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Abstract

It is well-known that two-dimensional Coulomb gases at a special
inverse temperature 8 = 2 can be analyzed by using the orthogonal
polynomial method borrowed from the theory of random matrices.
In this paper, such Coulomb gas molecules are studied when they
are distributed on an elliptic annulus, and the asymptotic forms of
the molecule correlation functions in the thermodynamic limit are
evaluated. For that purpose, two-dimensional orthogonality relations
of the Chebyshev polynomials on an elliptic annulus are utilized.
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1 Introduction

Let us consider two-dimensional one-component Coulomb gas systems with
Hamiltonians
N N
H:ZV(zj)—Zlog|zj—zl|. (11)
j=1 j<l
Here the locations (z;,y;) of logarithmically interacting N molecules are
denoted by complex numbers z; = z; +iy; (j = 1,2,---,N) on the two
dimensional complex plane C. The one-particle potential functions are given
by V(z) equated with V(z) , where z = z + iy and z = x — iy with real
numbers z and y.
The equilibrium probability density function at an inverse temperature
£ = 2 is known to be

N N
Pz, 29, -, 2y) o e PH = ch(zj)H\zj—zlP (1.2)
j=1 j<l
with a one-molecule weight function wc(z) = e 2Y*) and an integration
measure H;V:l dzj = H;V:l dxjdy;. Here P(z, 22, -, zy) is normalized as
/ dzl/ d22-~-/ dzy P(z1,22,++,2n) = 1, (1.3)
¢) c c
and we define the k-molecule correlation functions
N!
p(21, 22, 2) = m/cdzkﬂ/cdzkm”'/chN P(z1, 22, 2n),
(1.4)

which are typical observable physical quantities.

As is well-known, the probability density function (L2]) can be analyzed
by using the corresponding orthogonal polynomials on the complex plane.
This fact originated in Ginibre’s seminal work[l] on random matrices and
then extended to general Coulomb gas systems of the above form[2] 3]. Sup-
pose that M, (z) = 2™ + (lower order terms) with non-negative integers n are
the monic orthogonal polynomials satisfying the orthogonality relation

/C we(2)we(z) My (2) M, (2)dz = hymn, (1.5)

with m,n = 0,1,2,---. Then the k-molecule correlation functions can be
written in determinant forms[4]

p(zla 22y, Zk) = det [KN(Z]7 ZZ)]jl:l,Z---,k 9 (16)
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where
K 20) = el wel) 3 MM (LD

Therefore, in order to see the asymptotic behavior of the k-molecule correla-
tion functions in the thermodynamic limit N — oo, we only need to evaluate
the kernel function Ky (21, 22).

Let us consider an elliptic annulus

A={z|(@/a,)* + (y/b,)* < T and (w/ap)* + (y/br)* > 1} (1.8)

on the complex plane. Here z = x + iy (z and y are real),

1 1 1 1
== — = = - - 1.
o 2(U+v)’ o 2<U v)’ (1.9)
1 1 1 1

and 1 < R < wv. In this paper, we are interested in the Coulomb gas systems
confined on the elliptic annulus A. Namely the one-molecule weight function
we(z) has a form
| walz), z€ A,
we(z) = { 0. LA (1.11)
Now we moreover suppose that the weight function w,(z) on the annulus
has a flat form
wa(z) =1 (1.12)
or one of the forms
1 1 1

- d——.
=22 1=z " 1+

wa(z) (1.13)
In these cases, we find that the corresponding orthogonal polynomials on
the elliptic annulus are proportional to the Chebyshev polynomials. Then
we can evaluate the asymptotic formulas of the kernel functions in the limit
N — 0.

This paper is organized as follows. In §2, the orthogonality of the Cheby-
shev polynomials on the elliptic annulus is proved and used to obtain kernel
function formulas for a finite N. In §3, N — oo limits of the kernel functions
are evaluated, when the elliptic annulus is contained in the neighborhood
of the outer edge, and when it is in the neighborhood of the real interval
[—1,1]. In Appendices, conventional Coulomb gas results on a disc and on a
real one-dimensional interval are derived for comparison.
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2 Chebyshev polynomials

For a complex coordinate z = = + iy (x and y are real) which is not on the
real interval [—1, 1], we introduce a complex parameter w as

z:%<w+£> (2.1)

with |w| > 1. Then the Chebyshev polynomials are defined in the following
way. A Chebyshev polynomial with a non-negative integer index n is an n-th
degree polynomial of z.

(1) Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind

1 n —n
T(2) =5 (W +w ™). (2.2)
The corresponding monic orthogonal polynomials M, (z) are
@ 1, n =0,
M (z) = 1 (2.3)
FTn(Z), n > 0.
(2) Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind
wn—l—l _ w—n—l
Up(2) = ——— 2.4
()= (2.4

with the monic orthogonal polynomials M2 (z) = (1/2")U,(z).
(3) Chebyshev polynomials of the third kind

wn—l—l + w™

() =L (2.5)
with the monic orthogonal polynomials M3 (z) = (1/2")V,,(z).
(4) Chebyshev polynomials of the fourth kind
n+l _ ,,—n
Wy(z) = = — 2 (2.6)

w—1
with the monic orthogonal polynomials M4 (z) = (1/2")W,(z).
The Chebyshev polynomials are known to satisfy orthogonality relations[5]
6] on the elliptic region

E={z=r+iy|(x/a,)’+ (y/b)* <1} (2.7)
with the weight functions (IL.12) and (ILI3]). We can readily extend them to

the orthogonality relations on the elliptic annulus A.
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2.1 Model 1

Let us first consider the Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind with the

Model I weight function
1
Wp(z) = —. 2.8
.A( ) ‘1 — zg‘ ( )
The complex parameter w can be written in terms of the polar coordinates

(r,0) as

w=re? r>1 0real (2.9)

It follows from z = x + iy that

ox 1 1 or 1 1\ .
—:—(T—_)COSQ, _— = —— (T+—>Sln9,
or 2r

r 00 2 r
oy 1 1\ . dy 1 1
§_§<r+;)sm9, %—§<7’ ;)COSQ (2.10)
and 0 oroy ordy 1| 1P [1-2
(a:,y):_:v_y__f_@/:_w__ :|_Z|, (2.11)
a(r,0) Oorod 000r Ar w r
When r = v,
- o L) = Ly L)
- et dene
= a,cost +ib,sind (2.12)

is on the boundary of the elliptic region £.
Let us now take an arbitrary function f(r) of r. If relevant integrals exist,
the two-dimensional integral

L = /g drdy—LT) O (20000 2) (2.13)

1= 2% "

over the elliptic region £ can be evaluated as
v 2m

L = 2277 / dr / RAGE
1 0 r

= 27mn / dr i d@m(wm +o ™) (W +w™)
1

0 r
v 2T
= o | ar P 7 g
1 r 0

% (,,,,m—i—nei(n—m)G + ,,,,m—ne—i(m-l—n)e + ,,,,n—mei(m—i-n)G + T—m—nei(m—n)e)

= Ruboun (2.14)



for m,n > 0. In general, I,,, = h,,0,,, for m,n > 0 with

m v n— —2n—
hn:%/l drf(r)(r2 T2 1), n>0 (2.15)
and
ho = 27r/ drm. (2.16)
1 r
Therefore MM (z) are monic orthogonal polynomials with a weight function
f(r)
&
we(z) =4 |1 — 22| ee (2.17)
0, 2 ¢ &

on the complex plane.
Now we take a special form of f(r) as

flr) = { (1) rzk, (2.18)

with 1 < R <v. When r = R,

_1 1 _1 0 1_i9)
z = 2(w+w)—2<Re +Re

= aprcosf +ibgsind (2.19)

is on the inner boundary of the elliptic annulus A. Therefore the orthogo-
nality relation

1
/,4 dedy = MO MO () = hD6,,,  myn >0 (2.20)
with
- T /vd -1 | ,.—2n—1
R
™ n —zNn n —zNn
= G (PR R) 00 (2.21)
and -
hY =2 dr; = 27 (logv — log R) (2.22)
R



holds. It follows that the kernel function Ky (21, 22) with N > 1 is equal to

K](\})(Zlaf@) = 1 = 11
TGP o 7
1
= @R -
1 b ((w)™ + (w1) ™) (@)™ + (@2)™)
X {leog(v/R) T } ,

MO (1) MV (2)

[
~—
(V]

where

with |w;| > 1 and j =1, 2.

2.2 Model II

Next we consider the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind correspond-
ing to the flat Model II weight function

wa(z) = 1. (2.25)

As before, the orthogonality relation for the Chebyshev polynomials of the
second kind on the elliptic region £ can be derived as

[ dzdyf(IMPEMP () = hbyn, mn >0, (226)
£
where - Y

h, = W/l drf(r) (7’2"+1 + r_2"_3) , n>0. (2.27)

Focusing on the special case (2.18]), we arrive at the orthogonality relation
on the annulus A

[ dwdyMP ()M () = DS, mon 20, (2.28)
A
where

R® — T (,U2n+2 _ 2 pEn2 R—2n—2) n>0. (2.29)
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Therefore the kernel function Ky(z1, 29) is equal to

N-1 1
K@ (z1,2) = Y WM7(12)(21>MT(L2)(22>
n=0 lin
_ 4 ! $5 )" = () (@) — (@)
T (w1 —wi (@2 — w3 h) v — = — R4 R

(2.30)

2.3 Model II1

The Chebyshev polynomials of the third kind correspond to the Model III

weight function
1

11—z
Following the previous procedures, we can similarly obtain the orthogonality
relation for the Chebyshev polynomials of the third kind as

wa(z) = (2.31)

/ dady g FOMD ()M (2) = hpdpmy  myn > 0, (2.32)
£
where S
hy, = —/ drf(r) (7’2" + 7“_2"_2) , n>0. (2.33)
22n Jq

We restrict ourselves to the special case (2.I8) and find the orthogonality
relation

/. dody = MPEMP(E) = Wb, mon 20, (234)
where
h(3 T 2+l =2n-1 _ pontl | p-2n-l > 0. 9235
22"(2n+1)(v v + ), n > (2.35)
Then the kernel function Ky (21, 22) is equated with

1 N-l 9
Z Mr(zs)(zl)Mr(Ls)(Z2)

K(g)(z1,22)
N JIL =zt = z| =0 A

1 1 1
(Wi + D@2 1) /]1— 2|1 — 2
= ((w)™! + (wi) ™) ((@2)" " + (@2)7")
X = (2n + 1> ,U2n+l _ U_2"_1 _ R2n+1 + R—2n—1 (236>
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2.4 Model IV

Finally, for the Chebyshev polynomials of the fourth kind associated with
the Model IV weight function

1
the orthogonality relation turns out to be
1
Jdwdy o FOMD M) = hadp, mon 20, (239)
where
T [ m | —2n—2
h":ﬁfl drf(r) (r" +17272) 0. (2.39)
In the special case (2.I8)) , it is reduced to be
1
|y M )M () = 08, mon 20, (2.40)
where
B = m (U2n+1 Lyl el R—2n—1) L >0, (241)
We then find the equality of the kernel functions Ky(z1, 22) and
K](\Z[l)(zl 2,’2) = 1 ]VZ_I 1 M(4)(21)M(4)(22)
’ JIL+ [T+ zf im0 BT "
1 1 1
(Wi = D@2 = 1) 11+ 2|1+ 2
- ((wi)"™ = (w1) ™) ((@2)" " — (@2) ")
X 1122()(271 + 1) p2ntl _ g—2n—1 _ P2n+1 + R—2n-1 : (242)

3 Asymptotic forms

In this section, we discuss the asymptotic forms of the kernel functions in
the thermodynamic limit N — oo.



3.1 Modell

Our first case is equipped with the Model I weight function (2.8]), for which
the kernel function K\ (21, 23) is given in (Z23). Now we introduce the polar
coordinates 1,79 > 1 and real #;, 05 as

w; = rjei6j7 ,] = 17 2. (31)

When the elliptic annulus is contained in the neighborhood of the outer
edge r1,m79 = v > 1, we introduce the scaling parameters tq, to, ¢, ¢ and T

B r1:v<1—%), 7’2:21(1—%2), (3.2)
91:¢+%, 62:w+% (3.3)

and T
R:v(l—ﬁ), (3.4)

where 0 < 1,15 < T and 0 < ¢ < 27. Thus the angular coordinates 6y, 6,
are in the neighborhood of a constant angle .
Then it is straightforward to obtain asymptotic relations

VIT= (2221 = (22)?

= 1\/((7’1)2 + (r1)72 —2c0s261) ((r2)2 + (r2)~2 — 2 cos 26,)
4
1

~ 3 (1)2 +v7% — 2cos 2¢) , N — oo, (3.5)
,U2n o U—2n o R2n + R—2n
T 2n T —2n
— 2n ., —2n _ ,2n 1— —2n<1__>
v v v ( N> +v N
~ o (1), N = oo, (3.6)

— <v" <1 - %)n in(b+F) 4 yn (1 — %>_n —in(¢+%)>
X <v" <1 — %)n —in(V+R) 4y <1 _ %) - m(dur%g))

~ U2n6—c(t1+t2)ei0(¢1—¢2)’ N — o0 (37)

10



with ¢ = n/N fixed. Putting these asymptotic relations into (2:23]), we find

K](\})(Zla 2)
4N? 1 1 e—cltitt2) pic(¢1—¢2)
/ dc c ,
T v24+ 02 —2cos2v¢ Jo 1—e 2T

~Y

N — oo.

(3.8)

Let us then examine the thin annulus limit 7" — 0. Noting that ¢1,t, — 0
limit must also be taken because of the inequality 0 < ¢, t5 < T', one obtains

2
2N 1 /1 de ei0(¢1—¢>2)
7T v24+v72—2cos2¢ Jo
ei(¢1—¢2)/2 sin {(¢1 - ¢2)/2}

K (21,22) ~

= pD( , 3.9
P ) (61— 62)/2 39
where p, (1) is the asymptotic molecule density
2N?%y 1
PV (v) = (3.10)

7T v?2+v=2 —2cos 2

on the edge of the elliptic region £. As the phase factor e®s=?)/2 can be re-
placed with 1 without changing the determinant forms (IL6]) of the k-molecule
correlation functions p(z1, 22, - -, 2x), We arrive at

P21, 2,5 2k) dot [Sin{(%’ - ¢é)/2}1
{pil)(iﬂ)}k (0 =00/ |jemron

This formula gives the elliptic version of the sine kernel formula for the 1-
dimensional Coulomb gas on a circle or the eigenvalues of the circular unitary
ensemble (CUE) of random matrices|[7].

On the other hand, when the elliptic annulus is in the neighborhood of
the real interval [—1,1], it is useful to modify the definitions of the scaling
parameters ty, to, ¢1, ¢ and T as

(3.11)

t t
rp=1+ Nl Ty = HNZ’ (3.12)
N (3.13)
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and

T
R=1+—. 3.14
o (3.14)
We additionally define a parameter u as
u
=14+ — 3.15
v + N (3.15)

and suppose that 0 < T" < t;,t5 < u. The constant angle v is in the region
0 < ¢ < 2m. When the elliptic annulus is in the neighborhood of [—1,1],
only the cases ¥ = 0, ¢ = m/2 and ¢ = 7 are considered.

As before we can derive asymptotic relations

VIL= G = ()
_ %M(H%)Z <1+%>_2—20052 <¢+%>}
XJ{@+€€V+(L+%>4—2amzﬁw+%>}

N {@M&VNa Yp=0or¢=m,
(1 —cos2v) /2, ¥ #0and ¢ # ,

,U2n o U—2n o R2n + R—2n ~ 62cu o e—2cu o 62CT 4 €—2CT N = 0o (317>

N = o0, (3.16)

)

and
((wl)" - (w1)_") ((@2)" + (@2)_n)
-~ (ecsleinw + e—csle—inw)(ecgge—inw + 6—05262'717/1)’ N — 0, (318)

where
sj =t +ig;, j=1,2 (3.19)
and ¢ = n/N fixed.
In the case ¥ = 0 or ¢ = 7, these asymptotic relations and ([223)) yield

K(l) (Zl7 ZZ)

Y e sy
s |51H32| 0 e2cu _ p—2cu __ 62CT + 6_2CT

(3.20)

in the limit N — oo. Let us consider the thin annulus limit shrinking to the
interval [—1, 1]. We first put 7" = 0 and then take the limit u — 0. Keeping
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in mind that v — 0 implies t;,t5 — 0, we obtain

4
N / dC zc¢>1 +e ZC¢>1)( icoa te zcd)g)
dru |¢1||¢2

Nt 1 sin(¢1 — ¢2) | sin(¢y + ¢2)>
2mu [ 1| ( 1 — 02 - or+¢2 ) (3:21)

K (21, 2)

When ¢ = > T noting €2 = (—1)" and evaluating the sums in (2.23)) for

odd n and even n separately, we find
1
VIL= ()21 - <z )

1 1= (W (Wl)_")(@z)" + (w2)™™)
{27T10g(v/R +;Zn v™2n — R 4 R }

K](\})(Zla Zz)

n=1

= \/|1_(21 |1_ 2|{ 7rlog ’U/R

_|_l [N/i_l}(2 + 1) ((wl)2n+1 + (wl)_zn_l)((@2)2n+l + (@2)_2”_1)
T = n VA2 _ —4n—2 _ Ran+2 | R—dn—2

_}_l [(Nil:)/ﬂ@n) ()2 + (1)) (@)™ + (@2)~2)
T U4n _ fU—4n _ R4n + R in
N2 60(31-1-52) + 6—C(Sl+§2) _ 66(81—52) _ 6—0(81—52)
~ — / dc c
271- 620u _ 6—2cu _ 620T + 6_2CT
c(sl—i-sg) 4 e—c(sl+§2) 4 60(81—52) 4 e—c(51—§2)
/ dC ¢ 2 2 2c¢T 2cT
e2cu _ p—2cu _ 2T | o—2c

n=1

e (s1+352) + 6—0(81+S2)
- / de c 620u _ —2cu _ 620T + 6_2CT (322)

in the limit N — oo. Here [z] is the largest integer less than or equal to z.
Taking the thin annulus limit v — 0 after putting 7" = 0 results in

_@sin(¢1 — ¢»)

KO (21, 20) ~ / de cos (c(¢r — 62)) = p, . (323
1 — ¢2
N2
where pl) = ——_ The k-molecule correlation functions p(zy, 2o, - - -, 2;) ac-
v
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cordingly satisfy

b — GA=1,2,-k

p('zl)ZQa Tty Zk‘)

()

This formula reproduces the sine kernel formula for the Coulomb gas on a
1-dimensional line originally known from the theory of the Gaussian unitary
ensemble (GUE) of random matrices[7].

(3.24)

Ndet[

3.2 Model 11

Next we consider Model II with the weight function (2.25]) and the kernel
function K](\?)(zl,@) in ([Z30). The polar coordinates ry,72,6; and 6, are
introduced in (B.1)) as before.

If one is interested in the elliptic annulus in the neighborhood of the outer
edge 1,79 = v > 1, the scaling parameters 1, to, ¢1, ¢ and T defined in
B2), B3) and ([B4]) are again useful. Let us first derive asymptotic relations

(w1 — wi ) (@2 — @3 )

- (=) () o)

t . t -1
~ v 4+v7?—2cost), N — o0 (3.25)

and

~ pPreTeltitta)gic(d1—62) Ny o (3.26)

with ¢ = n/N fixed. We put these asymptotic relations and (3.6) into (230

and arrive at

K (21, 22)
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N — oo.

(3.27)

This is exactly equal to the asymptotic result in (3.8]) for Model I. We thus
expect it to be a universal asymptotic behavior. As before it yields the elliptic
version of the sine kernel formula in the thin annulus limit 7" — 0.

We then consider an elliptic annulus in the neighborhood of the real
interval [—1, 1]. The scaling parameters t1, ta, ¢1, ¢o and T are modified and
an additional parameter u is introduced according to (3.12)), (3.13), (B.14)
and ([B.15]). Resulting asymptotic relations are

AN? 1 1 e—c(tittz) pic(¢1—¢2)
/ de ¢ ,
T v2+0v2—2cos2v¢ Jo 1— e 2T

(w1 —wi ) (@2 — @)

= <<1 + %) G+ %) _ <1 + %>_1 e—z’(w+¢’—1\})>

4S§/N2a ¢:OOTwZW’
{2150082% W #£0and ) # T, N — o0 (3.28)

and

((Wl)n - (wl)_") ((@2)n - (@2)_n)
~ (ecsleim/} o e—csle—inw)(ec§2€—in¢ o e—c§geim/1)’ N — 0, (329>
where s; =t; +i¢;, j=1,2and ¢ =n/N fixed.
In the case ¢ = 0 or ¢ = m, it follows from these asymptotic relations,
([230) and (BI7) that
N4 1 1 (ecsl _ e—csl>(ec§2 _ e—c§2)
K(2) ~
N (Zl’ 22) T 5159 Jo e2cu _ p—2cu _ €2CT + €—2CT
in the limit N — oco. The difference between the asymptotic limit (3.20) of
Model I correlation functions and the corresponding limit (3.30) of Model
IT reveals a breakdown of the universality around the edges of the interval
[—1,1]. In order to examine the thin annulus limit, let us put 7" = 0 and
then take the limit u — 0. We obtain

1 ! icpr _ —ice1\( iche _ —icho
¢1¢2/0 de (e e )(e e )
N* 1 <sin(¢1 — ¢2) _ sin(¢ + ¢2)
2T P10 o1 — P2 o1+ P2

15

(3.30)

N4
2
Kz(v)(zl, Z) ~ I

) . (3.31)



which shows the striking sign difference of Model I and Model II results.
s .
When ¢ = 5 @8 before we can derive

€ (s1+32) 4 e—c(sl+§2)

KD (21, 25) N—/ de ¢ (3.32)

€2cu _ €—2cu 62CT + 6—2CT

in the limit N — oo. This is exactly equal to the corresponding limit (3:22))
of Model I result. Thus the universal behavior is recovered.

3.3 Model II1

Model IIT has the weight function (231) and the kernel function K (21, 25)
in (2.30). We use the polar coordinates ry,re,0; and 6y introduced in (31]).
In order to study the elliptic annulus in the neighborhood of the outer

edge r1,7o = v > 1, we again employ the scaling parameters t{, ta, @1, ¢o
and T defined in (8.2)), (33)) and (34) . Then we find asymptotic relations

1 1 1( , 1 _
2 5 ;
1

[\]

2

2
1 < i0;/2 —i6, /2 02 L inypo
— — \/7’7]’6 J — —e J — Tj J — —e J
2 N N
1
= 5(7“]- + 7' —2cos b))
1
~ §(v+v_1—2cosw), N — o (3.33)

with j = 1,2,

(W1 + 1) (@2 + 1) = (r1e™ + 1) (rge2 4 1)
~ (ve +1)(ve ™ +1) =v(v+v "t +2cos1p), N —o00 (3.34)

and

(@)™ + (@) ™) (@)™ + (@) )

1)2(n+1)6—C(t1+tz)€i0(¢1—¢z)’ N = 0o (3.35)
with ¢ = n/N fixed. Putting these asymptotic relations and

P2l -l o p2ndl L pe2n—l g ondl (1 _ 6—2cT) , N> oo (3.36)
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into (2.36]) yields

KV (21, 2)
AN? 1 1 e—c(ti+t2) pic(pr1—o2)
/ dc c ,
T v+ 02 —2cos2v¢ Jo 1—e 2T

N — oo.

(3.37)

~Y

This should be a universal asymptotic behavior, because it is again identical
to the results in (B.8) and (3.27)) for Model I and Model II.
Let us modify the scaling parameters t1, ta, ¢1, ¢ and T', and introduce an

additional parameter u as written in (312), (313)), (3I4) and (BI5). Then,

in the limit N — oo, the elliptic annulus shrinks into the neighborhood of
the real interval [—1,1]. We require asymptotic formulas

“—%|=%%+Gkﬂmwﬁ
- % ((1—’_%) + (14‘%)_1 — 2cos (1/1+%>>
|2 2 _
{ |(S2]|—/2(ii\;@)b’)/2, Z ;0 N = oo, (3.38)
wi+1 = rie +1
B <L+%)aWme+l
{ ijﬁ, z L N (3.39)
with j =1, 2,

(@)™ + @) ™) (@)™ + (@) 7)

~ (ecslei(n—}—l)w + e—csle—inw)(ecgge—i(n—l—l)w + e—c§26inw)’
N = (3.40)
and
,U2n+l_,U—2n—1_R2n+1_|_R—2n—1 ~ e2cu_e—2cu_62cT_|_6—2cT’ N — 0o. (341)

Here s; =t; +i¢;, j=1,2and c=n/N fixed.
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In the case ¢ = 0, these asymptotic relations and (2.36) lead to

K (21, 2) ~

N4 csl —cs1 cSo —C389
/d + e 1) (e + e7%%2) (3.42)

|51||82| e2cu _ p=2cu _ o2¢T | o—2¢T

in the limit N — oo. This is equal to the asymptotic limit (B3.20) of
K](\})(zl,ZQ) with ¢» = 0. On the other hand, in the case ¢ = m, we ob-
tain
N4 1 1 cs1 __ ,—CS1 cS2 __ ,—C52
KO (o, 20) ~ oL [T o (e m (e = ) (3.43)

T 81§2 0 e2cu _ e—2cu _ €2cT + 6—26T

in the limit N — oo. This is equal to the asymptotic limit (B3.30) of

K](\?)(zl, 2) with ¢ = 7. Around the right edge of the interval [—1, 1], Model
ITI behaves like Model I, and around the left edge, it behaves like Model II.
This is expected from the forms of the weight functions.

Putting ¢ = g, we find

C(81+82) 4 e—c(sl+§2)
KN (Zl’ Z2 ~ / de c €2cu _ €—2cu _ 62CT + 6—2CT (344>

in the limit N — oo. This is again equal to the corresponding limits (3.22))
and (3.32)). It is the universal behavior expected when ¢ = 7/2.

3.4 Model IV

We finally consider Model IV. The weight function is (2.37) and the kernel
function K](é‘)(zl,zg) is (2.42)). Let us as before use the polar coordinates
r1, 72,07 and Oy introduced in (B.1).

The scaling parameters ¢y, ta, ¢1, ¢o and T in [B2), (B3) and (B4]) are
again used in order to magnify the region in the neighborhood of the outer

edge 1,79 = v > 1. The asymptotic relations
1 1
11+ 2| = (T‘J+r +20059j)~§(v+v_1+20081p), N — oo (3.45)

with j = 1,2,

(w1 —1)(wp—1) = (rlewl - 1)(7’26_i62 —1) ~vw+v ' =2cosv), N — o0
(3.46)

18



and

(@)™ = @) ™) (@)™ = (@2)™)

- ,U2(n+1)€—C(t1+t2)eic(¢1—¢2)’ N — o (3.47)

follow with ¢ = n/N fixed. One puts these relations and (3.36) into (2.42)).
Then one obtains

K (21, 2)
AN? 1 1 e—c(ti+t2) pic(Pp1—o2)
/ de ¢
0

, N — oo.
T v2+ 02— 2cos29 1—e 2T >

~

(3.48)

We see that it is again identified with the universal results in (B.8), (3.27)
and ([B.37) for Model I, Model IT and Model 111, respectively.

On the other hand, in order to magnify the region in the neighborhood
of the real interval [—1, 1], we redefine the scaling parameters ¢y, ta, ¢1, 02,

T and u as written in (3.12), (313), (3I4) and B.I5). Then, in the limit

N — 00, asymptotic formulas

1+z] = %(TjWLTj_l—l-QcosHj)
- %<<1+%)+<1+%)_1+2cos<w+%>>
12 2 B
{L?ngi$yg z;;: N — oo, (3.49)
wj—1 = re® —1
= (14_%) tW+ei/N) _q
”“{Z%TL Z;& N = o0 (3.50)

with j = 1,2 and

((wl)n—l-l _ (Wl)_n> ((@2)n+1 _ (@2)—n)
~ (ecslei(n—l-l)w . e—csle—inw)(ec§2€—i(n+1)¢ . e—c§2€im¢))

Y

N — o0 (3.51)
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are obtained. Here s; =t; +i¢;, j=1,2and ¢ =n/N fixed.
In the case ¥ = 0, from these asymptotic relations, (2.42)) and (3.41]), we
find

cs —cs cs —CS:
(4) 1 _ e 1)(6 2 _ ¢ 2)
N (Zl’ Z2 ~ d 2cu —2cu 2cT —2cT
T 5189 esct — — e He

(3.52)

in the limit N — oo. This is equal to the asymptotic limit (B.30) of
K@ 21, z2) with v = 0. In the case ¥ = 7, an asymptotic formula
N Y
N4 csl —|—€_Csl)( cS9 +€_C§2)
|Sl||82| e2cu _ e—2cu _ e2cT + 6_2CT

K\ (21, 22) ~ (3.53)

is obtained in the limit N — oo. This is equal to the asymptotic limit (320)
of K](\})(zl, z) with ¢ = .

.. m .
In the remaining case ¢ = > one arrives at

(s1+352) —c(s1+52)
(4 ) ! +e
K Zl’ 2’2 / de ¢ €2cu — e 2cu _ 02T + e—2T (354)

in the limit N — oo. This is equal to the universal limits (3:22)), (3:32) and
(B3:44)), as expected.

Summary and discussion

Two-dimensional Coulomb gases distributed on an elliptic annulus at a spe-
cial inverse temperature § = 2 were studied, and asymptotic forms of the
correlation functions in the thermodynamic limit were evaluated. For an
elliptic annulus contained in the neighborhood of the outer edge, we found
universal asymptotic forms of the correlation functions. When the annulus
shrinks into the real interval [—1, 1], non-universal behavior was observed
around the edges —1 and 1, where the weight functions w4(z) on the annu-
lus have singular points. The models considered in this paper are related to
the Chebyshev polynomials, and their orthogonality on the complex plane
were employed in the analysis. More general polynomials related to the
Gegenbauer polynomials are also known to be orthogonal on the complex
plane[8, [0]. There are also Coulomb gas models associated with such more
general polynomials, and it is interesting to check the universal behavior by
using such more general models.
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Appendix A Radially symmetric case

In this Appendix, we study a conventional radially symmetric case with a
probability density function

N N
P(Zlaz2> c '>ZN) X H wc(zj) H |Zj — < 2 (A]')
j=1

Jg<li

with a one-molecule weight function

| wp(z), z€D,
we(z) = { 0 2¢D. (A.2)
where D is an annulus
D= {z| |2’ < (v/2)* and |2|* > (R/2)*} (A.3)

on the complex plane. Here 1 < R < v. Moreover the weight function is

supposed to be
wp(2) = |2]7, (A.4)

where «y is an arbitrary real number. Then wc(z) is fully determined by the
radius |z|. Such a radially symmetric case is conventional, because the corre-
sponding monic orthogonal polynomials M, (z) are known to be monomials
z". Here asymptotic limit of the kernel function is evaluated for comparison
with the Coulomb gas on an elliptic annulus. The orthogonality constant h,,
for M, (z) = 2" is

o V22 R2nty+2

(A.5)

n

- on + v + 2 22n+y+2 ’

because of the integral

| Vwe@uwe (@) M (2)Ma(2)drdy

v/2 2 .

_ / d’f’/ do ,,,,m—i—n—i—’y-i—lez(n—m)e
R/2 0

oIt U2n+’y+2 _ R2n+’y+2

6mn
n + y + 2 2n+y+2
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Let us calculate the asymptotic limit of the kernel function

K](V'y 21,2’2 =\ w Zl wD Z M Zl ( )

o (7’17"2)7/2 N-1 (,,,.17,2)n62n(€1 02)
— T ng(](zn + Y + 2) (0/2)2n+’y+2 _ (R/2)2n+'Y+27 (A?)

where z; = r;e"%i with a positive r; and a real 6; (j = 1,2). Introducing the
scaling parameters ty, to, ¢1, ¢ and T as

t1 v ta
) ey
¢+ﬂ 92:¢+@ (A.9)
N
and T
v
R=-(1—— A.10
s (1-%) (a.10)
where 0 < t1,t, < T and 0 < ¢ < 27, we find
AN? e—clti+t2) gic(p1—¢2)
KN,Y (z1,22) ~ —/ dc ¢ I (A.11)

in the limit N — oo with ¢ =n/N and + fixed. This is equal to the v — oo

limit of the universal formula [B.8), (3.27), (3.37) and (3.48)) as expected,

and itself shows a universal behavior because it is independent of 7.

Appendix B Bessel kernel

In this Appendix, we consider another conventional model with a probability
density function

P(xy,x9, -+, xN) X H wr(x; H lz; — 2] (B.1)
g<li
It is a one-dimensional model and real numbers x1, zo, - - -, )y are molecule

positions. A one-molecule weight function is

'LUR(ZL’) _ { (T;j[—l,l](x)v YIS [_17 }]7 (BQ)
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where z is real and wi_11)(z) = (1 — 2)*(1 + z)® with a,b > —1. This model
is called the Jacobi unitary ensemble in random matrix theory[10, 111, [12]. In
the limit that the elliptic annulus shrinks into the interval [—1, 1], the two-
dimensional Coulomb gas model is reduced to this one-dimensional model.
The monic orthogonal polynomials corresponding to the Jacobi unitary
ensemble is Mlatbint)
_ o \@ " (a.b)
Mn(w) =2 n!F(a +b+2n+ 1)P"

and the orthogonality constant h,, is

() (B.3)

b — 22n+a+b+ln|r(a +n+l(b+n+1)l(a+b+n+1)

B.A4
Fla+b+2n+1)(a+b+2n+2) (B-4)

Here I'(x) is the Gamma function and P{*%)(z) are the Jacobi polynomials

Peo() = S gy L (0 e b -2 (B5)

21| dz™

Using an asymptotic form of the Jacobi polynomials[13]

@1 Y (o)
P (1- ) ~ ()l (B5)

in the limit N — oo with ¢ = n/N and ¢ > 0 fixed, we can derive the
asymptotic form of the kernel function[12]

Nl]_

K}\][a;%bl(xhxz \/w[ 1,1] (;Ul W[-1,1] .],’2 Z h—Mn (x2)
n=0 ""N
~ KPOGE,68) = N [ de e Ju(eo D) Tu(eos) (B.7)
0

in the limit N — oo, where

(¢1)*
2N?

(¢3)°
2N?

xr1 = 1— To = 1— (B8)
with ¢7,¢3 > 0 fixed. This asymptotic form KBess¢l(pf 1) is called the
Bessel kernel, as J,(z) is the Bessel function. The asymptotic correlation
functions of this one-dimensional model have determinant forms in terms of

the Bessel kernel.
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The Chebyshev polynomials are special cases of the Jacobi polynomials.
In particular the cases (a,b) = (—1/2,—1/2) and (1/2,1/2) are the Cheby-
shev polynomials of the first and second kind, respectively. Now we put
a = —1/2 in the Bessel kernel, we obtain

esse N2 1 sin(¢pf — ¢3)  sin(¢f + (b;’))
K Bessel ! 2 . (B.

This special case of Bessel kernel can be derived from a similar asymptotic
form ([B.21)) for K ](\}) (21, 22) of Model I, when it is integrated over the transver-
sal coordinates.

Let us explain the transversal integration in the case ¢ = 0. Using (2.1T])
and the notations for (3:20]), we find

oNwyy;) L=z s
- ~ N B.10
8(7'j,6’j) ’f’j ]\/v2’f’j7 0 ( )

for j = 1,2. Therefore a factor K](\})(zl,zg)K](\})(z%zl) in the determinant
forms of the correlation functions is integrated over the transversal coordi-
nates t1,%o as

/ K (21, 2) KR (20, 21)dardyr divadys

1— 2212 |1 — 222
/K](\})(Zl,ZQ)K](\})(ZQ,Zl)‘ 1| ‘ 2|
(&1 )

1 u u 2
N4Z/T dtl/T dtsz(\})(ZlvZ2)K(1)(Z2721)|81 2| dridzy, N — 00
+

d’l“l d91 d’f’gd@g

with ¢1, @2 # 0. Here a sum

2= 2 ) (B.12)

+ e1=*11ea==41

with ¢; = €;]|¢;| should be included in the transversal integration, because
both of €; = +1 with the same |¢;| yield the same z; (j = 1,2). In the
derivation of the last line of (B.I1l), we use the relation

1 1 b, — ¢
. RN | J N B.1
x; 2<T’J+Tj>COSN + SNZ — 00 (B.13)
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(j = 1,2). Now we put 7" = 0, insert the corresponding asymptotic formula
(B2I) and take the limit w — 0. Then the sum »  gives a factor 4 and we
+

obtain

. Nt qu u o |s189)? [sin(g; — @) sin(¢py + ¢o) ?
tny e ) dt2|¢1¢2|3< =0 ot )d“d”’?

= KM (61, 02) K (82, ¢1 )y das, (B.14)

where

(B.15)

N2 1 <Sin(¢1 — ¢2) n sin(¢; + ¢2)> .

(1) -
K701, 02) T lprde| \ O1— @2 b1+ P2

In general we can similarly show
/K}\})(zl, ) KN (22, 28) -+ KN (2521, 7)) KN (2, 21)

Xdxidydxadys - - - dv;dy;

~ KD (01, 02) KD (62, 03) -+ K (0521, 6,) K (65, d1)dndars -y,
j:2a37"'>l{' (B16)

and
/KJ(\})(Zla Zl)dfldyl ~ Kr(l)(cbl, ¢1)d931 (B-17)

for integrals over transversal coordinates with an integer K > 2 . As a
determinant can be defined as a sum over permutations and a permutation
has a cycle decomposition, it follows that

/det [Kj(vl)(zj, 20)] =12, kdx1dy1dradys - - - dridyy,
~ det[KY(¢;, o) im1,2.. xdr1dTs - - - day (B.18)

for the transversal integration of the determinant formula (LLG). Here z; =
l’j + z'yj,

1 1 1 1Y\ .
v =5 (rj + E) cosb;, y;= 3 (rj — E) sin 6, (B.19)
with 6; = ¢;/N (r; > 1, ¢; real) for j = 1,2,---, k. Therefore K1 (¢;, ¢¢)
with j,¢/ = 1,2,---, k gives the one-dimensional kernel function after the

transversal integration. Since
KM (¢, 00) = KD (=05, ¢0) = KM (¢, —d0) = KV (—¢5, =), (B.20)
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we find KM (¢;, ¢) = KM (|, |¢e]). Because of (B8) and (BI3), ¢, can

be equated with |¢;| in the limit u — 0, so that the one-dimensional kernel

functions (B.9) and (B.15) satisfy
KE53(07, 08) ~ K (1651, 10e]) = K (65, 60), (B.21)

as expected.
Let us next put a = 1/2 in the Bessel kernel (B.7). Then we find

N2 1 (bt A (hF At
KlB/ezssel( ii-7 ¢;_> _ 7 W (Slnqggfl_ ¢§:2) i SIHQE?1+_;§2 )) ) (B22)
1°%2

As before, we can derive this special case of Bessel kernel from a similar
asymptotic form (B.31)) for Model II. That is, a transversal integration of the
determinant formula (IL6]) leads to

/det[Kﬁ)(zj, Zg)]jj:l’27,,,’kdfl,’1dy1dl’2dy2 cee dflfkdyk

~ det[KP(¢;, 0))jo=1.2.. xdr1dzs - - - dry, (B.23)
where
N? 1 sin(g; — ¢p)  sin(¢p; + gbg))
K@ (. - — B.24

with 7, =1,2,--- k. Owing to a relation

K (¢5,00) = —KP (= ¢, 00) = =K (¢, —d0) = KPP (=5, —¢r), (B.25)

K®(¢;,¢) can be replaced with K (|¢;], |¢|) in (B.23) without changing
the determinant. As before the one-dimensional kernel functions (B:22) and

(B24)) satisfy
K5 (0F . 0) ~ KD (1,1, 6] (B.26)
by equating ¢ with [¢;].
Note that a similar argument can be applied to the sine kernel formula
([3:23). Because both of

T ¢j
@:i<§+ﬁ> (B.27)
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give the same

1 1 1 1 T
=3 (7‘) + E) cosf; = 5 <rj + E) oS <§ + N) (B.28)

and an asymptotic relation

?;
i~—— N =00 B.29
x.] N ? ( )
holds (j = 1,2,---,k), we can derive a transversal integration formula

/det [Kj(vl)(zj, 20)] =12, kdx1dy1dradys - - - dridyy,
~ det[Kc(gbj, ¢g)]j,g:172,...7kd1'1d1'2 cee dl’k (B?)O)

for the determinant (L.G). Here K.(¢;, ¢¢) is a one-dimensional kernel func-

tion "
Ko(¢;, 60) = ?%
J

with j,¢ = 1,2,---,k. This is a known result [10, [II], 12] for the Jacobi
unitary ensemble.

(B.31)
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