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As recently proved in generality by Hedenmalm and Wennman, it is a universal behavior of complex random
normal matrix models that one finds a complementary error function behavior at the boundary (also called edge)
of the droplet as the matrix size increases. Such behavior is seen both in the density, and in the off-diagonal
case, where the Faddeeva plasma kernel emerges. These results are neatly expressed with the help of the outward
unit normal vector on the edge. We prove that such universal behaviors transcend this class of random normal
matrices, being also valid in higher dimensional determinantal point processes, defined on C¢. The models
under consideration concern higher dimensional generalizations of the determinantal point processes describing
the eigenvalues of the complex Ginibre ensemble and the complex elliptic Ginibre ensemble. These models
describe a system of particles in C? with mutual repulsion, that are confined to the origin by an external field
V(z) = |z]> — TRe(z +...+23), where 0 < 7 < 1. Their average density of particles converges to a uniform
law on a 2d-dimensional ellipsoidal region. It is on the boundary of this region that we find a complementary
error function behavior and the Faddeeva plasma kernel. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first instance
of the Faddeeva plasma kernel emerging in a higher dimensional model.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1965, Ginibre introduced a complex n x n Gaussian matrix with i.i.d. entries of mean zero and unit variance, that we now
call the complex Ginibre ensemble [18], along with a real and symplectic version. In this random matrix ensemble, one considers
n x n complex matrices M that are distributed as

1 M,
Zy

where dM is the standard Lebesgue measure on this space of matrices, and Z, is some normalization constant. A complex

random normal matrix model is any random matrix model described by (1), with M*M replaced by a general external field V(M)

(satisfying some normalization requirement), on the space of n X n complex normal matrices. One major difference with, e.g.,

the general unitary ensembles, is that the eigenvalues of such matrices are not necessarily real. Such models are therefore called

(1

non-Hermitian. The eigenvalues zy, ..., z, of the Ginibre ensemble are distributed as
1 2 n *‘Z ,‘2 2
— H |Zi_Zj| He J de, Zly.-520 € C,
Cn 1<i<j<n G=1

where ¢, is some normalization constant. In deriving this JPDF, Ginibre assumed that all eigenvalues are distinct, as the re-
maining set of matrices has measure 0. A less restrictive, but still sufficient condition would be to demand that the matrices are
normal. The eigenvalues form a determinantal point process (DPP) in the plane, i.e., the k-point correlation functions can be
expressed as

k
P (21, zk) = det (Fn(2i,2)) < g

where %, : C*> — C is a function called the correlation kernel. For the Ginibre ensemble it may be expressed in the particularly
simple form

)

Ginibre proved that the average density of particles p,(,l) (2) = %%/n(z,z) converges to a uniform distribution on the unit disc
under a proper scaling [18]. Namely, we have

1
' (1) Ela |Z| < 15
lim np, " (vVnz) = q 7. led =1, 3)
0, |z >1.
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(The case |z] = 1 was not treated in [18] though.) The region |z| < 1, where the limiting distribution lives, is called the droplet,
the interior |z| < 1 is often called the bulk. The boundary of the droplet, |z] = 1, is called the edge. The edge will be our main
focus in this paper (albeit for different but related models). The pointwise limit for |z| = 1 in (3) is actually a direct consequence
of a more general result concerning edge scaling limits. For any z in the unit circle, and any u,v € C, we have

. O i Vz+uz
lim 7, (Vnz4u,/nz+v) =3¢ T erfc <7> , 4)
where erfc is the complementary error function, given by
erfc(z) =1 — — /
Alternatively, we may write (4) as
. 1 o PP u+v
lim .7, (Vn—u)z,(vVn—v)z) = 3¢ T erfc ( 7 ) . (5)

The limiting kernel on the RHS in (5) is known as the Faddeeva plasma kernel [12, 20] (note that Hedenmalm and Wenmann
use a different definition for the error function), and seems to have been first derived as a scaling limit in [13]. This edge
behavior is known to be universal, i.e., it arises as a scaling limit in a large class of other models. For example, Tao and Vu
proved that it holds in the vague topology for random normal matrix models (real or complex), that match up to four moments
with the Ginibre ensemble [26]. Ameur, Kang, and Makarov proved that it holds for random normal matrix models with
radially symmetric external field [S]. Very recently, it was proved by Hedenmalm and Wennman that the behavior is universal in
random normal matrix models, under weak assumptions on the external field [20] (being “1-admissible”), essentially bringing
the questions about edge universality of these models to their logical conclusion. One model that falls in this category is the
elliptic Ginibre ensemble of n x n complex matrices with parameter 7. These are distributed according to

—e 1-
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The model describes random matrices of the form M = +/1+ 7G| +iv/1 — 7G,, where G1,G, are n X n complex Hermitian
matrices picked from the GUE. As such, the elliptic Ginibre ensemble interpolates between the Ginibre ensemble (7 = 0) and

s (rm-5 2 4(m)?))

. 1 . . . .
the GUE (7 = 1). After a scaling M — (1 — %)~ 2M, and restricting to normal matrices, the corresponding eigenvalues are
distributed according to
1 T —|zjP+TRe(23) 12,
— II |zi — zj] Ile d*zj, 21,27 € C.

Cn 1<i<j<n j=1

Again, these eigenvalues form a DPP, where now the correlation kernel is given by

e =2 vt 5% (5 o (e s ()

where

w(z) _ e*\z\2+rRe(z2)’
and Hj(z) = (—1)/ ezzt%jje’z2 is the Hermite polynomial of degree j. The asymptotic behavior for large n of such a kernel is
generally harder to derive, because there does not exist a Christoffel-Darboux formula for planar orthogonal polynomials, and
tools such as the Deift-Zhou steepest descent method [11, 14] for Riemann-Hilbert problems cannot be applied unless there
happens to be some additional structure. The average density of particles also converges to a uniform distribution, where now
the bulk is not given by the unit disc, but by the elliptic domain

1
é"r_{ze(C Tz —Re(z)* +— il I ()2<1}.

1—
Lee and Riser were able to obtain fine asymptotics for the density p,(,l) of the Ginibre ensemble and the elliptic Ginibre ensemble
[23]. Picking z € dE, and letting n denote the outward normal vector on dE; in z, they showed that
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where K is the curvature of the ellipse d&% in z, and we have any fixed 0 < v < % (ds denotes the derivative with respect to the
arclength parameter, see [23] for details). The error bound is uniform for A € R with A = &'(n") and z € JE;. The first treatment
of the off-diagonal case for the elliptic Ginibre ensemble can be found in Riser’s thesis [24], and its error bounds where recently
refined by Byun and Ebke in a paper about the symplectic elliptic Ginibre ensemble [9]. Namely, for some explicit unimodular
factors ¢, : 967 x C — T (where T = {z € C: [z] = 1}), and any &€ > 0, we have

1 2 2 >
en(z,u)en(z,v) Hn(V/nz+un,/nz+vn) = Eexp<u?—w>erfc(u\_/gv)
L ( |u|2+u2+|v|2+v2>Ku2+v2—W—1

NI 2 3v2n3

as n — oo, uniformly for z € d&%, and u,v € C bounded (in fact, when 0 < € < %, the condition u,v = & (ng/ 3) is sufficient for the
error bound to be uniform). Here k is the curvature of d&% in z. Note that these unimodular factors drop out when calculating
determinants, and are thus irrelevant for the k-point correlation functions.

The goal of this paper is to show that edge scaling limits such as (7) and (8) hold more generally for higher dimensional DPPs
with correlation kernel of the form

+0m "), 8)

Z H \/(D Zk Jk (Zk)ij(Wk)7 ,w S (Cdu (9)

|jl<nk=1

for some planar weight @ : C — [0,0) and polynomials P; that are orthonormal with respect to the weight, and the summation
is over all multi-indices (ji,...,js) such that | j| = j; + ...+ js < n. These weights are assumed to vanish sufficiently fast at
oo, otherwise there is no bulk, end thus no edge. One motivation for studying such higher dimensional processes comes from
[2]. There, a DPP on C¢, essentially a higher dimensional generalization of the elliptic Ginibre ensemble, was considered, with
correlation kernel

d
Vis? () —— —
T (z,w) = < . Z 2 H ) Hj, 5%k Hj, —57 W zweCd, (10)

T

where 0(z) = e"z‘ZHRe(zz), and 0 < 7 < 1. The model describes a system of particles in C? that repel each other (due to the
determinantal structure), which are confined to the origin due to the external field V(z) = |z|> — tRe(z + ... + zf,). Kernels in
higher dimensions of the type (9) have been studied by Berman [6] (for more general multivariate weights in fact). In particular,
(9), without the factor of weights, is the Bergman kernel of the Hilbert space of all polynomials H(zy,...,z,) of total degree < n
with weigthed norm

g d
_ 2 2
HHH _./(Cd |H(Z1,...,zn)| ]gw(zk)d Zk-

For d = 1, the kernel (10) coincides with the kernel in (6). In the limit T — 1, this model corresponds to spinless free fermions
with quantum harmonic oscillator in R¢ [10]. One major reason to investigate the model for d > 1, was that it allowed to probe
a weak non-Hermiticity regime [15—17]. For d = 1 it is known that interpolating kernels are found in the bulk and on the edge in
the weak non-Hermiticity regime [1, 3, 7]. Recently, an interpolating kernel was also found for the rightmost eigenvalue of the
elliptic Ginibre ensemble in the weak non-Hermiticity regime [8]. Higher dimensional versions of such interpolating kernels for
the bulk and edge where indeed found for d > 1 in [2]. For d = 1, the limit T — O corresponds to spinless free Fermions in two
dimensions in a rotating trap [22], with angular speed near some critical value, but it is not clear if such a physical interpretation
exists for d > 1. We can however, simply write down the corresponding kernel for d > 1 and 7 = 0, namely

2 12 d
%@m=ﬂ HHIZ[Iwwv zwe . (11)

k=T

Indeed, one obtains this expression by taking the limit 7 — 0 in (10). Note that this is yet another instance of (9), where now
0(z) = el Henceforth, we agree that 7, is determined by (10) when 0 < 7 < 1, and by (11) when 7 = 0 (equivalently,
J, is determined by w(z) = e [PHTR) yig (9) for any 0 < 7 < 1). The corresponding DPP can be interpreted as a higher
dimensional version of the complex Ginibre ensemble. At least formally, the approach in [22] can be extended to 2d dimensions,
by generalizing the Hamiltonian in a straightforward way, the model defined via (11) then describing spinless free Fermions in
a rotating 2d-dimensional space (with angular speed close to some critical value).



Unlike the d = 1 case, it is considerably more complicated to write down the JPDF associated to DPPs with kernel (9). For
example, in what is probably the simplest case, i.e., the kernel (11), writing down the JPDF merely for n = 2 gives
(2) 2 122 oy € d
P (@w) = (J2=wl + [ePwl? =l wl?) “—5—, w el

Here z-w = z1w) + ... + z4w, denotes the dot product. A Vandermonde type expression, with factors expressing the mutual
distances between the points, is therefor not going to work, and we have little hope that a closed form expression can be derived
for general n. Consequently, it is not easy to find an explicit equilibrium problem for measures on C? corresponding to the
DPP. An associated equilibrium problem for measures on C? can be found in [6], although its characterisation is somewhat
abstract. For the particular cases of (10) and (11), it is implied by [6, Theorem 3.4] that we should find a uniform law, given by
the so-called Monge-Ampere measure [21], although it is not a priori clear what the support is. Nevertheless, it is possible to
determine the support [2]. Under a scaling (z,w) — /n(z,w), the average density of particles for both (10) and (11) converges
to a uniform distribution on a 2d-dimensional ellipsoidal region, given by
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(For 7 = 0, we prove this in Corollary I1.4). In the 2d-dimensional bulk, defined via (12), there is a local scaling limit in the
form of a factorization in Ginibre kernels [2]. That is, there exist unimodular functions ¢, : 8@@;’ x C? — T such that

cen(zu)en(zv) K (Vnz+u,v/nz+v) = ! exp( M)

1-— 1
@@Td:{Ze(Cd:—T|Rez|2+£|lmz|2<l}. (12)

2

as n — oo, uniformly on compact sets of z € &< and u,v € C (for T = 0, see Corollary IV.4). This bulk scaling limit is well-
known to be universal for random normal matrices under certain conditions (d = 1) [4]. A scaling limit at the edge 85{1 was not
obtained in [2]. The aim of this paper is to prove that we find scaling limits, similar to (7) and (8), for the DPP with kernel (10)

or (11). Indeed, we find higher dimensional generalizations. We start with a result for the average density of points p,, ( ) (for
(10) when 0 < T < 1, and (11) when 7 = 0).

Theorem L.1. Let d be a positive integer, let 0 < T < 1, and let 0 < v < %. Let z € a@@;{ and denote by n the outward unit
normal vector on &Y in 7. Then we have as n — oo that

d (D d! d—1 “Liavy ) —oa2
n'py’ (Vnz+An) = 2 —erfc (\/—A) NN < — 14140 )] +O0n2Y) | e, (13)
uniformly for z € &2, and A € R such that A = 0(n"), where k = k(z) is defined by
1
K(z) = T 14)

((|Rez|2—|Imz|2 255)2 + 4| Rez[?|Imz|? )

This result should be seen as an extension of (7) to higher dimensions (although we give fewer terms in the expansion). This
is not entirely surprising. The asymptotic behavior in terms of the complementary error function was also found near the edge
in higher dimensional models investigated by Ross-Singer [25] and Zelditch-Zhou [27], although we believe that our models
defined via (10) and (11) fall in a different category. It is an interesting question whether the universality class contains other
models of the form (9). One possible direction to pursue is as follows. It is known that a version of the Mehler kernel exists
for generalized Laguerre polynomials, expressed via the so-called Hardy-Hill formula, and an adaptation of the approach of the
current paper and [2] will likely work here. Perhaps the universality class can be extended to multivariate (exponentially varying)
weights and their corresponding multivariate orthogonal polynomials. At the moment, it is not known whether, analogous to the
d = 1 case, the expression k in (14) has a geometric interpretation pertaining to d&¢ (although obviously, it yields the curvature
of d&% in |Rez|+i|Imz|).

We also derive a scaling limit, essentially a higher dimensional analogue of the Faddeeva plasma kernel, for the general, i.e.,
diagonal and off-diagonal, case.

Theorem L.2. Let d be a positive integer, let 0 < T < 1, and let 0 < v < %. Let z € a@@;{ and denote by n the outward unit
normal vector on & in z. Then there exist continuous unimodular functions ¢, : d&4 x C* — T such that

2 |y[2 1 : .
cn(z,u)ca(z,v) T exp (w —u-v) Hn(Vnz+u,\/nz+v) = Serfe (L\}}n‘))

< (u-n+n~v>2>ﬁ(1+|u|2+|v|2)
+exp| — ,
2 N




as n — oo, uniformly for z € &L, and u,v € C? such that |u|,|v| = O(n").

Indeed, this result shows that the universality of (4) is not limited to the eigenvalues of random normal matrices, but its
universality class includes higher dimensional models as well. Again, we wonder if such edge behavior also holds in models
described by (9) with other weights ®, or more general multivariate weights. When « and v are picked from a bounded set, we
infer that

PSR 1 2 2 . .
r}ﬂcn(zm)cn(z,v)%(\/ﬁz—m,\/ﬁz—kv)=z—ndexp (u-v—iw| —2|—|v| )erfc (7M n\—/i-in v).

We obtain the Faddeeva plasma kernel after a substitution ¥ — un,v — vn, where now u,v € C. To the best of our knowledge,
a scaling limit of this form (excluding the diagonal case) has not yet appeared in the literature for higher dimensional models.
For d = 1, we can be more explicit about the error, and indeed, we manage to rederive a slightly stronger version of (8) (see
Proposition V.1). We consider our derivation of this result of independent interest.

The paper is built up as follows. In Section II we recap some results from [2], that where used for a steepest descent analysis
to derive the asymptotic behavior of (10). The reason that the edge limit was not treated in [2], is that it corresponds to a more
complicated situation where a saddle point and pole coalesc in the limit n — co. In Section III we clarify how this situation can
be treated. Some preparatory relevant identities and estimates are derived in Section IV, and finally, in Section V we prove the
main theorems.
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II. APPROACH AND SET UP
A. Single integral representation

Our primary tool to prove the main results will be a steepest descent analysis. In [2] it was shown, using a formula for the
Mehler kernel, that (10) (with a different scaling) admits a single integral representation of the form

V1-—12

T

d
Hn(Vnz,/nw) = ( ) \/w (Vnze) o (Vaz ) I¢ (z2), (15)

valid for any z,w € C, where

(zj—w;)* |, (16)

\/sinh2 d
_y/sin S Z(Zj—i—Wj)z:t
j=1

i+ = D)

™=

and, with 7 a small positively oriented loop around s = 0O, the integral Ii +(z+) is given by

1 ) s
I - ——74 @ 17
ne(%) 2miJy s—7T (1-52)% {17

and F(s) = Fr(z+;s) is given by

s (z4+z-)? s (z4—z-)?
= — —1 I . 18
I+s 2 1—s 2 ogstlogT (18)

F(s)

We do not have to be explicit about the choice of branch of the square roots in (16), because the choice is irrelevant for (18), and
thus for .%,(y/nz,4/nw). The same holds for the branch of the logarithm in (18). Nevertheless, let us use the convention that
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logarithms and power functions will be defined as logz = log|z| + iargz and z* = |z|*¢*®"€%, where argz € (—7, 7). The saddle
points of F(s) have a surprisingly simply form in elliptic coordinates. We write

2+ = V2cosh(Ex +in),

where & > 0 and 4 € (—m, ] when &1 > 0, while n1. € [0, 7] when £ = 0. Note that any constant value of &, corresponds
to an ellipse with vertex v/2cosh&. and co-vertex /2sinh &+, The edge, i.e., the ellipse forming the boundary of the droplet, is
described by the particular choice &+ = &;, where &; = 1log 1. We define

a— 65++§—+i(77++11—), and b= S+ —5-t+in—n-) (19)

With these notations, the following result was derived in [2].

Proposition IL.1 (0 < 7 < 1).
Ifz,,z- € C\{—=V/2,v/2}, then the saddle points of s — Fr(z+;s) are simple, and we have the following:

(i) When 7, # +z_, there are exactly four saddle points given by a,a™",b and b~
(ii) When z, = +z_ and 7, # 0, there are exactly two saddle points, which are given by a and a™".

Ifz+ € {—\/E7 \/Z} orz_ € {—\/Z7 \/E}, then all saddle points have order two and we have the following:
(iii) When zo. € {—V/2,v/2} and 7= & {—/2,\/2}, then we have two saddle points a = b and a=' = b*!.
(iv) Whenz, =+z7_ € {—\/E7 \/Z}, then we have one saddle pointa™' =a=b=5b""==+1.

Finally, when z, = z_ = 0 there are no saddle points.

Furthermore, in order to understand what deformations of ) were allowed, the following theorem was proved. Notice in
particular that one can deform 7 to the circle |s| = |a|~! when &, ,&_ > 0.

Theorem I1.2 (0 < 7 < 1). With the notations as above, we have the inequality
ReF(s) <ReF(a '), Is| = la|". (20)
(i) When &, > 0 and E_ > 0, we have equality if and only if s = a~ .
(ii) When &, >0 and & =0, we have equality if and only if s =a~ " or s = b~
(iii) When &, =0 and & > 0, we have equality if and only if s = a~" or s = b.
(iv) When &, =0 and & = 0, we have equality for all s.

So far, these results describe 7, for 0 < T < 1 (as defined in (10)). For T = 0, we can significantly simplify % (as defined in
(11).

Proposition IL.3 (7 = 0). Let z,w € C?. Then we may write

1 P Y (nz-w)
Hn(Vnz,\nw) = —e "2 ( , ) @D
T = J
Proof. We start by noticing that
d d = Wis )k > d W )k
s — [elsms = T ¥ (zxwes)* y T (21w
e = e = —_— = N N .
k=1 isij—o Jk! m=0|jl=m k=1 Jk!
Then by applying the residue theorem in two directions, we have
O L e (L 1Y ds Y ey o)
4 Ji! 27i . s sl ) 4 gt
lj[<nk=1 L Jj=0

Now substituting (z,w) — y/n(z,w), and multiplying with the remaining factors in (11), we arrive at (21). [l



Comparing with (2), we infer that 7, for d > 1 and 7 = 0 is closely related to the Ginibre ensemble (d = 1). In particular,
some properties are immediately inherited from the Ginibre ensemble. For instance, the model has a bulk, which is given by the
2d-dimensional unit ball in C.

Corollary IL4 (t = 0). The average density of particles converges to a uniform law on the unit ball in C.
More precisely, we have

!
_d’ |Z|<17
- d (1) _)d!
dim 1" P (Vinz) = 7’ |zl =1, 23)
0, |lz] > 1.

The convergence is uniform on compact subsets such that |z| # 1.

Proof. By some straightforward combinatorial arguments, the number of points of the DPP defined via (11) is given by the

binomial coefficient (”371) , which behaves as ’(;—‘f (14 &(1/n)) for large n. For the average density of particles, one takes z = w.
Then (21) turns into

1 n—1 2\j
Ha(izg) = ey W)
T =0 J

This, apart from a factor 7¢~, is simply the (rescaled) average density of points of the Ginibre ensemble (d = 1) in |z| (or any

rotation in the plane thereof), and we obtain the result directly from (3). O

Though Proposition I1.3 gives an insightful relation between the d > 1 and d = 1 model for 7 = 0, it will turn out to be both
instructive and beneficial to find a single integral representation for this model as well. We have the following result.

Proposition IL.5 (7 = 0). Let z,w € C%. We may write

1w
Hn(Vnzv/nw) = eI g (2 w), 24)
where, for { € C, we have
1 & (s)
i = __74 d 25
400 =~ f S es)

with Y a small positively oriented loop around 0, and F (s) = F({;s) is defined by
F(s)={s—logs. (26)

Proof. Since s = 1 is not enclosed by  (which is assumed to be small), the residue theorem implies that (22) can alternatively
be written as

d —\J — .
I e e
Ji! 27i Jy, I—s1s 27i Jy,

Now substituting (z,w) +— /n(z,w), writing s~ = e~"1°2% and multiplying with the remaining factors in (11), we arrive at (24),
with I;f o and F as defined in (25) and (26) respectively. O

We state the following proposition. The proof is trivial, and is therefor omitted.
Proposition IL.6 (1 = 0). Let § € C, and let F(s) = F({;s) be as in Proposition I1.5, i.e., F(s) = {s —logs.

(i) When { # 0, there is only one saddle point so = ', which is simple.
In this case F (so) = 1 +1og{ and F"(sg) = §>.

(ii) When { = 0, there are no saddle points.



B. Setup

We shall need the results of the previous subsection, tailored to a specific situation. In our present case, we investigate the
asymptotic behavior of ., (\/nz +u,\/nz+v), where z € d&¢, and u,v € C¢ satisfy u,v = &(n") as n — oo, for some fixed
O<v< %. First, we focus on the case 0 < 7 < 1. Using the definition in (16), we have that

4t u+v (u+v)? . u-v . (u—v)2
——— = /|Rez]?+ -(Rez) + +iy/|Imz]2 + —— - (ilmz) — , 28

where we use a short-hand notation {2 = Clz +...+ Cj for any ¢ € C¢. In particular, z+ depend piecewise continuously on z and
ﬁ, ﬁ, and we have uniformly for z € d&¢ and u,v = &(n") that

T 2+
n—e /sinh2&;  \/sinh2&;

:=|Rez| +i|Imz| € 9&%.

In particular, there is an 1) € [0, 5] such that
2. =V2cosh(é; +£in).

When d = 1, we simply have zy = /sinh2&; (z+u) and z— = /sinh2&; (z+v). When d > 1, there is an essential difference
though, and this is caused by the branch-cut of the square roots in (28). In the end, these branch-cuts will somehow drop out (at
least to the dominant order), since 1,(,{1(&) depends only on (z, +z_ )2, which have no branch-cut. However, in our derivation
we shall have to take the presence of these branch-cuts into account. When z is in a subset of 8@@;’ such that Rez,Imz # 0, we
have

'Zi _ '& n u+v Rez n u—y Imgz n <n1+2" N n”z") (29)
\/sinh2&;  /sinh2&;  v/n [Rez| = /n [Img] |Rez] |Imz]
uniformly for u,v = &'(n") as n — oo. On the other hand, when Rez = 0, we have
I S VA Chot) P el N ST (30)
/sinh2&;  \/sinh2¢, Vn vn  |Img] ’
while the case Imz = 0 yields
A — R -5 2
Z f  uiv Rez | VDT ey, 31y

= “+ .
\/sinh2&;  /sinh2&;  Vn  |Reg] Vn

uniformly for u,v = &'(n") as n — . Although we have zy =2, + (n’%“’) in all cases, it is not a priori clear that the constant
implied by this ¢ term can be taken uniformly for z € d&¢. Nevertheless, this does indeed hold.

LemmalIl7 (0 <t <1). Wehave 74+ — 3+ = ﬁ(nf%“’) as n — oo, uniformly for z € d&L and u,v = 0(n").

. .. . 1 1 1
Proof. One simply has to divide into the case |Rez|,|Imz| > n 2"V, the case |[Rez| <n 21", and the case |Imz| <n 2"V. In
the first case, we have

u+v (u+7)2 uiy. Rez | (L) lu+79  |u+7)?
‘\/|Rez|2+W-(Rez)+ o |Red|| = v [Red - ‘ ”"Z =<7 T
utv € u-rv 2
1+\/1+W'\R—e§\+4mez\n an>
: (u—v) - i — u= =
u—v . u—v \/ﬁ Imz 4|Imz|n u—v u—v
Imz|2 4+ — - (iImz) — —|Imz|| = < + ) 32
|\/| | 7 (ilmz) — = [ Imz| e e, T Jn T T (32)
vn  |Rez| ' 4|Rezn

We used here that for any { € C we have Re /¢ > 0, and thus for all { € C U {eo} one has

1

1++/¢

<.




When we are in the second case, we have

u+v u+v)?2
\/|Rez|2+w-(Rez)+( 4n) — |Rez]

_2 —
< \/nl+2V+|u+Wnl+V+M+n71+V:n%+v 24+ |u—|—v| ,
4n 2nY

while we still have the same estimate (32). The third case is analogous. Obviously, we can find a constant C > 0 such that
1 .
|ze — 24| < Cn 21 for the three cases simultaneously. O

It will turn out to be convenient to introduce
z+ —Z+ _ cosh(&x +iny) —cosh(&r 4-im)

/2i P sinh(&; +in)

where, as before, z+ = v/2cosh(&x + i) and 2+ = v/2cosh(&; & in). Rather than working with u,v = &(n") we shall simply

Aj: = ) (33)

. A A _1 . . . .
consider 74+ = Z4+ + 14 /zg,E —2A., and demand that Ay = &'(n~2 +") as n — co. An incidental advantage of this perspective, is that

we only need to consider limits that are uniform in Z3. € /sinh2&; d&; = {sinh(2&;)w : w € d&; }. For notational convenience,
we introduce

i+
\/sinh2&;

Summarizing, our aim is to understand the asymptotic behavior of I,‘,{ +(z+), where

7+ =2+ +1/8% —2Ay,

. . . _1
uniformly for 2 € &%, under the assumption that AL = &(n~27") as n — oo,

Lemma IL.8 (0 < © < 1). Let a and b be defined as in (19). Then we have

2:

a' =t LT A A+ O TY), (34)
b:tl — e:tzin ieiZin(A+ —Af) 4 ﬁ(n71+2V). (35)
as n — oo, uniformly for 2 € d&y. Furthermore, we have

(Ay+A2)?
2

2 2
% —coth(if—in)A—*—i-ﬁ(n*%”") (36)

TCl—lZAJr‘f'Af'i‘ )

—coth(&; +in)

as n — oo, uniformly for % € 0&.

Proof. As shown in [2], we can alternatively write the saddle points as

atl = % (Z+ +4/2% —2) (Z +4/7% —2) (37

bﬂ_%<2+i\/zi—2) <z¥\/zz—2)- (38)

We observe by Taylor series expansion that

A 2 . 1
\/zzi—Zz zi—2+7i(1¢—2i)— - 3
B2 -2 (22 -2)2

AZ
= /B 242 A - ——=—+O(A).
22 _2
\/ “x

(z+ —24)% + ﬁ(Ai)

Henceforth

ze+4/724 -2 . . A3
o VI B P11 (39)
V2 sinh(&; +in) 2



10

Plugging these in (37), we obtain
a' =T TN AL LA ) o). (40)
Analogously, we find
pEL = 2N L AN, A )+ O(n 1Y), 41)
Using (39) to one order higher, we find that

efé‘r*l'rl Ai e*ér‘f’l’rl A%

3
_T _ —5+3v
Soh(G ) 2 smnE—m 2 o)

Ta—1 :A++A7+A+A7—

O

Lemma I1.8 shows in particular that ¢, b and 5! lie outside the circle |s| = |a|~! for n big enough. Following Lemma I1.2, we
intend to deform the integration contour ¥ to the circle |s| = |a|~!, and we should only take the saddle point s = a~! into account.

What makes this situation complicated, is that the saddle point ! and the pole at T of the integrand of I,‘,{ (e +1/82 —2Ay)
coalesc in the limit n — oo.

Since a~! is the only saddle point that will give a contribution, we shall need to know the values of F and F” only in a~'. By
[2], these are given by

Fla')=1+logt+ & +E +i(ny+1-)+ %e*“@“’”) + %e*“@**“%),

F”(ail) — 242 sinh(&4 +in.)sinh(8- +in-)

sinh(&+ +in. +& +in-) (42)

We would rather express F”(a~!) in terms of A+ however, hence the following lemma. As it turns out, we need not be precise
about the behavior of F(a™!).

Lemma IL9 (0 < 7 < 1). Uniformly for % € &, we have as n — oo that

1 B |sinh(&; +in)|?

~a (a7 = Snh(2%) (1+coth(&; +in)A; +coth(E; —im)A_ —coth(2E;) (A +A )+ O~ 2Y).  (43)

2
Proof. As observed in [2], we can write F”(a~!) entirely in terms of the saddle points. Namely

F//(afl) — (a_b)(a_bil) )

Plugging in (40) and (41), we find that

a—b* = (t71 = M) (1 4 Ay +coth(E Fin)Az) + O(n1+2Y),

A +A-
a?—-1=(t72-1) (1 +21+72> +0(n ).

We thus have
|‘L’71 _ 6‘Zin |2

2t —1
F =
“ (@) T2-1

(1+coth(&; +in)A, +coth(E; —in)A_ —coth(2E)(Ay +A )+ O(n H2).

O

So far, we set up everything for the case 0 < 7 < 1. The case T = 0 is considerably easier, and there is not much to set
up. Substituting v/n(z,w) — (v/nz+u,+/nz+v) in Proposition I1.6, we find that there is exactly one saddle point (for n large
enough), which is simple, and given by

LOm YY) 44

1 1+u-z+z-v+u 71:1_u-z+z-v+(M-Z+Z-V)2—”'V
N n Vn n
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as n — oo, uniformly for |z| = 1 and u,v € C? with u,v = €'(n"). Note that, in this case, just as in the case 0 < T < 1, the saddle
point (s = sg) coalescs with the pole (s = 1) in the limit n — co. We also find that

u-z2+z:v u-v u-zZ+z-v u-z+z-u)>—u-v
F(so)zl—logs():l—i—log(l—i—i\/ﬁ +_>:1 T _( n)

1 ) ) ) 2
F(s9) = = = (HLﬂuu) , 45)

+ ﬁ(n7%+3V),

as n — oo, uniformly for |z| = 1 and u,v € C? with u,v = 0(n"). As before, rather than using u,v, we shall consider the
. . 1 .
asymptotic behavior of 1¢,(1+ A), where we assume that A = &'(n~2"") as n — co. In the end, we then have to substitute

u-z+z-v u-v
A= —n— + —. 46
T + - (46)

Having prepared all the ingredients necessary for the steepest descent analysis, we shall explicitly derive the asymptotic
behavior of Ii - in the next section.

III. STEEPEST DESCENT ANALYSIS

For 0 < 7 < 1, our goal is to derive the asymptotic behavior of I,‘,{T(fi +1/2% —2A.) with a steepest descent analysis, under

the assumption that AL = & (n’%“’) as n — oo, We deform the integration contour } to the circle |s| = |a| ! = ¢ 55, We
need to understand the behavior of F(s) around the saddle point s = a~! and the pole (of the integrand) s = 7.
When 7 = 0, the situation is comparable. Here we attempt to find the large n behavior of I,‘f‘o(l -+ A), under the condition that

A= ﬁ(n’%“’) as n — oo, The saddle point will coalesc with the pole s = 1 in the limit n — oo.

A. A saddle point coalescing with a pole

Under proper conditions, it is possible to perform a steepest descent analysis where a saddle point and a pole coalesc. Although
our arguments can be extended to more general situations, we consider only the quadratic case on the real line. After the right
preparations, Proposition III.1 turns out to be enough for our purposes.

Proposition IIL.1. Let ¢} < 0 < ¢ and 6 > 0. Uniformly for p € C with {1+ 38 < Rep < {, — 8, we have as n — oo that
-l dt ,ng% 7m€%
/ e L = i’ erfc(iv/np)+ O <¢ ,
Jo t—p n
where the path from { to ) is such that p is to the right of the path.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that Im p < 0 and that the curve from ¢; to ¢; is a line segment. First we note that

& 2 dt 0 2 dt 1 b4 1 /4
-t A ot < [ Zerf () + ———/ —erf 15
/ﬂoe t—p+//zze 5 “Rep 7, nerc(\/ﬁ 1)+€2—Rep nerc(\/ﬁz)

le T 1enG
- g nnl, g mnty ’
as n — co. Hence, we may just as well replace ¢; by —T and ¢, by T for some large T > 0, and integrate over the line segment
[—T,T] in what follows. We create a closed integration contour by adding the line segments Imp—T,p—¢], [p+€,Imp+T] and

+T +i[Im p, 0], and the upper semicircle from p+ € to p — € for some small € > 0 (see Figure 1). Performing the corresponding
contour integration, and letting 7 — oo and € — 0, we infer that

[ e i g [ et
oo t—p oo t

We can rewrite the principle value integral as
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Y
L 2

{0

—T +ilmp p—€ p p+teE T+ilmp

FIG. 1. The integration contour used in the proof of Proposition III.1.

0o 00 oo 2k+1
—n(t+p)? ﬂ _ —np? / —nt? (_znpt) ﬂ
p'v'/fme P Z?) 2kt 1) 1

e G (=2y/ap)P!

TV = 2kt ) Lk+1/2)
X o (_froy2kt Car
=2e " ﬁ%% = —mie """ erf(i/np)

where we used the Legendre duplication formula I'(s)[(s +1/2) = 21725\/xT'(2s) for s = k+ 1/2, and the Taylor series expan-
sion for the error function. Together with the half residue from before, this yields the complementary error function. O

B. Conformal map

Let us consider T = 0. By (45) we know that F”(s¢) is approximately equal to 1. Hence the steepest descent path going
through s is almost a a vertical line segment in a neighborhood of s = 5o (and s = 1). There is a conformal map transforming
this steepest descent path to a real line segment, and this, after some rewriting, will allow the application of Proposition III.1.
Then by a simple Taylor series expansion of F(s) = (1+A)s — logs, we have

s)=F(s m(_—l)k =0
PO =P+ 15 ( )

S0

The convergence radius of this series is given by |so| =1+ & (n’%“’). For n large enough, we may assume that the convergence
radius p is at least, say, % Clearly then, we can find a conformal map ¢ : D(so;p) — C such that

F(s) = F(s0) = —0(s)".

Here D(so; p) denotes the disc with radius p, centered at sg. There are two such maps, but let us take the one with expansion

_l’_
V2 8o 3V2 S0

Since the saddle point converges to 1, we want to find out how ¢ behaves there. To this end, we have the following lemma.

. . 2
(p(s):_LS—SO 1 <S_SO) —|—ﬁ((S—S0)3). (47)

Lemma IIL.2 (7 = 0). Let ¢ be as defined above. Then we have as n — oo that

2 3
i¢(1)=%—3%+ﬁ(m+”). (48)
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Proof. From (49) and (44) we have

1 1 A A
ig(1) = —(sg' =1 sot =12+ 0((s;' —1)° :————i—ﬁn*?HV,
0(1) = (5" = 1) = 355"~ 1P+ 055! 1)) = Zo = s+ 0 )
as n — oo, whereweusedthats51:1+A. O

Let us move to the case 0 < 7 < 1, and derive an analogous result. As n becomes large, by (43), we have that

F'(a1) = 202 |sinh(&; +in)| I ﬁ(nle#»V)

sinh(2&;)
as n — oo. This is close to being a positive real number, hence the steepest descent direction is almost a vertical line in a
neighborhood of s = a~! (and s = 7). Again, there is a conformal map transforming this steepest descent path to a real line
segment. Explicitly, we can write

e () (=D (z+—2z-)° 1 (—a)* _
F(s)—F(a 1)_];2< + . Th o 2y } (1_a71)k+1+ . )(s_a l)k

The convergence radius of this series is given by min(t,1 — 1)+ & (n’%“’). In particular, for n large enough, we may assume
that it has convergence radius at least p := % min(t, 1 — 7), uniformly for 2 € d&%. Thus, for n large enough, we have

F(s)=F(a')=—¢(s)%,

for some conformal map ¢ : D(a~!, p) — C, that depends on n. There are two such conformal maps, but we choose the one with
expansion

= l "a— s—cfl i FW( ) —1)\2 s—a713

By possibly taking p smaller, the reader may convince oneself that the length of the real line segment, corresponding to the
inverse image of the steepest descent contour, can be arranged to be bounded, both from below and from above, by a positive
constant, uniformly for n and 2 € d&;. In particular, we will consider a single line segment [—r, 7|, with r > 0, for all £ € &%
and all n, for which ¢ ~!([—r,#]) C D(a~',p) lies on the steepest descent contour through s = a~

Lemma IIL.3 (0 < 7 < 1). We have

as n — oo, uniformly for % € d&;.
Proof. Using (43) and (36), we infer that
| Sl;{lmgjli%; I F” alY=A +A_ + (Ay+A ) coth(&; + ln)—%r —coth(&; — in)%
LAy +8) (coth(E + M)A, +coth(E: +im)A_ — coth(2E:) (A, +A )+ O(n 1)

2
72 sinh(2&;)  A;A_

— (A +A)?
At )+|sinh(§r+in)|2 2

—AL A — +O0m ). 5

To arrive at the last line, we used the identities

272
1—72
sinh(2&;)
[Sinh(&: +im) "

coth(2&;) —1=

coth(&; +in) + coth(&; — in) =
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Also, we have
i F///(afl)
6V2 \/F"(a"T)

This we can simplify by noticing that

(t—a

- 5 2 5 )2
12 \/sinh2&; ((RGZ+) +(ImZ+) 13>12(A++A)2+ﬁ(n%+3"). (52)

~ G ) \(+0f  (I—1f 68

(Rez)>  (Imz)? cos? 1 sinfn 1+ 72—27cos2n  |[sinh(& +in)|?

(14+7)*  (1—-1)* 2t(1+7)2 2t(1—-1)2  2t(1—-12)2  tsinh(2&)(1 —12)
Combining (51) with (52) and (53), and the defining relation (49) for ¢, we conclude that

= w( 1 V Sinhz&r

(53)

io(t AL +A )+ o -
0= nnag, A A TnE

. . 2 . 2 . . 2

. [sinh(&;+in)| = . '\/sthr’,‘.r (1' |s1nh(§f+zn)2| 3 1) (be A )+ ﬁ(n*%H")
V/sinh2&; 1—12  [sinh(§ +in)| \ sinh(2&,)(1—72) 6
_ |Smh(€r+m)|(A++A,)+l .\/s1nh2'§.r AA 1 .\/s1nh2§.f (Ai+2A+A,+A2,)+ﬁ(n*%+3"),
\/sinh2&; 2 |sinh(&; +in)] 6 |sinh(&; +in)|
as n — oo, uniformly for 2 € d&7, and this yields the result. O

C. Asymptotic behavior of 1,‘,{ .

In this section, we perform a steepest descent analysis to obtain the asymptotic behavior of I,‘,{T, both for0 < 7 < 1 and 7=0.
Let us start with the latter, T = 0. Here, we simply deform J to the steepest descent path through s = s9. This is allowed
because the steepest descent path ends in —eo as n — oo, from both directions (to see this, one should solve the contour lines
Im(s, ls— logs) = argsp). We may then write

L rg L[ 9@, e R 1)
o(erw) =g ¢ (1 0 >)d -, d
o )

% s—1 (s)—o(r 27i s—1 ¢(s)—o(7)
_ _L nF(s) 1 _ /(S) (S —1 _ L nF () oo efnsz
a 2”i7§/08F s—1 (1 ¢(S)—¢(T))ds 2m'eF /,ws_(P(l)ds'

The first integral can be done with a standard steepest descent procedure, where we rescale variables locally around s = s (with

1 . . . . .
a factor n~27Y). The reader may verify that the assumption that 0 < v < é is necessary for this procedure to work (the cubic
term has to be small). We see that

L (,_¢O6=DY _ o6 -0 +¢'(s)(1—-s) _ 1¢"(1) . 1 -
s—l(l ¢<s>—¢<1>)‘ GoDlE o) 2 TGN =3 oWk,

Performing the steepest descent analysis and invoking Proposition II1.1, we get

o(z-w) = le”F(Uerfc(i\/ﬁq)(l)) + <—l + ﬁ(n1+zv)) L(m) (54)
"0 2 3 2nF" (so)n
We thus get the following proposition.
Proposition II1.4 (7 = 0). We have as n — o that
e*"F(l)I,‘f’O(l +A)= %erfc (\/ﬁ%) + 2;7rn exp (—nA;) (nA23_ ! + ﬁ(n5+3")) . (55)
Proof. By the preceeding, we have
e—n9(1)?

e W (1+A) = %erfc(i\/ﬁqb(l)) + (—% + ﬁ(n‘”V)) (56)
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By Taylor expanding and Proposition II1.2, we have

A 2 A? A?
erfe(ivng (1)) =erfe [ Vi— )| — —=exp | —n— | [ —v/n—=+ O(n 'Y ), 57
(vao () =erte (Vi ) = Zexp(-n ) (<vis + 00 1) o7
and similarly
AZ
e W — exp (—n7> (1+ ﬁ(n*%+3v)). (58)
Plugging (57) and (58) in (56), and using that F”(so) = s3 and sal =14 A, we arrive at the result. O

Now we turn to our integral (17) for the case 0 < T < 1, where we deform } to the circle |s| = |a|~!. As the reader may verify,
similar to what we did for T = 0, we can rewrite our integral as

d 1 [ &) 1 1 1 1 9(r) F(s) < ¢’(S)(S—T))
= —— — ds__i 1_ ds
halee) = =35 7% s=t\(1-)% (1-12)% 27i (1 — 12)% /Q,(,,) s—1 ¢(s) — o(7)

2

ds+ ﬁ(e”F(’fl)efc”) (59)

1 enF(a’l) T oS
- 2mi (1—12)2 ./4 s—0(7)
uniformly for 2 € d &% as n — oo, for some constant ¢ > 0. The first two integrals on the RHS of (59) can be asymptotically solved

. . . 1 .
with a standard steepest descent procedure, where we rescale variables locally around s = a~! (with a factor n~21"). Again, the
reader may verify that the assumption that 0 < v < % is necessary for this procedure to work. We note that

1 (1_¢’(S)(S—T))_¢(S)—¢(T)+¢/(S)(T—S) 1¢"(7)
s—7 ¢(s) —o(7)

(s=1)(o(s)—¢(1)) ) 0'(7) +O0(s—1).

Hence, executing the steepest descent method for the first two integrals, and applying Proposition III.1, we get

d 1 P (7) ‘ 1 7y/sinh2&; Pl dr 19" () i
In,r(Zi) = 57(1 _ 12)% erfc(l\/ﬁ‘l’(f)) - J7n [sinh(&; +in))| (1— 12)121 (1 —2 9 0/ (1) +O(n 2t )) .

We used here that it did not matter whether ¢ (7) was to the right or the left of the contour, by application of the residue theorem,
since we started with a closed contour. In particular, we have

(1—12)“21("””121(@)—%erfc(i\/ﬁgb(r))— ! Wsmhz'?f”enwrﬂ( dt

)
= T Tsinh(& 1 in O ))'

1
1-72 2¢'(1)
as n — oo, uniformly for £ € d&7.
Summarizing, we have the following theorem.

Proposition IIL5 (0 < T < 1). Let Z € d&%. Let p be as in Lemma II1.3. Then we have

4 _ 1 |sinh(&; +im)|
1—12 zlg ”F(T)]"f 74+ ) = —erfc | ———=——/n(AL +A_
(1-2) )= i )
- . N2
N 1 .\/smh2§.r o _|s1nh.(§r+zn)| n(A++A,)2
V7n |sinh(&; +in)| sinh2&;
AT —ALA_+A%2 1 sinh2&; ,d—1
X |n - - - -7
3 6 |sinh(&; +in)[? 1—12

+ ﬁ(n%+3V)) . (60)

as n — oo, uniformly for Z € d&;.
Proof. This follows from the formulae above, and

inh ;

erfc(iv/ng(t)) = erfc w\/ﬁ(A+ +A))
\/sinh2&;
inh in)|* \/sinh2 A2 —AA + A
——exp —Mr—+m)|n(A+—|—A,)2 — sin é.‘t \/}; + + +AZ +ﬁ(n71+3V) ,
VT sinh2&; |sinh(&; +in)| 6

. . 2
no(t) _ _|sinh(&; +in)| ) L1y
o (L ) 11011
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which are obtained by taking a Taylor series and using Lemma II1.3. Finally, with arguments similar to those in the proof of
Lemma II1.3, we have

- _ o(n ).
0~ 1= Tersmh@rmp T C )

dt  1¢"(r) _(d-Dr 1 sinh2&; |
-2 2¢

IV. EXPLICIT FORM OF RELEVANT EXPRESSIONS

To prove the main theorems we need to start plugging u,v and z into our formulae. Doing so, we can state Lemma II1.2 and
Lemma I11.3 differently.

LemmalIV.l(t=0). FixO<v < %. For z € C4 with |z| = 1, denote by n the outward unit normal vector on the 2d-dimensional
unit sphere aEOd in z. We have

. . v—(y- )2
ivig(1) =" "\2" vy ;‘i/;'_;" o), (61)

as n — oo, uniformly for |z| = 1 and u,v € C? with u,v = 0(n"). Furthermore, ifu =v = An with A € R, then we have

12

ivno(1) =22 — Wi

+ﬁ(n71+3v),

as n — oo, uniformly for |z| =1 and A = €'(n").
Proof. 1t is well-known that the unit normal vector on the boundary of the 2d-dimensional unit ball in z is given simply by z.

Substituting (46) in (48), we find that

. . )2
\/ﬂl’(]b(l) _M'Z+Z'v+u_\/ﬁ‘)_w+ﬁml+3v)-

Identifying n = z in this equation yields the first part of the lemma. The second part follows trivially from the first part. O
With a little more effort, we find an analogous statement for the case 0 < 7 < 1.

LemmalV2 (0<t<1). FixO<v< é. Forz e aé";’, denote by n the outward unit normal vector on aé";’ in z. We have

min. 24 P
l\/ﬁ(P(T): u n\—/i_in V+ ﬁ(|u|\/—%_|v| )+ﬁ(n71+3\/), (62)

as n — oo, uniformly for z € d&; and u,v € C? with u,v = 0(n"). Furthermore, if u=v = An with A € R, then we have

4/sin a2
VAR = P <|sinh<érh ii;z)l) s

as n — oo, uniformly for 7 € d&L and A = O'(n").

Proof. First, we need to describe the outward unit normal vector n. The ellipsoid d&¢ can be written as a (2d — 1)-dimensional
hypersurface f(z) = 0, where

-7 ) 1+7 )
=——|R — I —1.
J(@) = T RezP 4 g |1m2|

A normal vector is then given by the gradient of f, which, when normalized, gives

2 ; 2
ne (1-1)"Rez+i(1417)*Imz . 63)
V(1 =1)¥Rez]?+ (1 + 7)*Imz[?
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This is the outward normal vector on ag‘;f . Now let us investigate A + A_, as defined via (33). We notice that

1 N 1 _ sinh(&;)cosn 1 (1—1)%|Rez]
sinh(§:+in) * sinh(&:—in) — [sinh(&:+im[>  [sinh(&+in)| \/(1— 1) Rez]>+ (1 + 7)*Imz2’
1 1 . cosh(&;)sinn 1 (14 7)%i|Imz|

sinh(E;+in)  sinh(& —in)  |sinh(& +n?  [sinh(E; +in)] VI =1)#RezP+ (1+1)*Imz?

Hence we have

x/i\/(l —7)*|Rez[* + (14 7)*Im |2%\/%’:”|

— (1—1)?|Rez| (\/| Rezf? + ”—;; (Rez)+ I’?z - |Re(z)|>

+ (1+17)?| Img| <\/|Imz|2_|_u_\/_;.(ilmz)— ;: —|Imz|>. (64)

(Ay+AD)

This, for |Rez|,|Imz| > ‘”‘j_‘ !l we can rewrite as
(1 —21)2 u_j; (Rez)+ (1 7;1)2 u\;ﬁv (i1m3)
. (u+7)? = ((u+79) B2 |Rez|+§“f/ (Rez)
4n |Rez|+1 ”*v -(Rez) + \/| Rez|2+ ”—jy—? -(Rez) + (”If)z
(=72 ((u—7)-Imz) |Imz| + 1 \/— -(ilmz)
4n | Tmz|+ 347 - (ilmy2) +\/|Imz|2 LV (jImz) — W

Since Re /¢ > 0 for all { € C, we have for all { € CU {eo} that

1
<1.
T
We conclude that, when |Rez|,|Imz| > ‘”‘j_‘ W e have
2|sinh(.§f+in)|(A++A7)_u-n+n-v Si u+9*+ |u—v? '
\/sinh2&; 2yn 2n \/(1—1)*Rez> + (1 +7)*/Imz|?

The reader may check by explicit calculation that this estimate is still valid for |Rez| < Ju ‘j_‘v‘ or [Imz| < Ju ‘j_‘ | Plugging our

estimate into (50), we arrive at the first statement of the lemma.
When u = v = An, equation (64) simplifies considerably. We have

= 2A(1—1)° 2
+7)-(Rez) =2A(Ren) - (Rez) = Rez|",
(u49)-(Rez) =24 Rem) - (Rez) = = P (T O Y
_ . 21(1"'7)2 2
u—v)-(ilmz) =2A(Imn) - (Imz) = Imz|~,
(u=)-(ilm2) (Imn): (Imz) \/(1—1)4|Rez|2+(1+r)4|lmz|2| |
and
+9)? _ ., 2_ 2 (1-1* 2
= Renl = A A Re P T (15 oz e
—7)2 4
_(u—) — 2%|Imnf? = 2 (147 |Tmz[?.

4 (1 —1)*Rez|?+ (14 17)*Imz[2
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Hence we find that

/3 15inh(& +in)|

\/sinh2&;

(Ay+A-)

_ (1—1)*|Rez] . A(1— 1) ke
VTR (1 e <'R ! <1+ ﬁm_r>4|Rez|2+<1+f>4|1mz|2> * (Z)'>

N (14 7)%|Imz| tmal {14 A(1+1)?  [ime] _ A
V(I=1)*Rez2+ (1 +7)% Imz]? v/ (1= 1)4Rez2 + (1 + 7)% Imz[? vn

In particular, we have

, B V/sinh2&, A2 —A A+ A2 143y
ivno(t) =vV2A — TSinh(Z, )] NG +0(n ). (65)

Similar to before, we can show that

VAL = V/sinh2&; (1 —1)?|Rez| £i(1+7)%Img] = \/sinh2&;
sinh(&: £in) \/(1—1)*Rez>+ (1 + 7)*[Imz]?  |[sinh(& +in)|

Plugging these into (65) finishes the proof. |
Lemma IV.3. Let T = 0. Then we have
2 2 2 2
exp (_ |v/nz+ul ;L lvnz+v]| ) PO Z exp (u.v_ |u JZFIV| ) _ 66)

Now let 0 < T < 1. There exist unimodular functions c, : d&¢ x C — T such that

ul2 4 1v[2
cn(z,u)en(z,v) \/w(\/ﬁu)w(\/ﬁzf)e””f) =exp <u V- %) : (67)

Proof. Let us start with the case T = 0. We see that
IViz+ul? +|vnz+v]> =20+ |ul>+ [v]* + 2v/n (u+v) - Z.
It readily follows from the definition of F for T = O that

F(l)—<z+%>-<z+%) _1+%+(”+7\/;)'Z.

Combining these two identities, we obtain (66). Let move on to the case 0 < 7 < 1. We know that

d
\/w(\/ﬁu)w(\/ﬁzf)) - Hl \/w(\/ﬁzj' +uj)o(vVnzj+v;))

d -
=exp <—% Y (Wnzj+u;* - %((\/ﬁzj +u;)?+ (Vnzj +Mj)2) +vnzi+v - %((\/ﬁzj +v)? + (Vnzj+ ij))) . (68)
=1

‘We notice that

—_—2

d
21(|ﬁ11+uj|2 - %((\/EZJJFMJ)Z +(Vnzj+uj) ) =n(|z]* — tRe(2%)) + [u]* — TRe(u’) + V/n(u- (- 72) + (2 — 12) - ),
=

(69)
and, similarly with u replaced by v. On the other hand, we have
N TR i T
2(1+7) 2(1-1)
1-1¢ ( ui+v;\> 1+t d wi—7;\2
=— 2Rez;+ -2 ’) - 2ilmz;+ -1
4 J:Zl on 4 1:2'1 N
u-v— 5 +v? (z—7 —137)-
:|Z|2—‘L’Re(zz)+ 3 ( )_|_” (Z—12)+(z— 1) v 0,

n vn
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Plugging the identities (69) (also for u replaced by v) and (70) into (68), we find that

_ |ul* + v . 2 2 - N
\/w(\/ﬁz+) (Vnz_)e"V =exp Sl — exp (—itIm(u” —v*)) exp (ity/n Im((z— 72) - (u—v))) .

Clearly then, to get (67), we should define the unimodular functions by
cn(z,u) = exp (itIm(u?)) exp (—ity/n Im((z— 2) -u)).
O

The following is more or less a direct consequence of Proposition I1.3 and Lemma IV.3, we omit a proof. The result means
that we find the higher dimensional analogue of the Ginibre kernel, i.e., a factorisation in d Ginibre kernels, as a scaling limit in
the bulk. In [2], this was proved for 0 < 7 < 1.

Corollary IV.4 (t = 0). Take |z| < 1 and u,v € C%. Then we have

. 1 Jul* + v}
nlgr;% (Vnz+u,v/nz+v) = —axP (u-v—# .

The convergence is uniform on compact sets of |z| < 1 and u,v.

V. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

We now have all the ingredients necessary to prove the main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We first treat the case T = 0. Substituting (61) in (54), and using Taylor expansions in the same way as in
the proof of Proposition I11.4, we find that

e ((Z+ %) : (z—l— %)) = %erfc (L\}Linv)

. )2 . 2 =3y —
N 1 exp<(u n+n-v) ><(u n+n-v)?—3u-v 1+ﬁ(n5+3")), 1)
27n 2 3

as n — oo, uniformly for |z| = 1 and u,v € C? such that u,v = ¢(n"). Multiplying by the remaining factors in (11), and using
Lemma IV.3, we obtain the statement of Theorem 1.2 for T = 0. Next, we treat the case 0 < 7 < 1. Starting from the formula
(15), we simply combine Lemma IV.2 and Lemma IV.3 with Proposition III.5 (which is valid with Ai —A;A_+A? replaced

by O(Jul* +[v[*)). O

As the proof shows, we can be more precise about the error when 7 = 0. In the case of the elliptic Ginibre ensemble, i.e., the
case d =1and 0 < 7 < 1, we can also be more precise about the error. The folowing result (but slightly weaker) was proved by
Byun and Ebke in [9]. We consider our novel derivation of this result of independent interest.

Proposition V.1. Pick 0 < v < é. Let %, be the kernel of the eigenvalues of the elliptic Ginibre ensemble with parameter
0 < 7 < 1, as defined in (6). Let z € &%, and denote by n and K, respectively, the outward unit normal vector and the curvature,
of & in z. Then there exist continuous unimodular functions c,, : d&; x C — T such that

en(z,u)en(z,v) Hn(Vnz+un,\/nz+vn) = %GXP<W—M>erfc<uj;>

+ % exp (— Jul? + o —2’— i +V2> (u2 —|—3V\2/;7uf— ! + ﬁ(n§+3v)) , (72)
as n — oo, uniformly for z € d&%, and u,v € C such that u,v = 0'(n").
Proof. In this case we have z = /sinh(28;)(z+ \”f )and z_ = \/sinh(2&;) (z ) The outward unit normal vector is now
given simply by
_ sinh(& +in)

~ [sinh(& +in)|”
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Hence, we have

A _ 1 /sinh2& u
T Vanlsinh(& +in)[ V2

Plugging these in (60) yields

A _ 1 /sinh2& ¥
© o Walsinh(&+im)| V2

and

(1— 72)%6*”1’(7)15,1(&) = %erfc <M—J_;>
3

1 \/ Sinh2§r (u_i_v)z ) 5 771+3v

N <|sinh(§r+in)|> exP<_72 (= w7 =140 3)), (73)

as n — oo, uniformly for z € d&; and u,v = & (n"). As shown in [23], the factor in the second line of (73) can be identified with
the curvature k of d&% in z (up to an explicit constant factor). In particular, according to [23, C13] we have

(1-12)2 _( 27sinh2&; )3_1 Jemh2g, o
(1+T2—270032n)% 47|sinh(&; +in)[? 2v2 \ [sinh(&: +in)| |

Finally, reinstating the weight factors as in (15) and applying Lemma IV.3, we obtain the result. |

K=

Proof of Theorem I.1. As the reader may verify with some straightforward combinatorial arguments, the number of points of the

DPP defined via (10) is given by the binomial coefficient (”Jrj*l), which behaves as ’Zi—‘f (1+ &(1/n)) for large n. For T =0, the

result is more or less a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2, where, according to (71), we are allowed to replace &'(1 4+ |u|*> +[v|?)
by

(u-n4+n-v)?>—3u-v—1

3 +ﬁ(n*%+3v).

Taking u = v = An, we find the result (note that k reduces to the value 1 here). Let us move to the case 0 < 7 < 1. Note that the
unimodular factors from Lemma V.3 cancel each other when u = v. We can rewrite (74) as

o <«/sinh2§r>3 _ 1 1
I(

l _
ERT

; 2 4t 13
|Rez| +i[Imz|)* — 752 ((|Rez|2—|lmz|2— 4t )2+4|Rez|2|lmz|2)

1-12

ENIY

The statement is now a direct consequence of Proposition II1.5, and (the second part of) Lemma IV.2. O
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