E(Γ) splits as E(Γ) = Eℓ−ω(Γ) ⊔ Eω−θ(Γ).

• The graph Γ must be connected.
• The set Vℓ(Γ) consists of n or, in some cases, of n+1 ordered multileaves, depend-

ing on the particular problem under consideration.
• Each edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) is decorated by an operator O(e) acting on the decoration

of the ω-vertex where e is attached. The operators have to be specified in each case.
• There is a map g : Vω(Γ) → Z⩾0. An ω-vertex v of Γ with m(v) edges in

Eℓ−ω(Γ) and k(v) edges in Eω−θ(Γ) attached to it and labeled by g(v) is called a
(g(v),m(v), k(v))-ω-vertex.

• We require that 2g(v)− 2 +m(v) + k(v) ⩾ 0 for each ω-vertex v.
• The (0, 0, 2)-ω-vertices are not allowed.
• The two edges attached to the same (0, 2, 0)-ω-vertex cannot both be attached

to the same leaf.
• The (g,m, k)-ω-vertices v are decorated by some differentials ω(v). These deco-

rations have to be specified depending on the particular problem under consideration.
• Each θ-vertex v is decorated by θ(v) := logΘ∗(w|T).
• Each edge e ∈ Eω−θ(Γ) is decorated by the bilinear operator

O(e) :=
1

2πi

∫
B

∂w,

where the
∫
Bi

operators act on the decoration of the attached ω-vertex and the ∂wi

act on the decoration of the attached θ-vertex.
• |Aut(Γ)| denotes the order of the automorphism group of a decorated graph Γ

that preserves all decorations.
• We associate to a graph Γ its weight w⋆(Γ) defined as

w⋆(Γ) :=
1

|Aut(Γ)|
∏

e∈E(Γ)

O(e)

( ∏
v∈Vω(Γ)

ω(v)
∏

v∈Vθ(Γ)

θ(v)

)
,

where the action of the operators associated to the edges on the decorations of the
vertices is prescribed by the graph Γ.
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This structure is further specified in each particular case further by the choice of
the labels of the (multi)leaves and specific conditions on the index of these vertices
(in some cases, they are indeed of index 1, hence the name “leaves”), the associated
operators O(e) for e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ), and the decorations ω(v) for the (g,m, k)-ω-vertices.

4.1.1. Borot–Eynard formula. — Let GΩn be the set of 3-level graphs Γ with some
additional structure described as follows:

• The set Vℓ(Γ) consists of n ordered multileaves ℓ1, . . . , ℓn, that is, there is a fixed
bijection JnK → Vℓ(Γ) such that i 7→ ℓi.

• Each edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) attached to ℓi is decorated by the operator O(e) :=
∫ z+

i

z−
i

.

• Each (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v is decorated by ω(v) := ℏ2g−2+m+kω
(g)
m+k, and the argu-

ments of ω(g)
m+k are put in bijection with the edges attached to v.

Proposition 4.1 ([BE15]). — We have

Ωnp
n =

n∏
i=1

exp
(
1
ℏ
∫ z+

i

z−
i

ω
(0)
1

)
E(z+i , z

−
i )

∑
Γ∈GΩn

wΩn
(Γ).(26)

Remark 4.2. — Proposition 4.1 is already given in [BE15]; we just formalize their
description in a way that is convenient for our proofs below. To this end, in addition
to the standard Feynman graph technique, one has to use two further observations.
First of all, we use Equation (8) in order to dissolve the first factor in (13) into
the (0, 2, 0)-ω-vertices connected to two different multileaves. Moreover, we use the
identity

Θ∗
(
w +A

( n∑
i=1

(z+i − z−i )

)∣∣T) = exp

( n∑
i=1

1

2πi

∫
B

∫ z+
i

z−
i

B∂w

)
exp(logΘ∗(w|T))

(27)

to generate the (0, 1, 1)-ω-vertices whose two edges are connected to a multileaf and
to a θ-vertex.

Remark 4.3. — The right-hand side of (26) contains an infinite sum. However, both
the left-hand side and the right-hand side of (26) are formal power series expan-
sions in ℏ. For each d, there is still an infinite number of graphs Γ ∈ GΩn

that con-
tribute non-trivially to the coefficient of ℏd in the ℏ-expansion, but once we remove
all (0, 1, 1)-vertices, we get only a finite number of possible “core” graphs. Since the
contribution of all possible configurations with (0, 1, 1)-vertices is of exponential type,
see Remark 4.2, there is no problem with convergence.

Proposition 4.1 can easily be specialized to the definitions of ωnp
n and Wnp

n ; let us
describe the necessary modifications.
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4.1.2. A formula for ωnp
n . — Let Gωn

be the set of 3-level graphs Γ with some addi-
tional structure described as follows:

• The set Vℓ(Γ) consists of n ordered leaves ℓ1, . . . , ℓn, that is, there is a fixed
bijection JnK → Vℓ(Γ) such that i 7→ ℓi.

• There is exactly one edge attached to each ℓi.
• The edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) attached to ℓi is decorated by the operator O(e) :=

⌊
→zi

.
• Each (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v is decorated by ω(v) := ℏ2g−2+m+kω

(g)
m+k, and the argu-

ments of ω(g)
m+k are put in bijection with the edges attached to v.

A direct corollary of Proposition 4.1 is the following:

Corollary 4.4. — We have

ωnp
n =

∑
Γ∈Gωn

wωn
(Γ).(28)

Remark 4.5. — Equation (28) is an equality of two formal power series in ℏ. For
each d, there is only a finite number of decorated graphs Γ ∈ Gωn

that contribute
non-trivially to the coefficient of ℏd in the ℏ-expansion.

Remark 4.6. — Note that the constant term in ℏ in Equation (28) is indeed the one
prescribed by Equation (3.4).

Remark 4.7. — Note also that feeding Equation (28) into the right-hand side of
Equation (18), and subsequently applying Equation (14), we get back to Equation (26)
for Ωnp

n .

Remark 4.8. — Finally, note that (28) also makes sense also for n = 0, where the
left-hand side is defined by (3.9), in which case it holds tautologically.

4.1.3. A formula for Wnp
n . — Let GWn be the set of 3-level graphs Γ with some addi-

tional structure described as follows:

• The set Vℓ(Γ) consists of n+ 1 ordered (multi)leaves ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓn, that is, there
is a fixed bijection {0} ∪ JnK → Vℓ(Γ) such that i 7→ ℓi.

• There is exactly one edge attached to each ℓi for i ∈ JnK.
• The edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) attached to ℓi, i ∈ JnK, is decorated by the operator

O(e) :=
⌊
→zi

.
• Each edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) attached to ℓ0 is decorated by the operator O(e) :=

uℏS(uℏ∂x(z)) 1
dx(z)

⌊
→z

.
• Each (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v is decorated by ω(v) := ℏ2g−2+m+kω

(g)
m+k, and the argu-

ments of ω(g)
m+k are put in bijection with the edges attached to v.

A direct corollary of Proposition 4.1 is the following.
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Corollary 4.9. — We have

(29) Wnp
n =

dx

uℏ
exp

(⌊
z′→z

⌊
z′′→z

uℏS(uℏ∂x′)uℏS(uℏ∂x′′)
(B(z′, z′′)

dx′dx′′ − 1

(x′ − x′′)2

))
× exp

(
uS(uℏ∂x)y − uy

) ∑
Γ∈GWn

wWn(Γ).

Here x = x(z), x′ = x(z′), x′′ = x(z′′).

4.2. Proof of the loop equations. — In this section, we prove Theorem 3.7. To this
end, we use Corollary 4.9. In the corresponding graphical formula, we see that we can
collect all the prefactors in (29), and the weights of all ω-vertices attached to ℓ0, and
the operators on the edges incident to ℓ0 into the known graphical formulas for Wm

for some m ⩾ 0. Thus, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 4.10. — We have

Wnp
n =

∑
Γ∈GW′

n

wW′
n
(Γ),(30)

where GW′
n

is the set of 3-level graphs Γ with some additional structure described as
follows:

• The set Vℓ(Γ) consists of n + 1 ordered leaves ℓ0, ℓ1, . . . , ℓn, that is, there is a
fixed bijection {0} ∪ JnK → Vℓ(Γ) such that i 7→ ℓi.

• There is exactly one edge attached to each ℓi for i ∈ {0} ∪ JnK.
• The edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) attached to ℓi, i ∈ JnK, is decorated by the operator O(e) :=⌊

→zi
.

• The edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) attached to ℓ0 is decorated by the operator O(e) :=
⌊
→z

.
• Each (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v not connected to ℓ0 is decorated by

ω(v) := ℏ2g−2+m+kω
(g)
m+k,

and the arguments of ω(g)
m are put in bijection with the edges attached to v.

• The only (g,m+ 1, k)-ω-vertex v that is connected to ℓ0 is decorated by ω(v) :=

ℏ2g−1+m+kW
(g)
m+k, and the arguments of W

(g)
m+k are put in bijection with the edges

attached to v in such a way that the distinguished one corresponds to the edge that
connects v to ℓ0.

According to the definition of the weight wW′
n
(Γ), Equation (30) represents Wnp,⟨d⟩

n

as a finite linear combination of W(g)
m (z, u; z′1, . . . , z

′
m) with 2g+m ⩽ d+1 with some

operators (expressed as a finite sum over graphs) in the variables z′1, . . . , z
′
m. Note

that each of these W
(g)
m (z, u; z′1, . . . , z

′
m) satisfies the loop equations, that is, for any

keyspecial point q ∈ P such that both dx and dy are holomorphic at this point and
dy ̸= 0, and for any k ⩾ 0, we have:

[uk]euyW(g)
n (z, u) ∈ Ξq,

where y is any local primitive of dy (here we use the standard setup). Moreover, this
relation holds identically in z1, . . . , zn. Therefore, we have (4.2) in z for any operator in
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the variables z′1, . . . , z
′
m applied to W

(g)
m (z, u; z′1, . . . , z

′
m). Thus, Wnp,⟨d⟩

n is expressed
as a finite linear combination of elements of Ξq. Hence, [uk]euyW

np,⟨d⟩
n ∈ Ξq. This

completes the proof of Theorem 3.7.

4.3. Proof of the projection formula. — In this section, we prove Theorem 3.9.
Consider Equation (28), with n replaced by n + 1. The sum over graphs in this
expression can be split into two parts, depending on whether or not the leaf ℓn+1 is
attached to a (0, 1, 1)-ω-vertex that is in turn attached to a θ-vertex.

In the first case, since 1
2πi

∫
B
B(zn+1, ·) = η(zn+1), we obtain a sum over graphs

that is manifestly equal to

η(zn+1)∂w
∑

Γ∈Gωn

wω(Γ) = η(zn+1)∂wω
np
n .

The second sum for each ω
np,⟨d⟩
n+1 , d ⩾ 0, n ⩾ 0, is a finite linear combination of

the differentials ω
(g)
m+1(z

′
1, . . . , z

′
m, zn+1) with 2g − 1 +m ⩾ 0, with some operators in

z′1, . . . , z
′
m applied to them. Since each ω

(g)
m+1(z

′
1, . . . , z

′
m, zn+1) has vanishing A-periods

in zn+1, we conclude that the same holds for ωnp,⟨d⟩
n+1 −η(zn+1)∂wω

np,⟨d⟩
n . This completes

the proof of Theorem 3.9.

4.4. Proof of the x − y swap relation. — In this section, we prove Theorem 3.12.
Recall that, in addition to ω

(g)
n and ω

∨,(g)
n , we also considered in [ABDB+22] the two-

index differentials ω
(g)
m,n such that ω

(g)
m,0 = ω

(g)
m and ω

(g)
0,n = ω

∨,(g)
n . These differentials

are introduced by an inductive procedure, but it follows from their construction that
they can also be defined by a closed formula

ωm,n = (−1)n
( m+n∏

i=m+1

∞∑
r=0

(
−di

1

dyi

)r
[ur

i ]

)
Wm,n,(31)

where

Wm,n =

( m∏
i=1

⌊
ui→0

)
Wm+n.

Now, applying the same resummation as we did above in Lemma 4.10 to the Borot–
Eynard formula given in Proposition 4.1, we obtain the following formula for Wnp

n :

Lemma 4.11. — We have
Wnp

n =
∑

Γ∈GWn

wWn
(Γ),

where GWn
is the set of 3-level graphs Γ with some additional structure described as

follows:
• The set Vℓ(Γ) consists of n ordered leaves ℓ1, . . . , ℓn, that is, there is a fixed

bijection JnK → Vℓ(Γ) such that i 7→ ℓi.
• There is exactly one edge attached to each ℓi.
• The edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) attached to ℓi is decorated by the operator O(e) :=

⌊
→(zi,ui)

.
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• Each (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v is decorated by ω(v) := ℏ2g−2+m+kW(g)
k,m, and the last m

(respectively, first k) arguments of W(g)
k,m are put in bijection with the edges in Eℓ−ω(Γ)

(respectively, in Eω−θ(Γ)) attached to v.

Now, consider the following expression:

ω̃np,∨
n := (−1)n

( n∏
i=1

∞∑
r=0

(
−di

1

dyi

)r
[ur

i ]

)
Wnp

n .(32)

The theory of x−y duality in the standard perturbative case, in particular the formulas
for the two-index differentials that we recall above in Equation (31), implies that the
differentials ω̃np,∨

n defined by this formula are given by exactly the same sum over
decorated graphs as Wnp

n , with the following two modifications:
• Now each (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v is decorated by ω(v) := ℏ2g−2+m+kω

(g)
k,m, and the

last m (respectively, the first k) arguments of ω(g)
k,m are put in bijection with the edges

in Eℓ−ω(Γ) (respectively, in Eω−θ(Γ)) attached to v.
• The edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) attached to ℓi is decorated by the operator O(e) :=

⌊
→zi

.
This is not yet quite the formula for ωnp,∨

n that one would expect from applying Corol-
lary 4.4 in the dual case. Indeed, according to Corollary 4.4, the expected decoration
of a (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v in a graphical formula for ωnp,∨

n should be ℏ2g−2+m+kω
∨,(g)
m+k =

ℏ2g−2+m+kω
(g)
0,m+k.

To resolve this discrepancy, we note the following. Since the sum ω
(g)
m+1,n(z) +

ω
(g)
m,1+n(z) is d-exact (here z is the argument that changes the side in the two-index

differentials), we have∮
z∈Bi

ω
(g)
m+1,n = −

∮
z∈Bi

ω
(g)
m,1+n, i = 1, . . . , g.

Thus∮
z1∈Bi1

· · ·
∮
zk∈Bik

ω
(g)
k,m = (−1)k

∮
z1∈Bi1

· · ·
∮
zk∈Bik

ω
(g)
0,m+k

= (−1)k
∮
z1∈Bi1

· · ·
∮
zk∈Bik

ω
(g),∨
m+k , 1 ⩽ i1, . . . , ik ⩽ g,

where the integrals are taken with respect to the first k arguments. This implies that
in the description of ω̃np,∨

n we can replace the decoration of a (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v by
ℏ2g−2+m+kω

∨,(g)
m+k instead of ℏ2g−2+m+kω

(g)
k,m, with an overall factor of (−1)K , where

K =
∑

k(v) is the total number of edges in Eω−θ(Γ). This factor can be absorbed
by replacing the operator ∂w with −∂w on each of these edges. Applying (−∂w)

K to
the vertex decoration logΘ∗(w) is equivalent to applying ∂K

u to logΘ∗(−u) evaluated
at u = −w. Since Θ∗ is an odd function, logΘ∗(−u) = logΘ∗(u) + const. Since each
θ-vertex is acted upon by at least one derivative, this constant drops out. This identi-
fies ω̃np,∨

n defined by Equation (32) with the formula for ωnp,∨
n given by Corollary 4.4

applied in the dual case and evaluated at −w.
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This proves the first assertion of Theorem 3.12. Now, according to [ABDB+22], the
second statement is a formal inverse of the first one (or, alternatively, one can prove
it by exactly the same argument with the roles of dx and dy reversed).

4.5. Proof of the deformation formula. — In this section, we prove Theorem 3.13.
We just substitute Equation (28) into the left-hand side and into the right-hand side
of Equation (23).

On the left-hand side, we can combine the known deformation formula for ω
(g)
n

(see e.g. [ABDB+26a]) and the Leibniz rule. This means that we change the dec-
oration of one of the (g,m, k)-ω-vertices with 2g − 2 + m + k > 0 from ω

(g)
m+k to∑

q∈P resz=q ω
(g)
m+k+1(z)

∫ z

q
∆y dx.

On the right-hand side, there are three possible cases:
(1) The first possibility is that the leaf corresponding to the extra variable z is

connected to a (g,m, k)-ω-vertex with 2g−2+m+k > 1. The sum over all such cases
coincides with the left-hand side.

(2) The second possibility is that the leaf corresponding to the extra variable z is
connected to a (0,m, k)-ω-vertex with m+ k = 3. But then notice that

∫ z

q
∆y dx has

a double zero at q and ω
(0)
3 has at most a double pole at q. This means that the sum

of residues
∑

q∈P resz=q ω
(0)
3 (z)

∫ z

q
∆y dx vanishes, and these terms do not contribute.

(3) The third possibility is that the leaf corresponding to the extra variable is
connected to a (0, 1, 1)-ω- or (0, 2, 0)-ω-vertex . But again, ω(0)

2 = B is holomorphic
at each q ∈ P, hence the sum of residues

∑
q∈P resz=q ω

(0)
2 (z)

∫ z

q
∆y dx vanishes, and

these terms do not contribute.
Thus, the left-hand side and the right-hand side of Equation (23) are equal. This

completes the proof of the theorem.

4.6. Proof of the KP integrability. — In this section, we prove Theorem 3.14.

4.6.1. Standard setup. — We first assume first that we are in the realm of the stan-
dard setup of topological recursion. That is, we assume that P is the set of zeros of dx
and that dy is regular and non-vanishing at each point q ∈ P.

Note that both the x − y swap and deformations of dy, such that dy remains
regular at the zeros of dx, preserve the KP integrability of a system of differentials,
see [ABDB+25b, Th. 2.8] and [ABDB+26a, Cor. 2.6], respectively. An important extra
observation is that these statements can be directly applied to {ωnp

n }. Indeed, the x−y

swap relation for the differentials {ωnp
n } is described by a combination of (14), (15),

(18), and (21), which, up to a slightly different convention (in particular, note that Ω’s
and W’s in [ABDB+25b] are not differentials, but the corresponding functions) and
the substitution w 7→ −w, coincides with the x− y swap relation for the differentials
{ωn} of [ABDB+25b, §4.1]. Then the proof of [ABDB+25b, Th. 2.8] can be applied
to the collection of differentials {ωnp

n } without any changes. We conclude that the
original system of differentials {ωnp

n } evaluated at w is KP integrable if and only if
the dual system of differentials {ωnp,∨

n } evaluated at −w is KP integrable. Since KP
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integrability holds for generic values of the parameter, integrability at −w is equiva-
lent to integrability at w. The formula of Theorem 3.13 is equivalent to [ABDB+26a,
Eq. (22)]. According to [ABDB+26a, Cor. 2.6], the latter equation describes a defor-
mation that preserves the KP integrability of a collection of differentials. Therefore,
the deformation given by Equation (23) preserves the KP integrability of {ωnp

n }.
Combining these two operations, we can also allowed to deform dx in such a way

that dx remains regular at the zeros of dy. Thus, our strategy is to apply a sequence
of deformations of dx and dy such that in the end we arrive at a situation where dx

has poles of sufficiently high order at all zeros of dy. This would mean that the
system of dual differentials {ω∨,(g)

n } is computed by generalized topological recursion
with P∨ = ∅, and all differentials in the stable range are equal to zero: ω∨,(g)

n = 0

for 2g − 2 + n > 0. Hence, by Lemma 3.4, ωnp,∨
n = ωKr

n , and this system is KP
integrable. Hence, its x−y dual system of differentials {ωnp

n } is also KP integrable, as
is any other system of non-perturbative differentials connected to it via KP integrable
deformations, including the original system of non-perturbative differentials.

Let us describe a construction of the desired deformation. Denote the initial differ-
entials by dx0 and dy0 and assume that dx0 is regular and non-vanishing at the zeros
of dy0. We need to choose some dx1 and dy1 satisfying the following conditions:

• dy0 is regular and non-vanishing at the zeros of dx1;
• dy1 is regular and non-vanishing at the zeros of dx1;
• dx1 is regular and non-vanishing at the zeros of dy0;
• dx1 has poles of sufficiently high order at the zeros of dy1.

The choice is made as follows. First, we choose some dy1 whose set of zeros is disjoint
from the set of zeros of dy0. Then we choose dx1 such that it has poles of sufficiently
high order at the zeros of dy1 and no other poles, and its zeros are disjoint from the
zeros and poles of dy0 and the poles of dy1. Both choices are obviously possible.

Now we first deform (dx0, dy0) to (dxt, dy0), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1, where dx1 is the one
we have chosen, and in order to avoid any problems with the existence of the global
differentials dxt for 0 < t < 1, we demand only that they be defined locally at the zeros
of dy0 (this relaxed setup is sufficient for the integrability properties, cf. [ABDB+26a,
§4]). Then we deform (dx1, dy0) to (dx1, dys), 0 ⩽ s ⩽ 1, where dy1 is the one we have
chosen, and dys for 0 < s < 1 are defined only locally at the zeros of dx1.

As we discussed above, this sequence of deformations preserves KP integrability,
and the resulting system of differentials satisfies the conditions for KP integrability
discussed above. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.14 in the standard setup of
topological recursion.

4.6.2. Extension to generalized setup. — Now assume that the input data (Σ, dx, dy,P)

corresponds to generalized topological recursion in the sense of [ABDB+25a]. Then
we can use exactly the same argument as in [ABDB+25a, Proof of Th. 6.4], which,
in a nutshell, says that the system of differentials of generalized topological recursion
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can be realized as the limit of a one-parameter family of systems of the differen-
tials of the standard topological recursion. This extends without any effort to the
non-perturbative systems of differentials. The observation that the KP integrability
property is a closed condition completes the proof in this case.

5. Back to the Borot–Eynard formulation of KP integrability

The goal of this section is to briefly recall how the concept of KP integrability is
treated in [BE12] and to compare our results with the conjectures in op. cit. First of
all, notice that our Theorem 3.14 coincides with [BE12, Th. 8.1], which is a conditional
statement in op. cit., subject to [BE12, Conj. 7.1]. Indeed, the kernel derived in [BE12,
Prop. 8.1] coincides, for any fixed spectral curve data, with Ωnp

1 . Thus, Equation (24)
reproduces the statement of [BE12, Th. 8.1].

However, note that Theorem 3.14 is proved for any input data of topological recur-
sion, and thus can be considered in families. This is sufficient to reverse the argument
of [BE12] and to directly derive the initial form of their conjecture. Let us explain this.
Throughout this section, we assume the generalized setup of topological recursion.

Let o be a regular point for the system of non-perturbative differentials and z a
local coordinate at o. Let τnpo,z be a formal power series in t1, t2, . . . with the constant
term equal to 1, defined by (1.2) for ωnp

n . The formal variables t1, t2, . . . provide what
might be called the Krichever parameterization of the formal neighborhood of the
initial data of topological recursion (cf. [BE12, §4]), but this interpretation is not
important for our analysis.

Using [ABDB+25b, §3.2], we immediately obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 5.1. — For any regular point o and any local coordinate z at o, the tau
function τnpo,z is a tau function of the KP hierarchy.

Let us also give a formula for log τnpo,z in terms of the 3-level graphs. Let Glog τ be
the set of 3-level graphs Γ with some additional structure described as follows:

• The set Vℓ(Γ) consists of n ⩾ 1 unordered leaves ℓ1, . . . , ℓn (that is, the leaves
can be permuted by the automorphisms of the graph). Here n is not fixed; it is an
arbitrary positive integer.

• There is exactly one edge attached to each ℓi.
• Each edge e ∈ Eℓ−ω(Γ) is decorated by the operator O(e) := resz=0

∑∞
k=1 tk/z

k.
• For (g,m, k) ̸= (0, 2, 0), each (g,m, k)-ω-vertex v is decorated by ω(v) :=

ℏ2g−2+m+kω
(g)
m+k, and the arguments of ω

(g)
m+k are put in bijection with the edges

attached to v.
• The (0, 2, 0) vertex is decorated by B(z1, z2)− dz1dz2/(z1 − z2)

2.

Proposition 5.2. — We have

log τnpo,z =
∑

Γ∈Glog τ

wlog τ (Γ).
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Alternatively, one can rewrite it as (cf. [BE15, Eq. (99)])

τnpo,z =
exp
(
1
2

∑
k,ℓ⩾1 bk,ℓtktℓ

)
exp
(∑

m⩾1
1
m!

(∏m
j=1

1
2πi

∮
zj∈B

∂w
)
ωm(zJmK)

)
Θ∗(w)

× exp

( ∑
m,k⩾0
m+k>0

1

m!k!

( m∏
i=1

reszi=0

∞∑
ℓ=1

tℓ
zℓi

)
( m+k∏
j=m+1

1

2πi

∫
zj∈B

∂w

)
ωm+k(zJm+kK)

)
Θ∗

( ∞∑
k=1

tkUk + w
)
,

where the constants Uk and bk,ℓ are defined in (9) and (10).

The proof is straightforward by analogy with Proposition 4.1 above. Note that if
the topological recursion is trivial, then by Remark 4.2, in particular by Equation (27),
we recover the original Krichever formula given in Equation (2.3).

Now we can go through our construction, keeping track of the variables t1, t2, . . . .
In particular, we introduce

ωnp
n (zJnK | t1, t2, . . . ) := δz1 · · · δzn log τnpo,z + δn,2

dz1dz2
(z1 − z2)2

(33)

in a neighborhood of the point o and then extend them analytically to be formal power
series in t1, t2, . . . whose coefficients are globally defined meromorphic differentials
on Σn (note that now we do not set t → 0 as in (1.2)). Note that it is not obvious
that ωnp

n (zJnK | t1, t2, . . . ) defined by (33) can indeed be analytically extended. To see
this, one can use the following equivalent formula

ωnp
n (zJnK | t1, t2, . . . )

=
∞∑

m=0

1

m!

( n+m∏
i=n+1

reszi=0

∞∑
k=1

tk
zki

)(
ωnp
n+m(zJn+mK)− δn,1δm,1

dz1dz2
(z1 − z2)2

)
,

which gives a globally defined n-differential.
We extend all further definitions to retain this dependence on t1, t2, . . . ; in partic-

ular, we define Ωnp,•
n (z+JnK, z

−
JnK | t1, t2, . . . ). A direct corollary of Theorem 3.14 is the

following:

Corollary 5.3. — The system of differentials {ωnp
n (zJnK | t1, t2, . . . )} is KP integrable,

that is, we have:

ωnp
n (zJnK | t1, t2, . . . ) = det◦(Ωnp

1 (zi, zj | t1, t2, . . . )), n ⩾ 2.(34)
Ωnp,•

n (z+JnK, z
−
JnK | t1, t2, . . . ) = det(Ωnp

1 (z+i , z
−
j | t1, t2, . . . )).(35)

Note that once we have decided to retain the dependence on t1, t2, . . . , we get an
additional equation for ωnp

n , namely,

ωnp
n+1(zJn+1K | t1, t2, . . . ) = δzn+1

ωnp
n (zJnK | t1, t2, . . . ) + δn,1

dz1dz2
(z1 − z2)2

.
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Hence,

δzΩ
np
1 (z+1 , z

−
1 | t1, t2, . . . ) =

⌊
z+
2 →z

⌊
z−
2 →z

Ωnp
2 (z+J2K, z

−
J2K | t1, t2, . . . ).

On the other hand, Equation (35) implies that

Ωnp
2 (z+J2K, z

−
J2K | t1, t2, . . . ) = −Ωnp

1 (z+1 , z
−
2 | t1, t2, . . . )Ωnp

1 (z+2 , z
−
1 | t1, t2, . . . ).

Thus, we obtain the following direct corollary:

Corollary 5.4. — We have

δzΩ
np
1 (z+1 , z

−
1 | t1, t2, . . . ) = −Ωnp

1 (z+1 , z | t1, t2, . . . )Ω
np
1 (z, z−1 | t1, t2, . . . ).

This reproduces [BE12, Conj. 7.1], written in the formal Krichever parameterization
of the spectral curve data in the neighborhood of a given spectral curve. In particular,
in the case of a trivial topological recursion, the argument above derives a version of
the trisecant Fay identities from the KP integrability of the Krichever differentials.
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