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MOMENTA SPACING DISTRIBUTIONS IN ANHARMONIC OSCILLATORS AND
THE HIGHER ORDER FINITE TEMPERATURE AIRY KERNEL

THOMAS BOTHNER, MATTIA CAFASSO, AND SOFIA TARRICONE

ABSTRACT. We rigorously compute the integrable system for the limiting (N — oo) distribution function of
the extreme momentum of N noninteracting fermions when confined to an anharmonic trap V(q) = ¢>” for
n € Z>1 at positive temperature. More precisely, the edge momentum statistics in the harmonic trap n = 1
are known to obey the weak asymmetric KPZ crossover law which is realized via the finite temperature Airy
kernel determinant or equivalently via a Painlevé-II integro-differential transcendent, cf. [3,35]. For general
n > 2, a novel higher order finite temperature Airy kernel has recently emerged in physics literature [33] and
we show that the corresponding edge law in momentum space is now governed by a distinguished Painlevé-11
integro-differential hierarchy. Our analysis is based on operator-valued Riemann-Hilbert techniques which
produce a Lax pair for an operator-valued Painlevé-II ODE system that naturally encodes the aforementioned
hierarchy. As byproduct, we establish a connection of the integro-differential Painlevé-II hierarchy to a novel
integro-differential mKdV hierarchy.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

In this paper we present new results for the edge momentum distribution function of a noninteracting
fermionic quantum many body system confined to an anharmonic trap at finite temperature. It is known
from [33, (5),(20)] that the same extreme value distribution is expressible in terms of a Fredholm determinant
of an integral operator whose kernel involves the higher order Airy function (equivalently, see [29], extended
Airy function of the first kind)

1 [ee] y2n+1
Ai,(x) = — dy, R, N:=7Z>;. 1
in () 7T/o c0s<2n+1+3:y Y x € n e >1 (1)

In the simplest case of a harmonic trap, the higher order Airy function (1) becomes an ordinary Airy function
and the extreme momentum statistics are known to be described by the weak asymmetric KPZ crossover law
[3, Proposition 1.2]. It turns out there is a striking generalization of the crossover law to general anharmonic
traps with even monomial potential: using Fourier analytic and operator-valued Riemann-Hilbert techniques
we will express the higher order finite temperature Airy kernel determinants in terms of a distinguished
solution of an integro-differential Painlevé-II hierarchy.

1.1. Fermionic coordinates in monomial anharmonic traps. In order to be more explicit, consider
the one-dimensional Schrodinger operator

d2
dg?
in coordinate representation on L?*(R) with monomial potential L{ (R) 3 V(q) := ¢*". By classical theory,

see [10, Chapter 2.3] or [43, Chapter 3], the Hamiltonian (2) considered on the domain C§°(R) of smooth
functions on R with compact support is essentially self-adjoint and its closure (again denoted by H,) has

H, = +¢*", neN, (2)

Date: January 20, 2021.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 45J05; Secondary 30E25, 42A38, 35J10, 81V70.

Key words and phrases. Higher order finite temperature Airy kernel, extreme value statistics, Fourier analysis, operator
valued Riemann-Hilbert problem, operator valued Lax pair, integro-differential Painlevé-II and mKdV hierarchy.

The work of T.B. is supported by the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council through grant EP/T013893/2.
M.C. and S.T. are supported by the European Union Horizon 2020 research and innovation program under the Marie Sktodowska-
Curie RISE 2017 grant 778010 IPaDEGAN.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.03557v2

pure point spectrum. In turn, there exists a complete orthonormal system {t }ren for L2(R) consisting of
eigenfunctions of Hy,

Hyr = \etbr, k€N, (3)
with eigenvalues \; € R that tend to +00 as k — co. Moving ahead, in modeling the desired noninteracting
fermionic qantum gas one recognizes the symmetrization postulate of quantum mechanics, cf. [43, Chapter
4, §3], i.e. the locations {g;}2_; C R of N identical, noninteracting fermions at zero temperature confined to
the trap V are distributed according to a biorthogonal point ensemble indexed by k := (k1,...,ky) € NV,
that is to say the locations {qk}{le form a special instance of a determinantal point process with joint
probability density function (pdf)

1 N N N
fO,k(Qly Ce qN) = ﬁ det [1/)]61 (qj)] ij=1 det [1/)]@1 (qj)} ij=1" 1<k <ky<...<kn, k; €N (4)

Here we use the single-coordinate wave functions vy, given in (3). Note that

Vs ax) = J%detwmj)m:p

is the standard antisymmetric N-coordinate wave function, an eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian

N N 12
iy =3t =Y (g ).
i=1 i=1 &
which physically describes an eigenstate of the fermionic gas with energy Ax := Zfil Ak, , see for instance
[20, Section IV]. At finite temperature T' > 0 all such eigenstates occur according to the Boltzmann-Gibbs
distribution and the coordinate pdf (4) gets generalized to

1

1 2 _
fT(ql;---an) ::Z (ﬁ) § : ‘\Ijk(qlv'-'qu)’ € 5>\k7 ﬂ::T>07 (5)
N keNY
ki<...<kn

with the canonical partition function Zn(8) := > ) cnm. k<. <n e P see [20, (64)]

Starting from (5) one can now analyze various fine structure properties of the coordinate point process, in
particular the large N scaling behavior of its extreme value gmax (V) := maxi<;<n ¢; has been at the center of
interest in theoretical physics in recent years, partially because experimental advances on cold atom imaging
have made it possible to probe the positions of individual gas particles and one therefore requires a precise
spatial description of the gas itself, see [20] for background. Mathematically, this task asks for the derivation
of large N limit laws and a first rigorous answer was given in [35, (25)], albeit for the harmonic trap,

<t ’ n=1,T=Nsa"", a>0 ﬁxed) =: (1), (6)

pointwise in ¢t € R, where Fy*(t) = det(I — K| [r2r,)) equals the Fredholm determinant of the finite
temperature Airy kernel (recall Ai; = Ai as in (1) - the reader should not confuse our Fj notation as an
abbreviation for the Tracy-Widom distribution in the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble)

Kivww) = |

R

Aly(z+ z+ ) Al (z+y+ 1) < ° )dz. (7)
14 eo?
The same operator determinant had occurred prior to [20] and [35], first in Johansson’s work [27, Theorem 1.3]
on grand canonical scaling limits in the Moshe-Neuberger-Shapiro model and then in the paper [3, Theorem
1.1] by Amir-Corwin-Quastel on the probability distribution of the KPZ solution with narrow wedge initial
condition. Following [3], the distribution function F{*(¢) interpolates with varying a € (0,+00) between
two universality classes (Tracy-Widom and Gumbel) and it was therefore coined a crossover distribution
which proved to underlie the weak asymmetric limit of models in the KPZ universality class, cf. [9,19,22].
Furthermore, and related to our analysis, (6) can be expressed in terms of an integro-differential Painlevé-I1
transcendent
, dwg

Fr0 =ew |- [0 ([ elu@an) as] o) = 5 = 5)

T

= w
14 ez’ ¢ da ’
2



where u = u(s|t) is the unique real-valued, smooth in s € R for any ¢ € R, solution of the boundary value
problem

d2

Fu(sﬁ) = [s +t+ 2/ u?(s|z)wl, (x) dz | u(slt), u(s|t) “X° Aij(s+t) pointwise int € R.  (9)
o R

Formula (8) generalizes the Tracy-Widom formula [45, (1.17)] in the Gaussian unitary ensemble and (9)
the Hastings-McLeod Painlevé-II transcendent involved in it. Although (6) has only been proven rigorously
in the harmonic case, the use of local density approximations and functional methods in [20, Section VII]
has put forward convincing evidence that the limit law (6) for gmax(IN) holds true for all V(q) = ¢*7, after
appropriate n-dependent centering and scaling.

1.2. Fermionic momenta in monomial anharmonic traps. Somewhat surprisingly, the above coordi-
nate universality phenomenon does not appear to carry over to the momentum representation
9 n
— n
Hp =p”+(-1) "

of the Hamiltonian (2). In particular, while the average coordinate density

pN(q) :/R/RfT(qvq277QN)dq2qu

is expected to vanish square root like near gmax(IN) in all anharmonic, even monomial traps, see [20, Section
VII, D], the local behavior of the average momentum density gy (p) near pmax(IN) := maxj<;<n p; is more
sophisticated and highly n-dependent. Indeed, using Wigner’s quasi pdf in [21, (3)], the recent paper [33]
argued that there exist n-dependent factors a,, b, > 0 such that for large N, with high probability,

pmax(N) ~ a]nN# = pcdgc(N)a

and consequently, also for large NV,

1
pn(p) ~ b, N ) (pcdgc(N) — p) > 0 < P < Pedge(IN) close to the deterministic value pegge(V), (10)

see the supplemental material to [33], especially equations (2) and (3) therein, all for the anharmonic trap
V(q) = ¢**. The n-dependence in (10) hints at a novel edge momentum phenomenon in the fermionic gas,
somewhat reminiscent of the non-generic higher order soft edge behavior in certain Hermitian random matrix
models, see [15,16]. Although the techniques in [33] are in general non-rigorous (rigorous only for n = 1 when
the coordinate and momentum representation of (2) are in perfect Fourier duality), they have motivated an
analogue of (6) for pmax(IN) for arbitrary n € N. More precisely, see [33, (23), (24)], it is expected that for
some n-dependent factors ¢,,d, > 0, pointwise in ¢t € R,

pmax(N) - pcdgc(N)
cp, N —¢én

lim P

N —oc0

<t|T=d,N"a™t a>0 ﬁxed) =: F2(t), (11)

where e, f,, are the scaling exponents

n 2n?

T T D)t and = CE T Ea )

In (11), F(t) = det(I — K, [L2r,)) is the Fredholm determinant of the higher order finite temperature
Airy kernel defined as

K} (z,y) := / Aip(x +z+t)Al (2 +y+1) (67> dz, mneN, (12)
’ R 1 _"_ eOLZ
in terms of (1). While (11) is n-dependent, the same scaling limit is expected to be universal across the class
of smooth confining potentials V' (q) with a single global minimum at g, such that lim|4 . V'(¢g) = +0c0 and
V(g) — V(g.) ~ (g — g+)®" near ¢,.. In our first result below, see Theorem 1.2, we will derive the analogues
of (8) and (9) for the distribution function F¢(¢). In fact, our analysis is valid for a larger class of kernels
of Hankel composition operators than (12) with the Fermi factor wq(z). The details are as follows.
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1.3. An integro-differential Painlevé-II hierarchy. Abbreviate Ry := (0, 00) and consider an arbitrary
positive, strictly increasing and differentiable weight function w : R — R4 such that for some w,xg > 0,

lim w(z)=1, lim w(z)=0 and 0<w'(z)<e vl Vx| > . (13)
T——00

Tr—r+00
Define the integral operator Ky, : L?(R;) — L*(R.) as follows,
(Kenf)(z) = Kin(z,9)f(y)dy, Kin(z,y) = / Al (2 + 2z + )AL, (2 +y + Hw(z) dz, (14)
R, R
and note that K, is trace class on L?(R, ), see Corollary 2.3 below. Hence, its Fredholm determinant
Dy (t, A) :=det(I = AK¢ 5 [12(R,))s (t,A\,n) e Rx CxN, (15)

is well-defined with ¢ — D, (¢, -) differentiable (by [3, Lemma 2.20] since t — K, is differentiable with trace
class derivative %Ktm, compare the proof of Lemma 2.4 below) and A — D, (-, \) entire, see [39, Lemma 3.3].
In order to state the generalization of (8), (9) to the higher order finite temperature Airy kernel determinant
D, (t, ), we require the following operator abbreviations.

Definition 1.1. Given a function R* > (t,z) — f(t|z), we let DE'f denote its fractional t-derivatives such
that (D;*D.f)(t|lz) = f(t|z), i.e. Dy is the ordinary t-derivative and D; ' the t-antiderivative. Now define,
for given u = u(t|x),

(LY )(tle) =i(De f)(tla) — (D7 Hu, FH (e, ) u) — 28(Dy u, f))u(t|z),

(L2 f)(tlx) =i(Def)(ta) + (D5 u, (), ),
where the rank two integral operators [a, f] :=a® f — @ a and {a, 8} := a® B+ B ® a have kernels

[, B](t|z,y) = a(tlz)B(tly) — Btlz)a(tly), {a,B}(tz,y) = atlz)B(tly) + B(tlz)a(tly),

and {-,-) denotes the weighted bilinear form
dw
()= [ figiae’ @) de, /(o) = T (o)

The operators LY in Definition 1.1 allow us to state our main result in the following compact fashion.

Theorem 1.2. For every (t,\,n) € R x D1(0) x N, with the closed unit disk D1(0) :={A € C: |\ <1},

D, (t,\) =exp {—/ (s—1) </ u?(s|z)w’ () dx> ds] , (16)
t R
where u(t|z) = u(tlx;n, X) is the unique solution of the boundary value problem

— (t+ 2)ultlr) = ((LLL")"u) (t]), u(t|z) ~ AE AL, (t+ 1), ¢ — +o0. (17)

The mapping t — u(t|z;n, ) is smooth for any (x,A,n) € R x D1(0) x N, the asymptotic expansion in (17)
holds pointwise in x € R and we choose an arbitrary, albeit fixed, branch for Az,

Remark 1.3. Although L% seemingly generate t-antiderivatives, the operator Dt_1 as appearing in (17) acts
always on a total t-deriwative. In turn, (17) is completely t-localized, see Lemma 5.5 and Corollary 5.6 below.

Remark 1.4. The solution u = u(t|z;n, ) of (17) depends on the weight function w in a non-trivial fashion,
compare Definition 1.1. Yet we do not choose to explicitly indicate the w-dependence of u in our notation.

Remark 1.5. Assumption (13) on the exponential decay of w' is naturally enforced by our proof method.
Congecturally, compare [11, Section 9], a power like vanishing of w' at +o0o is sufficient for the validity of
(16) and (17). We further comment on this feature in Remark 2.6 and Subsection 1.6 below.

Before moving on, we explicitly list a few members of the integro-differential Painlevé-II hierarchy defined
through the dynamical system (17). Indeed, using the shorthand

u=u(tle), ' =(Dw)(tle), o= (Diu)(tle), " =(Diu)(tx),



the first three members read as
n=1: (t+x)u = v’ — 2u(u,u), (18)
n=2: —(t+a)u=u"—4u"{(u,u) —8u' (' u) — 6ulu,u”) — 2ulu’,u') + 6ulu,u)? (19)
and
n=3: (t+az)u=u"" —6u""(u,u) — 8u(u"" u) — 24u" (v’ u) — 190" (u, u"") — 13u{u" , u')
— 310" (v u) — 1luu” vy — 250" (u,u') — 450" (u” ') + 150" (u, u)?
+ 55u(w, u) (u”, w) + 60u (v, u) (u, u) + 25u{u’, u') (u, u) + 55u{u’, u)? — 20u(u, u)®. (20)
Clearly (9) is a special case of (18) and (19) matches [30, (4.13)] once the sign difference between [30, (4.1)]
and our convention for (1), see Lemma 2.1, has been observed®. The third member (20) has not appeared
in the literature to the best of our knowledge. It formally reproduces the third member [18, (3.6)] of the
ordinary Painlevé-1I hierarchy when w'(z) = do(z) is the delta point mass at z = 0, modulo the obvious
typo correction 42(w)? — 42w(w”)? in [18, (3.6)]. More generally, when w’(x) = do(z), the first equality in
(17) implies, formally, the classical Painlevé-II hierarchy for the function w(¢|0), as written in [2, (4.11)]. To

see this, just observe that £ L%, composed with the evaluation at x = 0, reduces to the recursion operator
in [2, (4.6)].

Given that F2(t) = Dy(t,1) in (15) with the particular choice w(z) = wq(x) from (8), Theorem 1.2 is
the sought after generalization of (8) and (9). We now move to our next result.

1.4. An integro-differential mKdV hierarchy. A well known fact in integrable systems and special
function theory, originally observed by Airault [2] and Flaschka, Newell [23], states that the ordinary Painlevé-
IT hierarchy, cf. [18, (3.4)], is obtainable through a scaling reduction of the mKdV hierarchy, cf. [18, (3.3)].
When generalized to the current integro-differential setting a natural question concerns the relation of (17)
to an appropriately defined integro-differential mKdV hierarchy. Our second result settles this question in
the following affirmative fashion. First, we require the below two-variable extension of Definition 1.1.

Definition 1.6. For R x Ry X R 3 (t1,tont1, ) — f(t1,tont1|x), we use Dtillf to denote its fractional
t1-derivatives that obey (D;llDtlf)(tl, tont1]z) = f(t1, tans1|x). Given v = v(ty,tant1]2), we now define
(LY f) (1, tanga|®) :=i(Dy, f)(t1, tansa|x) —i((Dy, v, f1) (1, tansa |z, ), v) — 2i(Dy (v, £))v(tr, tanga |2),
(LY )1, tanga ) :=i(Dy, ) (b1, tanta|2) +((Dg v, 1) (11, t2na]z, ), 0)
in terms of the rank two operators [, B] := a® f — B ® a and {«, B} := a® B+ B & « with kernels
[a, BI(t1, tantalw,y) = alty, tansa]@) B(t1, tontaly) — B(tr, tansa|z)alts, tanta|y),
{a, BH(t1, tonyalw,y) = a(ty, tonga|@) B(t1, tanta|y) + B(t1, tanta|@)alts, tonsaly),
and the two-variable bilinear form, with weight w(x) of the general type (13),

(fg) = / F (b1, tomia|2)g (1, bann [2)0 () .

In turn, the relation between Painlevé-II and mKdV in the integro-differential setting reads as follows.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose u(t|z) = u(t|z;n),n € N solves the integro-differential Painlevé-II equation
—(t+ )ultle) = ((CLL2)™)(te),  (t,2) € B2,
Now define, with T € Ry,

T 7_2n-i-1

1
v(t1, tany1lm) = v(t1, tapya|z;n) = —u (t‘;) ) t1:=7t€R, topt1:= ol € Ry, (21)
then v(t1,tant1]z) solves the integro-differential mKdV equation
ov v pvp OV
T (t1,tonsa]2) = ( (LLLY) o (t1,t2nt1lw),  (t1,t2n41,7) € R X Ry xR, (22)

*We follow [33] and use the generalized Airy equation dd;;l w = (—1)"*T1zw. This is not the case in [30, (4.1)].
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Remark 1.8. In the non integro-differential setting one proves Theorem 1.7 by computing the t1 and to, 41
derivatives of v in terms of u using (21) and then recovers (22) through (17). In the integro-differential
setting it is not clear how to extend this procedure because of the presence of the variable x and its rescaling.
Instead, it is preferable to use an approach similar to the one used in [17] which allows us, en passant, to
obtain also a Lax pair for the hierarchy, see Section 7.

Remark 1.9. Once w'(z) = do(x), our recursion (22) formally aligns with [1, page 17].

A special case of the integro-differential PDE (22) occurs in the a-dependent context of (12). The details
are as follows.

Corollary 1.10. Let F3(t) = det(I — K, [12,)) denote the Fredholm determinant with kernel (12).
Then, for every (t,a,n) € R x Ry x N,

F2(t) = exp l— / jo<s - at) ( / 03 (5, tans1]2) (1 +) dw) ds] : (23)

a2ntl
2n-+1

where v(t1, tant1|xr) = v(t1, tans1|r;n) with top1 = is the unique solution of the boundary value

problem
Oov v pm OV 1,. (ti+z
gt tanpale) = (€L 50 ) (tanaale), ol tanale) ~ 24 (5), 2

with the last expansion valid as t; — +00, pointwise in (tant1,x) € Ry X R.

Remark 1.11. The operators LY are t-localized, see Section 7 below. Furthermore, compare Remark 1.4,
we do not indicate the non-trivial dependence of v(t1,tony1|x) on the weight w.

Remark 1.12. It might seems unnatural, from a mathematical viewpoint, to deduce the integro-differential
mKdV hierarchy from its self-similar reduction (17). We proceed in this way to underline the fact that, in

applications to non-interacting fermionic systems, the inverse of the temperature (o in (8) or, more precisely,
a2n+1

m} gives rise to an integrable dynamics; namely it plays the role of the time variable in (24).

Remark 1.13. When n = 1, it was proven in [38] (for the case of wo equal to the Fermi factor) and in
[32] (for more general weights), that (15) also relates to the classical KdV equation. The formalism used
in [14] provides a framework in which all three equations, for the case n = 1, (integro-differential mKdV,
integro-differential Painlevé-II and classical KdV) can be obtained.

In conclusion of this short subsection, we write out the first two members of the integro-differential mKdV
hierarchy (22). First
v 0%v v v
— =—— 43— 3v({ — 25
o~ o lan vt ”<at1’”>’ (25)
and second

v v v v 0%v / Ov o /0%
n=2: _8_155__8—t?+58—t%<v’v>+5v<8—ti”v>+l58—t% <8—t1,’l}>+158—t1 <a—t%,’U>

0%v Ov Oov / Ov Ov v v
100 ( =, =— 10— (=—,=— ) — 10— 220 — . 26
v < EER 8t1> 9% <8t1’ 8t1> o, V) v(v,v) <8t1’v> (26)
The first equation (25) exactly reproduces the first member of the ordinary mKdV hierarchy when w'(x) =
do(x), cf. [17, page 55|, and the second equation (26) the second member up to the sign flip ¢5 — —t5

(because of our sign convention in Lemma 2.1) and the obvious typo correction —40v;v5, — —4000,V4,.
This completes the current subsection.

1.5. Other recent occurrences of (1) and (15). Throughout, our motivation for the analysis of the
higher order finite temperature Airy kernel determinant (15) stems from its occurrence in the theory of
non-interacting quantum many body systems, see Subsections 1.1 and 1.2. There are, however, a few other
recent studies in mathematics and mathematical physics that involve determinants of the type (15) with
general n € N. These works concern the step function weight choice w(x) = xr, () throughout, and we now
provide a short chronological survey.
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Firstly, in [13] it is shown that D,, (¢, A) with a slightly different higher order Airy function than our (1) is
related to the ordinary Painlevé-II hierarchy. The difference stems from the normalization of the higher order
Airy function in [13, (1.12)]. We emphasize that the occurrence of the ordinary Painlevé-II hierarchy was
first established for selected values of n in the arXiv version [34] of [33]. Indeed, the system [34, (109), (110)]
can be transformed to a closed form differential equation with the help of conserved quantities and this
transformation was made explicit for n = 1,2 in [34, page 16, (116)]. The case of general n is resolved in
[13]. Furthermore, [13] derives leading order tail expansions for D, (¢,1) as t — —o0o, en route confirming
earlier tail decay predictions in [33]. We also mention that the higher order Airy functions in [13] are of the
form

1 [e%} y2n+1 n—1 )
;/0 cos 1 +;wjy23+1+$y dy, reR, nelN (27)

and thus depend on additional parameters {wj}?;ll C R. The parameter dependent function (27) has not
yet appeared in the context of non-interacting fermions to the best of our knowledge. Still, it is clear that the
methods developed in this paper for (1),(13),(15) can be extended to the w; dependent setup (27) and, as in
[13], this extension does not present particular conceptual difficulties. Secondly, the paper [44] investigates
a matrix-valued version of the higher order Airy function (1) and associated Fredholm determinant. In this
case the Fredholm determinant connects to a fully non commutative version of the Painlevé-II hierarchy
which is realized as the compatibility condition of a suitable matrix-valued Lax pair. Thirdly, D,(¢,1)
has appeared in recent studies [8,28] of fine tuned Schur measures for which the typical edge fluctuation
exponent % gets replaced by ﬁ, n € N. The work on random partitions’ provides a natural bridge between
the zero-temperature fermionic models and the non-generic Hermitian random matrix models mentioned
in Subsection 1.2, see [8, page 3]. Still, at the moment, it is not clear if the general finite-temperature
determinant (13),(14),(15) plays a role in the theory of random matrices.

1.6. Methodology and outline of paper. The remaining sections of the paper are organized as follows.
In Section 2 we collect a series of basic results for the higher order Airy function (1) and the determinant
(15): these are analytic and asymptotic properties of (1), the fact that (15) is well-defined in the indicated
parameter range within the class (13), the fact that I — AK,, is invertible on L?(R, ) for certain values of
(t,\) and finally the fact that K, is indeed the correlation kernel of a determinantal point process. Our
work in Section 2 is valid for an arbitrary bounded weight function w : R — R4 such that do(z) := w'(z)dx
is a positive Borel probability measure on R with finite first moment. The need for the exponential decay in
(13) becomes clear in Section 3. Indeed, at present, there are three ways one can obtain formule of the type
(16),(17) for a generic finite temperature Fredholm determinant. One is algebraic and was used in [3] in the
derivation of (8),(9). This approach is an extension of the original method of Tracy and Widom [45], recently
generalized in [30, Section 3] to a larger class of weighted Hankel composition operators than our (14). This
algebraic method requires minimal decay and regularity from the weight function w, however its complexity
relies heavily on the degree of the differential equation underlying (1), in our case 2n for given n € N, see
Lemma 2.1. This makes the derivation of the full hierarchy (17) by the algebraic method cumbersome. The
second approach was first used in mathematics literature in [11, Section 9], though parts of it were already
present in [31, XV.6], albeit in a non-rigorous fashion. In this analytic approach one first rewrites a kernel
of the form (14) as

(z —y)Kin(z,y) = /R (Z fi,t(arlz)gi,t(ylz)) do(2) (28)

for some suitable functions f; ¢, g;+ (this is possible for (14), see equation (40) in the supplementary material
of [33]), and afterwards associates an operator-valued Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP) with the resolvent
of I — K, see the workings in [11, Subsection 9.2] for n = 1. Unfortunately, the size of the relevant
RHP depends on m in (28) and thus on n € N. The third approach consists in associating the Fredholm
determinant (15) to a matrix-valued RHP, as done in [14] for n = 1 (see also the more recent [5] for the
case of the Bessel kernel) and then in recovering the integro-differential equation as equation satisfied by

TThe ordinary finite temperature Airy kernel determinant (6), i.e. a special case of (15) with n = 1, appears also in the
theory of random partitions, precisely in models of cylindrical partitions, see [7].



the eigenfunction of the Lax pair associated to the RHP. In this way, one can deduce both (18) and (22),
but unfortunately also in this case the size of the RHP depends on n, and the extension of this procedure
to generic n seems non-trivial. For this reason we return to the second approach but deviate from the
initial steps carried out in [11, Subsection 9.2] and first employ Fourier analytic transformations to the
kernel (14), see Section 3. The transformations change the operator, but leave the determinant D, (¢, \)
invariant and avoid in turn large sized operator-valued RHPs. This first step of our approach is reminiscent
of the conjugation techniques used in [6, Section 3] for the ordinary Airy kernel and in [13, Section 2] for
the ordinary higher order Airy kernels, but it requires a payoff in the form of higher regularity and decay
assumptions for w. Our second step is carried out in Section 4 and constitutes in the setup of the relevant
2 x 2 operator-valued RHP, the proof of its unique solvability for certain values of (¢, A\, n) and the derivation
of symmetry and small-norm corollaries. Once done we then employ the approach of [11, Subsection 9.3]
and derive an operator-valued Lax pair for the solution of the RHP, see Section 5. This Lax pair naturally
encodes the integro-differential hierarchy (9) once we analyze the underlying operator kernels in Section 6 and
exploit various symmetries of the Lax pair. In turn, the proof of Theorem 1.2 will be completed in Section 6
and Section 7 is devoted to Theorem 1.7. Again we use operator-valued Riemann-Hilbert techniques for this
part and the integro-differential PDE hierarchy (22) follows once more naturally from an operator-valued
Lax system. The last part of the article summarizes certain auxiliary results in Appendix A as well as all
relevant operator-valued Riemann-Hilbert terminology from [11, Subsection 9.1] in Appendix B.

Remark 1.14. The structure of the operator-valued RHPs 4.7 and 7.8 turns out to be canonical within a
suttable class of weighted integral Hankel composition operators. In particular, the jump condition (59) and
normalization (60) are to a large extent independent of the contour integral formule and Fourier analytic
techniques used in the present paper. See the forthcoming work [12] for details.

2. BASIC PROPERTIES OF THE KERNEL (14) AND THE DETERMINANT (15)

Recall the conditionally convergent integral (1) used in the definition of y = Ai,(z). When z lies off the
real axis the same integral diverges and we therefore first transform (1) into a contour integral.

Lemma 2.1. Let T' denote any smooth contour oriented from oce'® to oce® with a € (227:‘—+’Tl,7r) and b €
(0, Qnﬂﬁ), compare Figure 1 for one possible realization. Then

A()—i/ i )\2n+1+ Al ) dA (29)
In(2) = o Fexp i 1 z

constitutes the analytic continuation of (1) to the whole z-plane as an entire function. Moreover, (29) solves

the differential equation %w = (=1)""zw with real x — +oo0 asymptotic behavior

1 2n—1 2n 2241 1 2n—1 2n 2n+1 s
—— g e AT " cos, (), Aly(—x) ~ —— 27 4 cos x 7z —— . (30
vnm ¢n(2) n(=2) Vvnm (2n+1 4) (30)
Both estimates in (30) are valid for every n € N and we abbreviate

¢() 2n 2n+1 (W)+1(7T+7T>
n(T) = T 2n cos | — ==+ ).
2n+1 2n 2 2 2n

A, (z) ~

2nm _m
I' 2n+1 g . 2nF1

[/ > P A
| = = |

Rz

FIGURE 1. An admissible choice for the integration path I' in (29).



Proof. By (1) for every z € R,

) 1 [ee] . y2n+1
Al (z) = %/ exp <1 {2n+ 1 + xy}) dy. (31)

Hence, assuming z > 0 temporarily, we consider

/\2n+1
I(T):_/FTeXp(i[2n+1+I)\]>d)\’ r >0,

where the integration path I, connects r to re! T along the shorter arc of |A| = r. Since

r ™ T2n+1 9 r ™ T2n+1
}I(r)| < / exp | — sin @ — xr sin do < / exp | — sinf ) dé
2n+1 Jo 2n+1 2n+1 2n+1 Jo 2n+1

2r 3 r2ntl 2r 3 r2ntl 29 ™
= - ing | do < - Z)ag < =,
2n—|—1/0 eXp( 2n+lsm) _2n+1/0 eXp( 2n+17r) =

using Jordan’s inequality [37, 4.18.1] in the fourth step, we see that I(r) vanishes as r — 4o00. Given that
the same is true with I, replaced by its conjugate path reflected through the origin Cauchy’s theorem
yields (29) for any z > 0. However, by choice of T" in (29), the factor exp(i (2 T ))
'3 A — oo, so (29) converges absolutely and uniformly in z € C chosen from compact subsets. In turn,
(29) is the analytic continuation of (1) to the whole plane and (29) an entire function. Next, differentiating
under the integral sign in (29), we find

dominates exp(izA) as

d2n . ( ) ( 1)n+12’A1 (2) . ﬂ/ (}\271 +Z) o ; )\2n+1 o O
dz2n A A2t
—1)" )\Qn—i—l
:( ) exp |1 + zA =0, zeC,
2mi 2n+1 or
by the aforementioned asymptotic properties of exp(i( éj:_:ll )) on I'. It remains to establish (30) and we begin

with

Ai (—)l—% /OO [y ayl = Lodw /OO itp(s) 4 >0 (32)
in = Oexp12n+1 Ty y—wx Oe Sp,

where t := 2 5 > 0 and p(s) == ;::i — 5. Using the stationary phase method [40, §15.3] we find,

0o 1 00
/ eltP(5) g — / eltP(1=0) gy +/ QltP(14+0) 4,y — 1 /n elfe ittt 4+ 1 jn elfeitomtt 4 o(t_%),

as t — +oo. Taking real parts and substituting into (32) yields the asymptotic result for Ai,(—z). Finally,

1 n
Ai, (z) @) 2 g [ et A\, t=a = >0, (33)
2 T

A2n+l
2n+1

+ A) has stationary points A\ = eﬁ(’”‘%k), k=0,1,...,2n — 1 with

27’Li)\k
2n +1

We thus deform I' — 3 in (33) to pass through the stationary points {Ak};‘;g in the upper half-plane and to
be tangent to the curves of constant phase Ig(\) = Jq(\x,) near each point {\x}}Z, such that Rg(\, +u+iv)
has a local maximum at v = v = 0 along the deformed path. Observe that this is possible in a way that
Rg(A) < 0 along the deformed contour ¥ and the method of steepest descent [40, §15.4] yields in turn

Ay () = —xz” [Zetq () < O (2 Il +(’)(t—3)>1 . t=a T — 400,

where wy, = %(—g + ) is the angle of the tangent direction at \j, as we traverse ¥ from coel® to ooe

Simplifying the last expression (k = 0 and k = n — 1 are the dominating terms) we obtain the outstanding
asymptotic result for Ai,(z) and have therefore concluded our proof. O

where g(\) :=i(

g +2) =

+nilg 22 +(9(23), z— 0.

1b

T+27k
2n

Moving ahead, we now derive the central estimate used in the proof that (15) is well-defined.
9



Lemma 2.2. For everyt € R and n € N,
// |Ain(:c+y+t)|2w(x) dy dz < oco. (34)
RJR,

Proof. By (13) we have w(z) < ée“? for all (—x) > zp > 0 and w(z) < 1 for all z € R with some ¢ > 0.
Hence, using (30) and the fact that y = Ai,(z) is entire, we obtain for every ¢t € R and n € N (the value of
¢ = c¢(t,n) > 0 below changes from line to line),

/R</R+‘Ain(a:+y+t)|2dy)w(a:)dx
= /R+ </}R+ }Ain(x+y+t)}2dy> w(ac)d:zc—i—/]R+ </R+ ]Ain(—x—i—y-i-t)}?dy) w(—z)dx
gc/]R+ /]R+ o~ T (a+y+t) dydx-f—/R+ (c+/oz ]Ain(—x+y+t)\2dy) w(—z) dz

c 1—|—/]R+ (l—l—xﬁ)w(—x)d:z:

This proves (34) through the imposed exponential decay of w(—z) as x — +o0. O

Corollary 2.3. The operator Ky, with kernel (14) is trace class on L*(Ry) for every (t,n) € R x N.
Proof. By (34), the linear transformations Cy ,, : L*(R) — L*(Ry) and Dy, : L?3(Ry) — L*(R) defined as

(Dt nf) \/ ) Aip(z+y+1t)f(y)dy and (Ctyng)(x) /Aln z+y+t)vw(y)g(y)dy,
are Hilbert—Schmldt transformations. In turn, their composition Ct Dy, = Ky, ¢ L?*(Ry) — L*(Ry) is
trace class on L2(Ry), cf. [41, Theorem 3.7.4]. O

Lemma 2.4. For every (t,n) € R x N, the self-adjoint operator K, satisfies 0 < K;,, <1 and I — AKyp,
is invertible on L*(Ry) for all A\ € D1(0) = {A € C: |A| < 1}.
Proof. Integrating by parts and using (30),(13) we find from (14),
dKy
dt

with the positive Borel probability measure do(z) = w’(z)dz. Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem,
Fubini’s theorem and (30),

© 4K
Kin(z,y) = —/ 22 (2, y) ds :/
! t ds R

Using this representation for the kernel of K3, we derive for any f € L?(R) (note that Ai, : R — R)

/OO 2
R z+t

(fs Kt,nf>L2(R+) = / ds

(x,y) = —/RAin(x—Fz—l—t)Ain(z—Ft—Ft) do(z), (z,y) €RZ

do(2).

/ Al (z+z+s+ )AL (z+y+s+t)ds
Ry

do(z) > 0 (35)

/ Al (z+ 8)f+(z)da
R

with fi(z) := f(x)xr, (v) using the characteristic function of the half ray R, . However, from the Fourier
representation (31) we obtain, for any s € R,

2n+1
A.n dz Fr(— dy = V’n. o)
/R in(z + ) f+(2) \/%/ ([ +1+sy])f+( y)dy = gn(—s)
with f, (y) := \/% Jpe ™ fy(x)da and g(y) := ei e f+(—y). This allows us to estimate (35) as follows,

s Ko ) iocasy = / [ / G >|2ds} do(z) < / [ / 9~ st] d0(2) = 9228 = 9022
=[1F 12 = 1F 2@ = (s Fre @ (36)
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given that do is a probability measure and by using Plancherel’s theorem in the third and fifth equality.
Combining (35) and (36) we have therefore 0 < K,,, < 1 for every (t,n) € R x N and in turn, by self-
adjointness for the L?(R,) operator norm,

| Kinll =sup {{f, Kinf)row,) : Iflz2@y =1} < 1.

The last estimate proves invertibility of I — MKy, on L*(R;) in the open disk |[A\| < 1 by the Neumann
series. For the corresponding statement on all of D;(0) we use that K, is a compact operator on L?(R)
by Corollary 2.3 and thus assume there exists f € L2(R )\ {0} such that €K, ,,f = f for some 6 € [0, 27).
Since for this f,

e N Kinf)r2w,y = (£, Kinf) 2w,y = Il n2@,) > 0,
we conclude from (35) that necessarily 6 = 0. But then all inequalities in (36) must be equalities, so in

particular
/ [/ |gn<—s>|2ds] do(2) = Ignll3aey = [ lon(-9) ds,
R z+t R

VteR: /R U”t 1Gn ()2 ds] do(z) = 0. (37)

— 00

which yields

Since do is an absolutely continuous positive Borel measure, recall (13), we now derive from (37) that

/y |Gn(—5)[*ds =0 a.e. = In(—y) = /R Al (z+y)f(zr)dz =0 a.e..

—0o0
But the last integral is continuous as function of y € C by the dominated convergence theorem, Cauchy-
Schwarz, Lemma 2.1 and thus an entire function by Fubini’s and Morera’s theorem (given that (29) is also
entire, see Lemma 2.1). Hence, by the identity theorem, §,(z) = 0 for all z € C and thus f = 0 € L?(Ry)
in contradiction to our initial assumption. All together, this shows that I — AK, ,, is injective for |\ = 1,
hence invertible by the Fredholm Alternative. This concludes our proof. O

Corollary 2.5. For every (t,A\,n) € R x [0,1] X N there exists a unique determinantal point process with
correlation kernel AKy n, and the distribution function of the last particle in this process equals Dy, (t, A).

Proof. Since 0 < AKy,, <1 in the indicated parameter range by Lemma 2.4, abstract theory [42, Theorem
3] guarantees existence of a unique determinantal process with correlation kernel AK: ,,. Moreover, since

K p(z,z)de < 0o
Ry

by Lemma 2.2, this process almost surely has a last particle, see [42, Theorem 4a)], with distribution function
D, (t,\), compare [42, Lemma 3] and [26, Proposition 2.4] as well as [39, Theorem 3.10], using that Ky, is
trace class on L?(Ry) with continuous kernel, so

tr Ky, = Kin(z,z)de
L2(Ry) R
by [39, Theorem 3.9]. This completes the proof. O
More directly we can show as follows that the determinant (15) is the distribution function of some random
variable for all (¢, \,n) € R x [0,1] x N. Indeed, we already know that ¢t — D,(¢,-) is differentiable and
0 < Ky, <1yields D, (t,\) € [0,1] for all (t,\,n) € R x [0,1] x N. Also, by (35) for every f € L*(R,),
(f, Ks,nf>L2(R+) > (f, Kt,nf>L2(R+) whenever s < t,

ie. t +— Dy(t,-) is strictly increasing on R for (A,n) € [0,1] x N. It thus remains to analyze the limiting
behavior of D, (¢, A) as t — too. First, by positivity of Ky ., for every (¢, A,n) € R x [0,1] x N,

A
D, (t,\) = — t I —pK ) YKy ) dp| < A tr Kinl, 38
(t.) exp[ |t (= k) ) u]_exp[ L Kol (38)
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where, assuming t < 0,

w [ 4o (3) [ a2
tr Kip = K p(z,2)de "= Air (x4 z) w(z)dz| dz =" c+ Al (z + z) w(z)dz| dz,
t R t /R

L2(Ry) R,

with 0 < ¢ < oo independent of ¢, so by Fubini’s theorem and the fact that w is strictly increasing,

0 0
tr K :c+/ {/ Ai? (y) wly — x)dy} dz =c+ / Ai? (y) [/ w(y — x) dx} dy
L2(Ry) t /R R t
) [t] ) (30)
=c+ / Ais (y) / w(y 4+ x)dz| dy > c+ [{] / Air () w(y)dy > c(1+1t), ¢>0.
R 0 R
As expected, K}, becomes therefore unbounded in trace norm for large negative ¢, so by (38),

D, (t,\) <exp [—)\ t

r Kt,n] <e AU 0 as t — —oo.
L2(R4)

The remaining behavior of D, (¢, \) as t — 400 can be derived as follows: since Ky, is the composition of
two Hilbert-Schmidt transformations by the proof of Corollary 2.3, we have in trace norm

1Konlls < | Mo n 2| Nenllz = / ( / |Ain<x+y+t>|2dy> w(z)dz,
R \ /R4

with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm || - ||2. Hence, we can find ¢ = ¢(n) > 0 such that for every ¢ > 0,

[Konlli < ce™ 5 +/
Ry

(/ |Aip (-2 +y+1)]? dy) w(—z)dx. (39)
Ry
However, pointwise in « € Ry by (30),
t

/ |Ain(—x—|—y—|—t)|2dy§cef24"—7il—|—/ |Ai, (y)]*dy = 0 as t — 4o0, (40)

R4 t—x
and, uniformly in (¢,z) € R%,

(40)
w(—x)/ Ain(—z+y+0)Pdy < c(l +a)w(-z) € L'(Ry).
Ry

Thus, by the dominated convergence theorem, (39) yields Ky, — 0 in trace norm as ¢ — +oco and therefore
|Dn(t,A) — 1| < MKy pllielBenlitt 0 as ¢ — 400 for every (A, n) € [0,1] x N,
cf. [39, Theorem 3.4]. This proves the outstanding limiting behavior of D, (¢, ).

Remark 2.6. As can be seen from the proofs of Lemma 2.2 and the discussion below Corollary 2.5, we could
have chosen (13) with w'(z) < |x|727¢ for |x| > xo and arbitrary € > 0 instead of the exponential decay.
This would not alter the results in Section 2, however we will need the rapid decay of w'(x) in the upcoming
Section 3.

3. EXPLOITING THE DETERMINANT’S CONJUGATION INVARIANCE

In this section we make crucial use of the fact that the operator traces

t K n m7 N7
ol Ken) me

and hence the determinant D,, (¢, A) itself, remain invariant under conjugation of K; ,, with bounded invertible
L*(R) operators. More precisely, our next move will rephrase the combination Ky ,(z,y)xr, (v) in Fourier
variables and we begin with the following contour integral representations for Ai,(z),

A2+l
2n+1

1 : 1 .
Ai, (2) E2=9) 2—/ e¥n(@) o = Wn(B2) 48, x € R; (A, 2) = + zA, (41)
™ Ta

R e_
31) 7 Jr,
12



where I, resp. I's, denotes any smooth contour oriented from o0el® to coel®, resp. ooe'® to ooel?, with

2nm T (2n + 2)w (An+1)w
— d be |0,—— . —_ d d —_2
6<2n+1’ﬂ] an 6[’2714—1)’ resp c€<7r, 1 ) an 6( 1 T,
such that 0 < S(a— ) < & and I3 < 0 is satisfied for « € T'y, and § € I'g with w > 0 as in (13), see Figure
2 below for a possible ch01ce Recognizing these constraints for the contours we find in turn from (13) that

V(@B €TaxTy:  lm 0w =0, lm e Du(z) =0,
zeR zeR

Hence, upon insertion of (41) into (14) and integration by parts,

Kin(z,y) = e / /F i(Wn(onatt)=gn(Bytt)) U ‘z(a_ﬁ)w(z)dz} dBda
@ B

- i (@ +24t) g —ithn (B, cy+t) A0 da do( o
<2”>2/Rl/ra/rﬁ Pl aot, )

with do(z) = w'(z)dz as before in the proof of Lemma 2.4. Next, since Dy (t,\) = det(I — AK; nxr, [12(r))

FIGURE 2. An admissible (and very simple) choice for the integration paths I',, and I'g in
(41), ensuring throughout 0 < I(a — B) < % and IB < 0 for (o, B) € Ty x T'g.

where xg, is the operator of multiplication by the characteristic function yr, (x) of R, we use the following
integral identity, cf. [4, Lemma 2.2] for a similar one: for every 8 € I'g (with 8 < 0 in our setup) and

y € R\ {0},

1 : d
_ —iy(y-0)_4T_ _
3 ¢ = e ) (43)

Hence, combining (42) with (43) and fixing T, = R for simplicity (this is an admissible choice for T',,, see
(31)), we obtain by Fubini’s theorem

% 1za ulznaz-i-t)e—lwn(,@ z+t)d d e—iyvd d "
e, )= [ [ =5 // S el | Sz dady, )

=:L¢,n(0,7)

which shows that Ky ,xr, on L?(R) equals the operator composition ' L; ,, F. Here, Ly, : L*(R) — L*(R)
has kernel L; ,,(cv,y) as written in (44) and F : L*(R) N L?(R) — L?(R) is the standard Fourier transform

(Ff)(x) \/_/ () dy,  z€R, (45)

that extends unitarily on L?(R). Note that, by general trace ideal properties, Ly, = FKinXr, F~lis trace
class on L?(R), alternatively we can argue as follows.

Lemma 3.1. The integral operator Ly, : L?(R) — L*(R) with kernel written in (44) is trace class for every
(t,n) e R x N.
13



Proof. Define the linear transformations M; ,, : L?(Ts) — L?(R) and N, : L?(R) — L?(T'3)* via

i (at) o— zwn(ﬁ t) .
(Mt f)() = My (o, B)f(B)dp, M; (o, B) = LI © {/}R G do(z)}

s 2 a—pf
and
(N N d N 1 e”4vn(Bn)
tng / tnﬁ'7 ) s tn(ﬁ '7) 27Tﬂ'

Since, uniformly in (o, 8) € R x I'g,

i < < (13) <
/e‘z(o‘*ﬁ) do(2)| < / e*3Fdo(z) < / do(2) —l—/ e *do(-2z) < 1+ c/ e #WHS8) 4z < 0
R R Ry Ry Ry

with ¢ > 0, we find at once, for every (¢,n) € R x N,

//}Mt,n(a,ﬁ)’2da|d6|<oo and // ’Nt)n(ﬁ,v)’2|dﬁ|d7<oo.
rs JR RJTs

In short, M;, and N, are both Hilbert-Schmidt transformations and thus their composition K;, =
M; N, trace class on L2(R), cf. [41, Theorem 3.7.4]. This completes the proof. O

In our next step we consider P, : L?>(R) — L?*(R) as multiplication

(Puf)(a) = 3920 (), (46)

and observe that L;,, = (M, Nyn PPy, o L?(R) — L2(R) is trace class by Lemma 3.1. The same is true
for P,L;,,P;! as shown in the upcoming Lemma.

Lemma 3.2. The integral operator J; ,, := Pp Ly, Pyt - L2(R) — L2(R) is trace class for every (t,n) € RxN.

Proof. We can either use abstract trace ideal reasoning (P, and P, * are bounded on L*(R)) or we note that
Ji.n has kernel

1 i"/}n(a;2t)_iwn(ﬂ;2t) ) _iwn(ﬂxo)'f‘lwn('YvO)
Jem(a,y) = / e : { / di=(a=8) dg(z)} ¢’ : a8 (47)
ﬁ R

(2m)? a—p B—n

and can thus be factored as J;,, = A;, B, where A, : L?(Tg) — L?(R) and B, : L?*(R) — L*(T) are
Hilbert-Schmidt transformations with kernels

A 1 egwn(a 2t) wn(ﬂ;2t) iZ(O[—B) d 1 e 2w71(670)+%wn(7;0) 48
o= g S | [ o) B = g (a
This concludes our proof. O

We now summarize the above steps:
Proposition 3.3. For every (t,\,n) € R x C x N, on L*(R),
I = AKypxr, =F 'PyYI = Ayn) P F,

where the bounded linear operators F, P, and J;,, on L?*(R) are defined in (45),(46) and (47). In particular
we record the determinant equality

Dn(t, )\) = det(I — )\Jt,n rLQ(R))' (49)

Proof. By Sylvester’s determinant identity [24, Chapter IV, (5.9)] and by tracing back our steps in (44) and
(47). O

The above Proposition concludes the content of Section 3.

We equip L2 () and later on L?(T'y) with the arc-length measure.
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4. THE OPERATOR-VALUED RIEMANN-HILBERT PROBLEM

In this section we introduce a distinguished operator-valued Riemann-Hilbert problem (RHP) which will
be central in the proof of Theorem 1.2. Our starting point is (49) above and the following stability result,
cf. [46, Proposition 1] for a somewhat similar argument.

Proposition 4.1. Let I'y, denote the reflection of I'g across the real azxis where we fix I'g := R — iA with
0 <A<, see Figure 8 below for the contours. Now define J7,, : L*(Ty) = L*(I'y) as

(Jenf)(E) = / JonEmf)dn,  f e L*(Ta),

o

with kernel Jy,(€,n) given in (47). Then J7,, is trace class on L*(Ty) and we have the equality
Dy(t, A) = det(I — A, Tpara))s (t,\,n) € R x C x N. (50)

Proof. The operator J7,, is well-defined on L?(Ty) since 'y NT'g = 0 by our choice of contours and because
of our discussion in Subsection A.1. More is true: if A7, : L?(Ug) = L?(Ty) and By, : L*(I'y) — L*(I'z) are
the linear transformations with kernels given in (48), then

//\Atn ?1d8||da] < oo and //|Bn(ﬁ,a)\2|da||dﬂ|<oo,
a FB Fﬁ a

so their composition AY J?,, is trace class on L*(T,). However, for any m € N,

tn n_

t,
= / / Jen(Cr:G2) - Tein (Gt Gn) TG 1) Ao - A (51)
R R

and J; ,(z,w) in (47) is analytic in a neighborhood of (z,w) € R x R which contains T’y x T'y, compare
the discussion in Subsection A.2. Thus, using the analytic and asymptotic properties of J; ,,(z, w), we may
consecutively replace R in (51) by T',,, obtaining en route

L2(]R) t, / / Jtn <17<2 'Jt,n(Cm—luCm)Jt(Cmagl)dCI de = tr (J;n)m

L2(Ta)

This shows that the trace of (J7,,)™ on L?(Ty) equals the trace of J;, on L*(R), in turn (50) follows from
(49), our above discussion on the trace class property of J7, and the Plemelj-Smithies formula [24, Chapter
IT, Theorem 3.1]. This concludes our proof. O

FIGURE 3. Our choice for I'y g in Proposition 4.1 with 0 < A = dist(I's, R) = dist(I's,R) < 5.

Equipped with the stability identities (49),(50) we now extend J¢,, in the following sense: replace J;,, by

Ton  LA(2) = LA(Z),  (J)E) = /JC’“(ﬁ mfm)dn, T ) = Jen(§ n)xr. (§)xr. (1),

where the oriented contour ¥ C C with ¥ D I',, equipped with the arc-length measure, will be determined
in Lemma 4.2 below. Observe that this extension leaves D, (¢, A) invariant and we have

Da(t, \) %z; det(I — AJES [ pasy) = det(T — AMAZEBS [1o0), (£, A,n) € Rx C x N, (52)
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where, recall (48),

APLL2(E) » LA(3), (A7) )(§)=/EA?,’if(§,n)f(n)dna AR (&) = A (& m)xr. (§)xr, (1),

B LA(B) = L*(D),  (Bg)(n) = /EBZXt(mC)g(C) ¢, By*(n,€) »= Bu(n, Oxr, (Mxr. (€)-

The benefit of extending Ay ,,, B, and thus Jt"m in this fashion stems from the following improvement of the
proof working in Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 4.2. The operators A7y, B : L*(X) — L*(X) with X := RUTg UL, are trace class on L*(X) for
every (t,n) € R x N.

Proof. By residue theorem, cf. [4, Lemma 3.1], for every (v,8) € 'y x I'g,

_L/ a1
2mi Jg (Y= 0)(6 = B) v —f
so that with (48)

¢ i o= 39n(8,0)+5¢n(7.0)
B,Clx (677) = (271')2 /]R (,7 _ 6)(6 _ B) d(SXFB(ﬁ)XFa (/y)

This allows us to factor Bg** as B = Bt BS where Bg*) : L*(X) — L?(X) have Hilbert-Schmidt kernels
i e_%wn(ﬂxo) oxct 1 e%wn(’%o)
%ﬂxma (B)xr(9), BY5(6,7) == 5————xr(6)xr. (7)-

BB, 0) = — = —
n,l(ﬁ7 ) 27T 5 _ ’Y
Similarly, using again (48) and integration by parts,

i i a -1 iz(a—
AT (onf) = —g [ @2t @20 D (z) dz xr, (@)xr, ()

and thus AP = AP A, where AFSY 0 L*(X) — L?(X) have Hilbert-Schmidt kernels

)T t,n,j

L a iza ex -1 —iz
AP 1 (a,2) = —5oed P20 Ju Gy e (@)xr(2), AT (2B) = e 302070 S ) xe (2)xr, (B).

In summary, both Ag%} and By** admit Hilbert-Schmidt factorizations on L?(X) and are thus trace class on

the same space. This completes our proof. O

Lemma 4.2 is useful since, by continuity of (a, ) — A¢% (v, 8) and (8,7) = By**(8,7) on ¥ x ¥, it allows
us to compute the operator traces, cf. [39, Theorem 3.9],

ext __ ext _ ext __ ext _
th(rz) APy = /EAtﬁn(z,z) dz =0, th(rz) B = /an (z,2)dz = 0. (53)

More importantly, and more generally, the operators Ag%Y, BeX* : L*(X) — L*(X) are nilpotent,

APPAPY =0 and BB =0 on L*(%) (54)

for every (t,n) € R x N given that I'y N I'g = (). This simple observation lies at the heart of the following
factorization identity.

Lemma 4.3. For every (t,\,n) € R x C x N, we have on L*(%),
(T4 N2AP) (I = N2 (AP + BEY)) (I + A2BEY) = 1 — MAFIBE =T — AP,

with an arbitrary, but throughout fized, branch for A2,

Proof. By straightforward algebra, using (54). O

It is now time to summarize our previous steps.
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Proposition 4.4. For every (t,\,n) € R x C x N,
Dy (t,X) = det(I — A2Cyn 112(x)), (55)
where Cy , + L*(X) — L*(X) with ¥ =RUTzUT, is trace class and has kernel

1 i z)— z
(5 — n)ctyn(é',n) = _/R (ez(¢n(5,2t+2 )—tn (n,2t+22)) XT. (g)XFB (77)

2
+e 30Uy (e)yp (n))do’(z)- (56)

Proof. The operator Cy,, = AFS' + B is trace class on L?*(X) as sum of two trace class operators on the
same space, recall Lemma 4.2. Moreover, by the Plemelj-Smithies formula and (53),(54) we have

oo k
1 fex k Az xt\k
det(I + A2APY [12(s)) = exp —;(—1) = L2(1“E)(A§,nt) ] =1,
and similarly det(I 4+ Az Bext lz2(z)) = 1. Hence, by Lemma 4.3, the factorization identity [39, (3.10)] and
(52) we find (55) with the indicated kernel (56). This completes our proof. O

After having arrived at (55) with the particular kernel structure (56) we now proceed as in [11, Section
9.1,9.2], throughout relying on the abbreviations summarized in Appendix B.

Definition 4.5. Let M;({) ® K;(¢) € Z(H1),%,j = 1,2 denote the ¥ > (-parametric family of rank one
integral operators with kernels

(Mi(Q) ® K;(Q) (w,y) = mi(Cla)k; (Cly), =y €R,
defined in terms of the ¥ 3 (-parametric family of functions®

1 s 1 i _i .
kl (C'y) = %62%‘@’2“27’)){% (C)? k2(<|y) = %e 2#)”((70))(1—‘5 (C)7 ml(Clx) =€ 2¥n (62642 )Xl“ﬁ (C)7

ma((lx) = 2y (Q). (57)
Equivalently, M;(C) are the operators on Hi which multiply by the functions m;(¢|z) and K;(C) are the
integral operators on Hi with kernel k;(C|y).

Remark 4.6. Observe that, in this way, we can write the kernel of the operator Cy , in “integrable” form.
Indeed, (56) reads

(€= nCunem) = [ (allemilule) + kalelo)ma(nl2) )do ), (59)

R
see also equation (28).

Now consider the below Z(#H3)-valued RHP, the central operator-valued RHP of this text.

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 4.7. Given (t,A,n) € RxD;(0) x N, determine X(¢) = X(¢;¢, A, n) € Z(Hz)
such that
(1) X(¢) =1z + Xo(¢) and Xo(¢) € Z(Hz) with kernel Xo(C|z,y) is analytic in C\ X.
(2) X(¢) admits continuous boundary values X4 (¢) € Z(Hz) on X, oriented as shown in Figure 3, which
satisfy X4(C) = X—(Q)G(C) with

Mi(¢) ® K1(¢)  Mi(¢) ® K2(¢)

G(¢) = Iy + 27N> . (e, (59)
: M(Q) ® K (C) Ma(Q) @ Ks(Q)
using the same branch for A2 as in Lemma 4.5.
(3) There exists ¢ = c¢(n,t) > 0 such that for ( € C\ X,
A _ (DA A2
1Xo(Cl )| < YA Ao~ AT A+ A = dist(T, R) = dist(T5, R) >0, (60)

1+¢]
uniformly in (z,y) € R? and A € D;(0).

$These functions also depend on (t,n) € R x N, but we do not highlight this in our notation.
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Remark 4.8. The real line does not enter explicitly in property (2) of RHP 4.7, compare (57). Nevertheless
we require ¥ = RUT, UTg in the proof of Theorem 4.10 below: since Ct ., is trace class on L*(X), the

non-vanishing of Dy (t,\) for every (t,A\,n) € R x D1(0) x N by Lemma 2.4 yields invertibility of I — )\%Ot,n
on L*(X) by (55) in the same parameter range, cf. [39, Theorem 3.5(b)]. This observation turns out to be
central to the solvability of RHP 4.7.

In our first observation below we record that properties (1) — (3) in RHP 4.7 define X(¢) unambiguously.
Lemma 4.9. The Z(Hs)-valued RHP 4.7, if solvable, is uniquely solvable.

Proof. Let X({) denote any solution of RHP 4.7. By condition (1), estimate (60) and our discussion in
Appendix A, the Fredholm determinant
d(¢) = det(lz + Xo(C) [#,), ¢€C\XZ (61)

is well-defined in the indicated (-domain. Also, by Morera’s and Fubini’s theorem, the imposed analyticity
of Xo(¢) € Z(Hz) away from ¥ yields analyticity of d(¢) for ¢ € C\ X. Furthermore, by properties (2), (3)
and the dominated convergence theorem, the non-tangential boundary values d4 (¢),( € ¥ exist and satisfy

d+(¢) = det(X+(C) o), (€3

However, from condition (2) and a simple estimation of (57), we obtain G(¢) = Iz + Go(¢) where Go(¢) €
Z(Hs) is trace class on Ho and satisfies

1Go(Clz, )| < ey/[N e~ T A% AU ¢ — o(n) > 0,

uniformly in ({,z,y) € ¥ x R? and (t,\) € R x D1(0). Thus, det(Iz + Go(¢) [#,) exists for ( € ¥ by
Hadamard’s inequality and since

TGO =0, (Qu() =0, Cex

the Plemelj-Smithies formula [24, Chapter II, Theorem 3.1] yields that det(Io + Go(¢) [4,) = 1 for all € X.
In turn, using the multiplicativity of Fredholm determinants, (61) thus satisfies (by property (2) and our
above discussion) the scalar jump condition

dp(Q)=d_(¢), (€x

Since also d({) — 1 as {( — oo by property (3) we can conclude (using the continuity of the boundary
values d4 (¢) on X) that d({) must be an entire scalar-valued function normalized to unity at infinity. Hence
d(¢) =1 for all ¢ € C. Consequently, any solution X(¢) € Z(Hz) of RHP 4.7 is invertible for all ( € C\ ¥
and so are its continuous boundary values X4 (¢),( € ¥. Moving ahead, we now consider two solutions
X1(¢),X2(¢) of RHP 4.7 and introduce

~1
I(H2) 2 Y(Q) :==X1()(X2(¢)) =L +Yo((), (eC\X
By RHP 4.7, Y(¢) is analytic in ¢ € C\ X, attains continuous boundary values Y4 (¢) on ¥ and satisfies
Y (() =Y_(¢) on X. Thus, ¢ — Yo({|x,y) is entire (¢ ® o)-almost everywhere and since Yo ({|z,y) — 0
as ( = oo also (0 ® o)-almost everywhere, we conclude by Liouville’s theorem that Y (¢) = Io, i.e. X1(¢) =
X2(¢) and uniqueness is therefore established. This concludes the proof. O

Complementing Lemma 4.9 we now show that RHP 4.7 is solvable: First, using the chain of determinant
equalities (49),(50),(52),(55),

V(f, )\,n) eRxCxN: Dn(t,)\) = det(I — )\Kt,n rL2(R+)) = det (I — )\%Ct,n [L2(2) ), (62)

and I — AK,, is invertible on L?*(R;) by Lemma 2.4 if A € D;(0). Hence D,,(t,\) # 0 for all (t,\,n) €
R x D1(0) x N which yields invertibility of I — )\%Ct)n on L?(X) in the same parameter range. This simple
observation lies at the heart of the below solvability theorem.

Theorem 4.10. For every (t,\,n) € R x D1(0) x N consider the integral operator

X(C)—JI2+/\5/E[N1(77)®K1(77) Ni(n) @ Ka(n)] dn_

No(n) @ Ki(n) Na(n) @ K2(n)] n—¢’
18
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where N;(n) are the operators on Hy which multiply by the functions n;(n|z) determined via
(I- AZ Cf o lrzsy Jna(cle) = my(-|z), i=1,2, (64)
with x € R and the real adjoint C},, of Ot,n- Then (63) solves RHP 4.7.
Proof. Since (64) is uniquely solvable, compare (62), we conclude from the boundedness of the resolvent,
[niCl2)l2(s) < cllmi(C|2)lL2(s), c=c(n,t) >0, i=1.2, (65)

uniformly in € R and A € D1(0). Now consider the right hand side of (63) and note that its nontrivial
kernel is built out of the functions

.. 1 d
X1 (¢l y) = A} / minlohy (o) o, CEE. (ny) €R,

But (57),(65), Figure 3 and Cauchy-Schwarz yield

| X (Cla,y)| < dlSt(C\/_E)A o 20 A7 ATV o — () > 0, d,j=1,2, (66)
uniformly in (z,y) € R? and A € D;(0). Hence, (z,y) — Xo(¢|z,y) is in L*(R?,do @ do; C**?) for every ¢ €
C\X. Moreover, using the regularity properties of the resolvent, we deduce from (64) that n — n;(n|z)k; (n|y)
are Holder continuous on ¥ for every (z,y) € R? and 4,5 € {1,2}. Thus, by the Plemelj-Sokhotski theorem,
¢ — Xo(C|w,y) is analytic in ¢ € C\ ¥ for every (z,y) € R2, ie. the right hand side of (63) all together
analytic in C \ ¥ in the sense of Definition B.2. This establishes property (1) of RHP 4.7 for (63). Moving
ahead, estimate (60), i.e. property (3) for (63), follows at once from (66). Finally, by the Holder continuity
of n — n;(n|z)k;(nly), the boundary values X4 (¢),¢ € £ not only exist by the Plemelj-Sokhotski theorem
but are also Holder continuous by the Plemelj-Privalov theorem [36, Chapter 2, § 19] and are again in Z(H2),
using en route that ¥ is a union of smooth contours. It now remains to verify that the right hand side of
(63) satisfies the jump condition (59) in property (2) of RHP 4.7. To this end we first compute from (63),

X (¢) = X_(¢) = 2min® {Nl Q) ® Ki(¢) Ni(¢) ® K>(C)

Ma(0) ® K (©) Nz(<)®Kz(C)]’ cex (67)

However, we also have from (59) and (63),

_ 1 [Mi(Q) @ Ki(Q)  Mi(Q) ® Ka(Q)
X-(06(0) =X-©) {HQ - 2miA [M2<<> © K1) MyQ) @ sz }
_ Zind 1 [ [Niln) @ Ka(n)  Ni(n) @ Kz(n)] dn
= X0 +2m {“2“ /,:[M(n)@m(n) Nz(n)®Kz(n)]77—C—}
Mi(Q) ® K1(¢) Mi(¢) ® Ka(C)
{Mxo@m(c) Mz(<)®Kz(<)]’ e (68)

Ni(n) ® Ki(n) Ni(n )®K2(77)H (
Na(n) ® K1(n) Na(n) ® Ka(n ¢
(
(

Ny
~ 1= OCualn.6) [

identity (68) transforms to
X_(Q)G(C) = X_(¢) + 27iAz

N1 n) ®@ K1(¢)  Ni(n) ® Ka(¢)

n) @ Ki1(¢) Na(n) ® K2(()
Keeping in mind (64), equivalently the operator—valued integral equation

Ni(C) — A} / Con(m ONi(n) dyp = Mi(C),  CEX,
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we substitute this equation into (69) and simplify
Ni(Q) @ K1(¢) Ni(Q) ® K2(Q)] (67)
N @ Q) NalQ) @ Ka(Q)] O CEF

In summary, property (2) is also satisfied by the right hand side of (63) and thus X(¢) as defined in the
same equation solves RHP 4.7 for every (¢, A\,n) € R x D;(0) x N. This completes our proof. 0

X_(O)G(C) = X_(¢) + 2miAz

By Lemma 4.9 and Theorem 4.10, the Z(Hz)-valued RHP 4.7 is uniquely solvable for every (¢, A\, n) €
R x D;(0) x N. This result has several consequences which we summarize below and apply later on.

Corollary 4.11. Let X(¢) € Z(H2) denote the unique solution (63) of RHP 4.7. Then X(¢) is invertible
on Ha for every (t,A,n) € R x D1(0) x N and we have

-1 1 Mi(n) ® Li(n) Mi(n) ® La(n)] dn
X(¢ :]I—)\2/[ 9 cec\x, 70
RO =82 [ sy o Lan) Malo) Lalo)] 7—¢ \ (70)
where L;(n) are the integral operators on Hy with kernel £;(n|y) determined from the equation
(I = A2Crn TLa)liCly) = Killy), i=1,2, (71)
with y € R. Moreover, for every ¢ € ¥, independently of the choice of boundary values for X(¢),
-1
N(¢) = X(O)M(0), L(Q) = K(O(X(©) (72)

where we introduce the vector-valued operators

N(¢) = [Nl(C),Nz(C)]Ta M(¢) == [M1(C), M2(¢)] Tv L(¢) == [L1(¢), L2(¢)], K(C) := [K1(¢), K2(¢)].

Proof. We already know that each solution of RHP 4.7 is invertible on Hs, see the proof workings of Lemma
4.9. Hence, with (63) and (70) (abbreviating its right hand side as Y ({)) we compute

X<<>Y<<>=H2+A%/E(X<> Y1 ——A//an?m d’”c d’fC, C¢x, (13)

where X and Y denote the finite rank integrands in (63) and (70). Since

Ni(m) ® Li(nz2)  Ni(m) @ La(n2)
No(mi) @ Li(nz)  No(m) @ La(n2)]

we can use partial fractions in the iterated integral in (73) and both equations (64),(71). The result equals
— — d d
S —(m—¢
and therefore yields X ()Y (¢) = I for C eC \ Y. In other Words, Y (¢) is a right-sided inverse for X(¢)

which is invertible on Hs, see the proof of Lemma 4.3. This only happens when (70) holds for all { ¢ 3, as
claimed. Next we revisit our proof of Theorem 4.10, precisely the last identity in it,

Ni(Q) ® K1(¢)  N1(¢) ® K2(()
N2(Q) @ K1(¢)  N2(¢) ® K2(¢)

X (1) (12) 2 (11— 12)Com (1 m2) [

X_(O)G(¢) = X_(¢) + 2miAz [ } , (e (74)

Since

1 oid My(¢) ® K1(¢)  Mi(¢) ® K2(¢)
(GQ) " =1Ta - 2miA {Mxo@m(o Ma(6) ® Ka()

we then repeat the steps leading to (68),(69) and conclude likewise

X (O)(G(0) " =X4(¢) — 2minz m% 2 ?8 ﬁlfi 2 28

Hence, combining (74) and (75) with the explicit formula for G(¢), see (59), we find

M (¢) ® K1(C) Ml(C)®K2(C)} _ {NI(C)(X)KI(C) Ni(¢) ® K2(C)
M(¢) ® K1(¢) M2(¢) ® K2(¢) N2(Q) ® K1(¢)  N2(C) ® K2(C)

| ces
}, (e (75)

X4(0) | cex
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and thus the first equality in (72). The second equality follows by similar logic: from (70), for ¢ € X,

Mi(Q) ® Li(¢) Mi(¢)® Lz(C)]

(X(¢), — (X))~ M2(Q) ® Li(¢)  Ma(¢) ® L2(C))

— —27i)Z [

and

1 1 . 1(¢) ® K1(¢) Mi(¢) ® K2(¢)
(G@Q) (X)) :{b‘%“z[x>®K<>Au0®m@Jh

e
—
I
N

®K1

Note however, with (56),

M;(¢) ® K1(¢) Mi(¢) ® Ka
Ms(¢) @ K1(¢)  Ma(¢) ® Ka
(
(

—@—quamPﬁ

so that (76) simplifies to

«%of%xan””@(xgnﬁ_gmﬁ{Mﬂ0®Lmo M(6) & LaQ)]

On the other hand we also establish the chain of equalities
-1 1 [Ma(Q) ® Ki(Q) Mi(C) @ Ka(C) -1
GO, = {2t [T Mg xaa) ) KO
Mi(¢) ® K1(C) MI(C)®K2(C)]
M3(C) ® K1(¢)  Ma(¢) ® K2(C)
3 Mi(n) @ Li(n)  Mi(n) ® L2(n)] dn
{112 A / [Mz( ) @ La(n) Mz(ﬁ)®L2(77)] 77—<+}

Mi(Q) ® L1(¢)  Ma(C) ® L2(C)
Ms(¢) ® L1(¢) M2(C) @ La(C)

T (x(¢); ! +2mind [

T (x(0) ;" +2rirt {

Finally, combining (77) with (78) and (59),

], e (78)

Mi(Q) ® K1(¢)  Mi(¢) ® K2(¢) -1 [Ma(Q) @ Li(¢)  Mi(¢) @ L2(¢)
106 80 000 Kx0) KO = o Mo e o) T
This proves the second equality in (72) and thus concludes the proof. O

Corollary 4.12. Consider the operators M;(¢), K;(¢) and N;(n),L;(n) as defined in (57) and (64),(71).
Then for any i,j € {1,2}, on H;,

/MW®%WM:/MM®&MM, (79)
> )

followed by
2

/m@&MWWF/Mw®&wmwwﬂ/M@@&wm. (80)
) > )

Proof. During the proof of Corollary 4.11 we established the identity

A%/E(_( ~Y( ——/\//an danj—QCZO’ ¢




Using ﬁ = —% - C% + #2_0 for n # ¢ and afterwards collecting powers in (~! as || — oo yields precisely
the stated identities. This concludes the proof. O

Besides the elementary symmetry constraints (79) and (80) we will make crucial use of the below identity.

Lemma 4.13. For every (z,y) € R? and (t,\,n) € R x D;(0) x N,

/Z(Nz(n) ® Ki(n) (@, y) dn = /Z (N1(m) @ Ka(n)) (y, z) dn, (81)
with N;(n) defined in (64).
Proof. By definition of Ni(n) and K»(n), for every (z,y) € R?,

/ (N1(n) ® Ka(n)) () dn = / na (nl2)k2(nly) dn
) )

1 i i
@_/ / (I = A2Chpn [12(3)) "M (& m) e 20 (E20029) g | e=5vn(n0) gy
(64) 27 Jr, |Jr,

1

=5 [/ (I = A2Cyp fmz))_l(—&—n)eéw"“’mwdé} e2 (10 dp, (82
Foc

where we have used the conjugation symmetry I's =T, see Figure 3, and the fact that A — 1, (), -) is odd.
Returning to the proof of Proposition 4.4 we have C} , = A‘f?‘,f + B on L%(¥) and thus, by the mapping
properties of At : L?(I'g) — L*(T',) and Bt : L?(T',) — L?(T's),

t,n
CintH (=6, =m) =0 for (&) €TaxTa, m €L, (83)
as well as, compare (85) below,
Con (=& —n) = (B AT (=& —n) = CEi(m &) for (&) €Ta xTa, mEZz,  (84)

where we used that B, (=&, —n) = By (n,€) for every (§,n) € Ty x I'g and A, ,(—n,—C) = Ain(¢,n) for
every (n,¢) € I'g x T, compare (48), together with the aforementioned conjugation symmetry f,g =T,. Al
together, given that

k

t,n

t,n—n n , (85)
Acxthxt m + chtAcxt m, k=2m
n t,n

{(AextBext)mAg));;c + (BzxtAg));;c)mBext k =2m + 1
t,n=n

identities (83) and (84) show that for all k € N : Cf, (¢, —n) = CF,,(n,€) whenever (§,7) € Ty x Ty and

thus by a Neumann series expansions argument back in (82),

1

/ (1) @ Koo () (2, y) dy = o~ { / (I=A2Chp rmm)—l(n,s)ve’%*%)dg} 0210 dy
Z FO&

@

2 [ miamatn)an = [ () @ i) wa)dn = [ (Valo) @ K1) () .

This proves (81) after relabelling = and y. a
Yet another useful result deals with the following ¢t — +o00 behavior of the solution (63) to RHP 4.7.
Corollary 4.14. Let i,j € {1,2} and m € Z>o with 0 < A < & fived as indicated in Figure 3. Then

[N e Kmumdn»0 ad [ M) o L)y dn -0 (56)
b b
exponentially fast as t — 400 in operator norm on Hi.

Proof. We only focus on the first limit in (86), the second one follows by analogous logic. To this end we

now show that A%’ — 0 exponentially fast as t — +oo in operator and trace norm on L2(%). Indeed, from

the proof of Lemma 4.2, for the trace norm,
IATS N1 < [1ATS 1 12l AT

)n7 )n

2 <ce A c=c(n,A) >0,
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uniformly in ¢+ € R. Hence, since the operator norm on L?(X) is dominated by the trace norm, we have
likewise [|AF%|| < ce™ 4 with ¢ = ¢(n, A) > 0 uniformly in ¢ € R. This shows by the Neumann series that

for any (A\,n) € D1(0) x Nand 0 < A < & we can find tg = to(n, A\, A) > 0 and ¢ = ¢(n, A) > 0 such that
[(I=A2C ) =T —=A2C || <ce P V>t (87)

in operator norm on L?(X), compare (85)Y. Equipped with (87) we now return to (64) and derive the
following improvement of (65), for any (A,n) € D;1(0) x N and 0 < A < % as well as 2 € R,

InaCle) = maC) = X2 CfmiC o) lacsy < co S miCio)llagey Vo2 o, i€ 1,2}
with ¢ = ¢(n, A) > 0. Consequently, by triangle inequality,
A||”i('|$)||%2(z)dg($) < (1+ee™9) /R lmi(-|2)]1Z2 (s dor (), (88)
where we used
1C7 i (|2) G2y < ce 20T ||CF ma (o) |22y < ™8, e =c(n,A) >0

uniformly in (¢,z) € R2. This allows us to prove (86) as follows: ﬁrst, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (once
on H; and once on L*(%)), Fubini’s theorem and with the shorthand T}7 := [, Ni(n) @ K;(n)n™dn, for any

feH,
winl™ ([ K6ln16) da<y>>\ ]

(T35 F)(=)] = ‘/ ( ni(n|a)k (nly)nmdn> f) da(y)‘ S/E

< / e e Vs (11 s I 1 |dn|s||m<-|x>||m<z>\/ / / s (ol o) 1 11 s

so that in operator norm on H;,

712 < ([ o) sy ao@)) ([ [ Irstaln™ Paotlan). (59)

Second, using (57), for any n € N and 0 < A < % there exists ¢ = ¢(n, A) > 0 such that
Ima (o) Zaim) < 6 IR IZam) < ce™2E ko ([y)|Fa() < c

hold true for all (z,y,t) € R®. Moreover, for any fixed m € Zx( there exists é = é¢(n, A, m) > 0 such that

m 2 A m 2 ~
/|/€1(77|y)77 |"|dn| < ce220+), /|/€2(77|y)77 |“ldn| < e
> >

uniformly in (y,t) € R?. Hence, combining (89) with (88) and using the last six estimates we immediately
establish T — 0 exponentially fast in operator norm on H; ast — +oc in view of (13), provided i, j € {1,2}
but (i,7) # (2,2). Lastly, if ¢ = j = 2, then

[l ()72 () < ce™ 220+,

m<64>/M2 ) ® Ka(n) n™dn+ A2C /M2 ) ® Ka(n) 0™ dn + \(C. /N2 ) @ Ka(n)n™ dn (90)

where we used (I — )\fC* ) t=T1+ )JC* + A(CF )P - )JC* )~ L. The first summand in (90) vanishes
identically by (57) since F and I'g are dlSJOlnt so we only need to control the following H; operator norms

[t [ 30 @ Koty ™ an| < ( [ 1CEamatiom a0@)) ([ [ Iratabin Faoto)ian)

< ée A e=¢(n,A,m) >0,

and
m * m 2
2 [t Koty an| < 0L ([ InaC)aeyao)) ([ [ Il Paoto oo
(s
<e|CE N < ElCE Nl < AT B < cem A,
Iwe have ICy ||1 — 0 as t = +oo for all k € Z>o but not for k =1 since ||B&*||; » 0 as t — +o0.

23



also with é = é(n, A, m) > 0. Combined in (90), this proves the exponentially fast convergence of T35 to the
zero operator on H; in operator norm. Our proof of (86) is now completed. O

Corollaries 4.11, 4.12, 4.14 and Lemma 4.13 conclude the content of this section on the Z(#z)-valued RHP
4.7. We will now use this problem in the proof of Theorem 1.2.
5. THE INTEGRO-DIFFERENTIAL PAINLEVE-II HIERARCHY - PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2, PART 1

In order to arrive at the integro-differential dynamical system (17) we will first derive a certain operator-
valued Lax pair from RHP 4.7, see Proposition 5.1 and equation (99) below. This approach follows the
methodology in [11, Section 9.3] and plays out as follows. First, we view the multiplication operators M;(¢)
and N;(¢), see (57) and (64), as integral operators on H; with distributional kernels. In detail, we replace

mi(Cla) = mi(Cla,y) =mi(Cl)d(z —y)(w'(y) ™
ni(¢lz) = ni(Clz,y) =ni(Cl2)d (@ — y)(w'(y)
with (z,y) € R and where, by definition,

| s ) ) doty) = f(a), f € Ha,
Then, differentiating (57), we find the kernel identity (recall the definition of M(¢) in Corollary 4.11)

—i(3¢>"+t+z) O

0
Sl = | | M), () € DR

or equivalently the operator identity

) N
where the operators Ag, ;&gn : Ho — Ho are (-independent and have kernels
1[—1 0 — ~ —i 0 _
o) =063 [ @) Rae = s [T w0
Similarly,
0
SM(Q) = ((BoM(), (€%, (93)
where By : Ho — Ho has kernel
i 0 _
Bo(o)i=de ) [ o] ()" (o4)

At this point we return to (72).

Proposition 5.1. There exist (t,\,n)-dependent, analytic in ¢ € C integral operators A((),B(() on Ha
such that for every ¢ € ¥ and (t,\,n) € R x Dy(0) x N,

ON ON
8_<(O =AONQ),  —5-(¢) =BON(Q).

Proof. We (-differentiate the first identity in (72) using (91),

o= [%—f(@(xw) Ly X(O(C Ao + Aan) (X(0) ] N(O).

=:A(C)
Here, A(¢) € Z(H2) by Theorem 4.10, Corollary 4.11, and A((¢) is analytic for ¢ € C\ ¥ with continuous
boundary values A (¢) € Z(Hz2) on ¥ by the same reasoning. Recalling (59) we then compute on X,

8.0 = |G 00 x 50| 0) " x-©)”
+X (OGO (" Ag + Asz,) (G(O) T (X-(0) 7, (95)
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and with (59),(92) derive for ¢ € X,

%—?@Ix, y) = / ) {2 A0(@,2) + Ron(w,2)) Go(Cl2,y) = GolCle, 2) (P Ao(2,9) + Asn(z,1)) | do(2).

Here we abbreviate, as in the proof of Lemma 4.9, G(¢) = Iz + G¢(¢) and note that the last kernel identity
is equivalent to the operator commutator identity
0G
¢
Inserting (96) into (95) we find at once

0X_ -1 " ~ —1

AL(Q) = 8—<(C)(X—(O) +X (O A+ A2 (X(C)) =A_(C), CeX,

i.e. A(¢) extends analytically across X. In turn, A(¢) is analytic for every ¢ € C given that (z,y) — A(¢|z,y)
is in L2(R?%, do ® do; C2%2) for every ¢ € C by construction. This proves our first identity and the reasoning
for the second one is analogous: first differentiate (72) using (93),

O = | ()™ +X(0(cB) (X(0) ™ N(0) (o7)

()= [P Ap + Az, G(Q)] €Z(Ha2), (e (96)

—B(()

Since B(() € Z(H2) and B(() is analytic for ¢ € C\ ¥ with continuous boundary values B (¢) € Z(Hz2) on
3., compare Theorem 4.10 and Corollary 4.11, we simply compute for { € &

B.(0) = | 560 + X0 (60) 7 (X-0) 7 +X-(O6(0)(cB) (€(0) ' (X-(0)

But from (59),(94),

Ce e = [ {(Bola2)Golclz1) — Gol¢ls. ) (¢Bo(z. 1) b do(a)

1 (98)

ot oo
leading to the following replacement of (96)
oG

o0 )= [(Bo,G(¢)] € Z(H2), (X

Once substituted back into (98) we find at once B4 (¢) = B_(¢) for ¢ € X, i.e. B(({) is analytic for ¢ € C.
This concludes our proof. O

In our next step we will express the coefficient operators A(¢), B(¢) introduced in Proposition 5.1 to some
extent in terms of the solution of RHP 4.7.

Proposition 5.2. We have
2n

B(()=(Bo+Bi1,  A(()=¢"Ag+ Y A+ Ay, (99)
k=1
where B : Ho — Ha are the (-independent integral operators with kernels written in (94) and (101) below.
Likewise, A; : Ho — Ho are (-independent, the kernels of AO and Ag, are written in (92) and the entries
of Ay are polynomials in [ Ni(n) @ K;(n)n™dn and [g, M;(n) @ L;(n)n™dn with m € Zxo,i,j € {1,2}.

Proof. Return to (63) and (70), write +C = C i"ol(ﬂ) + W:—C) for ¢ # n and derive

<
1(n) @ Ki(n)  Ni(n) © Ka(n)] 44
y=1Iy — A2 dn + Xas , PN
: ch/[ (@K Nan) @ Koy)) 7 RO CF
where Xasy(¢) € Z(H2) and there exists ¢ = ¢(n,t) > 0 such that for ¢ € C\ X,

I _%A & o S A" A +Hyl+He) (100)
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uniformly in (z,y) € R? and X € D;(0). Similarly from (70),

L M L .
(X(©) —H2+A2zck/ [ zLig ; M;EZ;ELEEK Frdn+ X0 (), (¢,

where! X (€) € Z(Hy2) also satisfies (100). At this point we first return to the defining equation of B() in
(97) and apply Liouville’s theorem combined with Corollary 4.12,
B(() =(Bo+B:, (€C,
where By is the integral operator on #y with kernel By (z,y) = [BY (z, y)]7 =1 and
Bi'(z,y) = Bi*(z,y) =0, By*(z,y) = —iU(x,y), BY'(z,y) =iV (z,y), (101)
where we use the shorthand U(z,y) and V (x,y) for the kernels of U := A2 Js N1(n) @ Ka(n)dn and V :=
Az Js Na(n) ® K1(n)dn. Next, by similar logic,

2n

A(Q) =(Ag+ D AR+ Ay, (EC,
k=1

obtained from inserting the above representations for X(¢) and (X(¢))~! into the defining equation for A(()
and applying Liouville’s theorem. This concludes the proof of (99). O

Before moving on and before we employ (99) in the operator-valued Lax pair

ON ON
a—C(O = A(ON(CQ), 7€) =BON(), (102)

we first record the following connection formula.

Lemma 5.3. For every (t,\,n) € R x D;(0) x N,

5}
g InD,(t,\) = —iA? tr/Nl ) ® K4(€)d¢,

followed by
0?
o2
Proof. We begin with

1nD :—/\tr// N1 ®K2 ))(NQ({)@Kl(g))dndf

0

9 Dot \) 2 %mdet(l —A2Cyp lp2(m) = —A2 fr [(1 —A2Cyn rLz(E))*la

ot L2(%)

and compute from (56) the kernel derivative

Ot,n} (103)

a . i z)— z 57 3

5y Gt = 5= [ ebeneanmznmazy, €, ) doz) @i [ ks(elpmlz) dolo)
Hence back in (103),

9 L 1 _ 0

D) = =X [ [ (=30 0.0 ) d

@ o [ i©s K@) as) = - [ Mo e Ko

as claimed in the first identity. For the second identity we revisit our proof of Proposition 5.2 and explicitly
compute the O(¢™1!) correction when inserting the asymptotic representations of X(¢) and (X(¢))~! into
the defining equation of B(¢) in (97). The same O(¢™!) correction has to vanish identically by Liouville’s
theorem and this yields the operator commutator identity

_ ,7 Mi(n) ® Li(n) Mi(n) ® La(n)] 4_
e = o = xamo . o= [ [ S

IPlease note that X;s%, is not the inverse of Xasy, as the notation might suggest.
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where By is written in (94). Reading the last identity entry wise and using (79),(80) yields in particular

5 (M [m© e x©ae) =i [ [ (i@ Kalw) (v2(6) @ 510 ants

and therefore the second identity when applying the first. O

At this point we use our Lax pair (102),(99) and write out its compatibility condition

0B 0A
= 8_<(C) - E(C)v C € (Cv (104)

keeping in mind that the entries of A(¢) and B(() are integral operators which in general do not commute.

A(OB(C) = B(QA(Q)

Lemma 5.4. Recall U,V : Hi — Hy in (101) and introduce the integral operator My : Hi — Hi with
distributional kernel My(z,y) := (t + x)6(x — y)(w'(y))~". Then (104) is equivalent to the operator-valued
system (105), (106) and (107) written out below where A} are the entries of Ay in (99).

Proof. The polynomial equation (104) yields at once (given that By and Ag as well as By and Agn commute)

2n 2n—1

% 2n—k __ A 2n—k
; 50 = [Buy Mgy + Aau] + ;;) ([Bo, Aria] + [Br A ), cec

and therefore, after matching powers in (, first to order O(¢?"),

AP = —iU, AP =iV, (105)
followed by all orders O(¢*"%) for k =1,...,2n — 1,
%}1 = —i(UAF 4+ A)2V), %51@2 = —i(A}%, FUAP - A'U)
0AF . 12 21 OAY o 11 22 7 o)
5 = (VA + AL U), 5 = i(Ajyp VAL — A7V)
and finally the order O(¢°),
6’3%’11 = —i(UA3}, + A2 V), a’;f% = —i(UA32 — A3LU +iM,U)
0A%, . 12 21 0A3, _ . 11 22 . Hen
5 = (VA + A5U), 5 = i(VA;, — A5V —iV M)
This completes our proof of the Lemma. O

The system (106),(107) allows us to explicitly integrate the diagonal equations for A,lg1 and A%Q with the
help of Corollary 4.14 and Proposition 5.2.

Lemma 5.5. We have on Hy for k=1,2,...,2n,

k—1 k—1
A=) (AP AL+ APATL ) and AP =1) ) (ATAP 4 ATIAR? ),
j=1 j=1

and thus in particular A}l = AP = 0.
Proof. Inspired by [47, (18)] we first compute the composition operator C(¢) = A(¢)A(¢) on Hz from (99),
4n k 2n 4n
c) =Y (Z AjAk_j) RN T (AkAg + Agn Ak)CTF 4+ AgnAg, = Y CiCTE, (108)
k=0 =0 k=0 k=0

and then use the compatibility constraint (104),

%% 0 = {AQ). B} + [BO).C(0)], (109)
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where the curly brackets indicate the anticommutator). Matching powers O(¢*"~*) for k =0,...,2n — 1 in
(109) while using (108) and (99) yields at once

acll 6012
a—f = —i(UCE' + C}?V), a—f = —i(C}3, + UCE — C'U)
- . , k=0,...,2n—1, (110)
o0 . 12 21 oCy . o1 11 _ 22
8t = 1(VCk + Ck U), 8t = I(Ck+1 + Vck Ck V)
and 11 22
aC. oC.
= By +UCS, + GV, o = 1(VCo + C0), (111)
for some of the coeflicient operator entries of Cy, with &k =0,1,...,2n. In turn, system (110) shows that the
operators Cy, are trivial for k =1,...,2n — 1 and

12 _ ~21 _ 22
C&n _'Cén _'Cén =0

Indeed, using (105),(106) and Corollary 4.14 we find that A}' = A%?? = 0 on H; and so by direct computation
from (108),

1
Cr=)> AjA

(9:2) 0 on 7‘[2.
=0 105)

(
Hence, proceeding inductively and assuming C; = 0 for all j = 1,...,k with arbitrary k € {1,...,2n — 2}
we first use the off-diagonal equations in (110) to conclude that

12 ocC;? 22 11 21 ' 1 22
_ 9 _ _ 2 _
Cii1 =1 5 -UC+C;U=0, Cj=-i 5 —-VC;m + 07V =0,
by induction hypothesis. Hence, again by (110), this time through the diagonal equations,
ocH aC#
I = —i(UCY + V) =0, L —i(VC)? + C'U) =0,

ot ot

yielding C’}}rl = C’??H = 0 on H; by Corollary 4.14 and Proposition 5.2 since Ci = Z?:o AjA;_; for
k=1,...,2n — 1 by (108) vanishes uniformly as ¢ — +o00. Moving ahead the proclaimed vanishing of
C32,C3! and C32 follows now from the off-diagonal equations in (110) as well as the second equation in
(111). We are now prepared to prove the stated formulee for A;! and A%?. First, from (108),

2n—1
Cy, = Z AjAg,_ i +Ao(Az, + Agp) + (Azy + Agy) Ay,
j=1
k—1
Cr=) AjA; j+AcAr+ALA), k=2,...2n—1,
j=1
so reading off (22)-entries, with the aforementioned fact that C?* =0 for k =1,...,2n and with (92),
k—1
0=CP =) (APAP, + AT'A? ) +iAP, k=2,....2n. (112)
j=1

Combined with the (22)-equation in (106), identity (105) and again Corollary 4.14, (112) yields the desired
equation for 422,k =1,...,2n. By similar logic

k—1
OAN (105)
_ 1l 11 411 12 421 A1l _ ) 1 (108
0=C _;(Aj AL+ APARL)) —iAY, k=2 201 o0 ©
which confirms the stated equation for Ai! provided k = 1,...,2n — 1 after another application of Corollary
4.14. The A}l formula has to be treated slightly different since by (111), after our above workings,
ocit
o — B0
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and in addition

2n—1
Cli= Y (A1 Ab,+ APAT, ) — A, — i,
j=1
However mA , so the last two identities yield
a 2n—1
0= > (AJ AL+ APASL ) — 1AL
j=1

and hence after ¢-integration and an application of Corollary 4.14 indeed the stated identity for ALl. This
concludes our proof of the Lemma. O

Observe that Lemma 5.4 and 5.5 allow us to express all operators Ag,k = 1,...,2n in (99) in terms of
U,V given in (101) and their ¢-derivatives. Indeed we have derived the following recursive recipe

Corollary 5.6. On Ha,

0 —iU ALl Al2
A1—|:. } Akﬂ_[ kil ’“*1}, k=1,...,2n—1, (113)
Vo0 AL A2
where
k
11 12
Ak+1 —8A12 —UA? + AV Ak“ Z;(A AkH i+ 4 Ak+1 i)
G 21 : N . (114)
21 _ _ 22
Ak-‘rl =—i 8 VA Ak V k+1 — lz A22Ak+1 > + A21Ak+1 J)
Moreover,
0AL? A3}
o = TiUAS, = Ay U +iMU),  —=2 =iV Ay, — ARV =iV M), (115)

and (107),(113),(114),(115) combined together yield the following (2n)-th order coupled, operator-valued sys-
tem for U and V,

pen [—iU} B { thU} - [A} i iUD—l(VA+BU) —iD;Y (UB + AV)U (16)
V] | -iVM, B| " |-iZ8 +iVD; ' (UB+ AV) +iD; (VA + BU)V
where D acts entrywise on operators A and B on Hi and Dt_1 denotes the formal t-antiderivative.
Proof. By (106) and (114),
Al2 A12
D[ ’“]:{ ’f“], k=1,....2n—1 (117)
apt] = Lt
since D; (VA2 4+ A?'U) = —iA7? and D; '(UA?! + A}2V) = iA}!. Likewise, by (115) and (107),
Ad2 iMU
D| 7 = 118
i) = v e

where we use D; (VA + A3LU) = —iA32 and D; Y(UA3L + A2V) = iALl. Hence, iterating (117),(118)
with the initial data (113) we arrive at the desired system (116) which does not contain any antiderivative
terms because of the iterative formulee for A}' and A7? written in (114). O

The operator-valued ODE system (116) for U and V naturally encodes the desired integro-differential
Painlevé-IT hierarchy (17). This final step in our proof of Theorem 1.2 is worked out in Section 6 below.
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6. THE INTEGRO-DIFFERENTIAL PAINLEVE-II HIERARCHY - PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2, PART 2

We will now evaluate system (116) for the underlying kernels which will lead us to (17). First, we collect
the following crucial symmetry constraints.

Lemma 6.1. Let k € {1,...,2n}, then A}*(x,y) and A'(y,z) are y-independent and we have
AP (z,y) = (D AP (y,2),  (z,y) € R (119)
Proof. We have A1%(z,y) = —iU(z,y) and A?'(y,x) =iV (y,z) by (113). Using Lemma 4.13, we thus obtain
(119) for k =1 and since
Ula) = X [ ms(aleka(ol) do.

the y-independence of A1%(z,y) follows from (57). But U(z,y) = V (y, z), so the y-independence of A?!(y, )
follows similarly. Proceeding inductively, we assume that the claims have been proven for k € {1,...,m}
and some 1 < m < 2n — 1. Since by (117),

A% (zy) = 5:;1; (x,y)—i/RU(x,z)//R(V(z,w)A,iz(w,y)+Ail(z,w)U(w,y))da(w)dtda(z)
- i/ /R/R (U(z, 2) ARl (z,w) + A2 (2, 2)V (2,0)) U (w, y) do(z)do (w)dt

we see that A}cil (x,y) is y-independent by the induction hypothesis and base case. Moreover, using explicitly
the induction hypothesis in the form A}?(x,y) = (—1)*A2(y, z), we obtain

21
AR (e) = (-1 - ﬁg@h> vi [0 [ [ (Ve v + AR avn) x 020
x do(w)dt do(z / // (z,2) A (w, 2) + A3 (2, 2)V (2,w)) U (w,y) do(z)do(w)dt | .

On the other hand, (117) also says

21
A y) = — i) +1 [ V( xz// (2, w) A7 (1,9) + AP (2, 0)V () do ()t do(2)

+1/ // (2, 2) A2 (2, w) + AP (2, 2)U (2,w)) V (w, y) do(w)do(2)dt,

and thus Aiil(a:, y) is z-independent by the induction hypothesis and base case. Finally, relabelling the
integration variables z <+ w in the last equality and using the induction base case six times in the form
U(z,y) = V(y,xz) we see at once that with (120),

Ak+1(517 y) = (— )k+1Ak+1(y7 x), (x,y)eRQ.

This completes our proof. O

The conditions laid out in Lemma 6.1 tell us that both equations in (116), when evaluated on the kernel
level, lead to the same dynamical system in ¢ which only depends on one additional variable x, say - modulo
their secondary (A, n)-dependence. Indeed, introducing u(t|z;n, \) = u(t|z) := U(z,x) (recall U and V both
depend on ¢, A and n) we have by Lemma 4.13 and 6.1 that u(t|z) = U(z,z) = U(z,y) = V(y,z) = V(z, z)
for all (t,z) € R2. More generally, setting

ar(tlr) :== AP (z,2) = (~1)" AN (z,z), ke{l,...,2n},
the recursion (106) for A}? (replacing A?? and A}' with their antiderivative expressions) is equivalent to

(LYag)(t|lz), k=0 mod 2

, k=1,2....2n—1; ai(t|z) == —iu(t|z 121
(L%ap)(t|z), k=1 mod 2 1(fle) te)  (12D)

apt1 (t) = {
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with the operators £Y, [-, ], {-, -} and the weighted bilinear form (-, ) of Definition 1.1. In deriving (121) we
use (119) throughout and recall that do is a probability measure. Furthermore, next to the 2n — 1 equations
(121), we also find from (107) that

—(t+z)ar (t|z) = (L az.)(t]r)
and thus iteratively, with (121),
- (t+a)ar(tlr) = (LLLY) ar)(tlz) = (t + z)u(t|z) = = ((LLLY)™u) (t]z). (122)

It now remains to record a representation formula for D, (¢, A) in terms of u(t|z), see (123) below, and its
boundary behavior at ¢ = +00. Once established, the same formula together with (122) and Remark 6.3
completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 6.2. For every (t,\,n) € R x D1(0) x N,

Da(t,\) = exp {_ /t - < /R u2(s|x)da(3:)) ds]. (123)

where u(t|z) = u(t|lz;n, ) solves the dynamical system (122) such that u(t|z) ~ A2 Ai,(t + 2) as t — 400,
pointwise i x € R.

Proof. By Lemma 5.3,
g—;lnDn(t,)\) -5 (@V) // (2, )V (y, ) do(y) do(z) = // (z,y) do(z)do(y)
//U2 (2, 2) do(@)do(y) = —/ 2(t|z) do(z), (124)

given that ko ((|y) is y-independent and do a probability measure. However,

IITI

1
(57) A2 ~ . .
utle) =7} [ mle)tale)dn @ 52 [ e ay x| (G5 m o) k(e dr
B

2k [ [ma(ale) = ma(afa) = X (Cms (o) o) a(al)

so by (41) indeed u(t|z) ~ A% Ai,(t + ) as t — +oo once we estimate the two remaining integrals involving
m1(-|z) as in our proof of Corollary 4.14. All together, (123) follows from (124) after integration since

u(t|z) ~ A2 Ai, (t + z) yields [z u?(tlz)do(z) — 0 exponentially fast as ¢ — +o0 because of (30) and (13).
This completes our proof of the Lemma. O

Remark 6.3. The smoothness of t — u(t|x;n, X) for fized (x,\,n) € RxD1(0) xN follows from the identity

u(tlz) = U(s, z) = A} / i (nl)ka (),

from the analyticity of (57) and analyticity of the resolvent, compare (64). Likewise, the unique solvability
of the boundary value problem (17) for (t,x,\,n) € R? x D1(0) x N follows from (72) and the fact that RHP
4.7 is uniquely solvable for (t,A\,n) € R x D1(0) x N.

7. THE INTEGRO-DIFFERENTIAL MKDV HIERARCHY - PROOF OF THEOREM 1.7

In deriving the integro-differential PDE hierarchy (22) we first take a step back, return to (15) and
introduce another parameter 7 € R,.. Precisely we consider the Fredholm determinant

D, (t, A\, 7) :=det( — )\K;n [Lz(R+)), (t,\,7,n) e RxC xRy xN, (125)
with kernel

K[, (x,y) ::/Ain(ac—i—z—l—t)Ain(z—i—y—i—t)w(Tz)dz,
R

and weight w : R — R, of general type (13). Observe that the Fermi factor (8) yields a standard example
of the parametric setup (125) with 7 = «. Given that the 7-rescaling does not alter any of the results in
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Section 2 (in particular (36) still holds after substitution) we then apply the methods of Sections 3 and 4 to
(125), en route verifying the below result.

Lemma 7.1. For every (t,\,7,n) e R x C x Ry x N,
Dot A7) = det(I — A2CT, T12(s)),
where CT,, : L*(X) — L*(X) with ¥ = RUTg UT, shown in Figure 3 is trace class and has kernel

T 1 LT T4+22)—¢T T+22
(& =nC7 (& m) = —/R (et Onteam 2=l 2m429) v, (E)xr, ()

2
+ e 3BRED=6T Oy (E)xr, (77)) do(2),

T2n+l

2n+1
T A + z\.

defined in terms of ¢ (A, z) :=

Proof. Replacing all contours in Section 3 according to the admissible rule I'y — 7'y and I'g — 75,
compare Lemma 2.1, we obtain at once

Do(t, A7) =det(I — AJ7, Trom),  (BA7n) €Rx Cx Ry x N,
where J7, := A7 B, : L*(R) — L*(R) equals the composition of the Hilbert-Schmidt transformations
A7, : L*(1Tg) — L*(R) and B,, : L*(R) — L*(7'5) with kernels

1 iwn(a72t)_i(ﬂ)2t) ) 1 _iwn(670)+iwn(7;0)
Aalanf) i 5 S | [ ) B = g S (a20)
R

27 a—pf 27 8=
Generalizing afterwards Proposition 4.1 to Ji,, : L?(7Tq) — L*(7T,) with

(2T = / JrEmimdn,  fe (), (127)

T

we then derive the analogue of (50) for (125) in terms of (127). Once done, it then remains to check that the
previous extension (52) applies verbatim to our 7-dependent setup (replacing again I'y +— 7Ty and I'g — 7I'3
throughout) and Lemma 4.3 goes through as well with the sum kernel

(AT + B (6,m) = AL (&, m)xrr0 (©)Xrrs () + Bn(&,m)xrr, (0)Xrr. (£).

Finally, using (126) and a simple rescaling, we obtain the desired determinant equality with the indicated
kernel for C7,, on L?(X). This completes our proof of the Lemma. O

We now proceed as in the second part of Section 4 and thus introduce the following operators.

Definition 7.2. Let M (¢) ® K](¢) € Z(H1),i,j = 1,2 denote the ¥ > (-parametric family of rank one
integral operators with kernels

(M7 (¢) ® K7 () (x,y) :=m] (Cla)k] (Cly), =,y €R,
defined in terms of the ¥ 5 (-parametric family of functions

T 1 io7 T T 1 —igpT T —igT T4+22
k1 (Cly) = ﬂew"(“t 0. (©), k5 (Cly) = 7.¢ 2200, (€), mi(Clr) i= e 24 (GHTHE (),

m3 (¢le) = 22O (C). (128)
In turn, the following 7-dependent RHP generalizes RHP 4.7.

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 7.3. Given (t,\,7,n) € R x D1(0) x Ry x N, find X"(¢) = X"((;t, A\,n) €
Z(Hz) such that

(1) X7(¢) =1z + X{(¢) and X7 (C) € T(Hz) with kernel XJ({|z,y) is analytic in C\ X.

(2) X7(¢) admits continuous boundary values X7 (¢) € I(Hz) on X which satisfy X7 = X (¢()G7(()

with
o MIQ @ KT MO ® KI(Q)
CGHO=Lr2mA ek MO e K5O
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(3) There exists ¢ = c(t,n) > 0 such that for ( € C\ X,
VA
1+¢]

uniformly in (z,y) € R? and (A, 7) € D;(0) x Ry

n (=DH"7A n
IX3(Clx, y)|| < A*ﬁ7*24zle* 2(;n+1) (ra)? eA(|m|+\y\+T|t\), A = dist(To,R) = dist(I'3,R) > 0,

The last problem is uniquely solvable by the proof methods of Lemma 4.9 and Theorem 4.10, we only
summarize the relevant results for our upcoming analysis without repeating the necessary proofs.

Theorem 7.4. For every (t,\,7,n) € R x D1(0) x Ry x N, the integral operator
NT KT NT K3 d
XT(C):H2+)\%/|: 1T(n)® 1T(n) 1T(n)® 27(77)} n 7
s [NZ(m) @ K{(n) Ni(n)@Kin)]n—¢
is the unique solution of RHP 7.3, where N](n) are the operators on Hi which multiply by the functions
nl(n|z) determined through the equation

(L= A2CT, Tragmy JnT () = mi (o), i=1,2,
with x € R and the real adjoint C[}, of Cf,,. Moreover,
- 1 1 MT ® LT MT ® LT d
(X (Q) :]12_)\;/ [ 1T(77) i(ﬁ) 1T(n) i(n)} n 7
» [M3(n) @ LT(n) M3(n)® Lim)] n—¢
where LT (n) are the integral operators on Hi with kernel €] (nly) determined from the equation
(L= N3CT T (ly) =K (ly), i=1,2, yeR.

In addition, we have the representation formula N7 ({) = X" (()M7(¢), ¢ € ¥ with the vector-valued operators
T

T T T T T T T
N (C) = [Nl (€), N3 (C)} ) M (C) = [M1 (C)vMQ (C)] )
and equations (79),(80), (81),(86) carry over to the T-modified setup with obvious T-superscript modifications.

(eC\%,

(eC\%,

With Theorem 7.3 at hand we now proceed as in Sections 5 and 6: view M (¢) and NJ(¢) as integral
operators on H, with appropriate distributional kernels as in the beginning of Section 5 and introduce the
following two mKdV variables™*

7_271—1-1
tl =17t € R, tgn_;,_l = 27’),——|—1 € ]RJ,_. (129)
In turn we find
O Mg =] T L M ey, Gy e s xR
€T = . X X
at2n+1 Y 0 %<2ﬂ+1 ' Y)s y O Y ’
or equivalently the operator identity
8 n T
M(¢) = (¢*"A)MT((), (€7, (130)
Otont1
with Ag : He — Hs as in (92). Similarly,
8 T
a—th(C) = ((Bo)M"(¢), ¢€X (131)

where By : H2 — H2 has the kernel (94). Combining (130) and (131) we deduce the below mKdV equivalent
of Proposition 5.1.

Proposition 7.5. There exist (t1, A, tan+1,n)-dependent, analytic in ¢ € C integral operators A7 ((),B7({)
on Ha such that for every ¢ € ¥ and (t1, A, tant1,n) € R xD1(0) x Ry x N,

O =ATONQ), FEO=BTONQ). (132)

Oton+1

**We follow the standard mKdV convention in denoting the time variable with ton41, cf. [18, (3.3)]. The spatial variable in
the ordinary mKdV is typically & but for us ¢;. The variable x enters in the evaluation of the bilinear form, see Definition 1.6.

33



Proof. Using the aforementioned representation formula and (130),

—afN+ = [ X (O(X7(€) ™ + X7 A0 (X7(0) T NT(0), (133)

Oton+1

—AT(0)
where A7 ({) € Z(Hz) by Theorem 7.3 and A7(¢) is analytic for ¢ € C\ X with continuous boundary values
A7 (¢) € Z(H2) on 3. In fact,
oXT™ 0G" _
AL(O) = { (QGT(O)+XT(¢) (O](67(©) ™ (XZ(©))
1

+ X7 (OGT(O)(C A (G7(0) (X)) !, Cex,

-1

Otont1 Otany1

and through the commutator identity

(0 = [ A0, GT(O)] € Z(Ha), €.
therefore
oXT - _
AL = 5~ OXTO) T + XL A0) (XZQ) T = AL(Q). Cex.

This shows that A7(¢) as defined in (133) is analytic for every ¢ € C. Quite similar,

o0 = [%’f OO () " +X7(0)(¢Bo) (7(0) | N7 (@), (134)

=B7(()
where B7(¢) is also analytic for ¢ € C\ X by Theorem 7.3 with continuous boundary values B7 (¢) € Z(Hz2)
on X that satisfy

B0 = | G (670 + X7 (O 0] (67(0) ™ (%7 0)

+X7(Q)G(O)(¢Bo) (GT(©) (X1 (0) ™, cex

-1

But in light of the commutator identity

T 0 = [Bo.GT(Q)] €Z04), ce.
we find 9X™ » B
BTQ) = - (O(X7(0) "+ XT(O(CB) (X7 (0)) ' =BT, ce,
and so the analyticity of B(() for ¢ € C. This concludes our proof of the Proposition. g

In our next move we will explicitly compute A7(¢) and B7(¢) in terms of RHP data (this time RHP 7.3)
as previously done in Proposition 5.2 for the 7-independent problem.

Proposition 7.6. We have
2n-+1
B7(¢) = (Bo + B], A7) ="M A+ Y Ap R (135)
k=1
where the kernels of Bg and BT are written in (94) and (136) below. Likewise, the kernel of Ao appeared in
(92) and the entries of AJ, are polynomials in [, N7 (n)® KJn™dn and [, M7 (n)® L7 (n)n™dn with m € Zxg
and 1,7 € {1,2}.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition 5.2 we use Theorem 7.3 above and conclude at once that

T 0 —iuT T 1 T T T 1 T T
Bi(ea) = |y Ty | @l U7 =3k [ NI o Kt an vT = ad [ N @ KT an (136)
The corresponding expression for A7 (¢) requires no further explanation. O
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Continuing our analysis we now study the compatibility condition

AT(OBT(0) - BT(OAT() = BT (- A

" Otopta

©) (137)

of system (132),(135).

Proposition 7.7. By (135), the constraint (137) is equivalent to the following equations for the coefficients
U™, V7™ and A}V with i,j = 1,2,

AT = —UT, AP =iV7, (138)
followed by
8‘4211 : T 2721 T127,7T 8‘4;12 . 712 T AT22 T11
8t1 = —I(U Ak + Ak V ), atl = _1(Ak+1 + U Ak — Ak U)
C k=1,....2n, (139)
aA;c—22 : T AT12 21777 6’47];21 : 721 T AT11 T227,T
8t1 = 1(V Ak + Ak U ), 8t1 = 1(Ak+l + V Ak — Ak V )
and concluding with
aA'rll aA7—12 ouT
—2EL — Si(UT A + AR V), —— T = —i(UT AR — Apph UT) — i
8t1 8t1 at2n+1
22 21 (140)
a"4;71-1-1 : T AT T T a"472-71-1-1 : T AT T T : ovrT
Bt i(VTAL L + AZRLLUT), Bt (VTAZ = A2, VT) + 18t2n+1
Proof. By (137) and (135),
anl- ! n —k aAT T T n T 2n n —k T
Dtont1 > e aleJr[ BB ) + ¢ A0 BT + ) ¢ [ALL, B
" k=1 k=0

with the operator commutator [-,-] on H;. Reading this equality to order O(¢?>"*1) yields (138) and when
read to all orders O(¢?"*+1=F) with k = 1,...,2n in turn (139). Finally, (140) follows from order O(¢°) and
concludes our proof. O

As done in (116), the operator-valued equations (138),(139) and (140) constitute a coupled operator-
valued PDE system for U™ and V7. However, we have no further use for this system and will therefore
immediately evaluate (138),(139) and (140) on the kernel level, as done in Section 6 in the 7-independent
setting. First, noticing that (138) and (139) are formally equivalent to (105) and (106), we can record the
following crucial symmetry constraint (the mKdV analogue of Lemma 6.1).

Lemma 7.8. Let k € {1,...,2n+ 1}, then A7'*(x,y) and A7*'(y,z) are y-independent and we have
AP (z,y) = (1R AP (. 2), (z,y) € R

Proof. Exactly as in the proof of Lemma 6.1, this time using (139),(140) together with the aforementioned
T-extension of (81), i.e. the kernel equality

Ul(z,y) =V (y,z), (z,y) €R?
and (138). O

Hence, with the abbreviation v(t1, tapt1|z;n, A) = v(t1, tant1|z) ;== U (2, 2) (recall U depends on n and
A) as well as

At tonial@) = AP2(2,2) = (—1)F AP (2,2), k€ {1,...,2n+ 1}
we have the direct 7-analogue of (121) in the form
(LY af)(t1, tans1|z), k=0 mod 2

(L ap)(t1, tantalz), k=1 mod 2’
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with initial data a](t1, tent1|2) := —iv(t1, tan+1|2), using the operators £4 of Definition 1.6. Moreover, from
(140) we find in addition

ov

(t1, tant1lw) = (LLa3, 1) (t1, tant1]®), (142)
Otant1
and (141),(142) combined yield
ov v o m OV
St tanake) = (€250 ) (1 taniale). (143)

Finally, returning to (121),(57),(128), we obtain through a contour deformation argument

otr, ton|2) = U7 (2,2) = 2U (Z.5) = 1, (%)

T \7'7T T T

subject to the mKdV variable choice (129). In summary, and this proves Theorem 1.7,

Proposition 7.9. Suppose u(t|x) = u(t|z;n) solves the integro-differential Painlevé-II hierarchy (122), then

7,2n+1

—_eR,,
m+1

1 T
U(t17t2n+1|I) = U(tl, t2n+1|x;n) = ;’UJ (t’;) s t1 =7t € ]R, t2n+1 =

solves the integro-differential mKdV hierarchy (143).

The outstanding Corollary 1.10 is now a straightforward consequence of Proposition 7.9. Indeed, we first
have the following mKdV extension of Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 7.10. For every (t,A\,7,n) € R x D;1(0) x N,

a M l T T
A W Da(tAT) = <A 1 /E NT(€) ® KT(€) d,

and
2

St Dalt A7) = =xgr [ [ (N7 © K3 0) (N7 (9 @ K () e

Proof. Since B(() in (99) and B7(¢) in (135) are structurally identical, the above identities follow exactly
as in the proof of Lemma 5.3, using en route

SO =i [ K(EmiGl) doe), (Em e B s,
O
Second, using Lemma 7.10 (now specialized to A = 1,7 = «) and (136) as well as Lemma 7.8, we find
a—;lnDn(t,A,r) =M (UTVT) = _/R (U (2,2))* do(z) = —/sz(tl,tgmrﬂx) do(z) (144)

and, just as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, as t; — +o00, pointwise in (t2p+1,2) € Ry x R,
t — e (136) o Lo d « Lo dn = i —igy (n,t1+x) d
vty tnga|z) = U(x,2) =" | nf(nla)ky (nle)dn ~ | mi(nla)ks (nlz)dn = o— | e 1.
p) ) T

Combining the last expansion with (144), (41), Proposition 7.9 and Cauchy’s as well as Fubini’s theorem we
finally arrive at (23) and (24), and have thus completed our proof of Corollary 1.10.

APPENDIX A. TWO AUXILIARY RESULTS

The following two subsections summarize analytic results used in the proofs of Propositions 3.3 and 4.1.
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A.1. On a Fourier-Stieltjes integral. Consider the function f : H. — C defined as the Fourier-Stieltjes
integral

FO) = [ o),

in the closed horizontal strip He := {A € C : |IA| < & — €} for any fixed 0 < € < £. Given that do is
a positive Borel probability measure on R with ‘;—‘;(z) = w'(z) < e @Il |z| > 2, see (13), we deduce that
H. > A~ f()) is uniformly continuous. Next, given an arbitrary piecewise smooth closed curve I' C H, in

the open strip H,, we obtain by Fubini’s theorem,

ygf()\)d)\ = gé [/_Z e_iZ)‘dU(z)] d\ = /_Z M e 122 d)\] do(z) = 0.

Hence, by Morera’s theorem, f is analytic in H..

A.2. Analyticity implies stability. Consider the function J;,, : (H \T's) x (H¢ \T'g) — C defined as the
iterated integral

1 e%"l’n(Ath)féwn(ﬁzt) . eféwn(ﬁvo)‘i’%d’n(#vo)
Jen(A 1) = / [/ *C=Fdo (2 ] dg,
t, ( /L) (27T)2 )\_ﬁ R ( ) B_M B
where, as before, He = {A € C: |SA| < & — €} for any fixed 0 < € < ¥. Since

1 i i e~ 1¥n(B:t)
Je(A p) = efw"(’\’zt)"’fw"(“’o)/ _ {/ #*=8) 4o } dg,

1= Gy e O-AG -1 )
we conclude that both, H. \T'g 3 A — Ji(A, ), resp. He \T's 3 p — Ji(A, ), are analytic for every fixed
w € He \ T'g, resp. for every fixed A € H \ I's. This is because of Appendix A and the fact that

efi"l"n(ﬁvt)

/B — W |:/]R eiz(Aﬁ)dU(z)] 5 A S ﬁe \ Fﬁ,

and
71"1‘% (ﬁ t)

* 0-p) o
B — pr— [/Ooe da(z)}, peHN\Tg

are locally Lipschitz continuous on I'g. In turn, using Hartog’s theorem, we conclude that (A, 1) — Ji (A, 1)
is analytic on (H \ I'g) x (H¢ \ T'g).

APPENDIX B. ABBREVIATIONS AND TERMINOLOGY
The following abbreviations and terminology are used throughout Sections 4, 5, 6 and 7.

Definition B.1 ([11, Definition 9.2]). Let p € Z>1 and do(z) = w'(z)dz. We use the below abbreviations.
(1) The direct sum Hilbert space

- @L2(R,d0) ={f=(fi,....fp) €CP': f; € L*(R,do)}

equipped with its standard inner product and associated norm.

(2) The space L*(R,do; CPXP) of p X p matriz-valued functions with entries in L*(R,do), equipped with
the induced Frobenius integral norm.

(3) The space I(H,) of Hilbert-Schmidt integral operators on H, of the form

/ny dor(y).

with kernel K € L*(R?,do ® do; CP*P).
(4) The matriz identity operator I, on H,.

Next, we recall the notion of an analytic integral operator as defined in [11, Definition 9.3], see also
[25, page 1781]: Let K = K({) € Z(#,) depend on an auxiliary variable ¢ € € for some fixed region Q2 C C.
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Definition B.2. [11, Definition 9.3] We say that K(¢) € Z(H,) with kernel K(C|z,y) is analytic in ¢ € §,

if

(1) for any (z,y) € R?, the map z — K(|z,y) is analytic in Q.
(2) for any ¢ € Q, the map (z,y) — K((|z,y) is in L?(R?, do ® do; CP*P).

Furthermore, if ¥ C 2 C C is an oriented contour consisting of a finite union of smooth oriented curves
in CP! with finitely many self-intersections, then

Definition B.3. [11, Definition 9.4] We say that an analytic in ¢ € Q\ ¥ operator K(¢) € Z(H,) admits
continuous boundary values K1 (¢) € Z(H,) on X' C X with kernels K4 (|z,y) if

(10]

11]
(12]
13]
[14]
(15]
[16]
(17]
(18]
(19]
20]
(21]

(22]

(1) for any (z,y) € R?, the map ¢ — K (C|z,y) is continuous on X'.
(2) for any (z,y) € R?, the non-tangential limits

;im< K(\z,y) =Ki(¢|z,y), X € £side of X at(
—
exist.
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