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DETERMINANTAL STRUCTURE OF THE OVERLAPS FOR
INDUCED SPHERICAL UNITARY ENSEMBLE

KOHEI NODA

ABSTRACT. In this note, we study the determinantal structure of the k-th conditional expectation of the over-
lap for induced spherical unitary ensemble. We will show the universality for the scaling limits of the k-the
conditional expectation of the overlap in the three regimes, strongly non-unitary, weakly non-unitary, and the
singular origin regimes.

1. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the investigation of overlap, defined by left and right eigenvectors, is one of the hottest topic in
random matrix theory. The overlap was originally introduced by Chalker and Mehling [24,25]. While overlap
is a trivial quantity for symmetric classes, such as symmetric/Hermitian/symplectic matrices where left and
right eigenvectors match, resulting in the overlap matrix becoming the identity matrix, it becomes a non-trivial
object for non-Hermitian matrices. Subsequent to a groundbreaking paper by [12], the mathematical analysis of
overlap in random matrices has seen significant development in [3,4,10, 13,14, 22, 23, 26,29-33,43,44, 58,66, 67].

The overlap plays a crucial role in describing the stochastic dynamics of eigenvalues for non-Hermitian
matrix-valued Brownian motion, [12,33,47,67]. In this note, we study the integrability of overlaps for the
induced spherical unitary ensemble. Specifically, we explore the k-th conditional expectation of the overlap for
the induced spherical unitary ensemble in the strongly and weakly non-unitary, as well as the singular origin
regimes. The weakly non-unitary regime plays a role in interpolating between the spherical ensemble (non-
normal matrix) and the circular unitary ensemble (unitary matrix). This regime has been investigated from the
viewpoint of the limiting point process for eigenvalues of non-Hermitian random matrices or two-dimensional
Coulomb gases, [5,7,15,18,21,39]. Building upon the framework established in [3], we derive scaling limits
for the conditional expectation of both diagonal and off-diagonal overlaps for the induced spherical unitary
ensemble in these three regimes. As a consequence, we confirm the universality of overlaps.

Before concluding this introduction, let us highlight recent developments in the study of non-Hermitian
random matrices and our methodology in this note. The method and motivation in this note, as previously
mentioned, are strongly inspired by [3]. Their exploration of the k-th conditional expectation of overlaps for the
Ginibre unitary ensemble, where they demonstrate scaling limits and observe algebraic decay for the conditional
expectation of both diagonal and off-diagonal overlaps. On the other hand, the groundbreaking paper by [12]
revealed that the diagonal overlap for the Ginibre unitary ensemble converges to the inverse Gamma distribution
with a parameter of one in law. They also provided correlations for both on diagonal and off diagonal overlaps,
as well as diagonal and off-diagonal overlaps at microscopic and mesoscopic scales using a robust probabilistic
method.

While our method does not provide results in a distributional sense, we offer explicit quantities for both the
conditional expectation of diagonal and off-diagonal overlaps beyond Gaussian-type non-Hermitian matrices.
Additionally, for the diagonal overlap, as we will discuss later, we introduce a new point process associated with
the weight function deformed by the overlap, distinct from point insertion. Consequently, we believe our results
are not only intriguing from the perspective of overlap but also offer valuable insights into point processes. We
also study the overlaps for the induced spherical unitary ensemble in the weakly non-unitary regime. It is worth
noting that this regime has already been explored for other ensembles, as seen in works such as [27, 28,43, 44].
These studies focused on the full density of on-diagonal overlap for the Ginibre orthogonal [66] and elliptic
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Ginibre orthogonal ensembles in both strongly and weakly non-unitary regimes. However, their method relies
on the supersymmetric method, leaving the results for off-diagonal overlap in both regimes unknown. [29, 31]
investigated overlaps for the spherical and truncated unitary ensembles, and our results complement their
findings for the spherical unitary ensemble. Regarding the overlap of planar symplectic ensembles, we refer
only to [4,30]. For studies on the universality of overlap in more general non-Hermitian random matrices,
see [22,23,32].

Organisation in this paper. In section 2, we introduce induced spherical unitary ensemble and the overlaps. Also,
we will explain three regimes, strongly non-unitary regime, weakly non-unitary regime, and at the singular origin,
for eigenvalues of induced spherical unitary ensemble. In section 3, we state our main results. In section 4, we
establish a family of the planar orthogonal polynomials associated with a spherical weight function deformed
by the diagonal overlap, and as a consequence, we obtain a finite N-kernel. However, our finite N-kernel is not
appropriate for large N-analysis. To overcome this difficulty, we will simplify the finite N-kernel. In section 5,
based on the simplified finite N-kernel, we will compute the asymptotic behavior of that depending on some
parameters. In section 6, we give some concluding remarks, and we complete this paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce induced spherical ensemble, and we collect some facts for that. For the
recent developments of the progress on non-Hermitian random matrices, in particular, integrable non-Hermitian
random matrix models, and instructive surveys, we refer to [16,17].

2.1. Induced spherical unitary ensemble. For n > N and L > 0, the induced spherical unitary ensemble
is defined by

n L
det (GNGN) 1 T(k)T(n+ N + k)

N
)MNH A O = ,E L+ h(n Ntk

(2.1) dPN(Gy) =Cy

det (1y + Gn G

where parameters n and L satisfy n > L and L > 0, and they may depend on N. Induced spherical unitary
ensemble can be realized as a random matrix Gy = U N(YLYN)%, where Uy is a circular unitary matrix
uniformly distributed to the Haar measure on the unitary group, and Y is defined by Yy := XA~1/2. Here,
X is an (n + L) x N rectangular Ginibre ensemble, whose elements are independent identically distributed
standard complex Gaussian random variables, and A is an N x N complex Wishart matrix. For the detailed
construction of induced spherical ensemble and other ensembles such as the induced orthogonal or symplectic
ensembles, we refer to [35,53,54], and see also [18, Section 1.] for a clear and brief explanation. The joint
probability distribution function of the eigenvalues associated with (2.1) is given by

N
1 NO(-.
(2.2) APy (z() = - IT 1z =zl [ e VO5dA(z),
1<j<k<N j=1
for z(ny = (21,...,2n) € CV, where
L+1 oL
(2.3) Qz) = " log(1 4 [22) - < log 2l

Here, dA(z) is the planar Lebesgue measure on the complex plane C. Following [21], we introduce the three
regimes: strongly non-unitary, weakly non-unitary, and the singular origin regimes. From the basics
of logarithmic potential theory [48,61], the empirical measure of the eigenvalues for the induced spherical unitary
ensemble tends to be distributed on the spectral droplet

/L N+L
(2.4) S={zeC:r <|z|<ra}, 11 = e 1"2—\/;,

with the density
n+ L 1
AQ(2)1g ~ 0502

Then, depending on a way to choose the parameters n, L, the spectral droplet (2.4) is classified as follows.
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(1) Strongly non-unitary regime: We set the parameters L, n as follows: for a fixed a,b > 0,
(2.5) L=aN, n=((b+1)N.

Then, with these parameters, the inner and outer radii of (2.4) satisfy

a a-+1
_ ./ +O(N! _ L O(N! N = 0.
™ ] ( ), T 2 ( ), as

In the strongly non-unitary regime, the width of spectral droplet is O(1).
(2) Weakly non-unitary regime: Fora fixed p > 0, we set the parameters as

N? N?
(2.6) L=—5-N, n=—.
P P
Then, the inner and outer radii of (2.4) satisfy
P’ 2 P’ 2
T1:17ﬁ+O(N ) T2:1+W+O(N ), a:SN*)OO.

In the weakly non-unitary regime, the spectral droplet (2.4) accumulates about the unit circle with
width O(N~1). Roughly speaking, the eigenvalue distribution in this regime macroscopically seems to
be the circular unitary ensemble.

(3) The singular origin regime: For a fixed b > 0, we set the parameters as

(2.7) L>0, n=(b+1)N.
Then, the radii of the spectral droplet (2.4) satisfy
1
ri=0N"", rp=-—+0(N""), asN — 0.

Vb

(A) Strong non-unitary regime (B) Weak non-unitary regime (c) Singular origin regime

05 05

(D) Spherical projection in the (E) Spherical projection in the (F) Spherical projection at the sin-
strongly non-unitary regime weakly non-unitary regime gular origin regime

FIcure 1. (A), (B), and (C) are the plots of the eigenvalues of induced spherical unitary
ensemble in each regime on the complex plane. (D), (E), and (F) are the plots of the spherical
projection for their eigenvalues.
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We have discussed the macroscopic pictures for the eigenvalues of the induced spherical unitary ensemble so
far. Let us mention the point process associated with (2.2). It is well-known that the k-th correlation function
of (2.2) forms the determinantal point process, [16,17]. It is given by

k
(28) RN,k(217~~~7Zk) = det(KN(zi,zj))M:v
where K is called a correlation kernel given by
N-1
N I'n+L+1) _
2.9 K = (Q(2)+Q(w)) } : k
2 Ve 2 Tk L+

Then, depending the way to choose parameters L,n in the strongly non-unitary, the weakly non-unitary, and
the singular origin regimes, the scaling limits of (2.9) are classified into the following three classes. In the
strongly non-unitary regime, we have

. 1 ; ¢ ; n
lim ———Kn(e?(p+s———=), e’ (p+s———ee
N—o00 N5N(p) N< <p N(SN(p)> <p NaN(p)>)
ezt Hw) if p € int(S), # =0, and s = 1,
e 2PN erfe(C 4 ), if p e S, 0 € [0,27), and s = 1 (outer edge) or —1 (inner edge),

uniformly for {,n in compact subsets of C. In the weakly non-unitary regime, we have

. 1 ¢ n

lim ———K (1 + 1+

Nooe Noy(1) Y\ /Non(D) | /Non(1)
uniformly for ¢, in compact subsets of C. For the definition of L,, see (3.40). Similarly, at the singular origin
regime, the limiting reproducing kernel is characterized by the two-parametric Mittag-Leffler function (3.50),
see [8]. For the detailed explanation, we refer to [18,36].

(12124 [w]?)aC -
):e F(PHul S (F 4o,

2.2. Overlap for the induced spherical ensemble. In this subsection, we briefly discuss an overlap defined
by left and right eigenvectors for a non-normal matrix, in particular, we focus on the induced spherical ensemble
following [29]. In [29], the case of L = 0 was only discussed. For a given non-normal matrix G € My (C) with
simple spectrums z(ny = (21, 22,...,2N) € CY, we denote a right and left eigenvector associated with an
eigenvalue z by Ry and Ly, respectively, which are defined by

GRy = 2Ry, LG = 2, L},
satisfying the bi-orthogonal condition
L;Rk =0 k-
Then, we define an overlap matrix O with entries
Oy = (LILL)(RIRy).

For the definition of the overlap, some remarks should be mentioned. The overlap is invariant under the scaling
Lj— %Lj and Ry — cRy for a constant ¢ # 0. Also, the overlap is unchanged by a unitary change of basis.
By the exchangeability of the eigenvalues, we focus on the diagonal overlap O;; and the off-diagonal overlap
O1,2. Similar to the proof of the case for L = 0 in [29], we can show the followings:

Proposition 2.1. Conditionally on z(ny = Ay, the on-diagonal overlap O1,1 of the induced spherical unitary
ensemble is distributed as

N
d (L+ M P)A+ M) ox)
O, 2 (1 X )
1,1 H + ‘Alf)\k|2 n+L
k=2
where Xy(r]f) 1s 1.4.d. distributed to a real random variable with density
m+1
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In particular, the quenched expectation is given by

L+ M)A+ M)
= = 1
Otz = ool = I+ 6 55 =50 )

where Exn denotes the expectation with respect to (2.1).

Proposition 2.2. The quenched expectation of the off-diagonal overlap Oy 2 for the induced spherical unitary
ensemble is given by

N ' 2
En[O12lz(v) = )] = — ! H(l (L4 XAo) (L + [Ak]7) ))

(n + L)|)\1 — )\2|2 b (TL + L)(}\l — )\k)()\g Ak

Proposition 2.1 corresponds to [29, Theorem 2.6], and Proposition 2.2 corresponds to [29, Theorem 2.11].
Our aim in this note is to study the determinantal structure of the k-th conditional expectation of the overlaps
for the induced spherical unitary ensemble, that is, for z) = (21,22, ..., 21) € C*, we study

N,k
Dg,l )(z(k))
(2.10) NI o1 Al (L4 [z1*) (1 + |21]*) . 3
= — 1 J A 2 _NQ(ZF) A j
o [CH,H( D) AnGen PTTe ™) T dac))
j=2 j= j=k+1
and
k) N1 / 1
2.11 D = e
( ) 1,2 (z(k)) (N—k)'ZN cv—k (N4 L)|z1 — 22/

N
y H(1+ (1 +217) (1 + |2%) ))|AN Z(N) |2H Q) H dA(z),

(n+L)(z1 — 2j)(22 — 25 Pl
where, An(z(x)) is the Vandemonde determinant for z(ny € CN. In order to show the determinantal structure,
i.e., to construct the correlation kernel for (2.10) and (2.11), we introduce a new weight function on C:
(14 uv)(1 + 22)
n+L
with respect to the planar Lebesgue measure dA(z). Then, (2.10) and (2.11) can be written as

k
Dﬂ (2 Z(k))

(2.12) w(z,z|u,v) = ((z —u)(z—v)+ )e_NQ(Z), for z,u,v, € C,

(2.13) N! 1 ‘21|2L ) N B B N
T (N8 Zn (L + a2yt LT /CN% |AN—1(22, 23, .., 2| Hw(zjazﬂzhzﬁ H dA(zj),
j=2 j=k+1
and
Nk

D§,2’ )(Z(k))

_ N1 |21 [*F |2 **
(2.14) (N =R Zn (L [z )R (L [z |2)"+L+1

X ANn_1(z1,23, ., 2N)AN_1(21, 23, -y ZN w(z,%Z5)71,22) dA(z;

JRRS ) H 371 11 5)

Let T be the transposition operator acting on functions f on (C2k with k£ > 2, and we treat a complex variable
z and its complex conjugate Z as independent. The action of T is defined by exchanging the variables Z; <> Z5:

(2.15) Tf(21,21,22,%2, -+ ) = f(21,%2, 22,21, -+ )

In particular, T is the transposition operator leaving the remaining variables z3,7Zs,..., 2k, Zx unchanged if
present. Then, the relationship between (2.13) and (2.14) can be associated by the following lemma 2.3, which
generalise [3, Lemma 1] for the GinUE and see also the recent progress [2, Lemma 2.2.] for GinSE.
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Lemma 2.3. We have

_o(n (N.k)
(2.16) DY) (z) = — DTe it TDia" (zw) .
(L TPy R+ [P BT B2l )y, e

Since the proof of Lemma 2.3 is almost same as Ginibre unitary ensemble case [3], the detailed proof is
left to interested readers. This lemma allows us to focus on the on-diagonal overlap case. Indeed, all proofs in
this note will be done for the on-diagonal overlap case, and the results for the off-diagonal overlap case will be
obtained as a simple application of Lemma 2.3. Here, let us mention a reason why we study such quantities
(2.13) and (2.14). We can see the information about the diagonal and the off-diagonal overlaps from (2.10) and
(2.11). To see that, by the definition of the conditional expectation, we have

2
En_1 [Hg:2(|21 Mel® + 4(1+‘21‘n)+(1+‘kk| ))}

En_1 {Hj:Q [Aj — Zl|2}

N[01,1|)\1 = 21} =

Note that by [6, Theorem 1], we have

N
ISUE n,L

(2.17) EN,l[H I\ —zl|2] = hSUB D) ),

j=2
where

N-—1 .
T(n—k)D(k+L+1)
2.18 Kk RUSUE) .
(2.18) kg h(lSUE)’ 2 Tt L+1)
Hence, we have
N! Nﬁ hi(z1,Z DI,

(2.19) Ex[O011|\ = 21] = Hjmo hi(120) _ Dyy (=)

ZN/CN(Zth) Ryi(z1)

where h; = hj(z1,71) is given by (4.4) and Zy is the normalization constant given by (2.1). Here, Ry is
the one-point density for the induced spherical unitary ensemble given by (2.8). For the off-diagonal overlap,
similar to the on-diagonal overlap, we have

N[O1,2| A1 = 21, A2 = 22]
) 2| [T1(Z1 = M)(z2 = 2e) (2 = M) (2 = ) + (L2 ]
(n+ L)|A1 — A2)? En_o {Hszs |21 — Ag|2]22 — >\k|2}

Then, by Lemma 2.3 and [6, Theorem 1], we have
D (21, 22)

(2.20) En[Oi2lM = 21,00 = 2] = — 20—,
ZW3" (21, 2)
where
n N N IC(n’L)(zl 21) IC(n’L)(zl z2)
(2.21) Z0) (21, 29) i= 0 (21, 21)3 ) (25, 2) det | N : N ’
N KN (22, 20) KN (22, 22)

where &%) is defined by (3.6). Hence, once we know the scaling limits of (2.10) and (2.11), we could get the
scaling limits of the conditional expectations of the on- and off-diagonal overlaps.

Finally, as we already mentioned, overlaps for non-Hermitian random matrices can be applied to the study
of the dynamical eigenvalues processes of non-Hermitian matrix-valued Brownian motions. In [3, page 2], the
motivation to study (2.10), (2.11) was mentioned from the perspective of the relationship between (2.10), (2.11),
and the correlation of the dynamical eigenvalues processes of the non-Hermitian matrix-valued Brownian motion.
It would be interesting to study the construction of dynamical eigenvalues processes of the dynamical induced
spherical unitary ensemble whose two matrices to define it are non-Hermitian matrix-valued Brownian motions
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and to find the similar relationship mentioned in [3] for the present setting, but it seems to be out of reach in
this paper.
3. MAIN RESULTS
In this section, we state our main results in this note. We write
— L/n & L+n Lim+1)(L+n
3.1 (n,L) — 587 1—k k AL )
(3.1) e D e T

We also write
N

(nL) L+n+l) k
3.2 =
(3:2) 0Fk+L+1F(n+1—k)z’
and

" n. 1 T(L+n+1
(3.3) 29 (le) = 40P ) + ( )

nez— LT'(n+1)I(L)

Let us denote

(3.4) g (@) = (L + N+ 1307 (ale) — a(n = N = 1)ay" (ale).
We have the relationship between (3.1) and (3.4):

(x — L/n)Am L)

(n,L)
3.5 = .
(35) o ) = TN @)
Let us also denote
L
3.6 o) (2 w) = (zw) —
(3. ) = oy e
and
1+ (14 2N)(1 w
(3.7) o) (2,7, w, WA, X) = \/| g 4 ”Z \/ _ap 4 LEANVA +wm)
n+L
First, we construct a finite N-kernel associated with (2 12).
Proposition 3.1. We write
G0 (aly, ) z gD (@)™ ()
=0
(3.8) .
y Z L(n+ L+1) ok
A n,L n,L :
st} Tk+L+2)T(n—k—1) 91(c+1 )(I)g’(c )(x)

Then, for any 2 < k < N, we have

> L
N.k n (2121 = %) L), (L) N-1), _ _ _
(3.9) D§,1 )(zk) = mg](v_l (2121)w( ’L)(Zl,zl)zggﬁtSN(Kf,l (Zivzi,2j7zj|21,z1)>,

where K{ﬁ[) 1s the correlation kernel given by
(3.10) KV (2,7,0,00,2) = K1Y (2, wA, Ve ™D (2,7, 0, @|A, X)e T (QE+RW),
Here, ICS\{) is the polynomial kernel given by

N) ,_ n,L -z w
(3.11) KNz, 0w\, A) = G )()\)\|§,X).
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Furthermore, for k > 2, we have

= L
PIVR oy = - AR R S st 5
(3.12) 12 (%K) 2172(14_2122)91\7 L (2172) (72, 21)

x KO, zalen, 720D (1, 22)_det | (KL (e Bl )

where
K£g)(z7§,w,w|u,ﬂ,v,f})
(3.13) _ @ (7w, wlu, v)e” T @AFOCD <1c§{?(a,v|u,a) /cgf?(a,wm,@))
K .

- K (@, vlu, 9) K™ (2, vlu, 9)

1]\1])(27 ’LU‘U, 1_})

In particular, since we get K g\/) from K ﬁv) via Lemma 2.3, we mainly focus on the diagonal overlap case.
To directly analyze the finite N-kernel (3.10) in Proposition 3.1 in a large N-limit is difficult. Indeed, (3.8)
constitutes many summations and complicated terms in the denominator. Therefore, in order to compute the
scaling limits of (3.10), we need to simplify (3.10) in terms of more simple functions. The below result is the
building block in this note.

Theorem 3.2. We define

(n,L) (= 1+
‘ﬁ b 7A - —_— — —_
(3.14) ) S G T a5 )

x ((N + L+ 1)QUH (Zw,\) — (n— N = 1)AQY (z,w, A)),
where

B (2, w, \) = g™ Q| AN E) (X, w)g e ™ (A ANE ™) (7, )
(3.15)

(Z = N)(w — N\ L D) (T AAL) ATy (L) (o
_(1—H—M)4 JONANE™E) (3, N8P Guan e ™D (z,w).

We also define

(3.16) S0z w, ) =30 0,0 + 3300 (2w, M) + 33500 (2, w, V),
where
38 (2,0, A)
L+ NG EuPNE ™D (z,0) + (n - N — 1 - zw)gy ) Fu e (z,w)
(3.17) - (1472w)(Z = A)(w— )
n(14+ M) T(L +n+1) o) (7, w)

A —L T(n+ D) (1 +zw)(z - N)(w —N)’

(n—N—1DI(L+n+1) Fw)No L) (7, w)
I'(L+N+1)I'(n—N) (z - X)(w — NGB AN@L) (X, \)

3350 (Z,w,0) = -

(3.18) -
(n,L
~(n,L) (AT VAL (Y ()\)\|)\)\)w ( A)
x (@ DB (X A) — ).
and
— N -1)I(L 1 zw)NoD(z
333D (2, w0, A) = (n )I(L+n+1) (zw) W - (z,w)
(3.19) TL+N+DI(n—=N) (z - X)(w - Nge™ OXNamD (X, \)
' ~(n,L) (n,L)
L+ N+1 _(n1) vy ~ml) Zwqpn iy (/\)\|/\)\)w (A N)
(A OB (3, ) - e ).
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Then, we can express (3.10) as
(3200 K270, N) = Ck(z,0) (95 Ew, ) + 5587 (7w, 0) @™ (2,2, w, ]2, 3)

where

DG, 20D, 0)
WD) (z,w)

Cre(z,w) = ver

Remark 3.3. As we will see later, the remainder terms (3.18) and (3.19) do not play essential roles in a large
N-limit. Indeed, the main contributions come from (3.14) and (3.17).

Now, we are ready to show the scaling limits based on Theorem 3.2. For p € clo(S), we set

n+L+1 1
3.21 Sn(p) = 7

which is the density at a point of (2.4). Let us denote

) Cj

(3.22) 2= (p+s—2i—),

! Nén(p)
for ¢; in compact subsets of C for j = 1,2, ..., k, where s = —1 if the inner edge case in the strongly non-unitary
regime, and otherwise s = 1. We write
(3.23) @ (¢ Cm T X) = \/(1 +(C=X)C =M+ 7@ =X) (1 —n),
and
(3.24) K1 (¢ Cm il %) = K41 b 0)w™ (C mlx, X), for ¢, x € C.

Here, the symbols b, e, w, s are assigned to * for the bulk and edge cases in strongly non-unitary regime, in the
weakly non-unitary regime, and at the singular origin regime, respectively. In the same rule, we also write

WO Cnluw) (K @ vl v) KL (@, )
K @, olu, o) \KT(Colu,0) K nlu, 9)

The below is our main result in this note.

(3.25) K{TQ)(QZ,%WU@@) = ) , for ¢,n,u,v e CL

Theorem 3.4. We write
) 1

Form =1,2, we set

Am ﬁ@w D)
(k L) (C(k)) if p € int(S) and strongly non-unitary regime with ¢ =1,
(3.27) 1 m (C(k)) if p € 9(S) and strongly non-unitary regime with ¢ = 1/2,
k w)(C(k)) if p =1 and weakly non-unitary regime with q = 0,
17m (C(k ) if p=0 and at the singular regime with ¢ = 1.

(I) (Strongly non-unitary regime: bulk case) We write

d e —1

3.28 K®) _ 7
( ) L 1 (Gl x) = dx( x > z=(¢—X)(n—x)

and
(3.29) WP (C,mlx, X) = @(C, ¢, Tl X)e” 00,

Then, we have

2 a a+1
(k,b) b+ 1) ('p‘ _le)( |p|) , (®)(r 7, T T

(3.30) 91,1 (C(k)) - a+b+1 |p‘2 Z_%C:tQ(KLl (CZ?C’L?CJ?CJ‘Cl?Cl))?
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uniformly for (. in compact subsets of C. Moreover, we have

(k,b) _ bb+1) (|p|2 - 17-%1) (a%{l - |P\2> (b) _
(3.31) Pis (Cw) = a+b+1 |2 K™ (C1, ¢21¢15 ¢C2)

k (b) _ _ _
X i%.e:tg(Kl,Z (Cia Ci? C]v C]|Cla CQ))7

uniformly for (x in compact subsets of C.
(IT) (Strongly non-unitary regime: edge case) For x € C, we define

1 x
.32 F(x) = = erfc| —

(3.32) (x) 2erc(\/§),

and
(3.33) F(x) = ey 2rxF(x).

Let

a+b+1 . _
(3.34) ¢ = smarin US5=1
zij(ﬁill) ifs = -1,
and we write
H(a) b7 C’ d’ f)
(3.35) Vol [e (ede) (e—fF(b o) F(c+x) — F(d+2)F(a+ )+ fF(d)F(a+ x))} .
B ez F(a) .
Finally, we write
e), ~ — eani_F 77+ a7+ 77+ 77_7 -
(3.36) K& nlx %) = X+x ¢+ X 1 ¢ 772(C X) (1= x))
(€ =%X)*(n—x)

and
(3.37) W (Gl x) == (¢ Cm T e

Then, we have

ok o =

(3.38) Y17 () = & F (G + Q) det (K19 (6 G ¢, G100 0))

uniformly for (. in compact subsets of C. Moreover, we have

o ke i e H@+Cl,<7+<1,§+9,5+<17—(<T—?2)(C1—m))
(3.39) e ()= e e (€1 = G2)* (G —G)?

k _ _ _
X de;tS(Ker) (Clv Cia Cja Cj |<17 CQ))a

uniformly for (x in compact subsets of C.
(III) (Weakly non-unitary regime) For z € C and p > 0, we define

(3.40) Ly(2) = J%T / f e b9,
vz
and
(3.41) Ly(z) = \/%{<2+ %)(%(%%V _ (Z _ %) (@(H %)Lp(z) +67%(z+%)2)}.
We write
(342 Apla.b,e:d, f) = (% + “) (% - a) (ef (f = DLp(a)Ly(d) + Lp(b)Lp(c)>,



(3.43)

(3.44)

(3.45)

(3.46)

(3.47)

(3.48)

(3.49)

(IV)

(3.50)

(3.51)

(3.52)

(3.53)

(3.54)

(3.55)

DETERMINANTAL STRUCTURE OF THE OVERLAP OF ISUE

sies =+ ) = (=)

and

3-8+ %) et - h-5)?

Cp(a, b) = + \/2—2
T

Vi 27r2

We also write
Ho(a,b,c,d, f) = Ay(a,b,c,d, f)+ By(a,b, c) + By(a, c,b) + fepr(a, d,a) — epr(a, d,a)
—e'B,(a,a,d) +C,(b,c) — e/C,(a,d).
Finally, we write

H,(X+ X, ¢+ X, X+1,C+1,(C—X)(n— X))
(C=X)2(—x)2Lr(x +X)

KNl %) =

)

and
W™ (Cnlx %) = @ (¢ ¢y mlx, X)e O,
Then, we have
(k,w) o=y o (W) (s 7= - T
D11 (Cwy) = Lp(C + Cl)i(%_e:tz(Km (Gir G €5, G511, C1))s
uniformly for (i in compact subsets of C. Moreover, we have

_ _ .k _ —_ _
DM (Cy) = —Lo(G1 + QIK™ (G, Gl <2)ifjj.,e:’63(K£z)(<ia Cir €3, G51C1, C2)).

)

uniformly for (i in compact subsets of C.
(Singular origin regime) We denote the two-parametric Mittag-Lehler function by

Bup(z) =S — 2.
a0(2) ;; T(ak +b)

We also write

Ere(zlz) = (2 — ) Bre41(2) + T’

and we define
S1.(OxXn: €, XX, (€= X) (10 = X))

= 0 = D) (121 @0 B 1 (0n) — (1= € =)0 = X)) B4 @) Br 1 (%0))

1

+ m (El,L+1(ZX) + EI,L+1 (Yﬁ) - EI,LJrl(Z'r]) — E1’L+1(YX) + (Z _ Y)(T] _ X)EI,L+1(YX)) -

Finally, we write

]C(S) *’ X) = SL(EX?XU?Z"%Y)O (Z — Y)(ﬂ — X))
116 he) (€ =X)*(n = x)*E.L (x[xx)

and

W C,nlx, %) = (¢, C T 1) () b BUSP +H),

Then, we have

> k &, = . = =
OV () = 16 P28 (G P)e 4 det (K161 G 6, Gl ),

11
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uniformly for (. in compact subsets of C. Moreover, we have
. £ 2Lie 20,
2% ¢y = 1L(<1<22|§1| G (STl
(3.56) k 152
x det (K15(Gi Gy G, G561, G2)),

J=

| ’Cfi (ga CQ |C1 ) g)

uniformly for (. in compact subsets of C.

Remark 3.5. By (3.41), note that

2
‘CP(‘T)Nﬁv as p — 00
From the definition of (3.45), we have
2 k W kb
p2 M (Cawy) = DT )y as p— 0.

This implies that the weak non-unitary regime recovers the strongly non-unitary regime.

As we already remarked, we could get the scaling limits of the conditional expectation of the diagonal and
the off-diagonal overlaps from (2.19) and (2.20). To state our last result, we now introduce some functions. For
z € C, we define

11— (1+z2)e =
TRE 1—e

For z,a,b,c,d, f € C, we define

@@, _ F(z) (e) ~ H(a,be,d,~|f]))e VI F(a)
YE =Gy N D) S R G Fe) - e VPR @ ()
).y _ Lo(2) (») _ Hpla,b,c,d, | fI?)
\111?1(2) = LZ(Z)’ \IJ1/7)2(CL,b, C, d7 f) - |f|4(Lp(b)£p(C) — e_‘f|2Lp(a)Lp(d))a
\Ilgf/l)( ) EL(|Z|2) \115{12)(01717’ c, d,f) _ SL(aabv ¢, d, _|f‘2)

~ FPE(2P) alf?(Bra+ (D) Evitr(c) = Brarr(a)Erign(d)
Then, combining Theorem 3.4 with (2.19) and (2.20), we can readily find the following:

Corollary 3.6. (I) (Strongly non-unitary regime: bulk case) Conditionally on {z1 = p+(1/v/Nd(p)}
for int(S), we have
a+1
o oo ons |- 22 (=) (8w
im — = ,
N NN TP Sy T av b+ 1 pl?

uniformly for (1 in a compact subset of C. Moreover, conditionally on {z1 = p+ G1/\/Nd(p), 22 =
p+ Ca/+/N(p)} for int(S), we have
. 1
]\}gnoo NEN[OLQ‘Zl =p+t—,22=p+
a a+1
o (PP =) (4 - )
a+b+1 Ip|? L

uniformly for (1,2 in compact subsets of C.
(IT) (Strongly non-unitary regime: edge case) Conditionally on {z = e¢"(p + s¢1/\/Né(p))} for
p € 0S with 0 € [0,2m), we have

lim —EN{Ol 1’21—6 (p—i—s]\%(m

Jim )] = v+,
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uniformly for (1 in a compact subset of C. Moreover, conditionally on {z1 = p+ $(1//Nd(p), 22 =
p+5C/\/Nd(p)} for p € IS, we have
. 1 G G
lim —EN|O11|z1 =p+s——,20=p+5—x
N_)OO\/N N{ 1,1’ 1=2D \/W 2 =D N(S(p)}
= WD (G4 Co G (1 Gt (o 481, G — Go)

uniformly for (1, (2 in compact subsets of C.
(IT1) (Weakly non-unitary regime) Conditionally on {z; = (14, /\/N&(1))} forp = 1 with 6 € [0,27),
we have
G

No(1)

uniformly for (1 in a compact subset of C. Moreover, conditionally on {z1 = 14+ G1/\/NI(1),22 =
14 ¢2/y/N6(1)}, we have

3 _ Cl o C 2
Jim B[Ol = 1+ ez = 1+ — 2]

= \IIY:% (Cl +227<1 +Zlv<2 +ZQ;C2 +213C1 - <2)

uniformly for (1, (s in compact subsets of C.
(IV) (Singular origin regime) Conditionally on {z1 = (1/+/Nd(p)} for p € S, we have

G (D)
)~ i),

lim Epy [(91,1’21 =" (p—|—

N—o00

)] =@+,

1
lim NEN [01,1’21 =

N—oc0

uniformly for (1 in a compact subset of C. Moreover, conditionally on {z1 = p+ (1//N3§(0),22 =

C2/\/N5(0)}, we have

1
lim —E [
11m N N 0172

N—oc0

21 =C(1,22 = Cz} = ‘I’ng) (¢1¢y,G1Cy, 02Cr, 026, G — G2) s
uniformly for (1, (s in a compact subset of C.

Remark 3.7 (Universality). From Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.6, we conclude the universality of the overlaps
for the non-Gaussian model. In fact, the results for Ginibre unitary ensemble in [3] can be recovered in the
strongly non-unitary regime up to constants. Also, the results in the weakly non-unitary and the singular origin
regimes are same as the results for induced Ginibre unitary ensemble shown in [57].

Remark 3.8. The differences of the scaling in the strongly non-unitary for the bulk and edge scaling limits and
the weakly non-unitary regimes are explained as follows. The bulk scaling limit in the strongly non-unitary regime
implies that the conditional expectation of the diagonal overlap is affected by the outer and inner boundaries
with O(N). Hence, if we zoom in edge points with O(N~'/2), we can detect the corresponding scaling limit. On
the other hand, in the weakly non-unitary regime, the inner and outer boundaries are close with order O(N~1).
Since this scale is canceled out with the bulk scale, an additional scaling is not necessary.

4. FINITE N-KERNEL ANALYSIS: PROOFS OF PROPOSITION 3.1 AND THEOREM 3.2

In this section, we prove Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 3.2. Our strategy to construct a family of the planar
orthogonal polynomial associated with the weight function (2.12) follows the moment method as in [3]. For
induced Ginibre unitary ensemble, the same strategy was also done in [57].

4.1. Moment method. We regard complex variables z and Z as independent variables. Then, there exists a
family of bi-orthogonal polynomials associated with the weight function (2.12) denoted by {Px(-|a, @), Qx(-|a, @) }3,
on C such that for a € C,

(P;(-]a, @), Qr(-|a,@))w = /CPj(ZICL,E)Qk(ZIG,E)W(%?Iaﬁ)dA(Z) = hjdjk,
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where h; is the norming constant. From the elementary linear algebra, we have
N

N-—-2

— - N— — — -

[T 1z sl Tl gl = T x, det (K072, 55020, m)),
=0

: , 2<j,k<N
2<j<k<N j=2

where K S}Fl) is an integral kernel defined by

N—-1—FF——
5 - _
Kg)(z,i,m@\aﬁ) = Z k(zm’a)hfk(wm’a)w(z,i\a,ﬁ).
k=0

Here, it would be convenient to define the reduced polynomial kernel ICEJ,\{) via

EN (2,7,w,@la,a) = K{Y (7, w|a,@)w(z, Z|a, a),

N-1+FH7 1 —
_ _ Py (z]a, @)Qr(wla, @)
KV Gz wla,a) = Y s .
k=0

Then, the k-th conditional expectation of the diagonal overlap is given by

Nk N! |21|2F N-1 o
Dg,l )(z(k)) = ( |Zl| n+L+1 H h X 2<C113t§k<K£71 )(Zi,Zi,Zj,Zj|Zl,Zl))-

As we already mentioned, from now on, we focus on the diagonal overlap case. The step to get from (3.9) to
(3.12) is done similar to [3, p.13]. Now, we shall prove Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We define a moment matrix
Mij = (2" ), = /fiZjW(z,§|a,E)dA(z)7
C

where the weight function is defined by (2.12). Since (recall (2.3))
r L+ 1)I'(n—
/ ‘Z|2k€7NQ(z)dA(Z) — (k+ + ) (TL k)
C

NL+n+1) ’
we have
Fn—i—1I'e+L+1)
4.1 M, ; = W4
(4.1) g Tn+L+1)
where
(42) Wi = (Z +L+2+ (Tl - i)|a|26i7j — (Z + L+ 1)&51‘4_17]‘ — (n — 17— 1)657;7]‘4_1.

By the LDU decomposition of u = LDU, where D, g = dpdp.q, Lpq = 0p,q +€plp,g+1, and Up g = 0p g + Uqlg p+1
for p,q € NU {0}, we have
a(p+L+1 an—p—2
dp = —dp_1bpuplp>y +p+ L+ 2+ > (n—p), wpp1 = *Mv bpr1 = *M-
dp dp
This implies that
ap+L)n—p-1)
dp—1
with dy = L + 2 + nx for 2 = |a|*. We define a sequence {r,}>2 by d, = % Then, we have

d, = — +p+L+24+z(n—p), p>1,

(4.3) rpr1=((n—plz+p+L+2)r,—2z(p+L)(n—p—1)rp_1, m=L+2+nz, ro=1
By the induction argument, the unique solution of (4.3) is given by

~ nl(L+p)!

= Ly %)

i
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where g(" L)( ) is defined by (3.1) After multiplying p by diag(I'(n —i — 1)I'(¢é + L+ 1)/T(n+ L +1))i=0.1,2, ..,
and with the same notation, we find the LDE decomposition of M = LDU,

L
g (@)

Ly =10dpk— LT AN
9" (@)

p,k+1,

D(k+L+2)0(n—k—1) 955 ()

Dy = ;
IF'(n+L+1) gl(cn L)(x)
L
)
Uk,p - 5k7P - (n,L) p,k+1s
9, (@)

for p, k > 0. Here, similar to the same discussion in [3, p.14], we have

(4.4) hi = Dy, Pi(z|a,a) Z Trom?™, (za,q) Z U ha™

Then, the reduced polynomial kernel (3.11) can be written in terms of L, D, U :

N—1
NY, oo — —i~(N=1) _j N
K%yl)(z,z\a,a) = Z Z Ci(’j )zj, ( ) — ZUzk D k ’j
4,j=0
Note that N .
ﬂ ]f[2 ) g%L 1)( )F(L+n+1) :ng(n,L)(x)
Zy 4 7 gD (@) DL+ 1D(n) N1 AR
where we used g\ (z) = % Notice also that
(1) q > p, q— pgz{ﬂ L)E“‘; q>p,
-1 _ = 1
Loa=9q" (.29 ) 1=r 1 q=p,
abf~1 (nL)(z) q <p, 0 q<p
Finally, we define
N—1
Fn+L+1) ™
G (aly, 2) Z g @yl gm P (@)Y D
=0 () 'm+L+2)T(n—m-—1) g£n+ )( )91(7117 )(1,)
which completes the proof. O

Remark 4.1. The planar orthogonal polynomials associated with (2.12) for a = 0 are monomials with a norming
constant
Pn—k—-1I(L+k+1)

hi(0) = (L+k+2) NCESASY

The corresponding the finite N -kernel is given by

= T(n+L+1)

kzzo (L+k+2)T(n—k—1)I(L+k+1) k

(zw)".

(4.5) K (2, 0]0) =

Remark 4.2. From the proof of Proposition 3.1, we can readily find that the planar orthogonal polynomials
associated with (2.12) are explicitly written as

. j (n L) (aa) ;
(4.6) (z]a, @) Z (n L) 2.
s (aa@)
Notice also that as in [19], we can confirm that {Py(-|a,@)}r satisfy the non-standard three term recurrence
relationship

(4.7) 2Py (z|a, @) = Pyy1(z|a, @) + bi Pp(z]a, @) + zcx Pir—1(z|a, @),
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where
(n,L), — (n,L) 7
(4.8) by = _a# p = %17()
Ir+1 (az)’ g, (aw)
Then, the finite N-kernel can be also written in terms of {Px(|a, @)}
N-1 D . =
P P,
(4.9) KN (2, wla, @) = 3 i (2]a, @) Py (wla, @)
; »
k=0
N-l (n,L), —
B Py(z|a,a)Py(wla, @).
— Kk — n,L _
ST+ L+2T(n—k—1) gD (qg

Although we do not pursue here, it would be interesting to find a Christoffel-Darbouz type identity as in [19] and
to analyze the corresponding to differential equation. In this case, we expect that the corresponding differential
equation is the second order differential equation different form [19]. Indeed, we shall consider a = 0. Then, we
have

N-1
B I'n+L+1) ok
K1Y (2 wl0) _kZ:O LTkt T — k=TT h D))

We write
(z0) 2K (2, w]0)
(1 + zw)ntLi-1
Then, the above satisfies the following differential equation:
{z(l + )02 + (2w + L —1) —1)0. — (n+ L — 1)w}/€§fﬁ>(z, w|0)

_(Ln)ul(n+ L+ 1)) (L+n)wl(n+ L+ 1)(zw) A

(14 zw)" LT (n)D(L) (14 zw)"+LT(n — N)['(N + L) *
This suggests that for the general case, we would have a second order differential equation depending on the
parameter a € C.

S(N
K (2, w]0) =

4.2. Simplification step for the finite N-kernel. In this subsection, we will find the simplified representation
of (3.8), that is, we will prove Theorem 3.2. First, we can rewrite (3.8) as

n,L q n,L n,L n,L
(410) Gg\f )$|y, Z g(n L) ( )( )Z ((I)gil)(x)_q)fndx{)s th— l( ))
s,t=0
where .
(n D) _Z Fn+L+1) !
- 4 n,L n,L
]:OFJ+L+2F(n J 1)93(“)()]( )()

Let us denote
‘ (n+L+1) x

=~ I'(j +L+2 W(n—j _1)93('11”(95)

(n L)

- n,L :
= g ()

Lemma 4.3. We have
'n+1)I(L+1)(n—1)z—(L+1) —(n—qg—2)x+L+qg+2

Py (w) = (L)
F(n+L+1) x(z—L/n) x(x — L/n)g, 1" (x)
Proof. By the induction argument, we can show that
(n,L) I‘(n + L+ 1) ™
q)m+q m(x) = (L NT _ —1 (n,L) (n,L)
(L+g+m+2)T(n—m )gmjrqﬂ(ac)gm’ (x)

y {zq:(q+1—k)F(n—m)F(L+q+m+2)xk

= P(n—m—KkIT(L+k+m+2)
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q
(q—k)T(n—m-1DI'(L+qg+m+2) ,
—(L 1
(Ltm+ )kzzo Tn-—m-—k-OLLtktm+3) ©
By taking m = 0 and rearranging the summations, we have
F'(n+ HINL+1)
T(n+ L+ 1)g{0 (@)

q
X{(n—l z—(L+1) Z q+1— (n—l—L—i—l)xk q+1F(n+L+1)}
— TI'(n I'L+k+2) x T'(n)I'(L+1)

@("’L)(m =

g =

k=0
_ F(n+ HI(L+1)
P(n+ L+ l)gérj_f) (z)

(n—l)x—(L—i—l)g((,nﬁL)(x) 'n+L+1) —(n—q—2)z+L+q+2
X{ z ;_% Ty )T @+ D) v (z— L) }

n

which completes the proof. O
We are ready to show Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We write

m

(4.11) ali P (z,w) = " (a)w?

s=0

Then, using (3.4), we find that (4.11) can be expressed as

— L - L mHT(L +n + 1)
412 (L) _r~ % ~(n,L) T (zw)
z— L wm+1(L +m+4+1—(n—m-— 1):17)(’]\(,,?’]:) (zlr) z-—£% wm+121\(#’L)(x\x)
x 1+2)(1-w) x (1 —w)?

By differentiating (4.12) with respect to w, we have

wawasg)L) (xa W)

2w Lyt (L ym4+1—(n—m— 1)x)§(nL)(x\x)
= 1 - (n,L) n m
<m+ + _w>am (x,w) + - 0020 +2)
C e )@ o) 2= § (haw — Dgn " (wwlew)
(4.13) x (1-w)? x (14 z2w)(1 — w)?
r—L (zw)" (1 4z + aw) IMNL+n+1)

z 1-w(l4+2)(1+zw)T(L+m+ 1) (n—m)

2
<m +1+ 1ww> a2, w) + R, w),

where
B (p) = Lo n @ LA mA L= (0 —m = Da g (a]e)
e x (1-w)2(1+2x)
—L snL) _L
(4.14) N T (nzw — L)Gm (zw|xw) rT—2 m+1 Z]\fr? L)(xw|x)
x (14 z2w)(1—w)? x (1—w)?
Lo 2 (aw)™ (14 4 aw) T(L+n+1)

r (1-w(l+2z)(1+2w)(L+m+1)T(n—m)
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To compute the summation for the index max{s,t} — 1, we need
N

z n,L z n,L

(4.15) > P = ol ) - i ),

0<s<t<N-—1

2
n s z n,L < n,L

Z gD (2)ty® 2t = magv_l)(a:,yz) + mazagv_l)(x,yz)

(416) 0<s<t<N—-1
(N —1)2NT — NN
PN ),

These follow from straightforward calculations. Together with (4.12), (4.13), (4.14), (4.15), and (4.16), we can
express (4.10) as

—n-N-1Lz+L+N+1 (, n,
( Det LINFL ) @, )ale (@, 2)
x(z—3) oy (@)
o rA 1 1—yz
x(az— %) (1-y)(1-=2)
(1 -y {1+ 0)1—y2) + (V4 L~ (= Na)(1 — )1~ ) Jos (,92)
z(z—L)(1-y)2(1-2)?
+zN«N+L—4n—NﬁM1—@+1+@aﬁﬁ@w)
(1—2)%z (x — %)
YNV AL = (0= N)a)(1—y) + 1+ 2)a (2, 2)
(= vpa (e 5) |
After long and involved, but simple, computations we have
Ty Dy | Ty | 6P wys) | T8 @)
(1-y21-22 (1-y)(l-2 @1Q-y?2(1-2 @1-y)(1-2?*

GNP (wly.2) =

RN—1<xay7Z)

(4.17) 22N (aly, ) =

where we set
v @)1 (2, y,2)
(4.18) = (1) (N + L+ 1+2) {aP @yla)al " @zle) - 6§ (@y2|)a§ " (alo)
n,L n,L n,L n,L
— (L @)(n = N)a{ @y (eyla)ay ) (ozle) - a8 (eyzlo)ay ) (ala) |,
vt @)1 (2,y,2)
B (n—N)I'(L+n+1)2 Ni AN
=TT E N DT+ N+ 1= vz @v)” (@2)
N (n=N)(L+N—-(n—N)z)I'(L+n+1)
(4.19) T(L+N+1)I(n+1—N)

{ (L + n)agl " (xy2) 2T (L +n+1) (zyz)NT(L +n + 1) }

a(zyz)Nay ) (xlz)

1+ zyz 1+4+zyz)I'(n+1DIL) (1+4+zyz)I(L+N)I'(n+1-N)
< {(N+ L1+ 2)a (al2) — (n = N)agy (elo) },

and
N @)1 (@, 2)
(4.20) ¢! +2)x(xyz)NT(L +n + 1) «(n,1) (14 2)2(xz)NT(L +n+1) ~(n,L)

INL+N+1)I'(n—N) O (zle) = I(L+ N+ 1)I(n—N) Iy (wylz).
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We write

n,L n,L n,L (E(]. B y)(l — Z) n,L n,L
(21 WPy =@ P ayliy " eele) - (1- SE 2 )i P )iy (evele).

Then, we have

WD oy 2) = WD o 2) — LEE A D@D @2lo) (L +n+ D)™ gy wyle)
N D= N TL+N+2T(n-N) TL+N+20(n-N)

z(1—y)(1 - 2) D(L+n+1) D)
+ (1 - T ) L+ NT2Tn—N) (zy2) NG5 (2] x)
z(1—y)(1 = 2) T(L+n+1) D)
i (1 - l+a ) I(L+N+2)(n—N) NG (ayzle)

(1 —y)(1—2)T(L+n+1)2(xy) VT (zz) N+
l+a T(L+N+2)2(n—N)

Together with the above identity, (4.17) with (4.18), (4.19), (4.20), and (4.21),

2200 (2)G G (2, y, 2)

— o (@ N WD )~ aln = N = WD 0 +

Ry (2,y,2)
-y —2)
where
Ry (w,y, 2)
=g @)r P (2,y, 2)
20— N = DO(L +n+ 1) (@y2)Vqy7 (@lz) | «2(n— N = DO(L + 0+ 1)(ay2) 5" (zle)
I(L+ N +1)T'(n— N) I(L+N+1)T(n— N +1)

2U(L+n+ 1)(xyz)N+1(’]<]\7_"_Ll) (zlr)  x(L+N+1)(n—N—-1)I(L+n+ 1)(myz)N@§\7fl’L>(m|x)
L+ N+ 1)I(n—N) T(L+N+00(n—N +1) ’

and
T%L’L)(x, y,z) =x(n— N — I)E]\(;’_LI) (xyz|x)

7 g VL MIE " (aysley=) = zya(n = NG (ayelaye)
Nl+zyz) (m—N)14+zyz)\T'(n+L+1)
B ( nxyz — L + nx—L ) I'(n+ 1HI(L) }

By taking x + A\, y +— Z/A, z — w/\ and some computations, we complete the proof. O

5. PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we conclude the proof of the main result in this note. As already seen in [3], once we know the
scaling limit of the joint averaged k-th conditional on-diagonal overlap, we can readily find the joint averaged
k-th conditional off-diagonal overlap via Lemma 2.3. Our proof is strongly inspired by [18]. We first collect the
asymptotic behavior of (3.3).

Lemma 5.1. Let
n+L+1 1
N 1+ p2)?

on(p) = p € clo(9).
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(I) Strong non-unitarity regime: Let L = aN and n = (b+ 1)N with fized a > 0 and b > 0. For
k=0,1,2, we have

g (zwm)a("»L)(z,w)

ANtk-1
o= U+ InD)4Cn e
1) e, (10 ) (bulk).
. =5 (IC17+Inl*)+< Cout _1(F 2
= (R +ﬂ> + Confen) 4| [rttioke 3G £ O (£)))  (outer),
o= U2+ InD+Cn - M o .
1z (F(C +n) — ﬁ Vi \/(;Cn) +0 (g,))) (inner),

as N — oo, uniformly for {,n,x in compact subsets of C. Here, F is defined by (3.32).
(IT) Weakly non-unitarity regime: Let L = ]X—; — N and n = JZ—; with fired p > 0. For z =

i0 ¢ _ ; _
e (1 + N6N(1)> Jw=¢' <1 + N(SN( )) with 0 € [0, 27), we have that for k =0,1,2,

a(z\TflLLl)+k (§w|)\X)@(naL) (Z,w)

(5-2) (<Pl 4En ~3(Crn-5)"
e = pe’ S (SY)) —2

as N — oo, where some constant Cy (¢, n) depends on ¢,n, p, and

()

— L *
Vem(x +X + \@)
Here, the convergence is uniform for ,n,x in compact subsets of C, and L,(z) is defined by (3.40).
(III) At singular points regime: Let L > 0 be fized and n = (b + 1)N with fizted b > 0. For z =
\/ﬁ,w = \/ﬁ with ¢,n in a compact subset of C, we have that for k =10,1,2,

(5.3) To(Cnlx, x) = Lp(C+n) +

(5.4) avl) G NG (7, 0) = () &1 (Cnlxx) e 2P+ (1 4 6(1))

XXL

uniformly for ¢,n, x in a compact subset of C and we omitted the cocycle factor. Here, Eq, (%) is defined
by (3.50), and &1 c(z|x) is defined by (3.51).

Remark 5.2. In Lemma 5.1, we have omitted a co-cycle factor for the simplicity of the notation. Indeed, it
does not affect the results in this note since we can readily find that a co-cycle factor is canceled out or put
together in a leading term from the form of (3.14), (3.15), and (3.16).

Proof. Our proof is based on [18, proof of Lemma 3.5.]. Therefore, we firstly assume that z,w € R, and we also
assume that the parameters L, n are integers. Then, following the same strategy by [18, proof of Lemma 3.5.], we
prove Lemma 5.1 by the probabilistic argument. And after that, we extend the validity to the complex variables
z,w € C by Vitali’s Lemma. For the detailed discussion of the extension to complex variables z,w € C, we refer
to [18, proof of Lemma 3.5.]. Also, for the notational convenience, we still use the complex conjugate notation.
Moreover, we may omit a a co-cycle factor in each resulting asymptotic behavior to lighten the notation. Now,
we shall prove the claim in (I). Through proof, we also assume that p € R from the perspective of Vitali’s
argument. Let
20

———, for z,w e R.
14+ 2w

p=
Note that

N-1
L
o\ may " zm) = p (- p) (”* )pk“(lp)"%?@“”@m)
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Let X < B(n+ L,p) be the binomial distribution. Then, we can express

A ) =PL<X<N+L-1)

_ ( L—(n+Lp _ X—(n+Lp <N+L—1—(n+L)p>

Vin+LpA—-p) ~ /(n+LpA-p) ~  /(n+L)p(l-p)

(I) Strongly non-unitary regime: under the setting of (I), by Taylor expansion, we have

N+L—-1—(m+Lp a+1—>bp? (4P at1+bp?) 1
Vin+Dp(l—p)  Va+tb+1p N 2(a+b+1)p (HUHO(W)’
L-—(n+Lp _a—0+1)p° ~ (1+p)a+@+bp*) 1
i+ Lpd—p) vty N 2a+b+1)p? (“”HO(W)'

Then, for p € intS(;), by the Gaussian approximation of the binomial distribution, we have
PL<X<N+L-1)=P(-00<N<00)4+0(eN)=1+0(eN),

where N denotes the standard Gaussian distribution and c is a positive constant. On the other hand, for the
outer edge case, we have

— COUt(Caﬁ) 1
PILLX<SN+L-1)=P(—-cc<N - —
(<X <N+L-1) =Pl N <(+m)+ 22D 405
Similarly, for the inner edge case, we have
_ Cin(Caﬁ) 1
PILLX<SN+L-1)=P(—-cc<N - —
(L<X<N+L-1) =Pl N <=(+m)+ =240 ().
where ) ¢
_ +n _
P(—oo <N <— = —eafe (1) =F .
(-0 <N < ~(¢+ 1) = gerte (1) = Fic+7)
Here, Cout(¢,7) and Ci,(¢,7) only depend on (,7, a,b. By Taylor expansion, we have
2aN 2
B8 (2, m) = -1/2 P Kl Gl A SR
w (Zaw)*(1+O(N )) (1 + p2)(atbr N1 exp <i2p a+b+1(§+§+77+77) N
a—(+1)p*14+p* o
wexp (G L e+ )
a(l +p®) + (a — (b+ 1)p?)p? =2 12
<o b (€O @) )
and

pi(1l—p)"
_ ~1/21\) ,,—2aN 2)(a+b+1)N (=a+ (b+1)p?) _
= (1 O ) 2N 1 s e (1 EELE D ¢ /)
(a— (b+1)p?)(1 + p?) (1+p*)a+ (a—(b+1)p*)p? _
e ( (atb+1)p? 2(a+ b+ 1)p? (C+ ")2> '

Here, we adopt the sign + if the outer edge, and we adopt the sign — if the inner edge. Together with these
asymptotic behaviors, we have

— —n~(n —_ -1 24 |n)? n
(5.5) p~ (1 —p) ¢ ,L)(Z7w) = c(C,n)@e 3 (K7 +InlP)+¢m (1+0(1)),

where ¢(¢,n) is a a cocycle factor, which does not affect the value of determinant. Although we can explicitly
write it, we do not need its explicit form here. We need the asymptotic expansion of the remainder term in the
summation. Observe that by the Stirling formula,

ntl) _ T(n+L+1) [ atb4+1 [(atbt1)ertr\Y B
(N+L>_F(N+L+1)F(HN+1)_W< (a+ 1)at1pb ) (1+O(N ))7

(¢ +m) +
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n+L \__ Dln+L+1) [ at+b+l ((a+br)et\Y b (1+0(N")
N+1+L) T(N+L+2)T(n—N) \ 2r(a+1)bN \' (a+ 1)a+1pp a+1 '
Also, observe that
at+1)a+1pb N
iy g _ ) (@) e HEDT (1 OW2) - (outer)
a0+ b \ NV )
"\ (i) o) o,
at1)a+1pb N 1 B
N+L+1 N1 ( a(+;:+1)1 “+b+1) "3 (14 O(N7Y2))  (outer),
p (1- et iy \N .
((a+b+1 a+b+1> b+1 1 + O )) (lnner).
Hence, we obtain
a -1 2 _
(n | L)PN+L(1 )y N _ \/ m( tﬁT)lee 3 (¢ 1 +O(N 1/2)) (outer),
N+L (inner),
( i )pN““(l A %67“”) (1+ON~12))  (outer),
N + 1 + L O(ch) (inner),
for some constant ¢ > 1. Furthermore, by Stirling formula, we have
T(ntLtl) O (e=) (bulk),
(5.6) w@(”’m(z,w) ={0 (e N) (outer),
ne — L o(En) = 3 M2 =B U2+ +eT 140 (2 . ;
— Ty I ( + (W)) (inner).

Here, € is a positive constant independent of N. As a consequence, by combining these asymptotic behaviours,
we obtain that for k = 0,1, 2,

gL EANE D) (2, w)

LAcP+nD+¢n
T (14 0(e™N)) (bulk),
o~ BUCIPHInD) e _ ot (€, o —1(¢4m)?
_ ! 1+p27(F(C+n)+C &(Ncm L ke D +O(%))) (outer),

o= 3 UCPHInD) +¢n o~ 3 (cHm?

T (F(< +1) -~ xS e+ 0 (}m) (inner),

where we omitted the cocycle factor for the simplicity of the displays, and the convergence is uniform for ¢, 7, x
in compact subsets of C.
(IT) Weakly non-unitary regime: under the setting of (II), by Taylor expansion, we have

N+L—1-(n+L)p 77(C+ﬁfi)+0(1\’*1),

(n+ L)p(1 —p) V2
L—(n+ L)y _ _ P 4
—t " (C+77+\@)+O(N )

Then, by Gaussian approximation, we have
) =P(L<X<N+L-1)

:p(_(n+z+ﬁ) <N < (n+<—7))+0< Y, as N — o0,

By Taylor expansion, we have

(5.7) 5D (z,0) = en(C,n)2™ 2y %e—%(\4\2+|n|2>+2ne—%(Gn)z—@p@n)(1 +ON™Y),
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where ¢y (¢,n) = e~ VENI(Im(Q)~Im(n))/p+i(lm ¢ ~Imn?)/2 g co-cycle factor, which does not affect the value of
the determinant. This has already been said. Hence, we omit the co-cycle factor in sequel. Note too that

ptl—p) "= 9ZE =N 2 p(Cn)+4(CHn)? (1+0(N"Y)

)

2N2

pNJrL(l _ p)an — 972 +N6§p(z+n)*%(z+n)2 (1 + O(Nfl))

)

and
2

pN+L+1(1 . p)n—N—l -9 ;\52 +Ne§l)(f+n)—%(z+n)2 (1 + O(J\f—l))7
which give that for k = 1,2,
S (7, w)p~E(1 — p)~mpN LR (] _ pyn=N=(-1)
_ QN_?TZ)%e*%(\C\2+|7i|2)+z776*%(E+n)2+§p(z+n)(1 +O(NY).

Also, by Stirling formula, we have

L Wy 2 202 — p
(]73]1L> =2 Ne_T\/;N(lJr psz +O(N_2))’
n+L NP N 2 6p> + p* -2
— 2% (1— N )
<N+L+1> © ¢ T /AN sy O

Therefore, we have that for k = 1,2,

R LICT) Bl (AR e

ZA\N+L+j—1
P Ul +n)+En = (THn-5) -1
Here, note that
— (<P +In*)+ = 2
L T@antl) ponnz )= 2 7 ~5(@s) (14 o(v1y).

nz— LT(n+)0(L)" T W+ X+ &)

Together with asymptotic expansions so far, we obtain
Iy (Fw R (7, w)
1 (Fam— =)’
e 3 (En-%) Cw(C,m)
LS N

as N — oo, where some constant Cy(¢,n) depends on (, 7, p. Here, the convergence is uniform for ¢, 7, x in
compact subsets of C.
(ITI) Singular origin regime: under the setting of (III), by Taylor expansion,

_ 1
Zw_1+bN+O<N?>

o= S+ Inl)4Cn

= (TR + hy

+O(NY),

and by Poisson approximation, we have
P(L<X<N+k+L—-1)=P(L, () (1+0(1), as N — oo,
where

1 z
P(e,z) = ] /0 tteTtdt = e *2°E1110(2) (c>0).

T(c
On the other hand, since

pL (1 —p) o (2, w) = (¢, m)e 2 ISP I+
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where ¢(¢,n) is a co-cycle factor, and hence, by simple computations, we have
1 _ i _1 2 2
Sz M L (Gl e 2T A+ o(1)),

uniformly for {,n, x in a compact subset of C and we omitted the cocycle factor. O

L _\~(n,L
G (el (2, w) =

Remark 5.3. Our proof followed the probabilistic argument by [18]. Our claim can be also proved by using the
asymptotics for the incomplete beta function in [62].

With help of Lemma 5.1, we can complete the proof of Theorem 3.4. Now, we shall finish the proof for each
case.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 3.4 of the strongly non-unitary regime. In this subsection, we assume that
L=aN and n= (b+1)N with a,b > 0.

Proof of Theorem 3.4 for the bulk case in strongly non-unitary regime. Through the proof of Theorem 3.4 for
the bulk case in strongly non-unitary regime, let

VNox(p) VNN (p) VNN (p)
First, note that
a+b+1 _
Second, note that
" B o o 1+ p2 2 _ B B B
=0 a7 0 N = (IS En a0, (O )

and by (5.5), we have
CK(Z,U)) = e%(\(\2+|n|2)—fn(1 + O(N_l)),
up to a co-cycle factor. Notice also that

— :Na+1—b|p|2

~(n,L) [\ Y ~(n,L) —1
gy (AN (A, A) 1+ p2 (1 +O(N ))

Then, we have

L1 n(z=-3) e b+ 1) (122 = 521) (4 - Ip\2).

lim (z2)a™H) (z,2) =

NSeo N Non(p) 22(1 + 22)IN-1 atbtl BB
Since
(L+N+1DQVH Z w, ) = \(n - N - QYL (2w, ))
a+1=0bpl® _101c1Ps )T — (=) (n— C—%) (n— -
- N 2(ICFHmID)+= (=M (=x) (1 — (E=X0=X)) (1 4+ O(NY)),
1+ P2 ¢ (1—e )( (N7H)
we have

, 1— e(C=X)(n=x)

5w (n,L) 2w _ - -
Ck(z,w)H " (2,w,\) = (Non(p)) € — %2 —x)?

e~ (=X (m—x) (1+0O(N7Y).

On the other hand, similarly, we have
(Non(p)*

Ck(z, w)&%l’L) (z,w,\) = =

—1
T—m-o TN

Hence, we have

C—)(n—x)e~C0m=x) _ =00
(€—X)*(n —x)?

x @(¢, ¢l X)e” O (14 O(NTY),

— 1
K9 (2,2, 0,0, ) = Noy (p) ¢
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which gives

lim KN (27,0003 = K9 (2,7, 0, 0|\, ),

N—o00 N5N(p)

uniformly for ¢,n, x in compact subsets of C. This completes the proof of (3.30). By decoupling Lemma 2.3,
it suffices to consider the front factor for (3.31). However, since the exponential factor in (3.29) becomes
el =6)(G=¢) from the proof of the diagonal case and by (3.12), we have

. 1 1 n(zw — %) ~(n,L)
— lim —
Nooo N (Nén(p))? zw(1 + zw) N1

b(b+1) 2 _ _a Y(atl _ |2
il ]’Tz) (2 2) o .
P

This completes the proof of (3.31) O

(zo) ™D (@, 2) KNV (z, wlz, )& ™ (2, w).

Proof of Theorem 3.4 for the edge case in strongly non-unitary regime. Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.4 for
the bulk case in strongly non-unitary regime, for 6 € [0, 27), let

¢ ) i ( n i X

—), w=e p+57), A=e (p—i—si).
Non(p) Non(p) Non(p)

Here, if we consider the outer edge case, then p = y/(a+ 1)/b, and if we consider the inner edge case, then

p=+/a/(b+1). Also, if we consider the outer edge case, then s = 1, and if we consider the inner edge case,

then s = —1. First, note that

z:ew(p—ks

o) e 70w T) = P 2 g+ ov)
9 ) ) ) (a,+b+1)N ) ananX?X
and
FD ARG (X, A) = VR W F(+X)(1+O(N™Y2)), if s =1,
N ’ ) N ~ —-1/2 : —
7m(x+@]-'(x+x)(l+0(1\f ), ifs=-1,
where F(x) is given by (3.33). Then, we have
~ L atb+1 ~ 1 N—1/2 ifs=1
im Lz o) gVl 2 (z,2) = 2o 571 +£)< ol P ite =t
N—oo /N Néon(p) 22(1 + 27) it S FCH QU+ O(NT2))ifs = —1.

1) outer edge case: First, we consider the outer edge case. By Lemma 5.1, we have
d Fi id h d By L 5.1 h
(N+L+1)QYH (2w, A) = \(n — N = 1)QW™ (2w, \)
VNVa 162

11012 [ -
- m(a+b+1)3/2Hl(C7n7x)e 2(|<| +Inl )+<77(1+O(N 1/2))7

where we set
Hi(¢,m,x) = \/ﬂ(x +X)F(C+n)F(xX+x) — F( + 77)67%(”@2 ~F(x+ X)e*%@*’iﬁ
+ e @0 (P4 x)e 3O 4 F(x 4 m)e BE0 = Var(x + FC+ ) F(x+1))-
Then, we have

CK(Z, w)f)g\?’L) (Z, w, )\)w(n,L) (Z,Z, w7m|)\7x> — N(SN(I)) IJ}(C) U X)W(Ca Ca U:ﬁ\XW) (1 + O(N71/2)).

(C—=X)*(n —x)?F(x +X)

Similarly, we have

o3 (2w, ) 2,00, T) = N () DG TN 4 -1,
(€ =% —=x)
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For (3.18) and (3.19), it is straightforward to see that
O (2. w) I35 (2,0, )@ ™ (2.2, w, WA ) = o(Non (p)).

and

Ck(z, w)jjjgy’L)(z, w, \)w ™) (2,2, w, |\, X) = o(Non (p)),
as N — oo. Here, we recall that 9, F(a + z) = e~ 2(+2)° /\/27 and
~3ar 4
dz
[Vara(e™ PO F(e) = F(d)F () + fF(d)F(a))

(&

1
" Vor
- (e_fe_%bQF(c) tefe 2 F(b) — e F(a) — e 2 F(d) + fe-%azF(d))]

[ (T F b+ ) F(e ) — F(d+ 2)F(a+ ) + fF()F(a+ )]

=0

Further we note that
Hi(¢n+x) + (C=x) (0 = x)F(C+n)F(X + x)

= V2r(x + D) F(C+mMF X +x) — e C000Vor(x + R F(C+ ) F(X +1)

~V2r(C =) = )X+ DFC+mFR+x) = FC+n)e”30H0° — P(x + x)e 2@

+ e CNI0F(C 4 y)e 27D 4 e~ OO F(y 4 5)e2C0° 4+ (€ —x)(n — x)e 2 X0 F(C + 1)

= —V2r(x +X) ("R NFC+ ) FX+n) — FC+nFE+X) + (€~ X0 —0)FC+mFE+x)

n (e—@—@(n—x) F(C 4 x)e 30?4 o= @00 (x4 g)e~3CH+0°

= FCH+me 3090" — (x4 x)e ¥ 4 €)= )e HO B4 ).
Therefore, we have

Hi(¢,n+x) + (C=x) (= x)F(C+n)F(X + x)
= —V2re 3 % [e@ (e—fF(b +2)F(c+ ) — F(d+2)F(a+z) + fF(d)F(a+ x))}

where a = X+ x,b=(+x,c=X+n,d=C_+nf=({—X)(n—x). This completes the proof for the outer

edge case.
(2) inner edge case: Next, we consider the outer edge case. By Lemma 5.1, we have

1:0.

(N + L+ 1D)Q\H (z,w,A) = M(n — N = 1)QW" (z,w, \)

bl e sUCP+m)+Cn .
=N Hy(¢,m,x) (1 + O(N~?)),
P R B 2(¢,m %) ( ( )

where we set
Hy(G,m,x) = V2r(x +x) (" VI VFC+ )F(X +1) = FX+0)F(C +n))
+e 2@ F(C 4 n) + e 2 Py + )
— e CENOXF(E 4 y)e 2 XHD* _ =002 Py 4 p)e 207,

Then, we have

(n,L) (n,L) = =N N — H2(<an7X)w(<ﬂZ777,ﬁ‘X7y) —1/2
)™ (o =) 2 2,00 5) = =N ) I NECL I (4 o)

Similarly, we have

(a3 0 N o 2o A ) = N ) P DCCITNND 1y o),
— X))\ =X
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As in the outer edge case, for (3.18) and (3.19), it is straightforward to see that as N — oo,
Crc(2,w) 330 (2,0, N)wo ™D (2,Z,w,W|A, X) = o(Nén (p)),

and
Cre (2, w) 3905 (2,0, oo™ (2,2, 0, WA R) = o(Now (p)).

Here, we note that
— Ha(¢,n,x) + (C =X (0 = x)F(C+n)F(X +x)
= —V2r(x + ) (" CVIIPEC 1) F(x+ 1) = X+ )FE +1) + €= 00— )F(X +)FE +)
+ e @000 P(E 4 y)e 3T 4 o~ C00—0 p(yy 4 )3T
— F(C+me #000° — F(x + x)e 3" 4 (C— 1) (n — X)F(C +n)e” 2007

= —V2re 3" di {e% (e_fF(b +2)F(c+z)—F(d+z)F(a+x)+ fF(d)F(a+ 33))]

X

=0

where a =X +x,b=C+x,c=X+nd=C+n,f=({—X)(n—x). This completes the proof of (3.30) and
(3.34). Similarly, it suffices to consider the front factor for (3.39). From the proof of the diagonal case and by
(3.12),

~ lim 1 1 n(zw — %) g(n,L)

N—=oo /N (Noy(p))? zw(1 + zw) "N 1
H@+¢C+ 6T +n07+ ¢ —(C—7)(C —n))
(€ —m)*(¢ —n)? '

This completes the proof of (3.39). O

(zw) "D (@, 2) KNV (2, w]z, W)™ (2, w).

= e F(C )

5.2. Proof of Theorem 3.4 in the weakly non-unitary regime. In this section, we assume that L =
N2/p? — N and n = N?/p?.

Proof of Theorem 3.4 in the weakly non-unitary regime. Through the proof of Theorem 3.4 in the weakly non-
unitary regime, for 6 € [0, 27), we set

st ) e (e ) = ),

Note that )

N? P> P
”Wﬁﬁﬁfﬁ+ﬁﬂ

Notice also that

_ 1 _
(L) (5 % ap 75 _ — —1
w (Zaszva‘v)‘) NéN(l)w(Cvg,nam}(aX)(l+O(N ))7
and

N ! 2 L,(x+%)(1+0(NY).

IO NN = e

Then, we have

lim 1 n(/\)\ — L/n) /9\5\7’[‘)

N—oo Non (1) AX(1 4 AX) ANBAA) = Lp(x +X)

Since
QW (2w, ) = Qu(z,w,\)
p e 3 UCPHmI)+Cn
N 227
X {Jp(Z,XW, e R L g (v, e F )

e~ (= (=)
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— 0= 7 (€ 7, x)e 2 X — LCR0=0 7 (5, xIx, x)e T } (1+O(N7Y),

we have
(N + L+ 1DQWE (20,0 = M(n = N = 1)QY " (2,w, 1)
VAN =5 (CP+n*)+Cn (=€) (n1—x)
_ H3(C,m, ) (1+O(NT),
p 53 X+Y+% 3(¢,mx)( ( )
where

H3(¢,n,x) =B,(X+ X, C+x, X+ 1)+ Bo,(X + x; X+ 1.+ X)
_ 6((*%)(”*)()6’)(?4,)(,24,77 Y‘}'X) _ e(C*Y)(”]*X)B (Y+X’Y+X’Z+n)
- P (€0 (n—x) T (7 -
+(x+x+\/§)(x+x \/5)( Lo(C+n)Ly(X +X) Lp(C+X)Lp(x+n))
+Co(C+x, X +n) — e 0C, (X + x,C+1).

Then, we have

(n,L) n, = =\ Y) — H (Ca”vX)w(CaZJ]aﬁbOY) —(C=x%)(n— —
C’K(z,w)ijL (z,w, \)w' L)(Z7Z,w7w‘)\7>\)7N5N(1)(23—Y)2(’I7—X)2ﬁp(y+x)6 (C=x)(n X)(1+O(N ).

On the other hand, similarly, we have

Lo+ n)w(¢, ¢,n,7lx,
(SRS

Cre (z,w) 30 (2, wX, V@™ D (2,2, w, WA, X) = Néy(1)=2 X) (1+0(N7Y).

For (3.18) and (3.19), it is straightforward to see that
Crc (2,w)I30 5 (2, wX, ™D (2,2, 0, |\, X) = o(Néy (1)),
and
Cre (2,w)3330 (2, w|X, Nw ™) (2,2, w, WA, X) = o( Ny (1)).
Here, we note that
H(C,n,X) + (€= X)(n = ) Lp(C+n)e 0L, (3 + x)
= A (X + X CH XX +1,C+1, (C=X) (1= X)) + Bp(X +x,C+ XX + 1) + Bo(X + X X +1,{ +x)
+ (=)0 = )eCOIIB(x +x. C+ 0. X+ X) — eCTOTIB(x + 3. C+ 1, X+ X)
— eCVOOB (X + X, X + % C+ 1) + Col(C+ X, X + 1) — e CTO0C, (% + x, C + 1),

Therefore, we finally obtain

lim 1 ()
N—o0 N5N( ) L1

Hp(X + 3 CH XX +1.C+ 1. (C—X)(n — X SR
_ A = 5 =00 =) ¢ 2,7, e
(€ =X —x)*Lpy(x +X)
uniformly for ¢, 7, x in compact subsets of C. This completes the proof of (3.48) and (3.44). Similarly, it suffices
to consider the front factor for (3.49). From the proof of the diagonal case and by (3.12), we have

(2,Z,w,W|\, \)

—(Z—Y)(n—x)7

~ lim 1 n(zw — L) a(n )
Nooo (Nn(1))2 2w(1 4 zw) 7N 1
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(€ —m2(¢ —n)? '
This completes the proof of (3.49). d

(z@)@" P (@, 2) KD (2, w]z, W)@ " (z, w)




DETERMINANTAL STRUCTURE OF THE OVERLAP OF ISUE 29

5.3. Proof of Theorem 3.4 at the singular origin regime.

Proof of Theorem 3.4 at the singular origin regime . For (,n, x1 of compact subsets of C, we write

Pm ()= e w=w() = e A=A = .
V/Non(0) V/Non(0) V/Non(0)
For instance, we have 3
2w = N(lfn—l—l)(l +O(N7Y).
Then, by Lemma 5.1, we have
)L e~ IxI?
53) gD ORaB (%) = v QL0 T () gy,

XX — L
which gives
n(AX — L/n) (n,1)

N By AN)@H) M) = N2b+1)|x 22 e X* (11 O(N—1Y).
INTES R (AN X, A) (b+1)x| L2 O0e M 1+ o)

Now, similar to the other case, we compute the asymptotic behavior for each term. For ﬁ%’L)(E,MX A), we
have

(2 wRA) = (Vb +1))* (Cn) e 306101

(5.9)  Eun (O, (nlxx) — &1, (Cnlxx) €1, (Xx[Xx)
(€ —X)2(n—x)2(xx — L)1, L (xxIxx)

(L+O(NTH).

For S%’L) (Z,w|\, \), since

(D)= 2 C) e 30D gy p ) 1 1 -1
J Z,wAA) = (Nb+1 = = — — 1+ O(N .
WO E RN = (N )P R (P - s ) (1 O Y)
For (3.18) and (3.19), similarly, it is easy to see that
Cr (2. w) 30 7wk N ™) (2.7, w, WA K) = (1),

Cre(2,w)33305 (2, w|X, Vw5 (2,2, w, W]\, ) = o(1),

and _
(n,L) (= ) — w(47<‘7naﬁ|x’y) -1
w (Z,wA \) —GiDN (1+ONN")).
Since
Sz X N) + 30Dz, wX, A)
Sp(C % ,7 S, XX C—% — — 142 2 _
— (N(b+1))? 1 (Cx KUZCW XX 2(C )9(777 X)) Cn)Fe UM (1 4 O(N 1Y),
(€ =X)%(n = x)*E,L(xx[xx)
we obtain
. 1 (N, —  —y v
ngnoo 7N6N(O)K1’1 (z,Z,w, W\, )

_ S1(&6Xn, $n XX (€= %) (1 = X))
(€ =X)%(n — x)*&1,L (Xx[Xx)
uniformly for ¢, 7, x in compact subsets of C. This completes the proof of (3.55). Similarly, it suffices to consider
the front factor for (3.56). From the proof of the diagonal case and by (3.12), we have

Va n =\ (. _1 2 2
(¢, Con 7l X) (Cn) ez (ISE+In),

11 n(f @) )
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c,r] 1,1( | )

(zw)o™ P (@, 2) KN Y (z, wlz, w)a ™) (z, w)




30 KOHEI NODA

This completes the proof. O

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this note, we studied the k-th conditional expectation of the diagonal and off-diagonal overlaps for
induced spherical unitary ensemble. Although this model is non-Gaussian model with the origin point insertion,
the universality for the overlap in the strongly non-unitary regime was confirmed. Also, in [57], the weakly
non-unitary and the singular origin regime for induced Ginibre unitary ensemble were investigated. We have
confirmed that the scaling limits for their regimes also fall into the universality classes. Our approach is based
on [3,57], and we would like to emphasize that the method developed in [3] is robust for non-Hermitian random
matrix models with a radially symmetric potential such as truncated unitary ensemble. Lastly, we conclude
this note by making lists for future directions of the overlaps.

(1) The most important model in random matrices with non-radially symmetric potential is elliptic Ginibre
unitary ensemble defined by

o 1=
6 =[S o[, e

where H](\}), 1(\?) are identically, independent Gaussian unitary ensembles. The joint probability distri-
bution function for the eigenvalues of elliptic Ginibre unitary ensemble is given by

N
T 1 77]\72 i 2_rRe(?
dP) (Ciny) = I 16—l e =9 %aa,),

(1)
ZN" 1<i<j<N j=1

where ZI(\:) is the partition function. Similar to the discussion in [4,12,29], it is straightforward to see
that conditionally on {z; = a € C}, we have

N
1—72 1
—d =TT (1 77)
21 a] H( + N |Zj—a|2
Jj=2

The conditional expectation of the off-diagonal overlap can be similarly computed. Then, in order
to study the similar determinantal structure of the overlaps for elliptic Ginibre unitary ensemble as
shown in this note, we need to construct a family of planar orthogonal polynomials associated with the
following weight function:

En |01,

1—72
N

However, the moment matrix associated with the above weight function as in (4.1) is not a tridiagonal
moment matrix, and hence, it would be difficulty to work on LDE decomposition. Possibly, we need
to choose another nice basis such as Hermite polynomial in advance. We emphasize that the diagonal
overlap was already considered in [27,28,44] by the supersymmetric method.

(2) In this note, we only studied the spherical unitary ensemble. It is natural to study the Pfaffian structure
of the overlaps for induced spherical orthogonal /symplectic ensemble, cf. [2,4].

%7_2(|z|2—'r Re 22)

+1z — a\Z)e_l

wr(z,Z]a,a) = (
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