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Local Statistics in Normal Matrix Models with Merging Singularity

Torben Kriiger! Seung-Yeop Lee, Meng Yang!

Abstract

We study the normal matrix model, also known as the two-dimensional one-component plasma
at a specific temperature, with merging singularity. As the number n of particles tends to infinity
we obtain the limiting local correlation kernel at the singularity, which is related to the parametrix
of the Painlevé II equation. The two main tools are Riemann-Hilbert problems and the generalized
Christoffel-Darboux identity. The correlation kernel exhibits a novel anisotropic scaling behavior,
where the corresponding spacing scale of particles is n~!/3 in the direction of merging and n~'/2 in
the perpendicular direction. We also describe the correlation kernel in the vicinity of the merging
singularity, using the mesoscopic scales that interpolate between the singularity and the bulk regime.

1 Introduction and Main Results

The normal matrix model with external potential @) : C — R is an ensemble of n particles, {z; }?:1 c C,
distributed according to the probability density

1 _ n .
(21, s 2n) = ?H|zi—zj]2e NZFlQ(ZJ), (1.1)
i<y

where Z,, is the normalization constant and NV is a positive real parameter. The name, normal matrix
model, reflects that (1.1) is the joint density of complex eigenvalues of random normal matrices (see e.g.
[18, 19]). For example, the choice Q(z) = |z|? yields the complex Ginibre ensemble, i.e., the eigenvalue
distribution of an n x n random matrix with independent complex standard normal-distributed entries
[35]. Another interpretation of (1.1) is as the Gibbs measure of the two-dimensional one-component
plasma (OCP) at a specific temperature. The OCP is also called Coulomb gas or log-gas. It consists of
n particles in the potential ) subject to a logarithmic pair-interaction and plays a role in the fractional
quantum Hall effect [6, 38], the theory of superfluid-superconducting films [43] and two-dimensional
turbulence [34, 42, 44]. For an extensive overview of the connection between eigenvalues of random
matrices and log-gases we refer to [33].

One of the fundamental questions in the interacting particle system is to understand the correlations
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among the particles. This correlation is characterized by the k-point correlation function

Rn7N(Zl,...,Zk) _(n—k)'/(c,ﬂkp Zlyeeey R H dA Z_]
j=k+1

where dA is the Lebesgue area measure of the complex plane. This function encodes the marginal
probability for k£ particles.

The k-point correlation function can be written as

k
RnN(zl, ooy 2g) = det [Kn7N(zi,zj)]i7j:1 (1.2)
(see e.g. [25]), where the correlation kernel K,, y(z,() is given by
N N = 1
K, (2, () = e 2907200 Z e (P () (1.3)
k=
in terms of the monic orthogonal polynomial with degree n, subject to the orthogonality conditions
/ PN (2) pm v (2)e” V9P dA(2) = BB, 1m > 0, (14)
C

where hy, is the positive norming constant and dy,, is the Kronecker delta. These orthogonal polynomials

satisfy
n
Pn, N H Z = Zj

where the expectation is taken over the probability distribution in (1.1).

Equation (1.2) implies that the correlation kernel K,, x determines the statistical behavior of the particles.
In the scaling limit of n — oo, while n/N is fixed to a constant, the correlation kernel K, n, with the
proper scaling of coordinates, often converges to a universal function. It is expected that this universal
function only depends on the symmetry class of the model and the local behaviour of the limiting density
lim, N 00 R}L ~» i-e. on whether the density vanishes and if so on its vanishing order. Below, we describe
several known results about the asymptotic behaviors of the correlation kernels.

In contrast to the 2-dimensional setting decribed above, in unitary ensembles, all the eigenvalues are
confined on the real axis, and the joint distribution of eigenvalues is proportional to

[T — )%™ ¥ 2= Q@) I dax,

i<j k=1

with z; € R. If @ is real analytic and grows sufficiently fast at infinity, the eigenvalues are confined to a
union of intervals [26]. It is known that the local scaling limits of the correlation kernel are universal in
the sense that they only depend on the vanishing order of the limiting density o(x) := lim, 0 %Ri’ N(T).
By [28, 11, 45], in the bulk of the spectrum, the universal correlation kernel at the microscopic scale is
the Sine kernel; at the edge of the spectrum, the limiting density of the eigenvalues typically vanishes



in a square root, and the universal correlation kernel at the microscopic scale is the Airy kernel [46]. In
the critical case studied in [12, 23], where the spectral density vanishes quadratically in the interior of
the asymptotic spectrum, the universal limiting kernel can be written in terms of the Hastings-McLeod
solution of Painlevé II equation, a.k.a. the Painlevé II kernel.

In a matrix ensemble with an external source, different universal limiting kernels emerge at points of
vanishing spectral density within the interior of its support. In [49, 14, 15, 30], when the spectral density
vanishes like a cubic root, the universal limiting kernel can be written in terms of the Pearcey integrals,
a.k.a. the Pearcey kernel [47].

In normal matrix models where eigenvalues are complex valued, as N tends to infinity proportional to
the number of particles n, the limiting density o(z) := lim,, n—00 R} y(2) is supported on a compact set
S C C, which we call the droplet [36].

In the bulk of the droplet, i.e., at z* € Int(S) where o(z*) # 0, the universal scaling limit of the correlation
kernel is given [2] by

1

lim Kn n (z + —

n—o00 nAQ( G(V ?7) e’ 2T, (15)

s ) -

Here G(v,n) is also known as the Ginibre kernel [35]. Recently in [37] the universality has also been
shown at the boundary z* € 9S, for some general class of potentials @) where the boundary of the droplet
S is a smooth Jordan curve.

elfy 5
lim ! Knn<z + 7 ) G(v, n)lerfc(m). (1.6)

B nAQ( No~ e e 2\ s

Here the angle 6 is that of the outer normal direction to the boundary of the droplet at z*, and erfc denotes
the complementary error function. The kernel in the right hand side is also known as the Faddeeva kernel
[31]. Similar edge universality results have also been established for matrices with i.i.d. non-Gaussian
entries in [20].

For the two-dimensional OCP at inverse temperatures different from the one corresponding to the normal
matrix model, universality results analogous to (1.5) and (1.6) are not known. However, central limit
theorems for mesoscopic linear statistics have recently been established in [39] and [8].

In this paper we obtain the limiting correlation kernel around the point in the droplet boundary where the
merging singularity occurs, see Figure 1. The universal behavior at such critical points have been open
problems in normal matrix model while, in unitary ensembles, where the full hierarchy of critical behaviors
have been investigated [22, 21, 24]. It was expected and conjectured by physicists that similar behavior
will emerge in the normal matrix ensemble [48, 10, 40]. The current paper confirms this conjecture and
the appearance of the Painlevé II kernel at the merging criticality in the microscopic scale of ~ n=1/3. A
remarkable feature of the particle spacing at the criticality is its anisotropic nature. While the particles
are spaced at a distance ~ n~1/3 in the direction of merging, they are concentrated on the much smaller

scale ~ n~/2 in the perpendicular direction.

We also observe a rich scaling behaviour. This density vanishes quadratically in the direction of merging
at the critical point b., giving rise to the Painlevé II universality. However, the characteristic scale



Figure 1: The droplet S (shaded region) and the merging point b. (black dot) when ¢ = ¢, for a = 1 and
¢ = 1. The center of the inner (white) disk is a = 1.

on which the density varies from its value at b, to its value in the bulk is n=1/4, i.e. larger than the

scale, n=1/3 of inter-particle distance at the critical point. This is in sharp contrast to the regular edge
behaviour (1.6), where the particle density varies on the same scale on which the particles are spaced.
The separation of characteristic lengths for the density and particle spacing causes the appearance of
additional universal particle correlations in a mesoscopic distance from the merging singularity. Letting
¢ be the distance from the merging singularity, Sine kernel statistic emerges at n=1/% <« ¢ < n=1/4. For
¢ = n~4 the local universality class coincides with a Coulomb gas that is confined to a strip whose
width is proportional to the particle spacing. Beyond this distance, i.e. for £ > n~/4, the familiar bulk
and edge behaviours from (1.5) and (1.6) are observed.

In this paper we consider the external potential,

1
Qz) = \z|2+2clogﬁ, a>0, c¢>0. (1.7)
z—a
This model was introduced in [7] to study the strong asymptotics of the orthogonal polynomials p,, y(2).
For the case when ¢ is an integer, the corresponding orthogonal polynomials were also studied in [1].
Below we review some useful facts from [7].

Defining ¢t := n/N, the droplet S depends on the parameters a,c, and ¢. When ¢t = ¢, where t. :=
a(a 4+ 2+/c) the droplet undergoes a topological transition from genus 0 to genus 1 with the merging
singularity at z = b, where b. := a + +/c; see Figure 1.

To state our main result, we recall the Painlevé II Riemann-Hilbert problem [23, 7] for ¥ : C —
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Figure 2: The jump contours of i’(ﬁ, s).
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0 —1
contours shown in Figure 2, and II;(s) is given in terms of ¢(s) by

where s € R is a parameter, o3 = < is the third Pauli matrix, v+ are the piecewise straight

_ [ r(s) q(s) — (5)2 — sa(s)? — a(s)
M) = (0 ) ) =6 sals o)

The unique solution to this Riemann-Hilbert problem provides ¢(s), which is the Hastings-McLeod solu-
tion of the Painlevé I equation ¢" = sq + 2¢°; see [12, 23, 32] for more details.

Let us define an analytic continuation, W(&; s), of the matrix function \Tl(g ;s) by

U(E;s), T <argé < I,
~ 0 -1
U s , T <argé < 11—’7,
V() = (&) 11 ) 0 80 <% (1.9)
~ 1 0
U(¢;s) ) 1) ,  otherwise.

Theorem 1.1. Let t. := a(a + 2v/c) and b. := a + /c. Furthermore, let n, N — oo such that t :== n/N
satisfies t = t. + O(N~2/3). Let

~.N2/3 2b(1:/361/6

S o0, (t—te), Ye:= — s (1.10)




For any 0 < § < 1/6, the correlation kernel in (1.3) exhibits the asymptotic behaviour
/

](\[5/6)0Kn,N bc+ \/ﬁ—i_ Nlc/37bc+ \/ﬁ‘i‘ Ni/3 :Ks(l'?yyl'/?y/)—FO(W), (111)

uniformly over a region where (N %x,y, N~%2' 4') € R* is bounded.

Here Cn(y,y') is defined by

Cn(y,y) = e ien@—en () on(w) := aveN?Pw + sw + 4w’ /3.
The limiting kernel is given by

e~ @ @) Wy (y; )Wy (3 8) — U1 (y; ) Ut (¢ 8)

. . Y#EY,
Y 2 Y
Ks(xvyvxlay/) = _(x27_-:-_{x2/)2) / ﬂ-l(y /y )
€ 01(y; 8)W11(y; 8) — Wiy (y; 5) W21 (y; s) y=1f

/2 271

l w!l o »

Here Wq1 and Y91 are corresponding entries of ¥ in (1.9). The symbo in Uhy and V), stands for

the derivative with respect to y.

We note that Cn(y,y’) drops out when computing the k-point correlation function (1.2), hence it is
irrelevant to the statistical behavior.

This is the first observation of the limiting kernel at criticality in the normal random matrix ensemble.
The zooming scales are anisotropic: N1/ in the direction of the merging (represented by the coordinates
y and y') and N 1/2 in the direction perpendicular to the merging (represented by the coordinate x and
2'). If we instead use the zooming scale of N'/3 for both directions, the Gaussian factor e in gz
(and similarly for z’) will create the d-function in the large N limit, and the limiting process will be
concentrated on a 1-dimensional space represented by y and 3/, producing the same limiting process as
in the 1-matrix model studied in [12, 23]. This supports the conjecture made by physicists [40] that the
normal matrix model has the same universal critical behaviors as in the unitary matrix model.

The following theorem provides a detailed description of K,, x at the merging singularity on mesoscopic
scales, that interpolates between the singularity and the bulk regime.

Below we introduce the parameter 7 to represent the scaled distance, ~ N7, from the singularity.

Theorem 1.2. Let t. := a(a + 2y/c) and b, := a + \/c. Let n,N — oo such that t = n/N and
t=t.+ O(N~2/3).

If% <7< %, the following limit is uniform over (v,n) in a compact subset of C* and (X,Y) in a compact
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Figure 3: Various scaling behaviors appear depending on the distance from the merging point. See
Remark 2.

subset of R?\ {Y = 0},

A(XVN/N?Y, X i(20?)1Y X i(2c?)iY
lim CN,( \/7/ ) )l/a’r])K N<bc+ +1( Cbc)4 + v ,bc+ +1( Cbc)4 + n )
n,N—o00 n \@N2T NT \/ﬁ \/§N2T NT \/N
0, X +b.Y2<0o0r X +cY?>0,
_ G(”t”) X+,/eV2<0< X +bY2,
e B
GZ(;”) erfc(y\%n), X 4bY2=0o0r X + /Y2 =0,
(1.12)
where G(v,n) is the Ginibre kernel defined in (1.5), Cn(X,Y,v,n) is defined by
v—v -n V2V Nbe v4T—n—7 i Cgl e e
O (¥, ) ¢ = @I ssmaon GV (/e + u() ¥ (VE +0G) F
Vet u@)¥ erem)®

u(v) = i(2e02)5Y | (X +V2) o(n) = i(2¢h2)7Y L (X Vo)
N N A G Nl

and erfc is the complementary error function given by

2 [ee]
erfe(z) := / e Pdt.




If% <7< %, the following limit is uniform over (Y,x,y,2',y') in a compact subset of R®\ {Y = 0},

lim aN(Y,x,y,x’,y’)NQTK N<b N i(2cb2)iY iv2mry L2 t.Y? n s
n,N—o0 n\/ﬁ n, ¢ NT N1-27,Y2 \/N 2\@GN2T \/5%]\72/3’
bt i(2cbz)iY iv/2my - t.Y? N s )
NT N1-27,y2 \/N Qa\/ﬁNz-r ﬂ70N2/3
aY2e=o*=(@)? gin (r(y — "))
R Ty —vy)
(1.14)

where aN(Y, z,y,2',y') is defined in terms of Cn (1.13) by

~ b Y2 N /2 NQT /9 /NZT
CN(Y> z,Y, $l7 y,) = CN,T< - 2 \ﬁ \/7 i Y, lfﬂ—y ! lfﬂy )

> Nz e T avE Nt T ey U

For the remaining case of T = %, the following limit is uniform over (v,n) in a compact subset of C* and
(X,Y) in a compact subset of R?\ {Y = 0},

C X7Y7 ) i 2 1 1 2 iy
i asal Vn)Kn,N<bc+ X @b )Y | v g X )Y n)
n,N—o00 n \/ﬁ NT \/N \/W NT \/N

_ G(v,n) 9, V+T 9, V1
= ot <erfc<X—|—\ﬁY + 7 )—erfc(X—l—ch + \/i) ,

where C 1/4(X,Y,v,n) is defined in (1.13) and G(v,7) is defined in (1.5).

(1.15)

Again, the prefactors Cn , drop out when determining the correlations functions and, thus, do not
influence the particle statistics.

Remark 1. Missing gaps in 7 range: Theorem 1.2 does not address certain ranges of T, for example,
0<7<1/6 and 3/10 <7 < 1/3. Let us remark on these ranges.

In (1.12) the two parabolas, X = —b.Y? and X = —\/cY?, are used to define the cases. They are the
quadratic approrimations of the boundary of the droplet near the critical merging point. For the case of
0<7< %, which corresponds to moving away from the merging point and going deeper into the bulk of
the droplet, we expect the behaviour from (1.12) to remain valid if one uses the better approzimation of the
droplet boundaries and an accompanying modification of the prefactor Cn . It means that, instead using
the parabolas to divide the cases in (1.12), we will need a better approximation of the droplet boundary in
terms of the higher order terms as X = —b. Y2+ AyY*+ AgY S+ ... where Ay, Ag, ... are some (scaling)
coefficients.

For the other range of 3/10 < 7 < 1/3, we expect that the limiting behaviour for 1/4 < 7 < 3/10 in
(1.14) to remain valid. To prove this claim we need higher order corrections of orthogonal polynomial to
approach deeper (i.e. larger T) into the critical region. The reason for our belief is based on the following
heuristic check. If one assumes that the asymptotic behavior at T = 1/3 in Theorem 1.1 holds for smaller
values of T, one can in fact obtains the asymptotic behavior in (1.14) by using the known asymptotics of



Painlevé II transcendents. To be more concrete, one can substitute  and y in (1.11) respectively by

be +/c Y2/ N N s p (QCbz)iYNl/S V2ry N?7
T — an
2v2 N2 \/29.N1/6 7eNT YeaY? N2/37

and similarly for ' and y', to eventually obtain the asymptotic behavior of (1.14). Note that this substi-
tution is not legal because x and y in (1.11) are bounded in some way. However such matching suggests
that the result that we obtained for 1/4 < 7 < 3/10, being heuristically reproduced from the result at
T =1/3, may hold for all the intermediate region 3/10 < 7 < 1/3.

Remark 2. Rich Scaling Behaviour Near the Merging Singularity: In contrast to the 1 dimen-
stonal Coulomb gas, the merging singularity here exhibits an additional characteristic mesoscopic scale
N-Y4, greater than the microscopic length scale N~/ of particle spacing. On this mesoscopic length
scale the particle density has a non-trivial profile and drops from its bulk value to zero at the singularity.
Such rich scaling behaviour is absent at regular edge points of normal matriz models. For % <T< 1%,
at the distance ~ N~7 from the merging point b. the limiting distribution of the particles is described
by the sine kernel (1.14) as in GUE. See Figure 3 for the regions where the sine kernel appears. More
accurately, at the distance ~ N7 from the merging point, the inter-particle distance scales as ~ N?77 1.
It can be understood as follows. At the distance ~ N7 the width of the neck scales as ~ N727. It
means that the line density of the particle along the neck, assuming the area density of ~ N from the
bulk, is ~ N'=27. It implies that the inter-particle distance scales as ~ 1/N'727. One can also see why
the transition from Sine-kernel to Ginibre regime occurs at T = 1/4. At T = 1/4 the width of the neck
becomes of order ~ N~Y2 matching the inter-particle distance of Ginibre ensemble, and hence the neck
is barely thick enough to accommodate two-dimensional distribution of particles.

For 7 = 1/4, one can obtain the limiting density by setting v =n =0 in (1.15),

1 X i(2e?)1Y 1 ) )
Ml\}lgoo ER"’N (bc + oI + N1/ = ot (erfe(X + /cY?) — erfe(X + b.Y7)). (1.16)

See Figure 4 for the limiting asymptotic behavior of %R}1 N in (1.16).

Remark 3. The limiting kernel for T = i (1.15) in Theorem 1.2 with X = —M also appears
in a class of normal matriz ensembles with certain singularities and almost-Hermitian random matrices,
which was studied by using Ward’s equation. We refer to [4, 5] and the reference therein for details.

Structure of the rest of the paper: In Section 2, we obtain the asymptotics of the orthogonal poly-
nomials and the norming constants up to the first sub-leading term by using Riemann-Hilbert problems.
For the proofs, the main tools are the generalized version of the Christoffel-Darboux identity (the C-D
identity) and the Riemann-Hilbert problems. In sections 3 and 4, we prove Theorem 1.1, and in Section
5, we prove Theorem 1.2. In Appendix A, we obtain some relations in the Painlevé II Riemann-Hilbert
problem. In Appendix B, we state the proof of the Theorem 2.1. In Appendix C, we state the Proof of
Theorem 4.1.
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Figure 4: The plot of the leading term in the right hand side of (1.16) for a = ¢ = 1. Here —20 < X < 20,
—5<Y <5.

2 The C-D Identity, Orthogonal Polynomials and Norming Constants

In this section, we state the generalized version of the Christoffel-Darboux identity (C-D identity), and
the fine asymptotics of the orthogonal polynomials and the norming constants by using Riemann-Hilbert
problems. In Subsection 2.1 we introduce the C-D identity from [16], list the necessary facts from [7] and
define the (complex) logarithmic potential, g-function; In Subsection 2.2 we determine the asymptotics
of the orthogonal polynomials p, up to the first sub-leading term. The leading order has been computed
through the corresponding Riemann-Hilbert problem and its analysis in [7]. Here we make use of the
“partial Schlesinger transform” developed in [9] to refine this analysis and derive the asymptotic behavior
of p, in the subleaing orders, which is necessary to compute the local correlation kernel in Theorems 1.1
and 1.2; In Subsection 2.3 we derive several recurrence relations through which we obtain the norming
constant h, and the relations among p,, pn—1 and ppy1.

2.1 The C-D identity and the g-function
We recall that the monic orthogonal polynomial p,,(2) = pp n(2) of degree n is defined by (1.4). Let

Un(2) = (2 — a)Ncpn(z), n=0,1,..., (2.1)

and write .
Kn(2:0) = e NS hikwm—wk(c), (22)

k=0

10



where IC,, (2, ¢), sometimes called the pre-kernel, is purely analytic in z and anti-analytic in .

Using the definition of the correlation kernel in (1.3) and the explicit expression of @ in (1.7), the
correlation kernel can be written as

eNzZ |Z—CL|NC|C—CL|NC

Kn(27 <) = Kn,N(Zv C) = e%|z|2+%|c|2 (Z _ CL)NC(E _ a)NCICn(Za C) (23)

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that a # 0. Then we have the following form of the Christoffel-Darbouz identity:

DcKn(z,¢) = e N=¢

e 000 (Yal2) — 2t (2)
N n— n

. e—Nzg_anrl(a) Nhn/hnfl
pula) 2EREELR, — By

Gt (Q) (Ynr1(2) = 2060(2))-

We note that h,, is the norming constant defined by (1.4). Theorem 2.1 has been proved in [16] and
also used in [17]. For the convenience of the readers, we put the proof in Appendix B. For the radially

C(j+Nc+1)

symmetric case when a = 0, we have pj(z) = 27 and h; = —y7inerr - As the correlation kernel can be

computed directly, we exclude such case.

From Theorem 2.1, to obtain asymptotic behavior of the correlation kernel, we need the asymptotic
behavior of p, in the scaling limit

n 1

In particular, we will need the asymptotic behavior of p, up to the first sub-leading term in large IV
expansion.

The critical parameter value ¢, corresponds to the droplet with the merging singularity, as shown in Figure
1. We will need the evolution of the droplet before (¢t < t.) and after (¢ > t.) the merging singularity
or, more accurately, the (complex) logarithmic potential g(z) generated by the limiting measure of the
Coulomb particles.

Let us introduce some notations and results from [7]. We define the function V(z) by
V(z) :==az — clog(z — a) + (c + t)log z,

and the function ¢(z) by
d(z) :=az — (t+ ¢)log(z) + clog(z — a) + t¢, (2.4)

where the constant ¢ will be defined below. Let b and /3 be two critical points of ¢(z) such that

a? +t+/(t —a?)? — 4a?c
2a ’

a? +t—/(t —a?)? — 4a%c

b:=
2a ’

B

where we take the principal branch of the roots. We set the constant ¢ by
1
(= E((t + ¢)log B — clog(B — a) — ap) (2.5)

11
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Figure 5: The positions of 3,b and b} in z-coordinate for t < t.(left) and ¢ > t.(right). The shaded parts
represent the regions of the droplet.

such that ¢(8) = 0. Note that ¢ is real for ¢t > ¢, and ¢ is complex for ¢ < t.. We also have
/4 /4
b=0b.+ —=t—t.+ Ot —t.), =b. — —=Vt—t.+ Ot —t.). 2.6
* +0(t—tc), f 7 +O(t —t) (2.6)

These b and (8 are complex for ¢ < t. and we choose them such that Im(3) > 0 > Im(b) in this case. See
Figure 5 for the illustration of b and 3.

We define the curve B such that B satisfies the following conditions: B is a simple closed curve enclosing
0 and a with # € B and, on the curve B the following equation is satisfied,

2z —b)%(z — B)?
WPy

where dz is the tangential differential to 5. The uniqueness and the existence of such curve is shown in
[7, Section 2.3]. See Figure 6 for the plot of B.

z <0,

We define the g-function by

1 c
o(2) = 21t(V(z) —o(z) + tf) = l;gz + Elog < — ) , z € Ext(B), @)
Q—t(V(z) +¢(2) + ) = -+ z € Int(B),

where Ext(B) and Int(B) stands for the exterior (including co) and the interior of the Jordan curve

B.

Remark 4. For readers with some knowledge of [7], we note that our definition of g(z) matches the
definition for t > t., the post-critical regime in the reference, while for t < t., our definition does not
match the definition of the pre-critical regime in the reference. Since we are only interested in the vicinity
of the criticality, i.e. t —t, = O(N_Q/s), such deviation does not affect our analysis.

12
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Figure 6: When t = t,, the figure describes the green curve B, the orange line I';, the blue line I'_, and
the black dots b. and the origin. All the curves are assigned a direction as shown. All the figures are
numerically plotted for a = ¢ = 1.

2.2 Fine asymptotics of p,

Let I be a simple closed curve enclosing 0 and a, we define the matrix function

i [,
V()= Ya(z) = | 2 w—z (2.8)
O R T
" 2mi Jr w—z
where ( NegN
_ P z—a Ce— az
wn,N(z) =e NV - »Netn ’ (29)

and ¢, (2) := gn,n(%2) is the unique polynomial of degree n — 1 such that

L[ttty - <1 + O<1>> |
271 Jr w—z 2" z
Then Y satisfies the following Riemann-Hilbert problem:

0 1

Y (z) = (I+0(z1)) 2", z — 00,

Y (z) is holomorphic, otherwise.

Yi(e) =Y (2) [ “’"’N('z)>, zeT,
(2.10)

13



From now on, let T" exactly match B. We choose I'; to be the steepest descent path from [ inside Int(15)
such that Re(¢(z)) < 0 on I'y, and I'_ to be the steepest descent path from [ inside Ext(B) such that
Re(¢(z)) < 0 on I'_. The domains Q4 are defined by the open sets enclosed by B and I'y respectively.
See Figure 6.

Let us define the matrix A(z) by

re_%‘r?’Y(z)e_tN(g(z)_g)”, z2eC\QypUQ_,
ENE 1 0 ¢
e 2 9BY (2 eftN(g(Z)*g)US’ PE=N¢) ,
A(z) = 2) —1/wn n(2) 1) " (2.11)
e_#%Y(z) 1 0 e_tN(g(z)—g)o;),’ e Q.
L 1/wn7N(z) 1
Then A satisfies the Riemann-Hilbert problem
1 0
A+(Z) = A_(Z) eN¢(Z) 1) 3 S F:t)
0 1
Ai(z)=A_(2) ) 0) , z € B, (2.12)
A(z) =1+ 01, Z — 00,
A(z) is holomorphic, otherwise.

Since Re(¢(z)) < 0 along I'y, the jump of A converges, as N — 0o, to the jump of ® that we define by
the Riemann-Hilbert problem

Dy (2) =D_(2) <_01 (1)> , z € B,

P(z) =1+ 0(z71), z — 00,

®(z) is holomorphic, otherwise.

A solution to the above Riemann-Hilbert problem is given by

I, z € Ext(B),
B(z) = < 0 1) — (2.13)
10

When z is close to the points b and 5, the convergence of the jump matrix of A to the jump matrix of ®
is getting worse. Therefore we need the local parametrices around b and S that satisfies the exact jump
conditions of A in (2.12).

There exists a fixed disk, D., centered at b, such that there exists the univalent map £ : D, — C
satisfying
8i

§(8) = —€(b) and - =(&(2) - £(8))*(6(2) +2£(8)) = No(2), 2 € D. (2.14)

14



£(b) | L)
0 0

A\ 4

Figure 7: The positions of £(3), £(b) and £(b%) = 0 for ¢t < t. (left) and t > ¢, (right). The shaded parts
represent the image of the droplet under &.

Here, the branch of the solution to the cubic equation is taken such that £(5) > 0 for t < t¢. and
—i(B) > 0 for t > t., see Figure 7. The existence of such ¢ is shown in [7, Section 6]. Note that £ maps
'y into v+ and B into R. See Figure 2 for the contours ..

Let us define § such that (2.14) can be written as

3 (gg(zf’ () + 25(5)3) — No(z). zeD. (2.15)

The parameter § is given by

§:= —4£(8)? =s(1+O(t —t.)), where s:= (t —te). (2.16)

The parameter 7, is at (1.10). Note that § = s(1 + O(N—2/3)) for bounded s.

Let b} be the preimage of the origin under &,

b: = ¢10). (2.17)
By the definition of b} above and (2.14) we have

.16

_1§§(5)3 = Nog(b), ¢(b) =26(b%).

It follows that
a? +t — 2ab’ — (t + c)(log(t + ¢) — 2logb}) + c(logc — 2log(b; — a)) = 0.
Hence, we have

% s 1
bC_bC+W+O(W>' (2.18)

15



See Figure 5 for the illustration of bj.

Using (2.16), we have

253/2 =0
16 ) s )
1*5(5)3 = 3 2\3/2 (2-19)
3 2(—8)32.
Tl, 5§ <0.
Let us define
_ &) _§"(2) ()
= iN1/3’ 2= iN1/3”7 "= iN1/37
so that we have
f(Z) . * T2 %\ 2 T3 *\3 *\4 *
V13 —rl(z—bc)+5(z—bc) —i—E(z—bc) +O0(z—0b))*, asz— b} (2.20)
By the definition of £ in (2.14) and the facts that
N N N 8 3
!/ b* — b* / 1 b* — b* " " b* — b* n - / b*
§b7) = —5500), €(00) = )", €700 = ()" — S (€00)
we have, using (2.4), (above, ¢(z) must be taken from z € Ext(B) )
1 1 e 1 (9 +12ay/c + 16¢) 1
rl——%+(9(—N2/3), ro = 2abcﬁ%+o(m/3), ry = — o +(9(N2/3). (2.21)
Let us define the following Riemann-Hilbert problem for the matrix function II(&; §),
H+(£7 é) = H*(Ev §), g € Ra
. . 1 0
H+(£7 S) =11 (57 5) e2i(%£3+§§) 1 ) g € 7+,
) (1 _ef2i(§£3+§£)
ILy (&;8) =T1-(&; 9) 0 . ;o EEN-,
([[I(&:8) =T+ 07, §— 0.
The solution of the above Riemann-Hilbert problem can be written as
11(¢; 8) = (&8l GE+)7, (2.22)
where W(¢; 8) is the solution of the Riemann-Hilbert problem in (1.8).
Let us define P(z) by
e_i§5(3)3”3H(z)H(§(z); §)ei§5(5)3”3, z € D, N1Int(B),
P = 0 1 : : 0 -1 2.23
(2) ( . O) eﬂ%&(ﬁ)?’osH(z)H(ﬂz); §)61§€(5)303 (1 0 > , z € D, NExt(B). ( )

16



Here H(z) is a holomorphic matrix function that will be determined in Proposition 2.2. One can check
that ®(2)P(z) satisfies the jump conditions (2.12) of A in D..

In order to obtain the asymptotics of p, up to the first sub-leading term, we need the first two sub-leading
terms of II(&; §). Let II(&; $) be given by

114 (3) n Ia(3)

1
e o +0 (£3> : (2.24)

3 . 3 3
) 4B Th(3) = pu(d) pi2(8))
5) —r(3) p21(8) p22(3)
The series above is in integer powers of £ because the monodromy of II(; §) converges to the identity
exponentially fast as z — oo. Here we have

I(; 8) =1+
where

—-q

p12(8) = p2 (3) = 4 ; (2.25)

The relations in (2.25) are derived in Appendix A.

The following proposition derives a rational matrix function S(z) with the only pole at b} and a holo-
morphic matrix function H(z) such that the modified global parametrix ®(z)S(z) matches with the local
parametrix ®(z)P(z) along dD.. This procedure of improving the local parametrix is known as the “par-
tial Schlesinger transform” [9]. The construction of H;(z) and S(z) with a simple pole and the constant
matrix S71(8) was also described in [7]. Here we construct Hj(z), Ha(z) and S(z) with a simple pole and
double poles such that the modified global parametrix better matches with the local parametrix along

0D..

Proposition 2.2. Let IT;(3) and I1(8) be given in (2.24). We assume t —t. = O(N~2/3) and, therefore,
$=0(1) as N grows to infinity. Let S(z) be a rational matriz function with the only pole at b} given by

where
5(5) = 5 A (2.27)
So1(8) = 7?17;,22/3 <p210(§) b 120(§)> , (2.28)
So2(3) = 7?]2\;5/)3' (2.29)

17



Let H(z) be matrix function given by

H(z) := Ha(z)Hy(2),

where
Hy(z) =1~ 228 fli(z) (2.30)
A T
such that H(z) is holomorphic at b’. Then there exists a fized disk D, centered at b, such that
67135(5)3”3H(z’)ﬂ(§(z); §)ei%5(6)3"3 = S5(2) <I + (’)(ﬁ)), as N — o0, (2.32)

uniformly on OD,.. Let us further denote H(z) by

_ hi1(z)  hia(2)
H(z) =T+ (h21 o he (Z)> . (2.33)

We have, uniformly over z € De,

ror(8) (3r2 — 2ry73)7(3)(2 — bY)

) = = oy 243N/
n 2(9r5 — 4rir3)pii(8) — (3r5 — rirs)(9(3)® — r(8)?) n O(l (= — bZ)Q)
24rN2/3 N N3 )
hia(2) = — r2q(38) (3r3 — 2r173)q(8) (2 — b%)  (9r3 — dry73)p12(3) O(i (z — bZ)2>
T T 2N 24r3N1/3 12r4N2/3 N’ N3 ) 234)
b B r2q(8) (37’% —2r17r3)q(8)(z — b}) (97“% — 4r173)p21(8) 0 1 (z— bZ)2 ’
2(2) = paNifs ~ 243N 1/3 AN T <N’ N1/3 )
b _rar(8) (3r3 — 2r173)7(3)(2 — b)
2(2) = Lo 24r3N1/3
20— Arrpnts) ~ (3 ol =@ | (L G-y
24rtN2/3 N’ N3 )

where the big O notation with multiple arguments is defined by O(A, B) = O(max(|Al,|B])).

Proof. In the proof below, we will use the following bounds on 9D, whenever necessary:
S11(8) = O(N/3), 951(8) = O(NT3), Spy(8) = O(N"3), TI;(3) = O(1), &=O(N'"?).

All the bounds in the proof should be understood in the limit of large N. When z € 0D, and therefore
1/¢ = O(N~1/3). We sometimes use the notation O(1/£3) to indicate the origin of the bound.

Firstly, by the definition of H;(z) in (2.30) with S11(8) in (2.27), one can see that Hj(z) is holomorphic
at bF. Moreover, using II(; §) with £ = £(z) in (2.24) and H;(z) in (2.30), we have

18



Hy ()T 5) = 1+ 1) <HZ§‘§> (M=)~ 1) H;j?) +0 (J_“b(s))g? é) . (2.35)

Since

+ (Hi(z) — 1) =2 L) O(Ni/?)) (2.36)

Hy(2)I1(&;3) = T + f“(b‘? +0 <N§/3>

as N — oo and z € 9D,..

Secondly, by the definition of Ha(z) in (2.31) with II;(8), II2(8) in (2.24), S21(8) in (2.28), and Sa2($) in
(2.29), one can see that Ha(z) is holomorphic at b}. It follows that H(z) is holomorphic at b3. Moreover,
using I1(£(2); §) in (2.24) , Hi(z) in (2.30), and Ha(z) in (2.31), we have

() ()1(E:9) = Ha(e) 1+ 226 T a2 - ) T 0( 3)

£2 215 73
B S11(8) +521(8) | S22(8) 521 S22(8) '\ S11(3)
=1 z— b +(z—b*)2+ z—b* z— bt (2:37)

I5(3) 1(8) ) Su (8 )
— H -1
( £2 +< 1(2) ) 2i¢ z—b*+0 §3
where the 1st equation is obtained by (2.35), the 2nd equation is obtained by the definition of Hy(z) in

z
(2.31). As N — oo and z € 0D,, using (2.36), (2.37) and the definitions of S11(8), S21(8) and S22(8) in
(2.27), (2.28), (2.29), respectively, we have

(25 22ip) 2 - (7 (-0 52) 25 w0 (5) -o(w)

It follows that

. S11(8) + S21(5 Sao(s 1
(o) H(2)(e:9) = 1+ L) Sl (1)
B S11(8) + S21(3) S22(8) 1
_<IjL z — b} +(z—b§)2 (I—I_O(N))'
Therefore, (2.32) holds. Moreover, when z € D,, using the definitions of H;(z) in (2.30) and Ha(z) in
(2.31), (2.34) holds. O
Let us define A%°(z) by
®(2)S(2), z € Int(B) \ D,
0 1 0 -1
A% (z) == ¢ ®(z2) ( ) S(z) ( > , z€Ext(B)\ D, (2.38)
-1 0 1 0
(I)(Z)P(Z)v z € D..
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This will be the strong asymptotics of A and we define the error matrix by

E(z) = A®(2)A7(2).

When = € Int(B) N 9D, we have
E+(2)(E-(2)) = AT(2)(A®(2)) ! = 2(2)P(2)S(2) ' @(2) "
= (5 o) e e s (1)
_ (_01 é) S(2) <I+ 0(&))5(2)—1 <(1) _01>
— I+ O(%)

Here the 2nd equality is obtained by the definition of A*°(z) in (2.38), the 3rd equality is obtained by
(2.23) and the 4th equality is obtained by (2.32).

By a similar computation, the same error bound holds for z € Ext(B)NdD.. One can check that the error
is exponentially small in N away from dD.. By the small norm theorem [27, 25|, we obtain that

A(z) = (1 + o(]i,)>z4°°(z). (2.39)

Proposition 2.3. Let £ and ¢ be given in (2.14) and (2.5). Let H(z) be defined in (2.33). When z € D,
we have the following asymptotics,

pa(z) = l3E(F eNt(=) (e%d’(z) [HV]3, + O(N_1)>,

(2.40)
n(2) = —e O N0 (T[], + O(N ),

where
[HV]5, := [H(2)W(£(2); 8)] 5, = (14 ha2(2)) W21 (£(2); 5) + ha1(2) P11(£(2); 8),

[HY], := [H(2)¥(£(2);5)];, = (14 h11(2))¥11(§(2); 3) + hi2(2) W21 (£(2); ).

Here [H\II]]"“',C is the corresponding entry of HY and the error bounds are uniform over D..

Proof. When z € D, N1Int(B) \ 24, we have

Y(Z) = eTU?’A(z)eWU?, — 70’3 <I + O(N)>AOO(Z)GW(2Q2(Z)Z)U3

tN(2g2(z)—€) o3

oitos <1 +0 (%) ) B(2)P(2)e

— o¥tos VY (O 1) -ise@r®on JORCRSS S
e 2 <I+(’)<N>)(_1 0)° H(2)II(¢; )eS T3eT 2 ,
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where the 1st equality is obtained by (2.11), the 2nd equality is obtained by (2.39), the 3rd equality is
obtained by (2.38), the 4th equality is obtained by the definition of ®(z) in (2.13) and the definition of
P in (2.23). It follows that

pu(z) = [¥ () = e F "N ([H()1(E: 5)], + O(NT)),

where [HII]s; is the (2,1)-entry of HII. By using the fact in (2.22), the above identity can be further
written as

pn(2) = el 5 E(8) o Nt9(2) (ei(gg(z)?’J“ég(z)) [H(Z)\T/(é(z)v §)]21 + O(;))

— ol 5E(B)? o Nig(2) (ei(ﬁi(z)?’-&éf(z)) [H(z)\IJ(ﬁ(Z), §)}21 + (9(;{)) (2.41)

— l3€(8)° o Ntg(2) (egd’(z) [HY]5, + O(N_1)>'

Here the 2nd equality is obtained by the definition of ¥ in (1.9), the 3rd equality is obtained by the
definition of £ in (2.15) and (2.14). By the definition of H in (2.33),

[HY]5) = (1 + hoa(2))W21(£(2); 8) + ha1(2) Y11 (£(2); 9).
Similarly, we have

0n(2) = [¥ ()] =~V <ei(éﬁ<z>3+§f<z>) HY];, + o(]t))

(2.42)
_ _o—i56(8)% (Nt(g(2)-0) (e%as(z) [HU]Z, + O N—1)>’
where
[HW)T = (1 + h11(2))¥11(£(2); 8) + haa(2) Va1 (£(2); 8).
Following the same arguments as above when z € D, N Q4 and using (2.11), we have
tNE EN(29()=0) 1 0
Y(2) = 0303 A (z)e 252 0s <1/wnN(Z) 1)
7 1 coy\ Q=0 1 0
=e 2 (I—i—O(N))A (z)e =2 (1/wn,N(Z) 1
Ne 1 W0, 1 0
— e s<I+O(N)><I>() (z)e 5 <1/wnN() 1)
_eNe 1 0 1 18305 W\ i8¢0y INCeE)-0) 1 0
=e 2 (I—{—O(N)) < 1 o —15%8 H(z)II(&(z), 8)e'3%8%%e ™ 2 Lw () 1
_iNe 1 0 1 o3¢ ~ i(46%48)03 ,i86(8) %0 , N 29E)=0 5, 1 0
- (I+O(N)> (—1 o) PTTHEVE 8 ’ ’ 1/wan(z) 1
= et (HO(;)) <—01 (1)> e ST H ()W (€, 3) G (1)> i(369+56) 0 i SE(8)Pa o LCLI=N 5,
o)) (4, D mamtcanticrimgia, i
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where the 1st equality is obtained by (2.11), the 2nd equality is obtained by (2.39), the 3rd equality is
obtained by (2.38), the 4th equality is obtained by the definition of ®(z) in (2.13) and the definition of P
n (2.23), the 5th equality is obtained by the fact in (2.22), the 6th equality is obtained by the definition
of wy n(2) in (2.9), the definition of g-function in (2.7), and the fact that

ol (5E3+3€)0s 135(5)303637292(2) Lo 1 0y _ (1 0 ol (5E3+3€)0s ,15€(B) UseitN(292(Z>%)U3
1/wpn(z) 1 11

and the Tth equality is obtained by the definition of ¥ in (1.9).

)

Similar to the computations in (2.41) and (2.42), we see that (2.40) holds for z € D. N Q.

The analogous calculation can be done for z € D. N Ext(B). O

Proposition 2.4. When z is away from D. and z € Int(B), we have the asymptotics,

_ i15€(8)3 \Naz+tNe q(3) ropa1(8) P21(3) o) 1
Pulz) = e7s e <2r1N1/3(z ") TENRG b)) AN b (N) ’
3 3 1
" — _eNaz(q1 _ T(S) B pll(s) o - 924
Wiz) = e ( 2NV (z—bg) NP - b <N) ’ 2

—Naz r(s 8 .
[Y(ehe =" <1 - 27“1N1/§(,)z —br) T%N;;;?i 1 bz O<N>>'

Here the error bounds are uniform over a compact subset of Int(B) \ D..

When z is away from D. and z € Ext(B), we have the asymptotics,

Nec N ~
z r(8) p22(8) 1
n =2z" 1 - O AT )
Pa(2) = 2 <z—a> < * 2r N3 (z —bg)  r2N2/3(z — br)? + (N>
Nc ~ ~ ~
P z q(3) rop12(8) p12(3) 1
u(z) = - - - o(+)).
an(2) ol B EB)? ot NE <z — a) < 2r1 N1/3(z — b¥) + r3N2/3(z —bx)  riN2/3(z — br)? + (N)

o S5 (Y ()l o1
12 o 2 2 NY3(z = bs)  riN2B(z—br)  rIN2/3(z - bp)? N/ )

(2.44)

Here the error bounds are uniform over a compact subset of Ext(B) \ D..

Let Dy :={z: |z = bs| < 3=} with 0 <7 < §. When z € D, \ D-, we have the asymptotics,

_ Naz+tNLilee(p)® q(3) ropn(8) p21(38) o1
Po(z) =e ¢’ (27”1]\71/3(2—6;) * r3N2/3(z —bx)  riN2/3(z — br)? * (N1*37')
Naz+tN{,—N¢(z) [ 1 r(3) p22(3) 1
Te ¢ < T 27“1N1/3(z—b*) %N2/3(z—b2)2 +O<N1_3T) ’

az r(3) p11(3) 1
an(2) = —e <1 N 2r N1/3(z — ) N T‘%NQ/;E —b)? + O(N137>>

—i16¢(8)3 Naz —N¢(z) q(§) _ T2p12(§) p12(‘§) O 1
e s ¢ <2r1N1/3(z—bﬁ) r3N2/3(z —bx)  riN2/3(z — br)? * ( ) '
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Here the error bounds are uniform over D\ D;.

Proof. When z € Int(B) \ D., using (2.11), we have

SRR, P

— ¢'5tos (I + O(Jb)) B(2)S(2)e
)

0 1 —i§f(ﬁ)303 SH( )—i—SQl( ) Sgg(é) i§§(5)303 Nt(29(Z)*Z)U3
><—10>63 TR Teewp)

tN(292(z)7Z) o3

where the 1st equality is obtained by (2.39), the 2nd equality is obtained by (2.38), the 3rd equality is
obtained by the definition of ®(z) in (2.13) and the definition of S in (2.26).

Using the definitions of S1; in (2.27), So; in (2.28), and Sa2 in (2.29), we have (2.43).
When z is away from D,, similar computations can be done for z in Ext(B) \ Q_ and Q..

When z € D, \ D, using ¢ in (2.20), we have &€ = O(N'/3-7). For z € Q we have

e, INg()=0) 1 0
Y(2) =e 2 73A(z)e 2 Vwan(z) 1

a()e ™ e (4T
;q)(z)P(z)eWg:/( n7N§ | 1)0>
L/wyn(2) 1

0 1 INEg(2)=0) 1 0
> <_1 0> P(z)e 2 (1/wn7N(Z) 1>
(£ ) mEIE et e (|
(_0 1> i3¢(8)0 <I+SH( 8) + S21(8 )+ 522(3) +@( 1 ))

z — b (z — bx)? N1=37

8e03)3,. IN(29(2)—0) 1 0

x el38(B) o35 03 < > )
1jwpn(z) 1

where the last equality is obtained by H(z)II(§;x) in (2.37) and the following fact

(
Sa1(8) | S22(5) \Su(s)  (I(s) 1(3)) Su(3) _ 1
(z—bz +(z—bz)2 z — b &2 (Hl(z) I) 21 )z — b +0 53 _O(N1_3T>‘
Using the definitions of S1; in (2.27), S2; in (2.28), and Sag in (2.29), and the definition of g-function in
(2.7), we have (2.45).
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A similar computation can be done for z in other regions of D, \ D.

In particular, when z € D, \ D; and z € Int(B), V¢ is exponentially small in N, (2.45) matches the
corresponding expressions in (2.43) by simply setting 7 = 0 in the error bound O(N37~1). O
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2.3 Recurrence relations

By Theorem 2.1, we will also need the asymptotic behavior of p,_1 and p, 1 to obtain asymptotic behav-
ior of the correlation kernel. In order to obtain p,,_1 and p,11 we need the following recurrence relations.
Similar recurrence relations have been obtained in [41, Appendix B] for generating numerical plots of the

zeros of planar orthogonal polynomials with the external potential Q(z) = |z|? + % log |Zia|.

Let us define
(22)™ e 0

z eNaz
0 "

: (2.46)

where Y satisfies the Riemann-Hilbert problem in (2.10). The Riemann-Hilbert problem for Y (z) is given

by

Vo)=Y (| eT
2)=Y_(z , zel,

i 0 1

. . e2Nemi 0

Yi(z) =Y_(2) 0 e z € (0,a),

—_a\Nc ,n
- NN [(=Z9)Y = o
Y(z):<I+(’)<>> [( =) el ], z — 00,
z 0 1
Y (2) is holomorphic, otherwise.

Since det Y(z) = 1, the inverse of Y (z) exists in C \ (I' U (0,a)), and we define

Ap(2) == Yo(z) . (2.47)

As Y, (z) and deLZ(Z) have the same jump matrices, the matrix function A, (z) is meromorphic and can

be determined by identifying the singularities at oo, 0 and a. For z — oo, writing

e R ) S

Z | Cn 0 1
we have
—Na 0 1 n Nab, 1
An(2) = [ 0 o} *2 [—Nacn 0 ] +0(5): (249)

Similarly, for z — 0, writing

_ z—a Nc#
Yau(z) = B: 5:] (I+0(2)) ( 2 )0 eNaz 2'0”] , (2.50)
e e L[~Ne— (Net )y (Ne+n)an
_L|=Ne— C+ N)PnYn c+n)oybn
An(2) =7 [ —(Ne+n)ymm  n+ (Ne+ n)ann] +0O(1)-
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Therefore we have
An(z) = —Na 0 +1 —Nc— (Nc+n)Bnvn  (Ne+n)onfy
" B z _(NC + ”)%mn n+ (NC + n)ﬁn'}%

1 (Ne+n) (14 Bnyn) Nab, — (Nc+ n)a, Oy
—Nacy, + (Ne+n)yn,  —n— (Ne+n)Bavn |-

(2.51)

zZ—a

As z goes to 0o, one can see that the coefficient matrix of 1/z in A, (z) at (2.51) exactly matches the one
of A,(z) at (2.49). Note that the notations ¢, and =, are similar but unrelated to the charge c in the
external potential @ in (1.7) and . in (1.10), respectively.

~ ~ -1 ~ ~
Defining M,,(z) := Ynt1(2)Yn(2) , knowing Y, +1(2) and Y, (z) have the same jump matrices, by a
similar procedure as above, we obtain that

My () = [z +Ontl —Gn _b”} . (2.52)
Cn+1 1
Since det M, (z) = z, we have
1 1 b
1_ -~ n _ —
M,(z)"" = » |:Cn+1 ot apey — an} ,  Apt1 — Gp + bpeprr = 0. (2.53)
The compatibility of the Lax pair,
AV, (> . - -
1) A @Tae), Tan(®) = Mua)Fa(a) (2.5
gives
dM,,(z
Ann (M) = T a2 a,(2)
This yields the following recurrence relation:
o WOEA) b
R
(1 +n+a2N)bn (Nc+n)05n/8n b721 (1 +Bn7n)
bnt1 = + + ,
(70

bp—1 = anﬁnfl ="
n

¢
Brir = (1+ Nc+n)((Ne+n)apBn, —aNb,) a2 8,

where
¢=a’N —Nc—a(l+2(Ne+n))ayBy + (a°N — Nc— a(Ne + n)anBy) Ban
+ (Ne+n)(Ne+n+1)a3 82 +aN?b3 (1 + Buyn)?.
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Proposition 2.5. The following identities hold,

paet(2) = 2 () = S0 2)), (256)
pn-‘rl(z) = (Z + W)pn(z) - ann(Z)7 (2.57)
pi}E:) _ <t+ (czttiﬁn’yn B (C+tz)6n%>pn(z) N <(0+tzﬁnan L b= (chj)ﬁna”>qn(z),(2.58)
Iy = Wwﬁn. (2.59)

Proof. Using Yy41(2) = My, (2)Yn(2) in (2.54), the definition of Y;,(2) in (2.46) with (2.52) and (2.53), we
have
1

(o) = M) Vo) g

] wt vy 8]

It follows that

! (pn+1(z) + ann—l—l(z)) and pn+1(z) = (Z + ant1 — an)pn(z) - ann(Z)‘ (260)

pn(2) = >

Combining (2.55) and (2.60), we can see that (2.56) and (2.57) hold.
By (2.47) and the definition of Y,(2) in (2.46) we have

dYn(Z)_ d z;a NCNLQZ 0 z;a NCGN% 0 -1
2 g ovae) - Yale) L [< " ”( ) ] |

Using the above equation and the explicit expression of A, (z) in (2.51) we have

P(2) = (—Na+ —Nc— (Nc+n)Bnm N Nc+n+ (Nc—l—n)ﬁnfyn)pn(z)

> zZ—aQ
(et mbnen | Nabo = (Netmhon), ) (Ne e )y
> z—a roa z
_ < ~ (Ne+ JZVt)Bwn AR (J\LC:LaNt)BW">pn(z)
A ((wc £ Mo | Naby = (Ve + Nﬂﬁna")qn(z)

_ N< o (C + t)ﬁn’)/n + t+ (C + t)ﬁn')’n)pn(z) + N((C + t)ﬁnan + aby, — (C + t)ﬁnan>qn(2)'

z z—a z z—a
Let us define the norming constant h,, of Pn(z) with respect to the weight wy, n(2)dz by
by, == /pi(z)me(z)dz.
r
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Using Proposition 7.1 in [7] we have,

I(Ne+n+1)  hy I(Ne+n+1) 7, T(Nc+n+1)

h = — " = = T
n 92i N Netnt1 pn+1(0) NNctn+1 Qi1 NNctn+1 Bn7

where the 2nd equality is obtained by the fact that

by = — lim 27i2" [V, (2)]12 = —27ib,,
Z—r 00
and the last equality is obtained by (2.55). This ends the proof. O

3 The C-D identity: Proof of Lemma 3.1

In this section, we prove Lemma 3.1 by combining the C-D identity in Theorem 2.1 with the asymptotics
of orthogonal polynomials in Propositions 2.3 and 2.4, and the norming constants and the recurrence
relations in Section 2.3.

Lemma 3.1. Let K, (z,() be the pre-kernel defined in (2.2). Defining the local scaling coordinates u and

v such that .
ive

Z:bc+ W’U,

%u and (=b.+

we have

igchn(z, ¢) = exp (Nl/%féu — U>2> exp (is(u —0) — M(ug - 173))

N5/6 3a (3.1)
N2/3 _ 1 '
X NG <‘If11(u; s)W11(v; ) — War(u; 5)War(v; s) + O<N1/3)>'
Here the error bound is uniform over u and v in a compact subset of C.
Proof. By Theorem 2.1, we write
ECKTL('Z7 C) =1, — Hna (3'2)
where
o _ o—NzC T .
b = 12 €) = e e U0 (V) = e () (33)
and (@) N/
I, == 11, (2, () = e Vx¢Pnt 110 n/fn-l G5 . — 2bn(2)). 3.4
(=) oeta) Ty V1) (Y (2) = () (3.4)
In order to compute (3.2), let us prepare several useful identities.
First of all, by (2.56), (2.57), and the definition of ¢, in (2.1), we have
Qn c
VYn(2) — 2¢n-1(2) = T(Z - a)N an(2), (3.5)
bn 1+ 5n n c
Y1 (2) — 2n(2) = W%(z) — bn(z — @)V (2). (3.6)
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Using (2.57), we have the following identity

Pnt1(a) —a+ by (1 + Bnvn) — b, qn(a)

Pn(a) an B pn(a)’

Moreover, using (2.58) and the definition of 4, in (2.1), we have

Yh(e) = S tha(z) + (= — )V (2)

z —

Nc t+(c+t)Bavn  (c+1)Bnm
_ wn(z)JrN( (c+t)Baym  (ct?) 7)1/;”(2)
ZzZ—a zZ—a z
t n“n bn - t n+-n
—|—N<(C+ )50‘ _|_a (C+ )Ba >(z—a)Ncqn(z)
4 Zz—Q
1 nin n/n ntn n - ntn
Z—a z z zZ—aQa
(3.8)
Lastly, using (2.59) in Proposition 2.5 and (2.55), we have
1 NNc+n+1 1 NNc+n+1 1
_ — , 3.9
SNk, T(Netnt Da(es—fn) | TNctniDa(L 5 Y
1 NNc+n+2 1
ntNetl = ) (3.10)
Thn_hn—f—l F(Nc+n+2)77(ﬂn_ﬁn+l)
Nhy, n
= (Nc+n) b = —(Nc+n)Bnvn. (3.11)
hn—l 671—1

Using (3.9), (3.8) and (3.5), we rewrite I,, from (3.3) as

= NNC+TL+]. Na
I, =— —Nz(¢ n _ Ne
! ’ ml(Ne+n+1) 1+ Bavn (2= a) ™ an(2)

« (3.12)
1+ BnYn BnYn (C + t)ﬂnan aby, — (C + t)Bnan Ne
x<<c+t>< e LR e e [ qn<<>>.
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Then we have
NNc+n+1

WF(Nc—i—n—i—l)e

N

Na, ez [HE)? Nt L+ By Bnn

xS IO ) (e (PP P @% v
1+ Bun St NLHIFE(B)? (—a

B (c+t)Bran n aby, — (¢ +t) B e2 (¢ )[H\I/ 13 + O(N
¢ (—a ol N+ g3

Na,, e2®G[HU)Z + ON-Y) 040 ( LBt _ B e *O[H]5 + O(N!)
L+ BaYn  oNHEEB) S 0(2) ¢(—a ¢ ez ()

_ ((o + 8)non | abn — (c+ twnan) e[, + 0<N1>)*
(2) ’

I, =e N

560 (5 — q)NegNto(2) (g%wﬁ (¢ — a)NceNt9<<>) '

¢ (—a StNEHFTE(B)? o T o(=
where we defined the common factor
NNc+n+1

Qn = e N 56 (5 — g)Neg MG (e%é(ﬁ)s (¢ —a)N N7<2tg(cz)+¢(o>)*

1
7'(Ne+n+1) (313

that will also appear in the expression for II,, in (3.15) below. Here and below the superscript * means
the complex conjugation but b’ does not represent the complex conjugation of b., which is defined in
(2.17). The 1st equality is obtained by (2.40). The error bound is uniform over D..

Similarly, using (3.7), (3.10), (3.11), and (3.6), we rewrite II,, from (3.4) as

_N:¢Pny1(a) Nhy/hn— o (A
= o7 p:éa) ntlNetlpy, — flln+1¢n71(0 (¢n+1(2) N an(2)>

N NNe+n+2 (a by (14 Bnyn) 4 qn(a)> (Nc+n)Bnn
I(Nc+n+2) o fn " pn(a) 7r(/Bn—i-l - 571)

(BB ) b= 0)¥n(2) ) ( (9006 - 226 - 0 ¥0a(0)) )

(3.14)

o Bn

Then we have
NNc+n+l

nl'(Ne+n+1)

« N(Nc+n) <a + bn (1 + Bnym) s Qn(a)> Bnn b e%qﬁ(z) [HY]5, + O(N_l)
Nc+n+1 o Bn npn(a) ﬁn-ﬁ-l — Bn " anﬁn(l + /Bn')/n)_l

L eHOH + O (YO, + ONTY) | ayed “O[HTE, +OW )
St NEHLE(B)3 ¢ Y CetNEHEE(B) (3.15)

I, = e V=€

eigg(ﬁ)s(z _ a)Nceth(z) (6125(5)3@ _ a)Nceth(C)) .

=Q@n N(Nc+n) <a+ n (14 Bnyn) — b, qn(a)> /Bn’ynﬁ b < s (Z)[H\IJ]SI+O(N_1)

Nc+n+1 anBn "pn(a) ) Bny1 — 2%, B (1 + Buyn) !

N N *
e HOH VS + O ) (FHOHV, + ONY) | an e O[HIJ, + O(N )
ot N+ E(B)? o T 6(2) Ce2 () T CetNHFTEB) o560
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Here the 1st equality is obtained by (2.40). The error bound is again uniform over D..
We recall that

2b..s
We define the local scaling coordinates v and v by
B iveu B ivev
Z—bc+m, C—bc+N1/3. (317)
We now compute I,, and II,,. Using the expression of 5 in (2.6) with (3.16) we have
_ YeV's 1
B=bo— o0 +O(N2/3>. (3.18)
Moreover, using ¢ in (2.5) with (3.18) we have
t0 = —ab. + b2 log(be) clog(c) | 2besloglb) _ 2572 ( ! ) (3.19)
= T T 0 108D 2 +eN2/3 3N Ni3) '
Using the expressions for z and ¢ in (3.17), the expansion for £ in (3.19), and (3.16) we have
e N = exp (— Nb? — iN?3beye(u — v) — N1/3'yc2u17),
NNetntl —2Nb2—N1/32bes N 1
:exp(Nbg)bc e L l—i—(’)( > ,
m(Ne+n+1) V/273/2b,, N1/3
Nazt+tNt N2/3 . §3/2 Np2+N1/3ber N 1
e 2 = exp |: > avyeiu — 3:| bé e T4 <1 + O(]Vl/?')>’ (3_20)
i Ne . N2/3 N1/3 i(h 3,3
2 (z — a)NT = exp (a4 2v/C)veiu + ——2u? + isu — (b + ve)yeu”
2 6+/cbe

Jo2+N1/3kes y 1
XbCQ ’YCC4 (1—’-0(]\“/?)))

Here the 2nd identity is obtained by the Stirling approximation formula

I(z) = Zﬁ(l +O(i))

Moreover, for z € D, N ExtB, using the definition of £(z) in (2.15), the expansion of {(z) in (2.20) with
(2.21) and (2.18), § in (2.16), and s in (1.10), we have

exp (5 0(2)) = exp [i(50:)" + 5¢(2) + €0 |
e [+ e (36007) (- SRR o)
(3.21)
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Using the definitions of ¢g(z) in (2.7) and ¢(z) in (2.4), we also have

N(2tg(2)+9(2)) n+Nc Nc Naz+tNe

(z—a)Ne 2 =z 2 (z—a)2e 2z . (3.22)

The common factor of I,, and II,, from (3.13) is given by

Netntl,i8€(B)3 *
Qn _ 6 NF(C]VTZ +e 3+ 1) n+2Nc (z . a)%eNaz;»tNl <Cn+2Nc (C . a)%eigg(ﬂ)3eNGC;—tN€)
T C n

— exp (Nl/sﬁéu_” >exp< s(u— ) — et VO a0 —v3)>
(

6r/che

<oxp (Reie(y?) - 2 fg%c (1+0(5))

3
o (P et B ) S (o),
3.23

where the 1st identity is obtained by (3.22), the 2nd equality is obtained by (3.20), the last equality is
obtained by the expansion for £(3) in (2.19) with § = s(1 4+ O(N~2/3)) and the definition of 7. in (1.10).

Now we compute the remaining part (I, — II,,)/Q, of the difference between I, and II,, without the
common factor Q.

By (2.8), the relation between Y, and Y, in (2.46), (2.50) and (2.43) in Proposition 2.4, we have

1
o = pul0) = —&'% <ﬂ>3eth< ¢ | Tpm , Pn +o()),

2 N1/3bs © riN?3b: T N3 (b)? N
r P22 0,3
= Yn - B '
Bn = [Yn(0)]12 2 NUBG:  12N2/3(5)2 TN T O<N4/3> (3.24)
B _ r _ P11 ﬁ 1
Yn = QTL(O) - (1 + 2,,,1N1/3bz T%N2/3(b:)2 + N * O<N4/3)> )

Here we will not need the explicit values of the coefficients Cg and C., in 8, and ~, respectively. The
numbers Cg and C,, are defined by being the expansion coefficients in the 1/N-expansion, which will be
dropped out of the computation of the correlation kernel at a later stage. Moreover, in this and in the
following we note the implicit dependence on §, i.e., ¢ = q(8), r = r(8), p11 = p11(8) and ¢’ = ¢/(3).

By (2.48), the relation between Y;, and Y, in (2.46), and (2.44) in Proposition 2.4, we have

_ n+1 __il8g(3)3 tNe q T2P21 (i)
bn = lim 2"V, (2)l12 = —e"3 5 e <2r1N1/3 + N2 +0 ~) )

Using this, the expression of b% in (2.18), the expressions of oy, £, and v, in (3.24), the relations of p11,
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po1 and pog in (2.25) and the expansions of 71 and r5 in (2.21) we have the following identities,

. 2 ' 1
ay, = ellfsw)3em< e @e(rg+d) O())

2b.N1/3 ~ 8b2,/cN?/3 N
. 2
b = sr e Qe (et VOnRrard) o 1y)
2N1/3 8ber/cN2/3 N (3.25)
2,2 )
_ q e . Cﬁ + C’Y L
Oim =1t s =T N T O(5ws)
2 2 7
_ i8¢ tNe qVc (be +Ve)verg + aviq 1
anfBn, =€ € <2ch1/3 + 8b2,/cN2/3 +O<N) :
It follows that
Nay, 1 _ 2ch4/3 + a(rq+q' )N 16[)2(05 + Cy)N + O(N2/3) (3.26)
1+ Bnyn otNEHIFEB)? TYe 2¢/cq? 273¢3 ' '

Similarly, by (2.43) in Proposition 2.4, the expression of b} in (2.18), the relations of p;; and po; in (2.25)
and the expansions of r; and 79 in (2.21) we have

gn () 1 <_ 2VeN'3 | (be + Vo)rirg — anzd | O( 1 >> (3.27)

Pul@) G REB) gtNE e 2b.q2 N1/3

Using (2.34) and (2.21), and the boundedness of exp (§¢(z)) from (3.21), we have

OOV + O(N ! o (Ve by . . 1

Y (V) _qql(s(z);s)—w(rwf(z);s>+q\p21<g<z>;s>>+o(w). (3.28)
Similarly, we have
e%¢(2)[H\I,]z +O(N? A b ) A .

6%2;(2) (v — \1121(5(2);8)+W(r\I/zl(f(z);s)+q\I/11(§(z);s))+(’)<W>. (3.29)

Using BnVn, Bnan and by, in (3.25), (3.28) and (3.29) with the expression for z in (3.17) we have

(C + t) (1 + BnYn _ Bn%m) e%¢(2) [qu]gl + O(Nil)

zZ—a z e%(f)(z)
. (c + t)/Bnan T aby, — (C + t)ﬁnan e%ﬁf’(z) [H\P]Tl + O(N_l) (3.30)
z z—a S NEHIZE(B)? (T é(2)

(Ve +be)(qP11(&(2); 8) + 1%21(£(2); 8)) — 8iv/cu¥ar (£(2); 8) " (’)( 1 )

= b.V21(£(2); 8) + 8\/6’)/0_1N1/3 N2/3
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Combing (3.26), (3.28) and (3.30) we have

N

Ii - Na, ez ¢ )[H‘ll]ll + OV ) (c+1) 1+ B . Bnn e%d)(C)[H\p]gl + O(N_l)
Qn 14 Bnyn  oNHEEB)? S o(2) (—a ¢ o2 ¢(0)

(et )Bpan | aby — (c+ t)ﬁnan> 0290 [HY)$, + O(NY) "
( ¢ * (—a N EHIZE(B)3 5 6(2)
202011 (€(2); 8) W (€(C); B)N /3 N beW11(£(2); 8)W21(£(C); 8) (ave(gr + ') + div/eyeqv) N (3.31)
a Ve 2v/cq*ve
 82(Cp 4 C1) 11 (£(2); 8) Va1 (£(C); )N
e
be(v/e +be) (P11 (£(2); 3) W11 (£(C); 8) — o (£(2); 5) W21 ((C); 8)) N
4y/c

+ O(N?/3),

Using SnYn, Bnom and by, in (3.25), B4 in (2.55), and the ratio of g,(a) and p,(a) in (3.27) we have

N(NC + n) <a + by, (1 + /Bn'Yn) b Qn(a)> /Bn'}’n

3775/3 ’
ADNTT_ qppdr T4 LNTER 16538 T C”N4/3 + O(N).
q> 'Yc e q* '7c
Using by, Bnay and By, in (3.25), (3.28) and (3.29) we have
(e¥¢<z> [HYJs, + O(N™Y) | 2O [H U + O )
n N 16
200 B,(1+ fayn) "t VRO 300 (3.33)
_ 0e¥n(E(2):8) | (Ve +be)ya(ar +24')¥11(€(2); 8) — (be — 3v/€)@* 72 ¥21(€(2); 3) +@(i>
2N1/3 16+/cb.N2/3 N/
Using Span, and By, in (3.25), (3.28) and (3.29) with the expression for z in (3.17) we have
O HY), + ON!) | an B XD [HY, + O(N)
ze29() Yo et NEHPLB) o2 6() (3.34)
~ U9(8(2);8) I (be = 3v/)q¥11(§(2); 8) — (81\/EU — (Ve + bc)T)‘Pm(f(Z); 8) i (’)( )
= bc 8\/&)3’}/@_1]\71/3 N2/3 .
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Combing (3.32), (3.33) and (3.34) we have

Qn ~ Netnil b Pa(a)) Bust = Bn "\ €39 a8, (1 + Bayn) !
e%qﬁ(z)[H\II}fl +0 N1)> <612V¢>(C)[H\I,]gl +ONY . %egqﬁ(C)[qu]gl + O(N1)>*
3
e

(
St NEHIZE(B)? T é(2) Ce2 () Vo CeNEHTEB)? 590

f Vet () (Lt i), (eg¢(z)[H‘1’]§1+0(Nl)

_ 20201 (E(2): ) U (€ NY? | bW (€(2):8) W (€(C):5) (avelar + a) + 4iverea?) N (3.35)
0 2V/eq e
 8b(Cp 4 Cy) W11 (£(2); 8) U (E(C); 5)N
>3
| belbe = 3vE) (P11 (§(2): 8) P11 (€(0): 8) = I (€(2); 8) W (§(C): 8)) ¥
4y/c

+ O(N?3).

Moreover, using the definition £(z) in (2.20) we have

(5t o L
g(z)_u+N1/3(273 4aﬁbc“>+o(zv2/3>' (3.36)

For j,k = 1,2, using the expression of £ in (3.36), and the definitions of § and s in (2.16) and (1.10) we

have

Un(€(2);8) = Uyplus s) (L+ ONTV3)), T(E(Q); 8) = Tjn(vs8) (1 + O(N~V3)). (3.37)

Comparing (3.31) and (3.35), one can see that the difference comes from the 4th term. Hence, the
remaining part of I,, — II,, is given by
I, 1II,

o= g = b (0 (€(): T (E08) — V(€20 Tar €09 + 0775

=b.N <\I/11(u; $)W11(v;s) — War(u; s)Wa (v s) + O(ﬁ))

(3.38)

Here the last equality is obtained by the facts in (3.37).

Using the common factor of I,, — IT,, in (3.23) and the remaining part of I,, — II,, in (3.38), we have

1 - I, —1II, NY3~42(y — )2 , o di(be+ V0, 3 4
Wadcn(z,o = W = ( ) > exp (ls(u — U) - T(u — v ))
N?2/3 _— _— 1
X W <\I/11(u, S)\IJH(’U, S) — Uy (u, 8)\1121(1]7 8) + O(W))
This ends the proof. O
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4 Integrating the C-D identity: Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 by using Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 4.1.

Let us write the real and imaginary components of the coordinates explicitly by

. B g L B vy
U= UR TNVG’ v i=UR 7%]\71/6' (4.1)
Note that the imaginary component is scaled differently in N.
Using (3.17) and (4.1) we have
ive 1 . e = = 1 .
750 =00 =5 (0un + i.N'/69,,), —21750¢ = Ov = 5 (Bup, - i7.N'/69,,).
It follows that )
Then (3.1) in Lemma 3.1 can be written as
1 - ]\71/3(:2UR—’L)R2 .
57068210 = exp (SR i — (s 4 )
4i(bc 2
X exp <is(uR —wR) — 1(;;\@(“?1)% — ) — (UIJ;UI)> (1 1 O(Né—l/ﬁ))
o \ U1 uR; s)¥11(vR; s 21(uR; 8)Va1(vR; s (4.3)
B iug (\I//H(UR; $)W1i1(vR; s) — Why (ug; s)War(vr; s))
Y N1/6
N ivr (11 (ur; 5) ), (vR; 5) 1—6\1’21(103; 5) W (vR;s)) N O(Ng(s_l/g))'
VeV /

Here and below, for an arbitrarily given 0 < § < 1/6, all the error bounds will be uniform over
(uR,N*‘sul,vR,N*‘sv[) in a compact set of R* which means that we allow u; and v; to grow as
~ NY.

Since 01U (—¢;s)o1 and W(—E;s) satisfy the same Riemann-Hilbert problem as W in (1.8), it follows
that

U(E;s) = W (—E&s)or, W(E;s) = U(—E;s),

where o1 = <(1) (1]> is the first Pauli matrix. Then we have

‘T’ll@ s) = @11(—555) = E/22(‘f§ s), @21@ s) = @21(—5;3) = @12(55 s).
Combining above relations with the definition of ¥ in (1.9) we have the following relation

Ui (upr;s) = War(ur;s), Wai(vr;s) = ¥i1(vr; s) (4.4)
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Let us assume upr # vr; we skip the case of up = v which is analogous. Using the relations in (4.4), we
rewrite the equation (4.3) as

1 _ N2/3 N1/372(UR o UR)z 1
B ; T /6
0K (e ) = e (Y (ur — vr)(ur + 1))
, 4i(b, + /¢ +vp)?
X exp (1s(uR —vp) — (3(1\[)(“?1)% _ud) - (ur 2@1) >

X (\Iln(uR; S)\Ifgl(UR; S) — \Ifgl(uR; S)\I/H(’UR; S) + O(Néil/ﬁ)) .

To integrate the above equation let us define F;, such that

1 N1/3762(UR — ’UR)2 . 4i(bc + \ﬁ) 3 3
W’C”(Z’O :eXP< 5 +is(ur —vr) — ?)CL(UR—UR)>
1 . 1/6 (UI +UI)2
X M<exp<—1(uR—vR)(u1+v1)%N — #>
" Ui (ur; $)Vii(vr; s) — Wit (ur; s)Wai(vR; s) L F
i(uR — UR) L

Taking the derivative of the both side by v; using the following identities from (4.2):

1 1 = 1 —
W&'L)I’Cn(z, C) = W(@g + 8§)’Cn(2’, C) = W@(Kn(z, C),
we get that
2
Doy Fo = O(N* /) exp {ur Fvr)” Z”I) ).

Integrating over vy while allowing v; and u; to grow as much as O(N?), we get that

Fo,=O(N°"1/%) + F,|

vy=—N9%’

where the last term serves as the integration constant. Similarly, exchanging the role of u and v, we

have
F,= O+ Fyl, o

Combining the two equations we have

F, = O(N°7V/%) + F,|

vr=ur=—N%"

We remind that the error bound is uniform over (ug, N7, vg, N*‘;v]) in a compact set of R*.
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Using the relation between the correlation kernel K,, and IC,, in (2.3) and
N Jz—ael¢ —al'*
o Y22+ 5IC (2 — a)Ne(C — q)Ne
t 0] )2 )2 1/3.2
= exp (ia/ycNZ/:ﬂH—u;U_v + N1/3702 (u — U) + (’U - U) _ N / Ve (u _ 1—})2>

(3 L3 _ a3 =3

i (v’ +a° — v° — 0°) < 1 )

><eXp< NG 1+(’)(—Nl/3)

= exp <ia”yCN2/3(uR —VR) —

N1/3,2
2

(ur —vp)? | 2002 (uf — o) 26-1/3

><exp<— 5 + 6./c (1—1—(’)(]\7 ))7

(ur — vR)2 +i(ug — vgr)(ur + vI)%Nl/G)

we get

L g (o0) = Nz —aNC—alNe 1
NB/6T T e%|z‘2+%|d2 (Z—a)NC(Z—CL)NC N5/6

4i 3 _ .3
= exp <ia%N2/3(uR—vR)—I—is(uR—’UR)—i-w) (1—}-(’)(]\[25_1/3))

Kn(z,0Q)

’ (4.5)
X # <e—u§—v§ Uor(ur; $)¥11(vr;s) — Vi1 (ug; s)Wai(vr;s)
\/57‘_3/2’76 I(UR — UR)
)2
+ P exp (i(uR —vpg)(ur + UI)7CN1/6> exp < - W))
Plugging in u; = v; = —N° we get
L 25—1/3
WKn(z,C)\uI:W:_Né — (1 +O(N / ))

4.6)
Uor(ur; s)Wii(vr;s) — ¥ii(ug; $)¥a1(vR; s) (
25y Y21(UR; $)W11(VR; 11(UR; §)W21(UR;
X <exp (—2N%) (un — on) + Fn‘wzu[:_m )
The following theorem is from Proposition 3.6 in [3, Section 3.5]. For the convenience of the readers, we

put the proof of the following theorem in Appendix C.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q(z) be given in (1.7), and n = Nt. There exists a constant C' that is independent
of z and N such that

K,(z,2) < CNe NUap(2) o e S U S°.
Here Usp is the effective potential of the 2D equilibrium measure defined by

2t

Usp(z) = Q(z) — m

/ log |2 — w]|dA(w) + Lap,
S

where Laop is chosen such that Usp =0 on SUOS.
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The explicit representation of Usp is not important but we will remind the known properties of Usp in our
specific case: Uop = 0 on S and Usp > 0 on 8¢ Usp is continuously differentiable. According to Lemma
2.2 in [7], for any 29 € S and € > 0 is small enough, we have that Usp (20 + €(n, + iny)) = 2¢2 + O(€?),
where (n4,n,) is the unit vector that is outer normal to 9S at 2.

Using Theorem 4.1, the above facts, and z = be + iz + ijfz;fﬁ’; we have K,,(z,2) = O(N exp[—ru?]) as

N — oo for any constant 0 < x < 2. This bound holds as long as u; = o(v/N) or as long as z — zp = o(1)
for any 29 € 8S. Using (4.6) and the fact that |K, (2, ()| < \/Kn(z,2)Kn((, () we have that

n"UI:uI:_NtS = O(Nl/G exp(_HNZ(S))

Consequently, for finite u; and vy, using (4.5) we have

1 1 e~ Ui vt Uoi(ur; $)¥11(vR;s) — Y11 (ug; s)War(vg;s) 1
N CN(ur,vR)Ve +/7/2 27i(ur — vR) N
where '
COn(ug, vg) i= e~ en(ur)=en(vR) on(w) := aveN?Pw + sw + 4w’ /3.

Changing the notations from (ur,ug,vr,vgr) to (z,y,2’,y") respectively, we have (1.11). This ends the
proof.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2 using a similar strategy as in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

5.1 The C-D identity: Proof of Lemma 5.1

Lemma 5.1. Let K, (2, () be the pre-kernel defined in (2.2), and D, = {z : |2—b};| < 5=} with0 < 7 < &.
Defining the local coordinates u and v by

z:=b.+u and (:=b.+v (5.1)
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such that z € D.\ Dy and ¢ € D.\ D;. Then we have
3
— N2 o N24w?) W+ W4Tt WP+
0K (2,¢) = Se 2 exp ( sve | dc + 32 )

Yer u+T  2(g® =) (u+7)? ( 6 N N3T>>
. <1+ N3 2up N sazge O TG
3 3 4 4 5 u

o (VG G+ 7)1 5) 5 G )+ 25

(i e (=) -0 ) s oo
3 53 4 4

(
U v u v S 1/3
“XP(N(;(Z)C*ﬁ)‘i(bg*c)*( 63/2))+2N )
(

« < Yeqg (U+u) Yelgr+4) (ii i) (N3T>) 1+O(N1/3u2 NT ))

N3 2uvp 4N?2/3 u?
3, -3 4 4 5 1/3
u’ +v u*+v u® + T° 2sN
—ep (N5 - ) v
exp < 3, 102 + 553 + - (u+ v))
o er u+6_’yc2(q2—r2) (u+7) ( 1/3,2 Arl/3-2 N3T>)
% (1 N1/3 2up N2 gaepe T OWTWS N ) )

Proof. As z € D.\ D;, ¢ € D.\ D, and

bE = be+ 72%;2/3 + O(ﬁ)

we will use Proposition 2.4 to compute the derivative of the pre-kernel K, (z, () in Theorem 2.1.
Since z ¢ D, we have 1/u = O(NT). Recall that
0cKn(2,¢) =1, — 1,,.

For convenience, we write p,, and ¢, in (2.45) as

() = eNaHINEGIREB) (PZ)) + eNa+tNE=No() (pz))
qn(z) = eNazefN¢(z)efi13*6§(/3)3 (PlzZ) _ eNaz (Plzl)a

using the short-hand notations below.

37
Pph:=1- 2r1N1/;(z — b¥) B r%NQ/f(l;— b:)? * O(]\][V )
37
Py i = 2r1N1/3q(z —b) ri”N;;?”](gf— b*) + r%NWf(lj— b:)? " O<NN )
3T
P e r?N?C?”]Zl— ) r%N?/f(21 o)
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As before, q, r, p11 , P12, P21 and pay depend on §, i.e., ¢ = q(3) etc.
When z € D, \ D, using (2.45) in Proposition 2.4, I, from (3.12) can be written as

1 Na 16 o(3\3
_ n Z —i3€(8)° ,—Né(2) pz
I Q”e BB tNE T + Bum (P e B
1 + Brn ,Bn’Yn jl6 3 _N ¢
( — : (p $ e HE) N p22> 5.3
(C + t)ﬁnan CLbn - (C + t)BnOén ¢ _iE (5)3 —N¢(¢) p¢ '
i) euve< ¢ + (—a <P11 e Pl?) ’

where we define
NNc+n+1

N — —Nz(
@n=c m'(Ne+n+1)

(Z _ a)NceNaze%iﬁ(B)setNﬁ<(C _ a)NceN(lCe%GiE(B)BetNZ)*' (54)

Similarly, IT,, in (3.14) can be written as

N(Nc+n) <a 4 bn (1 + Brvn) b Qn(a)> BrnYn
Ne+n+1 nfn "pn(a)) (But1 — Bn)

by (1 +5n7n) z —il8 3 - z) Pz bn z —il6 3 — 2) pz
’ (m(Pﬂ*e FOTTNIRR) 4 g (P e R

I, = Qn

*

1 _i16¢()3 _ Qp, _i16¢()3 _
X C<(P2Cl +e 36(8) e N¢(C)P2<2) W(Pﬁ —e 3 £(8) e N¢(<)P1C?>

Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1, we now compute I, and IL,.
Using the expanssion of £ in (3.19) and the definition of ¢(z) in (2.4) we have

o (a2 v (o) e

N — g Na) () (1 ) (14 0 (k)

Using the definition of z in (5.1), (5.6) and the 2nd identity in (3.20), Q, from (5.4) is written as

@ = exp (~ Nyetw ) — M) (14 12) " (1 7)™

X exp <332Re(i§(5)3) - 4Re(383/2)> ﬂg% (1+0( Ni 5)) (5.7)

:exp(—N\/E(v+u)—Nuv)(1+%)Nc(l_i_\;E>Ncﬂg2b ( +O(N1/3)>
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where the 2nd equality is obtained by the expression for £(3) in (2.19) with § = s(1 + O(N~%/3)) which
comes from (2.16) and t — t, = O(N~2/3).

We now compute (I, — II,)/Qy,. Recall that u and v are chosen such that z ¢ D, and ¢ ¢ D,. Using I,
in (5.3) and II,, in (5.5) we have

In IIn 2 _jl6 _ _116 *
@7 - 5 =C1 (Pn — e T el P12) 21T € & N¢(OP242)
oo (P — omiREB —No() pz | (S _ o—iNEB) o~ No(O) pS )
Cz( 11 — € Py ) (Pn P12)* (5.8)
—C3 (P221 + o 1B NG Z)P22) <P< +e 5B NO p )
z 7i16 — z 715 —
—Cy (P21 + eI B e N )P22) <P1<1 5t N¢(C)P1<2> ,
where
1 Nay, 1+ Bnvn /Bn'yn *
C:= +t
T (ﬂ)etN£1+ﬁn'yn<(c )( (—a )
_ N(NC + n) a (1 + 671'771) . Qn(a) BnYn bn, 1
Ne+n+1 anBn pn(a) (Bn+1 — Bn) e 5€B*atNe

Nc+n+1 B "pnla) ) Bri1 — Bn(e FEPB)? otNe

1 Nay, (c 5nozn aby, — (¢ +t)Bnan
* i5¢(8)3tNe 1 4 B 5(5)3 ( + > '
e's e nYn etN¢ ¢(—a

CZ::N(NCJrn) <a—|— n (1 + Bnyn) b qn(a)> Bnyn 1 bn < an >
el 35(6) otNt
_.I_

Cs:= N(Nc+n) <a—|— (1"‘511%1) — b, ‘Zn(a)> /Bn'Yn } (14 Bnyn)
Nc+n+1 B Pn (a) Brn+1 — Bn Z anfBn ’
o, *
Ci= C3(’Y el 1365(5)3@”“) '
We further write (5.8) as
I, 1L, . 2 /¢ \x
Cjf—@*:(jlpn(% ) C2P11( ) CBP21( ) —C4P21(P11)

SRR ‘N¢<<>>*(01P51<P§2>* + CaPfy(Py)" — CaP5i (PSy)" + CPiy (Py)")
+e TR N )< - Clez(P2C1)* +CoPh(PY)" — 63P§2(P2<1)* - C4P52(Pfl)*)

+ e—i?&(ﬁ)ge—Nfb(z) (e_ ?S(ﬂ)SG—Nqﬁ(C))*( Cle( ) CQPIQ( ) C3P22( ) + C4P22( ) )
(5.9)

1 1 be —bX\ "1 1 N7
=214+ == - ). 1
p— u( - ) U+O(N2/3) (5.10)

Using (5.1) we get
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Using the relations of r, p11 and pes in (2.25), the expansion of r; in (2.21), and (5.10), we have

Yer (@’ =r) (N
2uN1/3  8u2N2/3 ( N )
2(,.2 2 3T
z 1 YT o Ve (q =T ) N
Pp=1 2uN1/3  Su2N2/3 +O< N >

Pr=1+ (511)
5.11

Similarly, using the relations of r, pi2 and pa; in (2.25), the expansions of r1, 79 in (2.21), and (5.10), we
have

2 / 37 2 / 3T
. e Yelgr +4') (N ) . Y elgr+4) (N ) 519
Pip = 2uN1/3 ' 4y2N2/3 +0 N ) Po = 2uN1/3  4y2N2/3 +0 N/ (512)

Moreover, using the expansions of 3,7y, Bnay, and by, in (3.25) and (5.1), we have

Ol qe 1
- _ O(—) 5.13
el T EB)? gtN e 2N (5.13)

Loy (14 Buyn) 2 1
z onBn 4be(be +u)N?/3 + O(ﬁ>’ (5.14)

(C+ t)(l + BnYn _ /8n7n) . bg SbCS(\ﬁ"i_ u) + GQQ’Y? 0( 1 )

= 5.15
z—a z bet+u  4(y/e+u)(be + u)y.N2/3 (5.15)

and

1 <(c +t) Brnan n ab, — (c+ t)ﬁnan) auyeq

16 =
z zZ—aQa

el 5 E(B)3 otNe ~ 2(y/e +u)(be + u)N1/3

_albe+VOudlgr+4) aveq N O( 1 )
8bev/c(v/c + u)(be + u)N?/3  4(\/c + u)(be + u)N?/3

(5.16)

Combining (3.26), (5.15), (3.32), and b,, in (3.25), we have

C1 = O(N?/?).

Similarly, combining (3.32), b, in (3.25), (5.13), (3.26) and (5.16), we have

= N
. \ﬁ—l-@—{_o( )

and combining (3.32), (5.14), and (5.13), we have

L +O(N?3), ¢y = O(NY)
bt ’ '
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Substituting {C;} from above expansions, (5.11), and (5.12) into (5.9), we have

(In—Hn)_Nbcxﬁ< R _vg(qz—rz)(uzﬂz)+O(N3T))

Qn  Ve+v N1/3 2uv ' 4uvN2/3 N2/3 8u?p? N
N2 1 e N7 1/3+e
_bc+6<4umv2/3+o< N >>+O<N )

1
+e_Naﬂ( Ve >N0(1+ U)Nb§+2bc§£\’3< Nbc\/é( —ed '73(qr+q/) ’}’62(]7“

Ve+ be e+ T\2WNB T 4niN2/3 4upN2/3

Nb? (e velar +4) _vear +0(N37))+0(N§)>

b+ v \2uN1/3  4y2N2/3 AuTN2/3 N

1
—I—e_Nau( Ve )NC(1+ “)N”3+2bcii” ( Nbc\/E( —veq | Ear+4q)  Alar

Ve+u be C e+ T\2uN/3 T 4u2N2/3 4upN2/3

Np? ( —ed el +d) e +@(N3T))+O(N2/3)>

b+ U \2GNI/B  452N2/3 " 4uuN2/3 N
eVt Ve o e )NC<bC+ubc+v)Nb3+N§2?’iis Nbc\/E( 124 (’)(NBT))
Vetune+v be  be Ve + T \duvN2/3 N
_ NB2 ( _Yer u+47v ver’  elg® —r?) (WP 4+ 7%) (9(N3T>>+O(N1/3+E)
b. + 0 N3 2us | 4usN2/3 N2/3 Su22 N ’
(5.17)

Here the first error bound O(N1/3+€) comes from the terms Clel(PQCI)* and C4 P35, (Pfl)* in (5.9), and the
second error bound O(N/3+¢) comes from the terms CleQ(PQCQ)* and C4Pj, (PfQ)* in (5.9), the first error
bound O(N?/3) comes from the term Clel(PQCZ)* in (5.9), and the second error bound O(N?/3) comes
from the term C4P§2(Pfl)* in (5.9). And the error bound O(N3"~1) stands for O(ﬁ, ﬁ, m, ﬁ)
Using the fact 1/u = O(NT), we have, for any non-zero constant k,
u\ VK u u  u? wd o out Wb
142) " =exp (NR2log (141 ) ) =exp (N (1= 4 o — g+ ) | (14 O(VW)) (5.1
( +k exp og +k exp ? 2k2+3kz3 4k4+5k5 (1+O(Nu’)) (5.18)

and

% 2bes 1/3
(1+bE)N3 e = exp (QSU‘ZV> (1+O(N1/3U2))

It follows that

() () o (VG- ) G+ G )

(5.19)

— Nk(uts u\ Ko T\ VR W?+92 B+ ut vt W+ ~

M (1 1) (14 ) :exp<_N( 2 3k | 42 ok >>(1+O(N“6’N”2))
(5.20)
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and

1 1
N3 2bes =\ N3 2bcs 2 - N1/3
(1+5) “(1+7) " =ex <3(“+”>> (14 O(N3u?, NV/35%)). (5.21)
bC bC PYC
Combining (5.7) and (5.17) with (5.19), (5.20) and (5.21), we have (5.2). This ends the proof. O

5.2 Integrating the C-D identity: Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let us define )
i(2ch?)1Y LV

z:=b.+u, u:=

v s
i(2¢b7)1Y n
r=bct+ v, = - + )
¢ o

where (v,n) € C? and Y € R.
The following lemma holds for all positive 7.

Lemma 5.2. Let u and v be given above. Assuming v and n are all O(N€) with e < 1/2 =7 and Y is
bounded, we have the following identities:

3 =3 4 —4 5 _5
exp (= = 00 e (W (5 - ) )
= exp < — ( 4 \ﬁch2\/ﬁ>2> (1 . O<N26 m)) (5.23)
V2 kN27 N7’ N3T )
Mk 1 gt 5 55 1
exp ( — Nuv — g(iﬂ +62)> exp (N(;(:C + %) — 411(1;% + %) + ;(Zg 4 0131/2>) n 28]/}\::3u>
iN(QCbg)%\/ﬁaY3 ; (2062)4y5 1 128(26173)%1/
:exp< 3N3T 5 T(()S 03/2) Y NT-1/3 >

<o (=5 v (5 o) 0 (5 R )

(5.24)

and
_ N, 5 5 1,73 ud v ut 1,7° ub 2sN1/3%
exp (= Nuv = 5 +7%)) exp <N<3(bc+\/6) z(sz ) **(@* am))t
B B iN(QCbg)i\/iaY?’ LN iN (20b2)4y5( ) i2s(2ch?) Ty
= Xp 3N3T 5 Nt \p2 &2 ~eNT-1/3

(v+1m)? V2Y2VN Y4N a N? /NN¢ N¢
o (50 VI o) = (5 +0)) 0+ 0 (5 Y )

(5.25)
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Proof. The assumption that v and 7 are all O(N€) with e+7 < 1/2 simply means that, in the expressions
of u and v (5.22), the term containing Y scales bigger than the term containing v or 7 in the limit of
large N. The former scales N~7 while the latter scales N¢~1/2,

The proof is done by a straightforward computation, but let us explain the error bounds. The error comes
from ignoring the terms containing Y22, Y3v and Y*v. The other homogeneous terms are smaller than
one of these; for example, the term containing Y 22?2 is smaller than Y3v because one of v is replaced by
Y to go from the former to the latter. Furthermore, since it is also clear that the term containing Y3v
dominates over the term containing Y#v, hence the final error bounds in (5.23) come from the two terms
Yv? and Y3y, which give NO(N~"N2(=1/2)) and NO(N 3" N¢~1/2) respectively.

O

5.2.1 Case: 1/6<7<1/4
If 1/6 < 7 < 1/4, let us redefine v and 7 such that
_ AY%YN _ AY%/N
Vold—V—Wa Uold—U—W;

where vo)q and poq refer to the variables, v and p, showing up in (5.22). Since voq and g are O(N€)
in Lemma 5.2 this definition requires that the redefined v and 7 are also O(N€) and € > 1/2 — 27. Here
we assume Y is bounded and finitely away from 0.

Using Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2, and the facts that

wle ) ~olm) w1~ ol =
we have
5 /2 v (b= YN v | (Ve AYVN
aan(z,C)zx/]\i;w[eXP(—< \J/rinJr(b ;1[)21: N>2)_exp(_< \J/rinJr(\f Jz\;lZ)TY N)2)]
b (- AP BN (g (4= v - Y (5 - 0 - ) )
o (WELATINQADDR (L 1) 4 2O o (N

(v+7 | (b= A)Y?V/Ny2 N? /NN¢ N N°

+eXp< <\/§ ) ol e e N)
7 Y2 Y4N

+exp<—(y+77) V2ViVN (

- N (Ve = (4= bw) = i (5~ - A - va) )

N(2cbz)%\/§ay3 N (2e02)1Y? 1 i25(2cb2)1Yy ./ N3
x eXp(_ 33T 5 NoT (b3 03/2> T NT-1/3 ) ( N )
A)Y? N2 /NN¢ N3 N3 Ne¢
+ exXp - < (\/> ) \/>> O( 9 \/> ) ’ ) 9 > .
\/i N2T NT N37T N2 N N1/6

(5.27)
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Let us define F;, such that

ST 0) (L ) ]

L0 =

n 2nt,

Taking the derivative with respect to 77 on both sides, we have

o ftl _ [exp<_ ((bc—;)Qf2m+ u%nf) _exp<_ <<f ]éQ)TY?f - ) >

+a,7Fn].
Moreover, using (5.27) and the following relation,
1~ 1 1=
—0pKy (2, ——8 Kn
we have
3 (v+m)? V2Y*VN _ Y4N
By Fy = exp ( - T - S (b = A — (A= Vo) - ( — (b — A)(A - V0))
iIN(2ch2)1/2aY3  iN (2cb2)1Y5 1 125(2cb2) 1Y o(NT
( 3N3T 5  NbT <b3 03/2) 7eNT-1/3 ) < N )

v+ (b= A)YAV/N2 N? /NN¢ N N°
+eXp< < \/§ + N2T ) O<N-r7 N3T O’ N67T’ N)
v+7 \fYQ\/> YN /a2
rop (- L0 YRR (e = (4 ) - S (% - G- A4 - v0)
N(2¢b?)iv2aY3 iN (2c02)7Y5 /1 1 i25(2¢b2)1Y\ /N3
X exp(— 3N3T +? N5T (@ B C3/2> B ,YCNT—l/S > ( N )
N _<V—i-77 (Ve — A)YQ\/»> (’)(NQE VNN¢ N1/3 N3T>
€xp \/5 N27 N7’ N3t > N2t N )

We define {p = b, + (QCb )4Y — \/’%;ZT + 7’°+\i/lﬁm(”) for some positive 79, such that Im{ = Im (y and (o

sits outside the droplet. Note that the droplet boundary can be at most O(N—27, N~2/3) from b, in the
horizontal direction. The first error comes from the second order approximation of the droplet boundary

and the second error comes from moving droplet boundary by O(t —t.). For {p to be outside the droplet,
[10/v/N| needs to scale greater than O(N~27) for 7 < 1/4. This can be satisfied if 9 ~ N° with

0>1/2 -2
Such ¢ exists within the range of our consideration because 1/2 — 27, the right hand side, is smaller than

1/2 — 7, the upper bound of € in Lemma 5.2. As a result F},(z,(p) is exponentially suppressed for large
N by (5.28) and Theorem 4.1.
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Moreover, since % — (be — A)(A — \/c) > a?/4, we obtain that

v )2 2 4 a CL2 4
VRN (b - (4= V) - S (%~ e - )4 V) < Y
and
v =\2 2 4 CL2 4
VRN (e A (A )~ e (% e YA - V) < Y

for a sufficiently large N with 7 < 1/4.
Assuming 7 = O(N?), we have

(N26 \/NN€ N1/3 N37T N2€ \/NNE N1/3 N37'>

m_
z<>r=\/708nF+Fn<z,co>\<o e S ) TR ) = 0 (5 e e

Here the error bound is uniform for 0 < € < min{7/2,37 — 1/2}.

. 1(20b2) 1y AY?2 Vo
Similarly, we exchanging the role of n and v. Taking 1y > 0 such that 2y = b, + ~ 7ave T UN
remains outside the droplet, we have
N2 \/NN€ N1/3 N37 N2e \/NNG N1/3 N3
[Fn(z, Q)] = (NT’ N3 "N N ) +1Fn(20, ) = O(NT’ N3 "N N )
It follows that
1 1 A)Y? A)Y?
—Kn(z,0) = erfc (ve=4) \ﬁ —erfe (be=4) \F
n 27t, N27 \/5 N2 \@
N2 \/NNG N1/3 N3T
+O<NT’ N37 7 N2t' N )
Moreover, by using (5.18) we obtain
eN=C \z—a!NcK—a]Nc B exp(Nuv) exp( 2b (u—1u (\/E+ﬂ)% (\/E—H/)%
T T (2 — a)Ve(C —a)™e  exp (LJul + Y oP) exp (Lo (o — 1)) (vt o) (Voto)®
__ G
CN,T(X7Y7 V,U)’
(5.29)
_ 2 2
where G(v,n) :=e"~ “-~"%" is the Ginibre kernel, and
v—v+n—m V2V Nbe v+T i 52 VN e e
Cn.(X,Y,v,n) ::e< A )e S bf@iy (\[+—U(V)); (\/EJFU(W));
(Ve+u))z (Vet o)
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Using the relation between the correlation kernel K,, and IC;, in (2.3) and (5.29), we get

1 eN=C |z — G|NC’C — Q|Nc 1
iKn , e — 7IC?’L 9
n K20 = R (e —apen )
— 2 n
_ G(v,n) 1 [erfc<(ﬁ AQ)Y VN N V+77> (5.30)
Cnr(—AY2YN/N?7.Y, v, 7) 27t N2 V2

. — A)Y2V/N 7 N2 /NN¢ N3 N27
— erfc (b ) +V+77 +(9( , , , )
N2T V2 N7’ N37 ' N27’ N2/3

Here the error is uniform for any 1/6 < 7 < 1/4 and for any 0 < € < min{7/2,37 — 1/2}. Taking
A=-X/Y? and n, N — oo, we have (1.12).

In particular, when 7 = 1/4 and A = —X/Y?2, we have

1 G(v,n) 1 9 V4T 9 V+T. N2 1
K, (2, () = Y24+ 2 e X + b y2 + X - ).
nK (2,¢) Cn/a(X, Y, v,n) 27t [erfc(X—l—ﬁ + V2 ) erc( + + V2 ) +O<N1/4 N1/6>

Here the error is uniform over bounded regions {(X,Y) € R?} and {(N~¢v, N~“y) € C?} that is finitely
away from Y =0 with 0 < e < 1/8.

For the case of 0 < 7 < %, one can see from (5.30) that O(N1/3*2T)—term also contributes. It follows

that the leading term and the error bar in (5.30) need to be further modified with additional corrections.
We will not pursue such case in the current paper. See Remark 1.

5.2.2 Case: 1/4 <71 <3/10
If 1/4 < 7 < 3/10, we denote v and n in (5.22) as
ivV2ry N b+ cY?/N N s
CLY2 \/N 2\/§ N2T \/§’YCN1/6’

- iv2ry N?™ b, ++/cY?V/N N s
= - .
7 a¥? YN 22 NZT 3y N6

Since v and p are O(N€) in Lemma 5.2 this definition implies that € = 27 — 1/2, z ~ O(N?71/2) and
7~ O(N2T_1/2).

Here we assume that (Y,y,4’) € R? in a bounded region and away from Y = 0.
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Using (5.23) in Lemma 5.2 with & = y/c and b, respectively, we have

N 3, =3 4, —4 5 =5
exp(—Nu@—E(UQ—F#))exp <N(u +7° w4+ v w4 ))

3/  4c T e

v+7  bY2V/N\2 N2 /NN¢
=exp| — + 14+ 0(———,
\/5 N2T NT N3T
_ ef(%+%)2671w(yﬂ/)(1+7aﬁjj";§/3) (1 _ aY?VN(z + ) O<N3T 1 i)
\/§N2T N ’ NT’ N4T
_ o (R e (R ) (L VNG k) (NN
\/§N2T N ' N4t

and

N 5 9
exp(—Nuv—E(u —i—v))exp(N( 3, 102 + 553

:exp<_ (V+ﬁ+ ﬁY2\/ﬁ)2+28(,,+77)> (1+0<N26 ‘/NNE))

Ve

V2 N2T ~N1/6 N T NE
Y ) YN ) N
V2N27 N ' Nit) )

Here the error O(N37=1, N=7) comes from the error O(N2¢~7, N“t1/2-37) with € = 27 — 1/2, the error
O(N'=47) comes from the term containing Y. The final error bound is obtain by the fact that 1/4 <

T < 3/10.

Similarly, using (5.24) in Lemma 5.2 we have

3 733 4 4 5 i)

)

w5 ut T u5+v5> 25N1/3(u+v)>

exp(—Nu@—g(qu@?))exp (N(;(ZCJF\%)_EL(Z%+i)+;(é+cg/2>>+251\;

i < z 1/4 ay? s T4z ir(y—y )N2T\2 . fsi% 2 R
—e Yzififl)ﬁ (31\\7/2§TE/2/3+%)e7(+72/+ %yi}% ) elw(y+y,)(1+ay22wg\,2/3) (1 + aYy \fm(z z') <
2N=7

and using (5.25) in Lemma 5.2, we have

3 3 4 5 5

N

N4t ’

o (v et (VG () -3+ )+ )

i 631/4 ay2 R ot i (y—a! 27—2_, fs27— 2/ o
- ) () e () (Ve )
2N=T

Using Lemma 5.1, the facts in (5.26) and above equations, we have

/3u>

)

N

(o

. (zta! | in(y—y)NZT\? .

e,y = VAR cmlue i) (Rl o N N )
¢vni=s V2302 VN2 N’ N4T
) ) v N0

JIN?T N ' N&T N /|
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Moreover, using the following relation, we have

1_
lax”cn(z, C) = ganlcn(za C)

n

11
n VN
(! inamy N
[§]

2
) {em@y')(uﬁw (1o AN 2) | o N7 N gy

gglCn(z, ()

aY24.N2/3

\/thﬂsm \/§ N2T N ' N4t
. , sN2T 2 3 3
- R (1 AN | (N )Y LX)
V2N2T N ' N4t N

Let us define F,, such that

. ’ V2s 27 A , V/2s 27
1 (22l iy INTY? ] Y ?Y/N I 52 ) _ e (452 )

—Kn(z,() =e V v2 7 2N ; +F,(2,0) ).
n 2t w3/2N2T y—1y

Taking the derivative with respect to 2’ on both sides, we have

_ ( o+’ _i_iﬂ'(y*y/)NQT
€

2
27 . / SN2T
la //Cn(z C) _ V2 aY2/N ) 717T(y7y/)(1+7a;_/2§’:5v2/3) B elw(yfy )(1+%)
x 9
n V2t m3/2
—in(y—v VZsN2T im(y—1' V2sN2T
. 1 1aY2 V N(e ' (y Y )(1+aY2’YcN2/3) el (y Y )(1+aY2’W;N2/3))(x + :L,/)
Var (y =y )N
_(z+r/+i7\'(y*y/)N27)2 1 iaY2VN
+ax/ (e V2 ay2V/N RWFTL(Z’C)>

It follows that

(22! L imw=y )NV 1 gy 2N
ax,(e (ﬁ aV2VN ) RWF,L(Z,C))

e,(z+z'+iw(y—y’)N2T —im(y—y) (14200 ) eiw(y—y')(1+7ﬁ3N2T ))

V2 W)Q aY2\/N(x + 2/) i(e ay2y,N2/3 ay2y,N2/3
B V2,732 [ V2N?T ( m(y )
i) o) oY V)
ef(%#ﬂfﬁi}%% )2 \/N(y —y) N37T
e w )
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For any § > 0, one can see that

N6 i\/ﬁﬂ—(z+t/)(y—y/)1\’27— (z+t/)2 /N o N37’
/ e aY2V/N 2 O( (yQT Y ) ) >dt,
x’ N N
NO 2ty /)N2‘r 2 —_a/ 37
:/ e_%_g(,)(\/ﬁ(yQ y) N )dt
4z’ N N

VN(y —y) N3\ [N _iema-y)n> 2
= max ( (yZT i ), > / e VIR 20(1)dt
N N/,

+a/
_ en(y—y))(e+a)N2T

(z+a’)
=e aY2yVN 2 O max (

N2T ’ N N27|y—y’|’

VNly —y'| N3\ | VN
Nly—y'| N )mm< N ))

Note that O(1) part in the 3rd line above is analytic function of ¢ in a disk of radius ~ N¢ = N27—1/2,
The last equality comes from a standard steepest descent method by the deformation of the integration

—~ 2T
contour that we show below. Let us denote X := Y2ru—y)N?"

avw — and t:=1t— (z+2') to express the

integral in the 3rd line above. We assume that X > 0 and A(t) ~ O(1); the other case can be dealt with

similarly.

4z’ N —

x4/ otz — —
vz

i / (z+z,)2 ;L LOr (a:+z,+t)2 (z+z )2
e Xz =7 /\/} e Xlem 2 At +z + 2 )dt+(9<

= o iRl /\F _‘XtA(t+x—|—:c)dt+(’)( VX, —N”)

_iVen(y—y)(e+a)N?T _ (a+a’)? N
R 0 in (1)),
N2y —of|

Here, the 2nd equality is obtained by the fact that both

Rel-ie — /2] = Re |~ iX (s —=) - 5

7 )2]:_&%1”52

1
VX
and R R

Re[—iXt — 12/2] = Re[iX (N° —is) — (N° —is)2/2] = —V/Xs — N? 4+ s2/2

go to —oo as N — oo, and the last equality is obtained by the following fact
‘ /0“} e XA + 2+ a:’)df‘ < /Oioo e KA + 2+ x')\c_li
Therefore, we have
£~ gy (-1 25 i (1)) = o3 205

o1

t

VX -N%

NS ' NS i N° o g2
/ X5 A1)t = / % Xt A)dt + VR RS A + / XS At

)



Consequently, we have

Cin(y—u' V2sN2T i (y—a! V2sN2T
Lilz0) _ (N 1 iaY?VN (e W) (L gtian) _ o (457 ) O( /N N5T>
no TR 2t /2 N2T y—y N27’ N3/2

Using the relation between the correlation kernel K,, and I, in (2.3) and (5.29), we get

eNzZ ’Z _ a‘Nc’C _ a‘Nc l

1
-K,(z,() = = K.n(z
n n( ag) e%zngr%K'Q (Z—CL)NC(C—U,)NCTL n, ( 7()
1 _@=2)? | iVan(ata ) y—y )N?T _ xP(y—y)?NIT _(z+z'+iw<y—y’>zv27)2
= — e 2 aY2V/N a2YAN ¢ V2 aY2VN
CN(YJBZ/J?/J//)
i (y— _V2sN2T () _VAsNZT
1 iaY2 /N /e im(y y)(1+aY2ryCN2/3) _el7r(y y)(1+aY2'yCN2/3) o Vv N N57’
X
2t w3/2N2T y—1y * <N277N3/2>

\/ESNQT

1 aY?/Ne—"~@) rsin (m(y — ') (1+ 352057)) o(YN N7
m(y —y') + <N2T7N3/2) ’

=~

CN(Y7 z,y, (13/, y/) 7T3/2tcN2T

where

bc—l-\ﬁYQ\/]v_'_ s v _’_iﬂﬁyNQT ' i\/§7ry’N27>
- x x
2 N27 \/§'YCN1/6 P aY2 \/Nv aY?2 \/N ’
and the last error bar comes from the fact that 1/4 < 7 < 3/10. It follows that
. , . 2r
CN(Y,x,y,xl,y/)NZTK ( C) - ay2e—1}2—($ )2 Sin (W(y — y/)(]_ + %)) O(\/N N5’7’ )
/N SR m(y ) NN )

The error is uniform over a bounded region {Y € R} that is finitely away from Y =0 for any 1/4 < 7 <
3/10.

This ends the proof of Theorem 1.2.

é\']\/v(Yrv x,Y, xlv y,) = CN,T(

For 3/10 < 7 < 1/3, one can see that O(N°7~%/2)-term in the error becomes of order one. To handle such
term we need additional corrections. However we still believe that the limiting kernel in (1.14) holds.
See Remark 1.

A Relations in the Painlevé II Riemann-Hilbert problem

Let ¥ := \T/(g ;3). Since the Riemann-Hilbert problem (1.8) has constant jump conditions, we write the

following lax pair,
d~ ~ d~ _~
— V=AY, —U=RBU Al
Er=AT g , (A1)
where
_ o [—4i€% —i(3 + 247) 4€q + 2iq’
A=AGS =1 Ty i 42 1G4 2)
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and

B = B(,3) = [ié q] .

q i
The compatibility condition of the linear system (A.1) gives
Az — Be +[A, Bl =0.
It follows that ¢(3) is the Hastings-McLeod solution of the Painlevé II equation ¢ = 3q + 2¢°.

Let us denote

(& 5) =T + Hgli(;) + “g@ + r([iz()? +0 (;) , (A.2)

where

0 (3) = < r(8)  a(3) > hy(s) = <P11(§) plz(éi) T0(s) = <Q11(§) Q12(«§)> ' (A3)

—q(8) —r(3) ~\p21(8)  paaf q21(8) q22(3)
Since the Painlevé II Riemann-Hilbert problem for ¥ in (1.8) only has constant jumps, we have
dv
— = A& %)V A4
& — A, (A4)

where the matrix function A(&; §) is meromorphic and can be determined by identifying the singularities.
Using I1(§; 8) in (A.2) with (A.3), and (A.4), we have

A(E:5) = —4i€? —i(5 +2¢%) 4€q — 2igqr + Sip1o N A1(3) N As(3) N A3(3)
’ 4€q + 2igr — 8ipa1  4i€% +i(5 + 2¢°) ¢ £2 &
where
Ay(3) = [ Lz~ py) ¢ — 812 + dp1ar + (5 — dps — 1)
¢* 4 8qo1 + 4parr + q(8 — 4p11 — r?) —4q(p12 — p21) ’
and the corresponding entries of As and Ag are given by
. i X
[AQ(S)]II = 5(—16]?%1 + q4 +r+ 8p21q'r + q2(3 _ 7”2)),
) i . .
[A2(3)]22 = _5(_161921 +q" + 7+ 8pargr + ¢*(5 — 7)),
. i )
[A2(8)12 = = (g*r — 16pa1(p217 — 2q12) + 8qr(pa1r — qu2) + ¢*(1 — 8gaz + &1 — 1)),
2q
—i
[A2(8)]21 = 27]((]47’ — 16p21 (p217 + 2g21) + 8qr(pa1r + go1) + ¢* (1 + 8qu1 + 81 — 1%)).

9
[A3(3)]11 = 8p12q — 4p12p22q + qz +2p12¢° — 2¢%G11 + 8p12g21 — 2¢°qa2 + paog®r
(1 + 4p12q)r?

S E—— p11(2 + q(4p12 — 4pa1 + qr)) + pa1(—2¢° + 8qu2 + q(—5 + 4pag + 7)),

7“2

[A3(3)]22 = — (8 — 4p11) (p12 — P21)q + 2(p21 — P12)q° — 8p21q12 — 8p12gar — —
4

1
+ (p12 — po1)qr® + qz(z + 2q11 + 2q22 + p117) + p22(—2 — q(—4p12 + 4p21 + qr)).
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By the fact that A;(s8) = 0, we have

P12 = p21,
¢+ 8qa1 + 4parr + (8 — 1r?)
P = )
4q
¢ — 8qi2 + 4parr + q(5 — 1?)
P22 = 1q .

Furthermore, by the fact that A3(s) = 0, we have

r=—3"—q"'+(¢)? A5)
(12 4+ q21)q = QQ(QH + q22).

Defining

B(&;3) == EE ,

by the similar procedure as above, we have

sa-[ £ o240

where

D)
i(4pa1—qr—q’) i(g>+r)
D) p)

_i(g*+r) i(4p12—qr—q’)
By(3) = 2

By the fact that By(8) = 0, we have

P12 =

Using the fact that A3(8) = 0 and the relation (q12 + g21)q’

= ¢*(q11 + qo2) from (A.5), we have

1 A A A A ,
G2 =~ = 75 (25¢ + ¢+ 80" +25¢" + ¢" — 2625+ *)d - 2¢°(5+ ) (d)* + 2(¢)?* + ald)*).

Therefore,
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B Proof of Theorem 2.1

Let p; be the monic orthogonal polynomials satisfy the following orthogonality conditions

/ pi(2)pe(2)|z — a M N dA(2) = by o,
C

where h; is the norming constant. Let us denote

BE = G- nE), 6 = (- a)V P
J

We define the inner product
(V) = / TG V(z)e N dA(z) = VD) (B.1)
C

and denote W := [thg, 11, -], ® := [po, ¢1,---|T, where T is the transpose of a matrix. Let

IT,, := diag(1,---,1,0,--)
N——
n

be the projection operator, we write
Ka(z,6) = e N2 ()T, ¥ (2),

where the superscript * means the complex conjugation. Then we have

Bekon(z, Q) = ~Ne ™V (= - %54) & ()T, (). (B.2)
Let us denote (216:[60)
#9190 .
L 1= 7{2%4]%) for each j.

Notice that the denominator does not vanish due to the fact that p,4+1(0) # 0 and py(2) # zpn—1(2) for
all n, which is obtained by the following relation
I'(Ne4+n+1)  hy

2iNNetntl - p, 11(0)

hy = —

with Ay, # 0 and h,, # 0 for all n from [7, Proposition 3.3, Proposition 7.1]. Note also that

2(v5(2) + Ljj—19j-1(2)) L ¢o

with respect to the inner product (B.1). The numbers L;;_; are building blocks to define the lower
diagonal matrix

0 0 0 0

Lyy 0 0 0

L—| 0 Lss 0 0
0 0 Lyz O
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We write

bj =5+ Lj 111
Then if

¢(z) = (polynomials of deg < j —2) - (z — a) - (z — a) ¢,

we have ~ ~
(@] 21h5) = (99| 1;) = 0.
It follows that B
span{¢o, ¢1, -+, pj-1} L 21,
which leads to B
2j(2) = ¥i11(2) + By ¥5(2)

for some Bj ;. Thus we obtain

B, 1 0 0
0 Bys 1 0

)

I+ =Bw, B:=|0 0 By L ... (B.3)

0 0 0 By

Let us also write

hivi pj(a)
hi pj+ia)’

which is well-defined due to the fact that h; # 0 for all j from [7, Proposition 3.3, Proposition 7.1], and

define the upper diagonal matrix

Ujj+1=— (B.4)

1

o oo

OO}QQ:O
w

]

o oo o
oqwqoo
S

Then the function

0i(2) == ¢j(2) + Ujj11¢j+1(2) = (polynomials of deg < j) - (2 — a) - (z — a)V®

satisfies R R
(0¢) | V) = (djlz9r) =0 if k< j—2.
Thus we have R
05 = Ajj¢j + Ajj-190j-1
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for some A; ;, equivalently,

[A;; 0 0 0
A271 A272 0 0
II+U)P=AD, A= 0 Ass Az 0

0 0 A3 A

=
™~

We now determine A, ;1 and A, ;. Note that integration by parts gives
B(I+U)! =B |1 +U) = (BY|®"(I+U)"
1
= (z(I+ L)V |®' (I +U)") = (T +L)¥| oD (I +U)")
1 1 _
= —(I+L)¥|®'A" = —(I + L)A".
A+ L)W @04 = L (T+T)
Thus we obtain the relation
%A(I—FL*):(I—FU)B*, B:%(I—FL)A*(I—FU*)”.
Comparing the terms involving A; ;_1, one can observe that
Aj7j—1 = N.

To determine A; ;, note that

9;(2) = 3(¢j + Uj,j+1¢j+1> = hlja((z - G)Ncpj> + Uhjf:3<(z - @)Ncpjﬂ)

= (z — a)Nc—lhi ((Ncpj +(z— a)p;,) _ pj(a) (Nij+1 +(z— a)p;-+1>>

j pj+1(a)

1 Nec p-(a) p-(a) )
Nc J / J /
=(z—a — pi — P +p; — D .

( ) hj <z a< ’ pj+1(a) ! 1) / pj+1(a) I+l

This gives
pjla)
p'+1>+p’-— Pjy1-
(a)™” 7 pjaaa) T

Comparing the coefficient of 27 term of this identity, we obtain

h;j Nc pj(a)
Aiipi - N—Lp. 1 = ( o
3,3Pj hj,1p] 1= \Pi Pi

pj(a) :
A=Y (Net 1),
7 Pj+1(a)( )

Notice in particular that A;;’s are real.

Now let us consider the decomposition
A=NT_+ Ay,

o7

(B.8)

(B.9)



where

, Ag = diag(A11, A2, ..)

E
Il
cor o
o oo
— o oo
coc oo

are the translation and the diagonal part respectively. Write

A*:T++Aa, T+ = Ti
Note also that we have
—1 —1 1 * *\—1
(Ty — Q)W = (Ty — (I + L)"'B)¥ = (T+ — I+ 1) LI+ DAL +U") )\If
1 1
- (T+ - AT+ U*)*l)\y = (T (I +U") = SAYI+ U0 = <T+U* - %Ag) (I+U") "'y,
where the second and the fourth identity follow from (B.6) and (B.9) respectively.

Let us claim that (T,.U* — %AS) is invertible. Suppose that this is not the case. Then there exists some
k such that Uy, — %Ak—l,kz—l = 0. Consequently, we have 1y (2) = z9;_1(z). This contradicts the
assumption that a # 0. Therefore, (T.U* — %AE‘)) is invertible, which is also equivalent to

Nc+j+1

b £~ (B.10)

by (B.4) and (B.8).

By letting
~ . 1o\t
U= <T+U - NAO) (T} — 2)70,
we have R
(I+U"¥ =U.
Note that

T N t « Lot t
U= [0, 91, -] Z(T+U _NAO) (T = 2)[tho, ¢n, - -]
. " 1 . 1 -1
= dlag(ULz — AL Uzs — A2z, ) [¥1 — 240, P2 — 241, )"

Thus we have
~ i — 2

¥; (B.11)

ok 1 '
Ui — vAig

Here the denominator again does not vanish due to (B.4), (B.8) and (B.10). Then by (B.3) and (B.6),

we have

1

I+ DA,

(I+L)z(I+U"W =+ L)2¥ =BV =B(I+U"V =
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which leads to N N
2(I+ UMV = %A*\IJ.

Combining (B.12), (B.5) and (B.6), we obtain

(- %Q)@*(C)Hn\ll(z) = (=~ %ac>(1)*(0ﬂn(] +UM)B(2)
1
N

Moreover by (B.7) and (B.11), we have

()T, A*1U(2) = hn1(C) Ann19n(2) — 6n () An_1.n¥n_1(2)

- al T On—1(C) (Yns1(2) — 20n(2)).

T orTx
Un,nJrl - NATLJL

Similarly, we obtain

8c®* ()M, I + U*¥(2) = 8chn-1(Q)Ust 1% (2) — Bchn(Q) U _1 pn—1(2)

U* —
= n_ln 6C¢H(C)(¢n(z) — 2¢Pn-1(2)).

B 1
U;:—l,n - NAn—l,n—l

Combining all of the above identities with (B.2), the proof is complete.

C Proof of Theorem 4.1

= L *(O)[MT, AT () — %accp*(g)[nn, [+ U9(2).

(B.12)

Since AQ(z) = (8§+0§)Q(z) = 4 away from the singularity, the function, 2log |u(z)|+4N|z—z0|>*~NQ(z2),
is a subharmonic function (and harmonic away from the singularities) for any polynomial u(z). Expo-

nentiating the subharmonic function we get that |u(z)[2e*Vlz==l”

—NQ(2) ig also a subharmonic function,

using Jensen’s inequality. Integrating around a small disk of radius 1/v/ N centered at zp, that we denote

by D(z0;1/v/'N) below, we get

lu(zg)PeNQG0) < N/ |u(z)|2e4N\zf20|27NQ(Z)dA(z)
T JD(z0;1/V'N)

Ne4/
<7
T JD(20;1/V/N)

N 4
<N / (u(z) PeNRE 4 A(2).
™ C

lu(z)2e™NREIdA(2)

The above inequality holds for arbitrary zy € C. Taking the log of the above inequality, we get

Net
2log |u(2)] — NQ(z) < log THUHH(NQ)a z€C,

where we define

lull 2wy = /@ fu(z) PN dA(2).
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Let us define @, adopting the notation of [3], by

~ 2t
Qz) = Area(S)/SIOg |z — w|dA(w) — fap,

where fop is chosen such that @ = @ on the boundary of S. Since @ is harmonic in §¢, and @ satisfies
the growth condition Q(z) ~ 2tlog |z| as |z| — oo, we have

~ Net
2log [u(z)| = NQ(z) < log THUHLQ(NQ)

on the boundary of S, and the left hand side goes to —oo if u(z) is a polynomial of degree less than ¢tN.
Since the left hand side is harmonic on ¢ the above inequality holds for all z € S¢U 9S.

Let us take n = tN and u(z) = e%Q(Z)Kn(z,w)/\/Kn(w,w) which is a polynomial of degree n — 1. We
have [[u[|2(ng) = 1 and, by exponentiating the above inequality, we get

~ 2 4
NQ-Q:) Kz, w)”  Ne

K, (w,w) = = for z€8°UJS and weC.

Taking w = z we have

Net _n@e)-a) :
K,(z,2) < —e , for zeS8S°UOIS.
T
Setting Usp (2) = Q(z) — Q(z), we finish the proof Theorem 4.1.

Acknowledgements: We thank Yacin Ameur, Sung-Soo Byun, Tom Claeys, and Arno Kuijlaars for
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