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Abstract. We consider various asymptotic scaling limits N — oo for the 2N complex eigen-
values of non-Hermitian random matrices in the symmetry class of the symplectic Ginibre
ensemble. These are known to be integrable, forming Pfaffian point processes, and we obtain
limiting expressions for the corresponding kernel for different potentials. The first part is
devoted to the symplectic Ginibre ensemble with the Gaussian potential. We obtain the
asymptotic at the edge of the spectrum in the vicinity of the real line. The unifying form
of the kernel allows us to make contact with the bulk scaling along the real line and with
the edge scaling away from the real line, where we recover the known determinantal process
of the complex Ginibre ensemble. Part two covers ensembles of Mittag-Lefler type with
a singularity at the origin. For potentials Q(¢) = |¢|** — (2¢/N)log|¢|, with A > 0 and
¢ > —1, the limiting kernel obeys a linear differential equation of fractional order 1/X at
the origin. For integer m = 1/)\ it can be solved in terms of Mittag-Leffler functions. In
the last part, we derive Ward’s equation for planar symplectic ensembles for a general class
of potentials. It serves as a tool to investigate the Gaussian and singular Mittag-LefHler
universality class. This allows us to determine the functional form of all possible limiting
kernels (if they exist) that are translation invariant, up to their integration domain.

Key words: symplectic random matrix ensemble; Pfaffian point process; Mittag-Leffler func-
tions; Ward’s equation; translation invariant kernel

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 60B20; 33C45; 33EK12

1 Introduction

In the pioneering work of Ginibre [31], it was first discovered that the complex eigenvalues of
Gaussian random matrices with quaternion elements (also known as the symplectic Ginibre
ensemble) behave like equally charged particles with complex conjugation symmetry. They
interact via the two-dimensional Coulomb repulsion, subject to a confining Gaussian potential
Q(¢) = [¢|*>. Below we will consider more general potentials @), where the joint probability
distribution P of the point process ¢ = ((1,...,{n) € CV is given by

N
APy (¢) i= e MO T[aA(G), (1.1)

Here the Hamiltonian H is given by

N
= lo
) Z g CkHCJ +;< |C]

i#k

+NQ(CJ)>7 (1.2)

J

the normalisation constant Zy is called the partition function, which turns Py into a probability
measure, and dA(() := %dQC is the two-dimensional Lebesgue measure divided by 7.
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Compared to the eigenvalues of the complex Ginibre or more general random normal ma-
trix ensembles, which correspond to a genuine two-dimensional Coulomb gas at specific inverse
temperature § = 2 without further symmetries, one of the most distinguished features of the
symplectic ensemble is the existence of a local repulsion from the real axis, which follows from
the term — log ‘Cj —Zj |2 in (1.2). To be more precise, this local repulsion originates from complex
conjugate eigenvalue pairs which repel each other when approaching the real axis. For illustra-
tion, see Figure 1(a) for some random samplings of eigenvalues from the symplectic Ginibre
ensemble.

(a) 1024 samples for N = 8 (b) a single sample for N = 8192

Figure 1. The plots show 2N eigenvalues of random matrices from the symplectic Ginibre
ensemble. In (a), the local repulsion from the real axis is clearly visible. In (b), the rescaled
process at the right endpoint of the spectrum clearly displays the complex conjugation symmetry.

Why are symplectic ensembles interesting, apart from their statistical mechanics interpre-
tation? Together with its real and complex counterparts, the symplectic Ginibre ensemble
represents one of the few examples which is integrable, in the sense that it constitutes a Pfaffian
point process where the matrix-valued kernel can be explicitly constructed. This fact will be
recalled in more detail in the next section. It makes the asymptotic analysis of the kernel in
various scaling limits possible, as will be the main topic of this work. The situation is much
more difficult for Coulomb gases at general values of § # 2, see [9, 24, 47] and references therein
for recent developments.

Moreover, it has been found rather recently that non-Hermitian random matrices enjoy
a much wider class of universality than their Hermitian counterparts, in the sense that away
from the real axis the limiting complex eigenvalue correlation functions of all three Ginibre
ensembles agree [7, 20, 27, 46]. The same phenomenon has been observed very recently when
comparing the spectra of truncated unitary and symplectic random matrices [37, 49], respec-
tively.

While random matrices with complex eigenvalues have many applications in physics in gen-
eral, we provide some examples where the symplectic ensemble yields unique predictions and
differs from other non-Hermitian symmetry classes, notably at the origin. These include disor-
dered non-Hermitian Hamiltonians with an imaginary magnetic field [40], thermal conduction in
superconducting quantum dots [26] in the related circular quaternion ensemble, or the spectrum
of the Dirac operator in quantum chromodynamics with two colours at non-vanishing chemical
potential, for the symplectic ensemble with additional chiral symmetry [2]. In the latter the
complex eigenvalues of the Dirac operator in the vicinity of the origin are of particular impor-
tance because of their role in chiral symmetry breaking. The limiting random matrix predictions
have been confirmed from field theory in [4].
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It is the goal of this article to derive further asymptotic results which are specific for the
symplectic ensembles, notably at the edge of the real axis and in the presence of singularities at
the origin. The representation for the limiting edge kernel that we will derive provides a unifying
picture that allows us to relate results at different parts of the spectrum. Before we present our
main results in the next section, let us summarise what was previously known about symplectic
ensembles in various parts of the spectrum. Here we include the elliptic symplectic Ginibre
ensemble with the potential Q(¢) = 1_172 (I¢|* =7 Re(?), where the parameter T € [0, 1) controls
the degree of non-Hermiticity. Its joint probability distribution (1.1) and kernel at finite-INV were
derived by Kanzieper [35].

In the asymptotic analysis of the kernel at various points of the spectrum one has to dis-
tinguish local or microscopic from global or macroscopic scales. Since the above-mentioned
repulsion from the real line affects only the microscopic scale when the complex conjugate eigen-
values become close, it could be expected that the leading form of the macroscopic eigenvalue
density is the same as that of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas in the symmetry class of the
complex Ginibre ensemble, with external potential Q)/2, see, e.g., [29]. Indeed, for a general @
satisfying complex conjugation symmetry Q(¢) = Q(f ) and suitable potential theoretic assump-
tions, it was shown by Benaych-Georges and Chapon that as N — oo the empirical measure
of ¢ converges to Frostman’s equilibrium measure associated with Q/2, see [17, Theorem 3.1].
In particular, the density of ¢ tends to

1AQ(O) - 1s(0),  A=00, (13

where S is a certain compact set called the droplet. For the Ginibre ensemble this is the well-
known circular (or elliptic) law.

In the local scaling limit at the origin at maximal non-Hermiticity (7 = 0), the limiting
kernel of the symplectic Ginibre was derived in [35, 44]. At weak non-Hermiticity, when 7 scales
asl—7 = O(N _1), a different limiting kernel was found at the origin by Kanzieper [35]. It
interpolates between the former at 7 = 0 and the sine kernel of the Gaussian symplectic ensemble
in the limit 7 — 1. Both limiting kernels are invariant under translations along the real line,
and we will come back to this feature below.

At the edge of the spectrum, it was shown by Rider [46] and spelled out by Dubach [27]
that the maximal modulus fluctuations of complex and symplectic Ginibre ensemble agree. The
agreement between the two ensembles was also studied in [7]. It was shown that in the bulk
away from the real axis both ensembles yield the same determinantal point processes. In this
work we will first focus on the edge on the real line. The local statistics along the real line for
the elliptic symplectic Ginibre ensemble is found in [21].

Secondly, we investigate what happens when a non-Gaussian potential develops a singular-
ity by inserting a point charge at the origin. In the generic case of a potential of Mittag-
Leffler type we will be able to provide an explicit expression for the limiting origin kernel,
that differs from the Ginibre universality class. Our findings can be thought of as the coun-
terparts for previous results in random normal matrix ensembles [15, 25]. (See also [16, 18, 42]
for extensive studies on the orthogonal polynomials associated with Mittag-Leffler type poten-
tials.)

As the third issue, we study the universality for kernels that are translation-invariant along
the real line. In setting up Ward’s equation for the symplectic ensemble — an identity satisfied by
limits of the rescaled one-point functions, under some natural assumptions, we can completely
characterise the class of all such possible limiting kernels for general potentials by an integral
representation. It is unique (if it exists) up to the integration domain, which is a connected
interval symmetric around the origin, see [13, 14] for analogous works in random normal matrix
ensembles.
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2 Main results

Let us now come to the main objects in this work. We denote by D(n,r) the disc with centre
n € C and radius r. For a given sequence of points py, the positive number ry = ry(pn) is
called the micro-scale if it satisfies

AQ(S) _1
/D(me 5 dA0) = (2.1)

We drop the subscript and write p = py if the sequence does not depend on N. By (1.3),
the micro-scale ry corresponds to the mean eigenvalue spacing in radial distance of the ensem-
ble (1.1) at the point p € S (cf. [21] for a situation where p is outside the droplet). We define
the rescaled process z = {z; }é\le as follows: for all j,
L v (G —p) if p € int(.5), (2.2)
T eyt - (¢ —p) ifpeas,

distinguishing the interior and the boundary of the droplet S. Here the angle § = 0y € R is
chosen so that e'? is outer normal to 9S at p, see Figure 1(b) inset for an illustration of the
rescaled process. The k-point correlation function of the rescaled process z is defined by

P(3 at least one particle in D(z;,¢), 7 =1,...,k
RNyk(Zl,...,Zk) := lim ( P 5% (2 )] )
el0 S

In (3.2) a more standard definition of the k-point correlation function before rescaling denoted
by Rnx(C1,--.,Ck) is given. Throughout the paper we distinguish these and all other objects
(kernels, Hamiltonian, joint distribution) before rescaling by bold symbols. For the precise
relation on the level of the kernels see (3.6). It results into the following relation between the
k-point correlation functions

RN,k(Zla cee 7Zk) = sz\;CRN,k(Cla DRI Ck)

It is well known that before and after rescaling the set z forms a Pfaffian point process (see
(35, 44]), i.e., Ry is expressed in terms of a certain 2 x 2 matrix-valued kernel Ky as

k
RN,k(ZL cey 2k) = H(EJ — Zj)Pf [KN(Z]', zl>];l:1, (2.3)
j=1

where the kernel K is of the form

Kn(z,w) = e~ 2 (QQO+QM) RN (z,w) mN(z @)\
kN (Z,w) Kn(Z,W)

Here Pf denotes a Pfaffian of the 2k x 2k skew-symmetric matrix and

(=

{p—i—er if p € int(.S), B {p—i—er if p € int(.S), (2.4)

p+efryz if peds, p+efryw if p € 98,

where 6 is given as in (2.2). The arguments (2.4) are given according to the rescaling (2.2). For
the spectral density at k = 1, let us denote Ry = Ry 1.

The primary goal of this work is to derive the large-N limit of the kernel Ky for various
potentials Q. For the Gaussian potential Q(¢) = |¢|?, where the associated ensemble (1.1)
corresponds to the symplectic Ginibre ensemble, it follows from the circular law that S =
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]D)(O, \@) In [35], Kanzieper studied the elliptic potential Q({) = 1_172 (|C]2 —Re {2) and derived
the scaling limit for the pre-kernel at the origin p = 0 in the almost-Hermitian regime when
1—7= O(%) Also at p = 0 and for maximally non-Hermiticity at 7 = 0, he showed that

the associated oco-point process {Zj}?; of the symplectic Ginibre ensemble has the correlation

kernel
)
)> , (2.5)

R R
K Z,W) K Z,
Kz, w) = e~ |22 =lwf? ( bulk (2 W) A
R L 224w
Kpalk (2, w) := y/me erf(z — w). 26

]

H]Eulk(57 w) HIEulk(Zﬂ

]

where the pre-kernel ﬁﬂ]fulk is given by

We also refer to [44] for an alternative derivation of (2.6). Furthermore, it was shown in [21, 38]
that the kernel (2.5) also appears when p € int(S)NR in the symplectic elliptic Ginibre ensemble
and in that sense is universal (in [7, Appendix B] a different strategy at 7 = 0 was mentioned).

Our first main result Theorem 2.1 below provides the boundary scaling limit when p €
OSNR = {i\/i }, see Figure 2 for the graphs of Ry, respectively.

(c)p=0,2=0 (d) p=+v2,z=-1 () p=+v2,2=0

Figure 2. Plots (a) and (b) show the surface graphs of the local densities Ry 1, where Q(¢) =
|¢|? and N = 50. Plot (c) displays the graph of the limiting density R;(x+iy) and its comparison
with Ry 1(x +1iy) for p = 0 restricted to z = 0. Here N =5 (dotted line), N = 10 (dot-dashed
line), N = 20 (dashed line) and N = oo (full line). Plots (d) and (e) are the same figures for
p = /2 restricted to = —1 and = = 0 respectively, where N = 50 (dotted line), N = 100
(dot-dashed line), N = 200 (dashed line) and N = oo (full line). From plots (c)-(e) it can be
observed that the speed of convergence is faster in the bulk than at the edge.

Let
fo(u) := 1 erfc (\fQ(z —u)) (2.7)

and write W (f, g) for the Wronskian of two functions f, g to formulate our first main result.
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Theorem 2.1. Let Q(¢) = [¢|? and p = £v/2. Then Ry k(21,...,2x) converges uniformly for
21, ...,2E in compact subsets of C to

k
_ k
Rk(zl, e ,Zk) = H(ZJ — Zj)Pf [Kél%ge(zj‘, Zl)]j,l:l’

—

<

where

K R R _
K Z,Ww K Z,w
Ejge(z,w) = e_‘Z|2—|w|2 ( %dge(_7 ) %dge( , )) 7

and
2 2
BB (2 w) 1= /e /E W(fur f)()du,  E = (~00,0). (2.8)
We remark that the pre-kernel /ﬂﬂsdge has the following alternative representation
0 2
ﬁg{dge(z, w) = e**Y / e sinh(2t(w — 2)) erfe(z +w — t) dt.
—00

As a consequence of Theorem 2.1, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Let Q(¢) = |C|?, py = £v/2e'% | where O = \/tfﬁ; t € R. Then Ry i(z1,. .., 2k)

converges uniformly for z1, ..., zr in compact subsets of C to
i k
R}i(zl, cey2k) = H(Zj —Zj — 2it)Pf [Kédge(zjﬂ zl)]j,lzl’ (2.9)
j=1
where

Kt

edge

R . . R . — .
(2,w) = ¢~ leHitlP—lwitl (Hedge(z it w i) Kegge(2 +it, D — 1t)> :

Fedge(Z = it, W +1t) Ky (2 — it, © — it)

Moreover, as t — oo, we have

k
Ri(21,- - 2k) = det [Kegge(zj, )] 5,y - (14 0(1)), (2.10)
where the o(1)-term is uniform on z1,. ..,z in compact subsets of C and
Ké%ge(z, w) = o AP lwP+2zw $erfe(z 4 w). (2.11)

We emphasise that the kernel (2.11) corresponds to that of the complex Ginibre ensemble at
the edge of the spectrum (up to a trivial rescaling), which is known to form a determinantal point
process, see, e.g., [20, 30, 36]. Therefore the convergence (2.10) implies that away from the real
axis, the local edge statistics of the symplectic and complex Ginibre ensemble are equivalent
in the large-N limit. We also refer the reader to [27, 46] and [7] for the equivalence of the
symplectic and complex Ginibre ensemble in the context of the scaled maximal modulus and
the local bulk statistics away from the real axis, respectively.

Before moving on to our next topic, let us give some further remarks on Theorem 2.1. These
complete the asymptotic study of the symplectic Ginibre ensemble with the Gaussian potential.
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Remark 2.3.

(i) Recently, the scaling limit of the symplectic Ginibre ensemble at the edge of the spectrum
has been obtained independently by Khoruzhenko and Lysychkin [38], see also [43] for
more details. Contrary to our approach using a differential equation satisfied by the pre-
kernel, their methods are based on contour integral representations, which yields the same
result.

(ii) For p € (—v/2,v/2), the pre-kernel (2.6) can be obtained from the same method used in
the proof of Theorem 2.1. Indeed, the pre-kernel (2.6) can be represented by (2.8) with
E = (—00,00) using the well-known integral

1 _e@w? ap+b >
e 202 erf(ar+b)dr=erf | — ).
/]R V2rno ( ) (./1_1_2&202

The same integral identity holds for the complementary error function, replacing erf —
erfc.

(ili) Theorem 2.1 can be generalised to a moving boundary point py. More precisely, if we set

/2
pN::\/i—a N a € R,

and rescale the process as (2.2), then the limiting correlation kernel is of the form (2.8)
with E = (—00,a). When a > 1 we recover the bulk limit due to (ii).

(iv) Tt is well known that the local bulk/edge correlation kernel K€ of the random normal
matrix ensemble is given by

_ 1 o
KC(z, w) = el /2= |ul?/2 /e—(z—i-w—u) /2 du,
(2, w) NI

where E = (—o00,00) for the bulk case and E = (—00,0) for the edge case, see [11, 33].
Thus one can interpret the integral representation (2.8) as a symplectic analogue of the
above expression.

(v) In [8], the authors studied the ensemble (1.1) with the elliptic potential

Q(C) = 1,17-2 (‘C|2 —TRe C2)> TE [O> 1)'

For this model, the local correlation kernel at the right/left endpoint of the spectrum was
derived in the regime of weak non-Hermiticity when 1 — 7 = O(N~Y %). The kernel (2.8)
was derived there as well from the large argument limit of such an intermediate process,
see [8, equation (4.28)].

(vi) It was proved in [5] that the limiting local kernel of the chiral complex Ginibre ensemble
at multi-criticality is given by the edge kernel of the complex Ginibre ensembles in squared
variables. A quaternion version of such a result will appear in future work.

Next, we investigate ensembles containing certain types of singularities at the origin. More
precisely, we consider the Mittag-Leffler ensemble whose associated potential @ is of the form

QO = (P~ Zlogll,  A>0, e>-1 (2.12)

Here the condition ¢ > —1 is required to guarantee Zy < oo, where Zy is the partition function
in (1.1). Note that when ¢ # 0, a “conical singularity” at the origin arises from an insertion
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of a point charge c. On the other hand, since the limiting global density of the ensemble is
ALQ(Q) = )‘—22|§|2)‘_2, when A > 1 (resp., A < 1) it vanishes (resp., diverges) at the origin.

We aim to discover the local statistics of the symplectic Mittag-Leffler ensemble, which pro-
vides “non-standard” or multi-critical universality classes (2.14) beyond (2.6). Away from the
origin we expect to be back in the Gaussian universality class of the Ginibre ensemble. Note
that the micro-scale at the origin is given here by

m=(5n) " (2.13)

For each A > 0 and ¢ > —1, the rescaled limiting local kernel K . at p = 0 is of the form

Ky o) = e~ 23 <m,c<z,w> ez,
’ ’ ’{)\,c(sz) K”)\,C(27

S~

SIRST

3) , (2.14)

where k) . is a holomorphic function in both variables (with branch cuts). Since the correlation
functions do not depend on the specific choice of these branches, we will ignore this issue in the
sequel, such a monodromy of the pre-kernel can also be interpreted as a cocycle. (Cf. Section 3.2
for the definition of a cocycle.) In general, we derive a certain (1/))-order fractional differential
equation for k). (Proposition 4.1), which can be recognised as a version of the Christoffel-
Darboux formula for the kernel (2.14). Moreover, for A = 1/m (m € N), we obtain an explicit
formula for x) . by solving the associated differential equation of order m.

To describe the local kernel of the Mittag-Leffer ensemble, let us first recall the definitions
of the Mittag-LefHler functions. By definition, the two-parametric Mittag-Leffler function E,y is
given by

=Y (2.15)
Pt I( ak +0b)’

and the three-parametric (Kilbas—Saigo) Mittag-Leffler function Eq p,; is given by

> - a(jm—+1)+1)
Bama(z) = 2.16
s kg JI;[ a(jm+1+1)+1)’ ( )

see [32, Chapters 4 and 5]. For a positive integer m we write

Fpo(2) = zm(1+c)_1E2m7m(1+c)(z2m). (2.17)
For each j = 1,...,m, we write

Gim(2) =27 B, 51,00 (277), (2.18)
and

Wim(2) == W(g1ms - -+ 9j—1,ms Gitlms - - - » Gmm)s (2.19)

where W is the Wronskian.

Theorem 2.4. For Q(¢) = [¢[¥™ — Zlog |¢| with A = 1/m (m € N), ¢ > —1, we have

1
2\ 2% - 2 2
K'J)\,c(z’w) = <)\) (zw))\_l"i)\,c (\/:Z/\’ \/:w)\> )



Scaling Limits of Planar Symplectic Ensembles 9

where for m =1,
1
F1,e(z,w) = / (,ze%(l_sz)z2 - we%(1_52)w2)F1’c(szw) ds,
0
and for m > 1,

mo_1\ym— 1
nelen) = X G [ i Wi (52) = 0030 0 50) 520 .

Here G(m + 1) := HT:_ll j! is the Barnes G-function.

Remark 2.5. For any m > 1, one can write k) . in a unified way as

" 1 2G5 Wn(52) — w50 ()W (s50)
~ _ _ym—j j,m im j,m jm
Fxe(z,w) ;( 1) /0 W (g Gmom)(52) Fin c(szw) ds.

<

Theorem 2.4 is our second main result, and we shall present some examples for m = 1, 2.

Example 2.6 (A = 1). We first discuss the case A = 1, where the Mittag-Leffler ensemble
corresponds to the eigenvalue statistics of the so-called induced symplectic Ginibre ensemble.
This name was proposed for the matrix representation of real and complex Ginibre ensembles
in the presence of zero eigenvalues [28]. We refer to [2] for the complex eigenvalue correlation
functions in the symplectic Ginibre ensemble in the presence of zero eigenvalues in terms of
skew-orthogonal polynomials at finite-/N.
For m =1, we have g1 1(z) = e**/2. This immediately gives
1

Ki,c(z,w) = 2(22w)c/ 50(26(1_52)2’2 - we(l_sz)wz)E2,1+C((2szw)2) ds. (2.20)
0

Note that by (2.15), we have
2F511¢(2%) = E1140(2) + Er14e(—2) = €227 P(c, 2) + ¢ *(—2)°P(c, —2),

where
1 Z 1t
P(e, z ::/ et dt, c>0,
=5 ),

is the (regularised) incomplete Gamma function. Using this, we have an alternative representa-
tion for ¢ > 0,

1
Kle(z,w) = / (,ze(1_52)z2 - we(l_sg)wZ) (e*% P(e, 2s2w) + (—1) %™ " P(c, —2szw)) ds.
0

Furthermore, for a non-negative integer ¢ one can express the pre-kernel (2.20) in terms of
error functions. For this we denote by (a), Pochhammer’s symbol:

(a)o =1, (a)p=ala+1)---(a+n—1).

Then for an even integer ¢ = 2n (n € N) we have

2% 204+1 _ 2k, 20+1
K1c(z,w) = Vre” T erf(z — w) + Z i —
vl kN(1/2)14
<l<k<g-1
c/2-1 o ¢/2=1 oL

+ /me® erf(w) Zk—' — re? erf(z) Z T (2.21)

k=0 ’ k=0
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and for an odd integer ¢ = 2n — 1 (n € N), we have
w2k—1,20 _ 2k—1,,21

1(1/2)

Kle(z,w) = Ve T’ (erf(z — w) — erf(z) + erf(w)) + Z

1<i<k<<Ft
(c=1)/2 9p_1 (e=1)/2 o1
2 z 2 w
+ (e —1 — (e —1 . 2.22
D D TSR S v (222)

k=1 k=1
Here we use the convention that the summation with an empty index equals zero. Both (2.21)
and (2.22) can be obtained by straightforward computations using

n—1 k

P(n,z)zl—e_zz%, n=20,1,2,...,
k=0

see, e.g., [45, equation (8.4.9)].
In [3], the k-point correlation function Ry for an integer-valued point charge c is presented
in a different way as the ratio of Pfaffians of the correlation kernels of ¢ = 0.

R

S
ey
oot ‘;
|
S - bl

%5 f“"".”iii’i

e ey
LTS
L

(c)e=3,2=0 (d)c=-%1z=0

Figure 3. Plots (a) and (b) show the microscopic density Ry, where A = 1, ¢ = :l:% and
N = 50. Compared to Figure 2(a) when ¢ = 0, one can observe an additional local repulsion
(resp., attraction) when ¢ > 0 (resp., ¢ < 0) at the origin. Plots (c) and (d) are graphs of
Ry 1(z +iy) and their comparisons with the large-N limit R;(x + iy) restricted to = 0. Here
N =5 (dotted line), N = 10 (dot-dashed line), N = 20 (dashed line) and N = oo (full line).

Example 2.7 (A = 1). For m = 2, we have

g12() = HEVELL(5),  g22(z) = VL (G)VEL (%), (2.23)

1

where I, is the modified Bessel function of the first kind [45, Chapter 10]:

- o (2/2)219—1—1/
L&) =2 prih 1)
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Then using (2.23), we have

1
K1 [z w) = 7r2;(16zw)c/ s¢(zhs(z) — whs(w))E4,2+gc((16szw)2) ds, (2.24)
’ 0
where

ho(2) i= 57 (11 (252)11(22) = 11 (252)1_1(22)).

In particular, for ¢ = 0, —%, the pre-kernel (2.24) can also be expressed as

K1 oz, w) \/% s1nc9 ~% sinh (4y/zwsin ) sinh(2(z — w) cos §) db, 025)
1 . .
K11 (z,w) \/ﬁ sm@ 2 cosh (4v/zwsin §) sinh(2(z — w) cos §) d.

The expression (2.25) follows from [2, Appendix B] due to the relation between the Mittag-
Leffler potential at m = 2, Q(¢) = |¢| — % log|¢| for ¢ =0, — , and the potentlal of the chiral
symplectic Ginibre ensemble at maximal non-Hermiticity 7 = O Q) = — % log [|¢|* Kau (N|¢))]
(corresponding to p = 1 and the change of variables ( = 22 therein). Namely, at v = :I:% the

modified Bessel-function of the second kind simplifies, K, 1(z) = y/5;e”", matching the two
2

cases for ¢ = 0, —% up to an additive constant. In [2] the relation between the chiral symplectic
Ginibre ensemble in the origin scaling limit and quantum chromodynamics with two colours
and chemical potential was pointed out, cf. [4]. We also refer to the recent work [6] where the
pre-kernel at the origin was determined in the more general case of the chiral elliptic potential,
with 7 € [0, 1).

Notice, however, that the equivalence between (2.24) and (2.25) is far from being obvious.
One can verify this by showing that both of these expressions satisfy the same differential
equation of second order (Proposition 4.1) with the same initial conditions, which uniquely
determine the solution. In particular, the initial conditions can be easily checked using the
integral representation [45, equation (11.5.6)] of the modified Struve function L,,.

In the third part, let us turn to the symplectic ensemble with general external potential Q).
We present two important functional equations satisfied by the correlation kernel, the mass-one
and Ward’s equation.

First, we define the Berezin kernel

Rn(z)Rn(w) — Ry 2(z, w)

_ (2)
RN(Z) - RN(U/) - RN—I(w)a

By (z,w) :=

where Rg\z,)_l(w) := Rn2(z,w)/Rn(z) is the 1-point function of the N-point process, conditioned
to contain the prescribed point z. See Figure 5 for graphs of the Berezin kernel.
By the definition of Ry in (3.2), one can easily see that the mass-one equation

/(CBN(z,w) dA(w) =1 (2.26)

holds for finite-N. For a Pfaffian oo-point process, let us define the associated Berezin kernel as

R(2)R(w) — Ra(z,w)
R(z) ’

B(z,w) =

where Ry := A}im Ry and R = R;. Here and in the sequel, a point process is called Pfaffian
—00

oo-point process if its correlation functions Ry are expressed in terms of the Pfaffian of a certain



12 G. Akemann, S.-S. Byun and N.-G. Kang

dc=1z=0 e)c=0,z2=0 fe=-12=0
1 1

Figure 4. Plots (a)—(c) display the surface graphs of the 1-point function Ry 1, where A = %,
¢=0,%% and N = 50. Plots (d)—(f) are graphs of Ry 1(z +1iy) and their comparisons with the
large-N limit R;(x +iy) restricted to x = 0. Here N = 2 (dotted line), N = 4 (dot-dashed line),

N = 6 (dashed line) and N = oo (full line).

correlation kernel. The kernel is only unique up to a cocycle, as discussed in more detail in
Section 3.2. By definition, such a Pfaffian co-point process is said to satisfy the mass-one
equation if

/ B(z,w)dA(w) = 1. (2.27)
C

Proposition 2.8. The Pfaffian oco-point process with kernel

)> : (2.28)

g

kR (z,w) KE(z
K

a )
a(Z,

&

K (2, 0)

K (z,w) = e P (
specified by
KB (2, w) 1= /me® T / ’ W (fu, f-)(u) du, (2.29)

satisfies the mass-one equation. Here a € R and f, is given in (2.7).

For a correlation kernel K with (associated) pre-kernel x of the form

) = ol (K2 w) K (z W)
K <H(27’LU) H(zjw)>’ (2.30)

the mass-one equation is equivalent to
k(z,2) = 2/(w - w)e*Q‘w‘2|n(z,w)\2dA(w). (2.31)
C

Thus Proposition 2.8 indicates that the kernels (2.29) are solutions to the integral equation (2.31).
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oaa B

(c)p=0,2=0 (d)p=+v2,z=-1 () p=+v2,2=0

Figure 5. Plots (a) and (b) show surface graphs of the Berezin kernel By (0, w) for the Gaussian
potential Q(¢) = |¢|?, where N = 30. Plot (c) is a graph of By(0,z + iy) and its comparison
with its large N limit B(0,z + iy) restricted to z = 0. Here N = 2 (dotted line), N = 3
(dot-dashed line), N = 4 (dashed line) and N = oo (full line). The plots (d) and (e) are graphs
for p = v/2 restricted to 2 = —1 and & = 0 respectively, where N = 10 (dotted line), N = 20
(dot-dashed line), N = 30 (dashed line) and N = oo (full line). As in Figure 2(c)—(e), the speed
of convergence is faster in the bulk than at the edge.

In the opposite direction, for a general potential ), suppose that the associated limiting
Pfaffian point process z satisfies the mass-one equation (2.31). From an analytic point of view,
this equation can be regarded as an integral equation satisfied by a pre-kernel k. If one can
characterise the solution to (2.31) under some conditions derived from intrinsic properties of @,
and the nature of the rescaling point p (e.g., whether p € int(S) N R or p € 9S N R), this
provides an alternative way to obtain all possible candidates for the scaling limit of the symplectic
ensemble associated with potential (). This would show local universality as this approach does
not depend on the specific choice of ). (We refer to [13, 14] for extensive studies on the
universality for random normal matrix ensembles based on this approach.) However, the mass-
one equation (5.6) may have further solutions beyond (2.6) and (2.8). Therefore, one needs
additional information about the kernel to determine the solution uniquely. This calls for an
investigation of Ward’s equation.

Remark 2.9 (Ward’s equation and universality for the random normal matrix ensemble with
translation invariant kernel). We pause here to briefly introduce recent developments in Ward’s
equation and its significance in the context of universality for the random normal matrix en-
semble. Hopefully this gives more intuition as to why we aim to examine Ward’s equation for
symplectic ensembles as well.

For random normal matrix ensembles, the rescaled version of Ward’s equation was studied
in [13]. An important feature of this equation is that in the large- N limit, it does not depend on
the choice of potential @ if p is regular, in that sense that 0 < AQ(p) < oo is non-vanishing and
bounded. Due to this property, Ward’s equation has been utilised to show the local universality
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conjectures in various situations, see, e.g., [10, 14, 15] and references therein. To be more precise,
the overall strategy for the universality proof using Ward’s equation is as follows.

e Derivation of Ward’s equation (cf. [13, Theorem 1.3], [14, Lemma 2], [15, Lemma 3.1]).
The first step is to show that for a C%-smooth potential ) and a regular point p, the
following form of Ward’s equation holds:

0C(z) = R(z) — 1 — Alog R(2),
_ 1 R(2)R(w) — Ra(z, w) (2.32)
Cz) = & /(C 2 dA(w),

Z—Ww

where R = R and Ry are the (limiting) rescaled 1- and 2-point functions of the random
normal matrix ensemble with potential @), i.e.,

. 1
Ril) = 0 (N AQ ) (p y

NAQ(}?)) ‘

Here Ry 1, denotes the unscaled k-point functions. We emphasise that due to the rescaling
factor \/NAQ(p) chosen according to the mean eigenvalue spacing of the random normal
matrix model, the equation (2.32) does not depend on the choice of Q.

e Structure of the correlation kernel (cf. [13, Theorem 1.1], [15, Theorem 1.3]). The next
step is to show that for a general potential () and a regular point p, the limiting correlation
kernel K exists and is of the form

K(z,w) =G(z,w)¥(z,w), G(z,w) := 7Ozl /2= w]?/2.

where ¥ is Hermitian, i.e., ¥(z,w) = ¥(w, z) and ¥ is entire as a function of z and w.

o Characterisation of translation-invariant solution to Ward’s equation (cf. [14, Theorem 4]).
The third step is to show that the only non-trivial horizontally translation-invariant solu-
tions R (i.e., R(z +1t) = R(z) for t € R along the real axis) to Ward’s equation (2.32) are
given by

1
R(Z) _ \/72? /]e—(QImz—t)2/2 dt,

where [ is a connected interval. Due to this step, the possible translation-invariant scaling
limit is determined only by one interval I.

o Specifying the interval (cf. [13, Theorem 1.5], [10, Theorem 3.8]). The interval I depends
on the situation. For instance, I = R if p is in the bulk [11, 12] and I = (—00,0) if p is at
the edge [13, 33] of the droplet. Furthermore, I = (—a,a) for some a > 0 if one considers
the almost-Hermitian limit [10] or p is close to a cusp type singularity [14]. Determining
the interval in each situation requires a separate analysis.

e Translation invariance of the correlation functions. The translation invariance is easy to
check if @ is radially symmetric. As a consequence, for a radially symmetric potential,
edge universality was shown in [13, Theorem 1.8].

We remark that for a more general class of non-radially symmetric potentials, edge univer-
sality was recently shown by Hedenmalm and Wennman in [33]. The authors used a different
approach based on the theory of quasi-orthogonal polynomials. However, this theory is not
directly applicable to the symplectic ensemble since it is far from obvious how to construct
skew-orthogonal polynomials using (quasi-)orthogonal polynomials in general (see however [6]).
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In contrast, the overall strategy using Ward’s equation described above can be applied in
parallel to the symplectic ensemble. This is the primary purpose of our remaining discussion. In
the rest of this section, as an analogue of [14], we aim to particularly address the characterisation
of the translation-invariant solution to Ward’s equation for the symplectic ensemble.

Our next result is the resulting Ward’s equation for symplectic ensembles. For this, let

By (z,w)

CN(Z) = F—

dA(w).

Then, we obtain the following form of Ward’s equation at finite-/NV for general Q.
Proposition 2.10. Suppose that Q is C?-smooth and p € R. Then for each N, we have

2
Nry

50]\7(2’) = RN(Z) — 9

AQ(p+rnz) — %Alog Ry (z) + (2.33)

(z—2)*
Let us discuss the large-N limit of Ward’s equation. Since the micro-scale ry is given by (2.1),
if p is regular, we have

2
N = /7]“@@) (14 o(1)). (2.34)

This leads to

N2
lim ;NAQ(p—i— ryz) = 1.

N—o0

Therefore if we formally take the large- N limit of Ward’s equation (2.33) and if R is non-trivial,
for a general potential () and p regular, we arrive at

8C(2) = R(z) — 1 — %A]og R(:) + (z_lz)Q (2.35)
where
C(z) ::/Ci(i’?dA(w).

One may compare Ward’s equation (2.35) for the symplectic ensemble with that for the random
normal matrix ensemble (2.32).

Remark 2.11 (limiting Ward’s equation at a singular point of Mittag-Leffler type). As an
analogue of [15], we briefly discuss the limiting form of Ward’s equation at a singular point of
Mittag-Leffler type. For A > 0, let @ be a potential satisfying Q(¢) = [¢|** + o(|¢[*}) as ¢ — 0.
Then we consider a potential () of the form

~ 2c
Q(C)ZQ(C)—Nlog\C\, c>—1.
By (2.13), in the sense of distributions, we have
N

2
\
SEAQ(rvz) = Mz 4 Zdo(2) + o(1),

where Jp is the Dirac delta at the origin. Taking the limit N — oo of the equation (2.33), at
least formally we arrive at the distributional Ward’s equation

1
(z—2)*
For A # 1 and ¢ # 0, this form of Ward’s equation at a singular point differs from (2.35). Notice
that equation (2.36) does not depend on the particular choice of Q.

1
E50(,2) - iAlog R(z) +

9C(z) = R(z) — Nz 2 — 5

(2.36)
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For the symplectic ensemble with a general potential () and for a regular point p, suppose
that the limiting correlation kernel exists and is of the form (2.30). To obtain the Gaussian

factor e~ 17" —lwl* i (2.30), notice the Taylor series expansion:
N N Nr - N7r2 _
QW +rxz) = ZQM) + 5 (2:Q)z + (2:Q)(p)2) + — 7 (02Q()2 + 32Q(p)7)

+

NN AQ@)el + of0).

Then it follows from (2.34) and (3.4) that the second line on the right-hand side contributes
to the Gaussian factor, whereas the first line contributes to the pre-kernel. We refer to [13,
Section 3.5] for a similar computation.

In the spirit of [14], we aim to characterise (horizontally) translation-invariant kernels, that
is those invariant under translations along the real axis. Moving away from the real axis will
change the universality class.

It is not difficult to see, that a pre-kernel x of the form

k(z,w) = ez2+w2\11(z —w), (2.37)

leads to (horizontally) translation-invariant correlation functions, when ¥ is some odd function.
Inserting the pre-kernel (2.37) with correlation kernel (2.30) into the k-point function Ry, and
using rules for the Pfaffian determinant leads to

22-+zl2\p( L ) zjz--i-éf\lj( o —)
Rp(z1,...,21) = 2 — 2Pt |elalP 1=l (€ AN e T\ T A
e m) =11 =) [ - 2) P - )

k

Jj=1 gl=1

k _ k
_ 522 U(z; —z) Y(zj— 7))
=11z — z)el%—2) Pt [< - . :
jl_[1 J TR U(zj—z) Y(z—2) ji=1
Therefore it is clear that the horizontal translation invariance of the k-point function Ry holds
along the real axis, i.e., for t € R,

Rk(Zl—i-t,...,Zk—l-t):Rk(zl,...,zk).

We write U as Fourier’s inversion form

1 izu T
/Re J(u)du (2.38)

T or

U(z)

for some odd function J. Here and in the sequel, let us assume that JeLlnlI2

Ward’s equation of the form (2.35) will be used to show our final result valid for general
potentials. To be more precise, we have discussed that for a general C?-smooth potential @Q
and a regular point p in the real bulk, the limiting point process should (at least intuitively)
satisfy the mass-one equation (2.27) and Ward’s equation (2.35). The steps that lack in the
proof are existence of the limiting correlation kernel, and the one of taking the limit N — oo
of (2.26) and (2.33). These would require a separate analysis, see [13] for the random normal
matrix ensemble. As these are beyond the scope of this paper, we so far are able to charac-
terise the translation-invariant solution of the limiting mass-one equation (2.27) and Ward’s
equation (2.35).

Theorem 2.12. A pre-kernel (2.37) leading to translation invariance satisfies the mass-one
equation (2.27) and Ward’s equation (2.35) if and only if

1 d
ﬁezzﬂ"Q /Ee“2 sin(2u(z — w));u, (2.39)

where E = (—a,a) for some a > 0.

k(z,w) =
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The overall proof of this theorem is parallel to that of [14, Theorem 4].

Remark 2.13.

(i)

Note that if a = oo, the kernel (2.39) corresponds to the symplectic Ginibre kernel in the
bulk along the real line (2.6). On the other hand, if a < oo is fixed, then it corresponds to
the kernel in the almost-Hermitian limit at the origin [35] after an appropriate rescaling
of the eigenvalues. (This result has been extended to the entire bulk along the real line
n [22].) In particular, note that for the density we have

2 d
R(x +iy) = ﬁye%yQ /Ee“2 sin(4iyu);u, (2.40)

see Figure 6. For random normal matrix ensembles in the almost-Hermitian regime, a way
to characterise the precise interval E was presented in a recent work [10].

Similar to random normal matrix ensembles discussed in [13, 14], the translation-invariant
scaling limit (5.4) enjoys a Gaussian convolution structure. To be precise, let us write

v(z) = %6_22 for the Gaussian kernel and define

v *p(2) = /Rso(t)v(z —t)dt,

where ¢ is a suitable tempered distribution on R. Then we have WU(z) = v * ¢(z), where ¢
satisfies

(a) a=1 (b) a=3 (c)a=6

Figure 6. The plots display graphs of R(x + iy) given in (2.40) for a few values of a. The
graphs shown are against the y-variable as they are invariant under translation in z-direction.
They can be seen to approach Figure 2(a) and (c) for increasing values of a.

3 Scaling limits of the Ginibre ensemble

In the first part of this section, we review the canonical representation of the correlation ker-
nel in terms of skew-orthogonal polynomials. In the second part, we prove Theorem 2.1 and
Corollary 2.2.
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3.1 Skew-orthogonal polynomials

For a given potential @, the anti-symmetric scalar product (-|-) is given by

(hlg) = /{C (€= €)e N (h(C)a(0) — h(O)g(C)) dA(Q).

By definition, a family {qx}7°, of polynomials is called skew-orthogonal polynomials associated
with @ if it satisfies

(qar+1]q21) = —(qula2k+1) = Sk Okt (@2r+1l92141) = (q21lq2k) = 0,

where dy; is the Kronecker delta and sj is a positive number that depends only on k.
For a radially symmetric potential @, let

= [ 1¢Pie @0 a4(0).
C

Then by [6, Theorem 3.1] (see also [34, p. 7])

k—1 k—1-1

g1 (Q) =ML (@) =¢F + Z ¢ H haviaji (3.1)
=

horyoj41

form a family of skew-orthogonal polynomials associated with the potential (). Here we have

Sk = 2hogy1.
Recall that the particle system (1.1) forms a Pfaffian point process, namely, the k-point
correlation function

1 N!
RN g(Cry- ey Ck) 1= Z]V(]V—k)!/(cN . e HN( H dA(¢) (3:2)

j=k+1
is expressed as

k

R (G- o5 k) = H — G)PIKN (G, O]E s (3.3)

where the 2 x 2 matrix-valued kernel Ky is of the form

V(G = vaa-Nas (KT (), »

In particular, we write Ry = Ry1 for the 1-point function. It is well known that the pre-
kernel 3y takes the form

)= 3 g Oa () - @(Qaoi1() (35)

see [35], where the quaternionic determinant ) det is used instead of the Pfaffian Pf. We also
refer to [44] for the relation between @ det and Pf.

The relation between the pre-kernels sy and ky for the change of variables (2.4) at point
p € S is given as

if p € int(S
K',N(Z,U}) = T‘?V {%N(p + TNZ’p+ er) Hpein ( )7 (36)

sy (p+ rnzel? p+rywel?) if p € 95,
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Thus the rescaled process z retains its Pfaffian structure in terms of the rescaled matrix-valued
kernel

2ow) = e 2 (QO+QM) kN (z,w) Kn(z,w)
KN( , )._ O+Q(n <I€N(Z,w) K;N(g w))’ (37)

cf. (2.4) for the unscaled variables ¢ and 7 inside the arguments of the potential Q). We remark
that in the factor 73, in (3.6), one factor 7y comes from the term H;?:l (¢i—¢;) in (3.3) (see (2.3)),
whereas the other two factors originate from the change of variables for the pre-kernel. This
leads precisely to (2.3) as follows

]1N

k
Ryg(zr,.m) = [ (G — G)PE[KN (G, )" =1 HCJ CJPf[KN<Z],Zl)]kl
i

3.2 Boundary Ginibre point processes

For the Gaussian case Q(¢) = [¢|?, by (3.1), we have

Gari1(¢) = ¢! Qk)nf: N 2 (2k + 1)!

) q2k(C NFE 2”” ) Sk = TNZEF2
=

Therefore it follows from (3.5) that the associated kernel s¢x has an expression

2N (C,m) == GN(Cn) — Gn(n, (), (3.8)

where

N NZ1 \FC)%“ = (VN

G (Gm) (2k+ 1) = (2!

=0

This recovers the expression obtained in Mehta’s book [44] in a different approach, compared to
the skew-orthogonal polynomials we use here from [35].

By definition, a function ¢(z,w) is called a cocycle if there exists a (continuous) unimod-
ular function h (i.e., h(z) = h(1/z)) such that c¢(z,w) = h(z)h(w). Since cocycles cancel out
when multiplying the pre-kernel and taking the Pfaffian, if (cn)3_; is a sequence of cocycles,
then cykpy is an equivalent realisation of the pre-kernel xy for the same point process z. Let
us denote by ¢y - K the correlation kernel associated with cyky, i.e.,

ox - K(evw) im o 1@ (N2 0) k(5 0) - en(z)ix (2, 0)).
CN(Z7w)H;N(Zaw) CN(Z7w)"€N(Z w

)

Now we prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We prove the theorem for p = v/2 only. The other case p = —/2 can
be proved in the same way. Note that for Q = |[¢|?, we have 7y = 1/2/N, see (2.1).
By (3.7), we have

_ WP [VN+w]? (En(zw) kN(z,
Kn(z,w) =e </{N(Z,w) kN (Z,

Here it follows from (3.6) and (3.8) that

kn(z,w) = Gy(z,w) — Gy (w, 2),
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where
(V2N +v22)" & (VRN + Vaw)®
Gy =2 Z 22) > ( )" (3.9)
2k Dl 20!
Let us write
A (z,w) 1= e 2VNFVNFw) o). (3.10)
Then we have
2zw =\ ) 220
e (en(z w)EN (2, w)e en(z,w)RN (2, w)e
Kn(z,w) =e (cN 5 )R (2w en(Z @) (2, 1)e2 )
where the cocycle cy is given by ey (z,w) := 2V N Im(z+w)
We claim that 5 := lim Ky satisfies the differential equation
N—00
(z—w)?—222
0:k(z,w) = 2(z — w)k(z,w) + erfe(z + w) — erfc (\/iw) (3.11)

V2
Here the uniform convergence of Ky on compact subsets of C follows from the Weierstrass

M-test, see [6, Section 4] for similar computations.
Differentiating (3.9), we have

(VAN + v32) P AL (VAN + v/3w)®

0,GN(z,w) = 2 k1)1 ; oo
+2 ! (V2N +v22) % (V2N + v2w)™*
(2k — D! (2k)!!

=0

Rearranging the terms, we rewrite this equation as

N-1 m+\/§22k+1 k \/W-F\/iw%
BZGN(sz):Q(\/ﬁ“@)Z( (2k+1)!? g( (20! |

k=0
LN (VAR + V3™ (VAN vaw)® (VAN 4+ v32)™ A2 (VN + vaw)®
R CTS I 20! @N - 1N ; @)
Similarly,
N-1 \/W_'_\[ )2k+1 (\/ﬁ—i—\/iz)m

9.Gn(w, z) = 2(V2N + v2z) Z 2k + 1)l l; (201

N—-1 \/W+\fw)2k+l (\/W-i-\[Z)
2(V2N +2z) Z @k 11 2!

=0

Now let us recall the definition of the (regularised) incomplete Gamma function [45, Chap-
ter 8]

Q(n,z)zzze , n=12,....
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Combining all of the above equations with (3.10), we obtain
0,kN(z,w) =2(z —w)Rn(z,w) + 2Q(2N, N)

e (VI £y
@N -1

— 9ezmw)?g Q(N,)), (3.12)

where
)\::2(\/ﬁ+z)(\/]v+w), N = (\/N—i—w)Q.

We now derive (3.11) from (3.12). By combining Stirling’s formula with the elementary

asymptotic e*2‘/ﬁ2(1 + \/Z—N)zN = e #(1+0(1)), we have

— 92,2
e (VN + V2T e (1+0(1)) (3.13)
(2N — 1) V2 ’
where the o(1)-terms are uniform on compact subsets of C.
On the other hand, the incomplete Gamma function satisfies the asymptotic

Q(a,a+ V2az) = Serfe(z)(1+ o(1)), a — oo, (3.14)

see [45, equation (8.11.10)]. Substituting (3.13), (3.14) to the equation (3.12), and taking the
limit as N — oo, we obtain (3.11).
Let us define

(z,w) \f / (2= erfe (\/§(w —u)) — e 2w orfe (\/E(z —u)) du.
Then integration by parts gives that

0. f(z,w) f/ (z=u)®=2w—w)® gy _ [e*Q(Z’“)Q erfe (V2(w — u))]o

_007

which leads to

—222
0.f(z,w) = e~ (zmw)? erfe(z +w) — ¢ erfc (\/ﬁw)
V2
Therefore #(z,w) := ¢~ f(z,w) is an anti-symmetric solution to (3.11). Since (3.11) is
a first-order differential equation, the anti-symmetry plays the role of the initial value, which
determines the solution uniquely. This completes the proof. |

We now prove Corollary 2.2.

Proof of Corollary 2.2. By (2.2), for py = /N with Oy = \/N’ we have

2(z; +it 1 Ci — (i 1
CJZ\/§+\/>(\Z/JN+1)+O<>, C]TNC]:Zj—Zj—2it+O(\/N>.

Therefore the first assertion (2.9) follows along the same lines of the proof of Theorem 2.1 by

replacing (z,w) — (z + it, w + it).
We now prove (2.10). By (2.9), we have

Ri(21, ... 2zk) ~ PE[<2it KLy o (z,0)]" (3.15)

Jil=1
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as t — oo. Here f(x) ~ g(x) means that f(x)/g(z) tends to 1 as x — oo. Using the following
asymptotic of the error function (see, e.g., [45, equation (7.12.1)])

)
eZ

LT

we have that as t — oo,

erfc(z) ~ z — 00,

0
e—|z+it|2—\w+it\2,{§dge(2 it W — it) ~ o~ (z+it) (z+2) —(@0—it) (w+) / o4 +u(z4) g,

Tt o

T2 2 o N (ot 3)i o)
—e |z —|w|*+2zw erfc(z+w)e (z—&-z)lt—i—(w-‘rw)lt.

4t
Therefore we obtain that as t — oo,
e—|z+it|2—\w+it\2ll{[§dge(z + it, @ — it) ~ QLtf{(Z’w)’ (3.16)
where
K(z,w) = c(z,w) - Kécdge(z,w). (3.17)

Here ¢(z,w) = e~ #+2)itHw+d)it i 5 cocycle for the determinantal point process. On the other
hand, it follows from similar computations that as ¢t — oo,

. : 1
e_|z+lt|2_‘w+lt‘2ﬁ]§dge(z + it, w + it) -0 <t2) . (318)

Combining (3.15), (3.16) and (3.18), we have

0 K(zl,zl) 0 K(Zl,ZQ)
—I?(zl,zl) _ 0 —[?(22,21) _ 0

Ri(z1,...,z) ~Pf| 0 K(z,21) 0 K (22, 22)
—K (21, 22) 0 —K (22, 22) 0

2kx2k

as t — o0o. The remaining argument is similar to that used in [7]. By a proper reordering, we
have

L) 0 M - k
RZ(ZI, .. ,Zk) ~ (—1) 2 Pf (—MT 0 > s M = (K(zj’zl))j,lzl'

Now it follows from the identity

0 M k(k—1)
Pf(_MT O):(—n = det(M)

and (3.17) that

Ri(z1,...,2) ~ det [K(z;, zl)]k

C k
ja=1 = det [Keage (25 Zl)]j,l:l'

This completes the proof. |
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4 Scaling limit of the Mittag-LefHer ensemble

In this section, we construct a fractional differential equation satisfied by the local kernel of
the Mittag-Lefler ensemble with potentials Q(¢) = [¢|** — (2¢/N)log|¢|, A > 0 and ¢ > —1
(Proposition 4.1). As a consequence, we prove Theorem 2.4.

4.1 Christoffel-Darboux type formula
For the Mittag-Leffler potentials (2.12), the orthogonal norm hy, is given by

2k —NQ(¢) I(k i 1)
hy, = / ¢|™e dA(C) = — e
| ’ ( ) ANk+A+1

Then by (3.1), we have

k—1 % k—1—1 F(2l+2j+3+c)
Q41 () = ¢, @r(Q) =" + Z ] Wa (4.1)
=0 N % o F( X )
and
2 F(Zk—‘r)\c—&-Q)
s = 2hop 1 = PEEEE (4.2)

To describe the Christoffel-Darboux type formula, let us recall that the Caputo fractional deriva-
tive DY is given by

1 z
DY f(z) = )/0 (z —w)" V) (y) du, n—1<v<n, neN,

I'(n—v

see [39, Section 2.4]. Here f(™ is the usual n:th derivative.
Recall that p = 0 in the rescaling (2.4) here, and K . is given by (2.14).

Proposition 4.1. For each A > 0 and ¢ > —1, there exists a sequence of cocycles (cn)—; such

that
)

_EP P (R (2, w)  Kae(z
1' . K — K — X ,C 9 ,C 9
Ngnoo CN N(Z7 w) A,c(za w) € <"5)\,c(za w) ,{)\70(27

g g

uniformly for z, w in compact subsets of C, where

ooz, ) = (i) & () T (\/EZA \/f w)‘> |

Here Ry is given in terms of a function G' as

Faelz,w) = G(z,w) — G(w, 2)

and the following fractional differential equations hold:

1 ~ c
D2 G(z,w) = Z§G(z,w) + (zw)lir _1E§ e ((zw)%), (4.3)
1 c
D2Fzc(z,w) = 2%7‘5)\70 z,w) + (zw) X _1E% e ((zwﬁ)
F(m 14c 1
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We call the equation (4.4) (generalised) Christoffel-Darboux formula. Such a differential
equation satisfied by the correlation kernel, that makes the asymptotic analysis possible, is
broadly called Christoffel-Darboux type formula, see, e.g., [1) 23, 41].

We also remark that the inhomogeneous term (zw) e E1 Lte ((zw)%) corresponds to the
kernel of the complex Mittag-Leffler ensemble, see [15]. Such a relation has been observed
for other models as well, which include the elliptic Ginibre ensemble [21] and its chiral counter
part [2]. See also [1, 48] for a similar relation for Hermitian ensembles, which gives an expression
of the kernel of the symplectic ensemble in terms of a small number of orthogonal polynomials.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let us define

Ni= W)= ] 2]+2+c) e P(%) e F(%)

Here and henceforth we use the convention that if [ = 0, then Hé’:l ¢ = 1. By (4.1), (4.2)
and (2.13), the kernel K is given by

_ e (e (z,w) kN (z,W)
Kz w)=e </@N(Z,w) i, w))’

where

kn(z,w) := Gn(z, w) Gn(w,z)

Cn(z,w) = (i) ()G ([z o )

By definition of the Caputo derivative, we have that if k > [v/]

I'(k+1) _

DYt = R 45
T Tk—vr1) (45)
and vanishes otherwise. Let us write G := lim G ~, where the convergence is uniform on

N—o0
compact subsets of C. The existence of the limit follows from the Weierstrass M-test. By direct

computations using (4.5), we have

~ 1 c c
G(z,w) — [ (2%e P S e
(359
iz%f“—lﬁr(%t\l—i_c) k w2l+£+c 1 1 2J+c) (4 6)
- 2j+2+ Z 25+1+ H :
k=1 j:OF( 5 C) 1=0 F ‘ ]211—‘ 2 C

Note in particular that as z — 0,

~ le{c_l 2+4c_q
G(Z,u]) ~ @Z A (47)
A

1
Applying the operator D2 to the identity (4.6), we obtain

% ~ 1 1+c_1
Dz G(z,w) — FT(Z’U)) A
(%)
k 2414c 1 ;
> Zbtlic 23 1+c PR F(%;_C
= Zz H 2]+c Z NEEED H I (2=
k=1 A =0 ]: A
k 21+1+ 1 ;
B 2]+1+ +1 €1 T 2J+C)
=z

[e's) k
zz”“*f“-ln( D PECHE | P
2]+2+c 2l+1+c F(Qj—1+c) J
j:O

k=0 =0 j=1
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which leads to
2k+1+c 1

1 o0
D2G(z,w) = 23 G (z,w —l—kzo T 2k+1+6)

Now (4.3) follows from (2.15).
Similarly, by rearranging the terms, we have

k F 2J+1+c

~ 1+c_ 2t 2te )
G(w,z) — F(% 12 o H 2]+2+c)
!

2J+1+c k 21+1+‘ -1 F(2j+c)

o) k
2k+2+4c F( p)
:Zw A 1H (2J+2+c Z (ke HF(2j)\1+c)’ (4.8)
j=0

k=1 oL ] 1 )

Then by (2.16), we have that as z — 0,

~ 1 24c
G(wvz) ~ I‘(M)w A 1E§\,2,3+c /\(
A

1
Again, by applying the operator D2 to (4.8), we obtain

15 L(59) Lo 2
D;: G(waz)—w(zw) P w/z *E§,273+c /\(wk)
[eS) k 2]+1+C k—1 2l+1+0 -1 1 r 2j+c
o (25t)
=2 Zw * H 2]+2+c Z 2l+1+c) H F(Qj—l—f—c)
k=1 Jj=0 1=0 p) j=1 X
) 00 2k+2+c 1
=23G Z 2k+2+c)
k=0
Then by (2.15), we have
1~ 1~ 24c_9q 2
D2G(w,2) = 23G(w,2) — (zw) x "'E2 24 ((2w)3)
ATX
F(¥) lre g 1 2
+ D(or ¥)(zw) X (w/z)AE%’z’ngc_/\(wx)_ (4.9)
Now (4.4) follows from (4.3), (4.9) and (2.15). [

4.2 Bulk singularities of the order A = % with m € N

A point p in which the eigenvalue density %AQ(p) vanishes or diverges is called bulk singularity,
see [15] and references therein. In this subsection, we shall consider the case A = %, where m is
a positive integer and prove Theorem 2.4 for general ¢ > —1.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. By (4.3) and (4.7), the function G is a unique solution to the m-th
order linear (ordinary) differential equation

"Gz, w) = 2" G(z,w) + Fe(zw), (4.10)

which satisfies the asymptotic behaviour

G(z,w) ~ Lm671,22’"'“"‘3_1 z— 0. (4.11)
’ '(2m + mc) ’
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Here the function F), . is given by (2.17). Note that the m initial conditions are provided by
differentiating (4.11).

We aim to solve the initial value problem (4.10) and (4.11). It is well known that the
functions g, given by (2.18) provide the solutions to the homogeneous equation of (4.10), see,
e.g., [32, Theorem 5.18]. By (2.16), we have that

gim(z) ~ 27 2 =0 (4.12)

Using this, it is easy to observe that
m—
W(ng, s 7gm,m)(z)‘2=0 = H ]' = G(m + 1)7

where G is the Barnes G-function [45, Section 5.17]. Due to Abel’s identity, for m > 1, this
leads to

W(gims--->gmm)(z) = G(m +1). (4.13)

On the other hand for m = 1, we have obviously W (g1)(z) = g1(2).
For each j € {1,...,m}, let us write

gim(2) o gim1m(2) 0 Gitr1m(2) oo Gmm(2)
_ Grm(2) o g m(2) 0 Giim(2) o Gm(2)
Wim(z,w) = det : ’ : ]H: : :

g g Faelzw) glTRG) L g (2)

Note here that by (2.19), we have

Wim(z,w) = (—1)m*ijvc(zw)Wj7m(z). (4.14)

From now on, we shall only consider the case m > 1. The other case m = 1 follows along the
same lines. In this case, one can also easily solve the associated linear non-homogenous ODE of
degree 1 employing an integrating factor.

By virtue of the method of variation of parameters and (4.13), one can write

m

WLmswg]m d5+ZC]m w)gjm(2)
1

ZU}
/ ngma“-vgmm j,

1
:G(m+1)/ ZW]mswg]m ds+ZC]m w)gjm(2)

for some functions Cj,,. We shall show that in the above expression G satisfies the asymptotic
behaviour (4.11) if and only if C} ,, = 0 for every j.
By (4.12) and (4.13), direct computations of the determinant give that as z — 0,

On the other hand, by (2.15), as z — 0,

mermcfl
I'(m 4+ mc)

m-—+mc—1

Fp c(zw) ~
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Combining these two equations, we have that as z — 0,

—~ wmme=l Gm+1) m—1 »
W'm ~ —1ym—J 2m+mc—1—j‘
jom (2, 0) F(m—i—mc)( ) (m—1)! <j—1>z

This leads to
Wi (2)d
G(m+ 1) /0 W], (va)gj, (Z) S

mtme—1 1 m—1 (_1>m*j om-tme—1
~ D EEE—A .
Fim+4+me) (m—1)\j—1/)2m+mec—j

Next, we show the identity
1)ym=i r
Z (=1) _ Dlm4me) (4.15)
—1' ]—1 2m+mec—7j  I'(2m + mc)

By the binomial theorem, we have

m—1

Z (mk— 1)xm+mc1+k — xm+mc71(1 + .Z')mil.

k=0

Integrating this identity, we have

m—1
-1 m~+mc+k T
Z <mk >W :/ tm+mcfl(1+t)mfl dt

k=0 0
Letting x = —1 and using the change of the variable t = —s, we have
m

—1 _ _1\k 1
<’I7’L 1> ( 1) _ / Sm—l-mc—l(l _ S)m—l ds
‘ k m+mc+k 0

k=
I'(m + mc)
- B — (m — 1= me).
(m +me,m) = (m —1) r'(2m+ me)’
where B is the beta function. This gives (4.15).
Using (4.15), we have
1 z M mermcfl ot 1
W ) ds ~ — ,2mtme—1
ot | X oo )in() 0~ i

Thus by (4.11), we obtain that C},, = 0 for all j € {1,...,m}. Therefore by (4.14), we conclude
that

~ 1 m —
G(z,w) = G(ml—{—l)/ ZW]- (sz,w)zg;m(z)ds

- G(m + 1 / )" jﬁ//jm(sz)z%‘,m(Z)Fm7c(szw) ds.

This completes the proof. |
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5 Translation-invariant scaling limit and Ward’s equation

The following two subsections are devoted to proving Propositions 2.8, the mass-one equation
for the Ginibre co-point process, and Ward’s equation at finite-N for general potentials, Propo-
sition 2.10.

5.1 Mass-one equation

In this subsection, we consider the Pfaffian oco-point process with the correlation kernel (2.28).
By (2.3), we have

Ri(z) = (2 — 2)e 2 (2, 2)
and

Ro(z,w) = (2 — 2) (@ — w)e 2P 20F (52, 2)k(w, @) — [k(z,w) | + |k(z, @) [?).
Therefore the Berezin kernel is written as

e—2|w|2 |I€(Z,’LU)|2 — |I€(Z,TII)|2
k(z,Z) )

(5.1)

B(z,w) = (0w — w)

We now prove Proposition 2.8.

Proof of Proposition 2.8. By (5.1) and conjugation symmetry, the mass-one equation (2.27)
is equivalent to

k(2 7) = 2 / (@ — w)e~2P |1z, w) 2 dA(w). (5.2)
C
Note that the pre-kernel x = kX given in (2.29) is written as

K(zvw) = VAt [ fw = (e 0) = £/ = 0w - u)du
E
f(z) == % erfc (\/iz),

where F = E, = (—00,a). Using this expression, we rewrite the right-hand side of the equa-
tion (5.2) as

—4iez2+z2/ ye4y2/ F(u,v)dudvdzdy,
R2 E?
where

F(u,v) = (f'(z +iy —u) f(z —u) — f'(z —u) fz + iy — u))
X (f'(z—iy—v)f(z—v) = f'(z—0)f(z —iy —v)).

We now compute
g(u,v) := / ye*4y2f’(x +iy —u)f (z — iy — v) dy du.
RQ

Due to the translation invariance in z, it suffices to consider the case v = 0. Then we have

2 . : 2 .
g(u, 0) _Z / yef4y2672(x+1y7u)2672(171y)2 dyde = = / ef4x2+4xu72u2 / ye41uy dy dz.
™ JR2 ™ JR R
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Note that in the sense of distributions, we have

. . 1 .
Juetray == [ ety =~ [yt dy = Zo' ),
R R

16 Jq 8
Thus it follows from fR e—47% qg = ¥ that

g(u,v) = ge(uv)Qél(u — ).

This leads to

j;re(“”)z /R2 ye*4y2F(u, v) dzdy

= flz=u)f(z=v)d"(u—v) = f(z = u)f'(z = v)d(u—v)
+f(z=u)f(z=v)d(u—v) = f'(z = u)f'(z = v)O(u - v),

where © denotes the Heaviside theta function. Combining the above equations, interchanging
the integrals, and using integration by parts, we obtain

2 / (w — w)e*2|“’|2 k(z, w)|> dA(w)
C
= —4je”"+? / / ye_4ygF(u, v)dz dy dudv
B2 Jr2
= Vre [ ) - u) - £ 0 - 0 du = k(z,2),
E
which completes the proof. |

5.2 Ward’s equation at finite-INV

In this subsection, we consider the symplectic ensemble (1.1) with general external potential @
and prove Proposition 2.10. In the sequel, we assume that = 0 without loss of generality.

Proof of Proposition 2.10. We denote by Ey the expectation with respect to the Gibbs
measure (1.1). Let ¢n be a fixed test function. Integration by parts gives that, for each j,

En[0yn(()] = EN[O;HN (G, -+, CN)YN(G)],

where Hy is the Hamiltonian given by (1.2). Summing in j, we obtain

N N 5
> EN0UN(G)] = En Y Un () [NaQ(Cj) - ]

Jj=1 j=1 Gj _Zj
N N 1 1
_E . + = .
Ve > (e 2)]
(k#7)

Thus we have

ENIN[’(ﬁN] — ENIIN[¢N] + ENIIIN[¢N] + ENIVN[@Z)N] =0, (53)
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where
) N
Z Y (G) < — = > , TIn[pn] =N [noQl(&),
k=1 Ck‘ G — Ck =
J#k
N
HIn[¥N] = 23¢N G)s IVN[YN] = Z@ZJN G)

G fj
Due to the conjugation symmetry Q(¢) = Q(E ), one can easily observe that for any j,

Hy(CyooiGoee i) = H (G, Gy ).

Then it follows from the definition (3.2) that Ry 2((,n) = Rn2((,7). Using the change of
variable 1 — 7, we have

Ry 2(¢,n) Ry2(¢,n)
/c (- A= /c (—y A
which leads to

Batvlon] =2 [ on (7224 4a(0) A

¢ —
Also it follows from the definition and integration by parts that
ExTlxlin] = N [ on(ORMOIQ() 4.

Ry (¢)
¢—¢

To describe the rescaled version of Ward’s equation, let ¥ (z) := ¥n((), where { = p+ ryz.
By the relation

EnIlIy[iy] = / Un(QORN(Q)A),  ExIVy[n] =2 /C ()2 q4(0).

Ry (21, 26) = r3F R a(Cay o5 Gr),s G =p+rynz

and the change of variables ( — p+rnyz, n — p+ ryw, we have

Enly[tn] = / e / Bua(z w) dA(w) dA(2).

Similarly,

EnTly[dy] = N /C B(2)0Q(p + rxz) Ry(2) dA(2),

Enilinlin] = —=- [ 0(20RN(:) 44, BalVivw] = — [ v(e) BNG) gz,

z—Z

Therefore by (5.3), we obtain

R , N OR R
[ 22 qag) = 220G+ vz () + AL D),
c Z—w 2 z—Z
Dividing by Ry(z), this identity is rewritten in terms of Berezin kernel By as

B ) ) = [ IV gy - NN o 4 ey - Q08BN

c zZ—w c Z—w 2 22—z

By taking O derivative on both sides of this equation, Proposition 2.10 follows. |
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In the next two subsections, we characterise translation-invariant scaling limits of symplectic
ensembles, first, by solving the mass-one equation, and second, by the solution of the limiting
Ward’s equation. This leads to the proof of Theorem 2.12. By (2.37) together with (2.38), it
suffices to show that

1 2, o o du ~ 2/ e v /4
N/ — —u 2iuz _ —2iuz) = — 1 9 4
()= gz [ @ e T ) = M1y, (5.4

where F is of the form (—a,a) with a € [0, c0].

5.3 Translation-invariant solutions to the mass-one equation

In this subsection, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Translation-invariant solution to the mass-one equation (2.27) are of the
form (5.4), where E is some symmetric Borel set.

It follows from this proposition that the specified form of the pre-kernel (2.39) with any
symmetric Borel set satisfies the mass-one equation (2.27). However, in the following subsection,
it will be shown that the if E is not a single interval, then the pre-kernel (2.39) does not satisfy
Ward’s equation. (An analogous result for the random normal matrix ensemble was obtained
in [14].)

Proof of Proposition 5.1. In terms of ¥, the mass-one equation (5.2) is written as
W(z—5) =2 / (1 — w)e= I (g (2 — )2 dA(w).
C
By translation invariance, it is equivalent to the fact that for any ¢t € R,
. 4 42 . 2
U(2it) = — | ye Y |¥(r+i(y—1))| dedy. (5.5)
1 JR2

In terms of j, the equation (5.5) is written as

o~ o~

U(2it) = L / ye W eilutv)eg—(u—v)y—1) J(u)J(v)dzdy dudo.
R4

m3i
Since

1

— / T qr = §(u + v),
2 R

the above equation is simplified to

2 ~ 2i ~
U(2it) = — /2 yef4yzef2“(y7t)J(u)J(—u) dydu = = /2 ye e 2uly—1) (u)? dy du.
R R

m2i 2

Moreover, it follows from
/ yef4y272uy dy — _ﬁ ueu2/4
R 8

that the mass-one equation holds if and only if
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where

f@p:A&Qmﬂ@m% g(t) = /eQMmﬁMﬂm%m

i
2Vm Jr
Therefore we can readily see that the kernel (2.39) satisfies the mass-one equation.

Since J € L' N L?, we can extend the domain of f, g to the complex plane. Then by (5.6)
we have f(z) = g(z) for z € C, which in particular leads to f(it) = g(it) for ¢t € R, i.e.,

e 2 T (u) du = i /eQi“tueUQMju 2 du.
Lemiman= g (w)

By Fourier inversion, this is equivalent to

N u/4
J(u )<1+ N J(u )) 0, a.e.

It gives rise to

~ 2./ e~ v /4

1p(u/2), a.e.

for some Borel set E, which is symmetric with respect to the origin since J is odd. Here the
argument u/2 is merely used for convenience. |

5.4 Translation-invariant solution of Ward’s equation

In this subsection, we characterise the translation-invariant solutions to Ward’s equation (2.35)
and complete the proof of Theorem 2.12.
Recall that by (2.37), we have

R(z) = —2iIm ze~ 4™ 2)2\11(2 —Zz),
Wz = w)? — [¥(z — )]
U(z—2z) '

4(Tmw)?

B(z,w) = —2ilmwe~

Let us first observe the following.

Lemma 5.2. Ward’s equation (2.35) holds if and only if

z—%)?
=10 -2 [ e - TG (L) aw

—i—Z_l‘Il’(z—z)/Imwe4(Imw)2]\11(z—w)]2< ! + ! )dA(w).
1 C

zZ— W zZ— W

Proof. Note that

@a@_éaffw /Bzw < w>mw)

= / 7823(2’10) dA(w) + B(z, 2).
C

Z— W
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Since B(z,z) = R(z), Ward’s equation (2.35) is equivalent to

0,B(z,w) 1 1
——— 2 dA(w) = -1- Al .
/cc w dA(w) 5Alog R(z) + e
Notice also that
1Alog R(z) = 1Alog (Im ze~40m Z)Z\I/(z —-z)) = _ 1+ 1Alog U(z — 2)
2 2 2(z — 2)? 2 '

Thus one can rewrite above equation as
/5ZB(z’w>dA(w):1\11”(’2__2)_1 \I/'(z—_z) 2+ 1_ |
c Z—w 2U(z—2) 2\ ¥(z—2) 2(z — z)?

Using the change of variable w — w, the left-hand side of this equation is computed as

g/(CImwe—4(Imw>28Z<|\1:(z—w)2—\\11(z—w)|2>dA(w)

i z—w U(z —2)

= 21/Imwe_4(1mw)2‘ll(z—w)\II’(z—w)( ! + ! )dA(w)
C

10(z—2) Z—w  z—W

+i\11(2_2)2/(clmwe |V (2 —w)] 27+ — | dA(w).

—w Z—w

Thus Ward’s equation is rewritten as

19"(z—2) 1 (qﬂ(z—z)>2 1

2U(z—2 2\U(iz—2) T2z_2p
2 1 Ty Se—— 1 1
—./Imwe_4(1mw)2\11(z—w)\II’(z—w) — | dA(w)
1¥(z—2) Jc Z—w  Z—W
4 I —4(Im w) U(z — 2 A ) [}
4—1\11(2_2)2/(C muwe |V (z —w)] z—w+z—w dA(w)
Let us write
4 2 1
L(t) == — MWW (it — x — iy))?
®) i /]1%2 ye (it —a —iy)] <it—x—iy * it—:v—l—iy) dzdy,
K(t) 4/ oW W (it iy) W/ (it 1y) L ded
= — it—x—1i it—x—1i z dy.
i Rzy Y 4 it—zx—iy it—z+iy 4

We now show the following lemma, the key reduction of Ward’s equation.

Lemma 5.3. Ward’s equation (2.35) holds if and only if

d[ L@t d[¥e i e
dt |:\I’(21t):| - |:\If(21t) + 275:| — 8te™4 U(2it).

Proof. By Lemma 5.2, Ward’s equation holds if and only if for any ¢ € R,

o U(2it)?
412

O’ (2it) — W' (2it) = U(2it)K(t) + O'(2it) L(t). (5.7)

Note that
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Using this, we have

L(t) = 13/ yef4y2ei(U+v)xe*(u*v)(y y J(W)J(v) dz dy du dv
1 JRa it —x—1iy
]é’/ ye—4y2ei(u+v)xe—(u—v)(y t) J( )J( ) dz dy du dv
21 JRpa it —x+1iy
and
K(t) = -~ / ye—4y2ei(u+v>xe—<u—v>(y—t>UM dar dy dudo
T3 Jpa it —x —
_ i ye—4y2ei(u+v)me—(u—v)(y—t) J(U)J(U) dz dy du dv.
w3 Jpa it —x+1iy

Let us first compute L(t). It follows from the well-known Fourier transform of the following
rational function that
1 ei(u—i—v):p () (y—1) '

"o Jp it —a =iy & T O @<y

This leads to

2 - vy . —2vt T(, N\ T
L(t) = 27 ) sen(u + v) L yqv)(y—t)<0} Y€ Ay* 20y =2 LT (w)J (v) dy du dv
2 ~

—4y? —2uy —2vt T,
— 71'2/Rs sgn(u + V) L (yqo) (y+6)>0} Y€ W7 =2uy o =20 J(4) J (v) dy du dw.

Notice here that

t
/ ye_4y2+2”y dy = \1/67?%”42 erfc (g — Zt) — ée_4t2+2”t,

—0o0

/°° yef4y2+2vydy = \{gvef erfc (2t — g) + 167“2“”
t

8
and
& u? 1
/_t ye_492_2“y dy = —\l/gueAL erfc (g — Qt) + é _4t2+2“t,
—t
/ ye W T2y gy — —ﬁue% erfc <2t — E) — 16*4’&2*2“’5.
oo 16 2 8
Using this, the function L is computed as
1 22 ot v —ag? 7
L(t) = = Vrved erfc (275—7) + 2e J(w)J(v) dudv
8 u+v<0 2

1 02 ~ o~
+ ) / ; <—ﬁve42vt erfc (g - 2t) + 2€4t2> J(u)J(v)dudv
u+v>
1 u?
+ 2/ <ﬁue4_2”t erfc (— — 2t) e~ 4t*+2(u—v)
8 u+v>0 2

J(u
1 w? ot u 4242

+ ) —/mue ¥ " erfc <2t— 5) — e~ 47 H+2(u—v) v) dudwv.
™ u+v<0

~

)J(v) dudv
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Similarly, we have
—i 22 _out v —42\ 7N T
K(t) =5 v | Ve erfc (275 - 7> + 2e J(u)J(v) dudv
87 Jutv<o 2
. P A
+ % / v (\/;%4—2111: erfc <B - 2t> - 2e_4t2) J(u)J (v) dudv
87 u+v>0 2
i ST u —4t242(u—v)t \ Tro\ T
- = v | Vrues erfc (— - 2t> — 2e (w)J (v) dudv
87T u+v>0 2
. 2 L
+ % v (ﬁue4_2”t erfc <2t — E) 4 2¢ 4 +2(“_v)t> (u)J(v) dudv
87 u+v<0 2
Observe here that
d v?
En <ﬁve42“t erfc <2t - %) + 2e4t2)
2 vt v a2 a2
= —2v [ /mves erfc (2t — 5) + 2e — 16te
and
d v?
& <ﬁve42”t erfc <% — 215) — 2e4t2)
2 vt v a2 a2
= 20 | /e erfc (5 — Qt) — 2e + 16te™ " .
Similarly, we have
% (\/7>Tueu42_2”t erfc (g — 2t> — 2e_4t2+2(“_”)t>
= —2v <ﬁueuf_2”t erfc <g - Qt) - 2e_4t2+2(“_v)t> + 16te4* +2(u—v)t
and
d w2 ot u —4t24+2(u—v)t
T Vrue' erfc (2t — 5) + 2e
= —2v (\/%ueuf_%t erfc (2t — %) + 2e_4t2+2(“_”)t> — 16te 4 F2(u—0)t
Combining the above equations, we obtain
L'(t) = —2iK(t) + M (1), (5.8)
where
2te_4t2 2 e [ 4 2 2
M) = 2 / 2001 () T(v) dudo = —8te—4E 0 (2it)2.
s R2
Substituting (5.8) into (5.7), we obtain that Ward’s equation is equivalent to
W(2it)? L'(t) — M(¢
WO (2it) — W' (2it)? — (4;2) = —\I/(2it)()2_<) + W'(2it) L(t).
i

Dividing each side of the identity by W(2it)?, we have

d[1w@i) 1] 1d[ L) 1 M(t)
dJmm@w+u] {mmﬂ+mmmy

2idt

which completes the proof.
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In the following lemma, we analyse the structure of the function L by rewriting

L =L+ Lo,

(5.9)
where

1 u? ~
Li(0)i= o w20 + 1 2 (2i) /R ue’s erfe (5 —2t) J(u) du

(5.10)
and
La(t) ! &1 2 T(w) J(v) dud
9(t) i= — v w)J (v) dudv
47[-\/7»7 u+v>0
1 2y
- we s Y J(u)J(v) dudo. 5.11

Lemma 5.4. Ward’s equation (2.35) holds if and only if there exists a constant ¢ such that

Lo(t) = —W'(2it) — (217f + c> U (2it).

Proof. By Lemma 5.3 and (5.9), we have shown that Ward’s equation (2.35) is equivalent to

d [Li(t) + La(t) d [U@Qi) i e
dt[ 1 \11(2116)2 ] - [\If(Zit) +2t] - Ste W (21t)

dt

Notice that since

—2miW’(2it) = / ue™ 2" J(u) du,
R

we have

]. d u? u —~ e—4t2 . »
47 /]R dt {ue‘l erfc (5 - Qt)} J(u)du = —— /RUGMJ(U) du = —2ie™ 4 W'(2it).
Therefore by (5.10), we obtain

d | L (t) _ _ag2 .
O [\If(lmt)] = —8te " W (2it).

Thus Ward’s equation is equivalent to

it | = [+ 1)

2t

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.12. It results from this part of the proof that F =
(—a,a) for some a > 0.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. By Proposition 5.1, we have

R -y
Tlu) = 2\( (/)
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for some symmetric Borel set E. Suppose that £ = (—a/2,a/2) for some o > 0. We shall
compute Lo in (5.11). Then we have

f v2 ~ ~

ve T 2 J(u).J (v) dudv
47T u+v>0
o [ e a2 dv (/) T
i Su
1 a 2ut _ e72at . 1 1 a ot 5 i
= - U = ——W(2it).
omi ) JWdv=gaon ) du = =2, W (2it)
On the other hand,
u? ~ ~
vr ue' T 2 J(u)J (v) dudv
47‘— u4v<0

2#1//< g(u/2)due” 2”t]lE(v/2) (v) dv
:_%i,m v)e 2T (v) dv = wmw—fwm)

Combining the above equations, we obtain that
I o 1« .
i

Then by Lemma 5.4, we conclude that Ward’s equation holds.

It is also easy to see that if ' is not connected, Ward’s equation does not hold due to the
discontinuity of the functions [ _ e *"'1g(v/2)dv and |

_ we—y LE(u/2) du. For instance let
= (—a/2,—8/2)U(8/2,a/2) for some a > > 0. Note that

e2ut _ ef2at

. — ifue (—a,—p),
—2v
/ e "lg(v/2)dv = Q2ut _ =20t | 028t _ (20t
v>—u 3
o if u e (B8,a).

Thus we have

~ i 1 sinh(245t >
VT ve'™ 2UtJ( )J (v)dudv = —L\IJ(2it) + sm(ﬁ)/ J(u) du.
T wtv>0 2t mi 2t 8

Also since

Ja—w if v e (B, a),
/u<—v ﬂE(U/Q)du_ {OJ—’U—QB ifve (—Oé, _B)a

we have
u2 = -
VT we't 20 7(u) J(v) du dv
47T u+v<0
_ S 75(@ B p)e*%tf(v) dv — 1 a(a —y— 2ﬁ)e*2”tf(v) dv
omi |, 27 Jg
= —/(2it) — —\I’(Qlt) 6 St (v) dv.

B
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Combining above equations, we obtain

Ly(t) = —0'(2it) — (2115 + ?) W(2it) + ismh 2& / Ty dut 2 / e 2 (v

Thus by Lemma 5.4, one can see that Ward’s equation does not hold.
For a general E it follows from similar computations that

02 ~ ~ i
v ve T 2 J(u).J (v) dudv + é\ll(mt)

47T u+v>0
1 1 7
——= [ </>u e 2t p(v/2) dv + 2t> e® 1 p(u/2)J (u) du
and
u2 ~ ~
VT et =2 T () T (v) du dv + ¥'(2i)
4W u+v<0
) -
_ L ( [ ewzdus U) &2 5(0/2)7(v) do.
2mi R u<—v

Therefore by Lemma 5.4, Ward’s equation holds if and only if

c1, U a.e.,

1
/ e 2] (v /2) do + 5 =
>—u

/ 1g(u/2)du+v = co, v a.e.
u<—v

for some constants c1, co. This gives that E is connected (up to a null set). Now the proof is
complete. |
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