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Abstract

We consider the Plancherel-Rotach type asymptotics of the biorthogonal polynomials
associated to the biorthogonal ensemble with the joint probability density function

= I 0= 2000 - 0 TT W 0g)ax,

1<i<j<n
where
F(2) = sinh®(v/a), W (@) = 2° h(z)e V).

In the special case that the potential function V is linear, this biorthogonal ensemble arises
in the quantum transport theory of disordered wires. We analyze the asymptotic problem
via 2-component vector-valued Riemann-Hilbert problems, and solve it under the one-cut
regular with a hard edge condition.

As a consequence of our result, we observe that the equilibrium measure of the biorthog-
onal ensemble with linear V is the limiting density of particles in the Dorokhov-Mello-
Pereyra-Kumar (DMPK) equation with the ballistic initial condition.

1 Introduction

1.1 Setup of the model

Let
1
f(z) = 1
On [0,00). Let V be a real analytic function on [0,00) and h be a positive valued real analytic
function h(z) on [0, 00), satisfying the limit condition

(ezﬁ —2+ e*M) = sinh?(v/z) (1.1)

V(z)

) . 1.2
rortbo max(log h(z),/z + 1) e -

We then denote the weight function Wo({n) (), depending on the parameter & > —1 and , as

W (z) = a%h(x)e V@), (1.3)

*School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, P. R. China 100049
email: wangdong@wangd-math.xyz


mailto:wangdong@wangd-math.xyz

(n)

We consider the monic polynomials p(.n) () and qj (z), of degree j > 0, determined by the

J
orthogonality conditions
/R i () f (@)W (z)de = 0, / " (fe)W (@)de =0, k=0,1,...,5 1, (1L4)
+

and define
n = /R P @)a™ (@)W () de. (15)
+

Because p(-n) and q(-n) satisfy the biorthogonal condition (|1.4)), they are called the biorthogonal

J J
polynomials with respect to Wén).

In this paper, we are mainly concerned about the Plancherel-Rotach type asymptotics of
pgﬁk(x) and qT(lT_Lgk(f(:v)), as n — oo and k is a fixed integer.
These biorthogonal polynomials are related to the point process consisting of n particles at

A, ..y Ap € [0,00), with the joint probability density function (pdf)

1 S

o 1L =000 = 1) TTwd (g (1.6)
1<i<j<n =1

Below we call the point process defined by ([1.6)) the biorthogonal ensemble.
The first relation between p§n), q](-n) and the biorthogonal ensemble (1.6) is:

Proposition 1.1. p("(z) and ¢ (f(x)) have the representation

n

p) =E |G- M) o (F(2) =E | TT(rG) = rog | (1.7)
j=1

j=1
where E[-] is with respect to the joint pdf (1.6)).

he proof of the proposition is analogous to the proofs of [7, Proposition 2.1] and [13, Propo-
sition 1], and we omit it. The most important consequence of this proposition in our paper is

the existence and uniqueness of pﬁﬁ, q,(@n), as well as pg-n), q(-n) with general j, if we allow the

weight function chn) to be modified by a simple scaling transform.
(n) (n)

The next and more important relation between p: 1 4; and the biorthogonal ensemble

J
[T8) i

Proposition 1.2. The biorthogonal ensemble with joint pdf (1.6) is a determinantal point
process, and the following K, (x,y) is its correlation kernel

Kala,w) = VW @W 0) S ) ()0 (£ ). (1.8)

The proof is omitted. It is based on the general theory of determinantal point processes,
see [37] for the framework and [8, Section 2] for a short discussion on the kernel formula of a
similar model.

By Proposition the Plancherel-Rotach type asymptotic result also implies the local
limiting distribution of particles in this biorthogonal ensemble.



1.2 Motivation

Our study of the biorthogonal ensemble defined by the general weight function (|1.3)) is inspired
by the concrete case with the weight function specialized by

V(x) =

sinh(y/z) cosh(y/x) 2
= ) (1.9)

NG ,

which is proposed in the study of the quantum transport theory of a disordered wire. See [4]
Formula (19)] and [5], Section IIT A, Formula (3.4)] for the physical derivation of the biorthogonal
ensemble. (In [5], M is denoted as s and n is denoted as N). We also refer the interested
readers to the review article [3] for the physical theory that relates the biorthogonal ensemble
with specialization .

For the purpose of our paper, it suffices to note that the biorthogonal ensemble with special-
ization is an approximation of the distribution of the particles (representing the transmis-
sion eigenvalues) in the Dorokhov-Mello-Pereyra-Kumar (DMPK) equation with the parameter
8 = 2 and the ballistic initial condition. The DMPK equation is the evolution equation for the
density function P(S\l, o A M) where M is the time parameter,

P 1~ d (<, . 0P CTTOTT 552

(See [3, Equation (145)]. Here we take 5 = 2 in that formula, and use M to mean L/l there.
In many occasions of [3], L/l is denoted as s.) \; in corresponds to sinhg(\/)Tj) in
(1.6). Here we remind the reders that the claim that the joint probability density function of
{sinhQ(\/)Tj)} is approximately P(S\l, ..., An; M) was jusfified only in the regime that M, n are
large and 1 < M <« n. However, the approximation may be valid in the Ml = O(1) and n — oo
(ballistic) regime. See Section m .

The distribution of particles A1, ..., \, in (resp. A1, ..., A, in (L.6)) represents (resp.
represents approximately) the distribution of the transmission eigenvalues of the disordered
wire, and the sum

a=0, and M@—f@ﬁ—(

n

1
Cn(M) := _ (1.11)
jz; cosh?(/)))
yields the conductance of the disordered wire at least in the regime 1 < M < n. Results from
experimental physics imply the following mathematical results:

e Ohm’s law 1
lim M lim —E[C,(M)] = 1. (1.12)

M—oo n—oo 1

e Universal conductance fluctuation

lim lim Var[C,(M)] = —. (1.13)

M—00 n—00 15

The framework of biorthogonal polynomials developed in our paper enables us to rigorously
analyze the limiting distribution of A1,...,\,, and prove (1.12]) and (|1.13)). We remark that the
universal conductance fluctuation (L.13) has only been justified by physical argument [30], [28],
[32], while the counterpart of @ for a simpler model, the quantum dot, has been rigorously
proved in [2], [22], [21], [36], and also see [23]. The Plancherel-Rotach type asymptotic result in
this paper establishes the foundation to rigorously prove the universal conductance fluctuation
([T.13).




1.3 Main results
1.3.1 Global results: Qualitative properties of equilibrium measure

Analogous to the determinantal point processes associated to orthogonal polynomials, (that is,
replacing f(A;) — f(X;) by (A; — ;) in the joint pdf (1.6])), we define the equilibrium measure
supported on [0, 00) as the minimizer of the functional

=5 [ [ okt = sl auvdu(s) + 5 [ 106110 = 1) durauts) + [Visiducs)

(1.14)

Proposition 1.3. Let V be a continuous function on [0,00) that satisfies (1.2)) with h(z) =
Then there exists a unique measure p = py on Ry with compact support which minimizes the
functional among all Borel probability measures on R .

The basic idea of the proof is contained in [17], which gives a detailed proof of the result
if f(z) is changed into = and the integer domain is changed into R. If f(z) is changed into e*
and the integral domain is changed into R, an explanation is given in [13 Section 2]. Hence we
omit the proof here.

Remark 1. Proposition [I.3] is only for the existence and uniqueness of p = py, and it does
not tell us how to construct u. Furthermore, it is only a potential theoretical result, and does

not have direct relation to either the n-particle biorthogonal ensemble (|1.6]) or the biorthogonal

polynomials pT(:fgk,qﬁﬁk. Although we can follow the argument given in [17, Chapter 6] to

establish the relations mentioned above, we do not pursue this approach.

We say that a potential function V satisfying (|1.2)) is “one-cut regular with a hard edge” if
there exists an absolutely continuous measure p = py such that

du(z) = (x)der on Ry, (1.15)

that satisfies:

Requirement 1.
1. supp = [0,b] for b > 0 that depends on V, and [ du(z) = 1.
2. 1 (x) is continuous on (0,b) and ¥ (x) > 0 for x € (0,b).

3. For x € [0, 0], there exists a constant ¢ depending on V' such that

/log|t — x|t du(t) + /log|f(t) — flx)|rdu(t) + V(x) + £ =0. (1.16)
4. For x > b,

/log|t () + /log\f(t) CF@) ) + V(@) 4 £ 0. (L17)
5. The two limits

o := lim xm/}( ) and Pp = lim (b— :E)_%T,[)(x) (1.18)

z—04 x—b_

exist and both are positive.



It is clear that Item[I]implies that p is a probability measure, and Item [2] further implies that
du(z) = ¥(x)dx is a “one-cut” probability measure in the sense that its support is a compact
interval and its probability density is positive everywhere in the interior of the support. Items
and (] are slightly stronger than the Fuler-Lagrange equation of the variational problem ,
so if ¥ (x) satisfies all Ttems and |4, then du(z) = ¢(x)dx is the unique equilibrium
measure defined by the minimization of Iy, as stated in Proposition At last, Item [5| means
that the equilibrium measure is regular at 0, the “hard edge”, and b, the “soft edge”. (The
regularity of the equilibrium measure also includes Item [2 that means it is regular in the interior
of the support, and includes Item [4f that means it is regular out of the support.) Throughout
this paper, we only consider potential functions V' that is one-cut regular with a hard edge.

Given a potential function V', generally it is hard to determine if V' is one-cut regular with
a hard edge. In this paper, we are satisfied with the following partial result:

Theorem 1.4. If the potential function V is real analytic on [0,00), satisfies (1.2)), and
Ul(z) >0 foral x¢€(0,00), where U(x)=V'(z)yx. (1.19)
then V is one-cut reqular with a hard edge.

The proof of the theorem is given in Section

1.3.2 Global results: quantitative properties of equilibrium measure

Given a one-cut regular with a hard edge potential V', it is still challenging to find the equilibrium

measure puy, even its right end point b. If V' satisfies the conditions in Theorem then b and

1 (x) can be computed in principal, but we need to define a few functions to state the result.
First we collect some properties of function f defined in (1.1)).

Lemma 1.5. f(z) defined in (L.1) has a natural extension into an analytic function on C, and
it satisfies the follows:

o f(x) € Ry for allz € Ry, and f(x) increases from 0 to 400 as x runs from 0 to +oo.

e f(z) € (=1,0) for x € (—72/4,0), and f(z) increases from —1 to 0 as x runs from —n2/4
to 0.

o Asx € Ry runs from 0 to +oo, f(§(2? — %) £ irwi) € R_ and it decreases from —1 to
—00.

Next, we define p the curve lying in C_ with formula

t2 2

Then pU{0} U p is a parabola. We define P as a region of C to the right of the parabola. From
Lemma we have that f : interior of P — C\ (—o0, —1] is conformal, while f maps both p
and p to (—oo, —1]. Actually, if we glue p and p by identifying z € p with z € p and view P as
a Riemann surface, then f is an conformal mapping between P and C.

We define, for all x € Ry, the transformation

Jz(s) = x\/s + arcosh (Ti) , and Jg(s) = i(Jx(S))Q, se€CrU(1,00), (1.21)

such that /s takes the principal branch on args € (—m,m), and arcosh takes the branch that
is the one-to-one mapping from C\ (—oo,1] to {s € C|Rs > 0 and — 7 < Js < 7}. Below we



Figure 1: Shape of PP (the region the the right of the parabola).

extend the domain of J,(s) and J,(s). Naturally, They extend to s € C_ by J,(5) = J,(s) and
J.(5) = J.(s)). Jz(s) also extends to s € (—oo,0) by continuation. For s € [0, 1], we leave J,(s)
undefined, since it has a branch cut there. We also define ad hoc that J,(s) = lime_o, J;(s+€i)
for s € (—o0, 1).

Lemma 1.6. J,(s) satisfies the following properties:

1. J.(s) € Ry for s € (1,400); Ju(s) decreases from +oo to J.(s2(z)) = /(x+1)2 =1+
arcosh(z + 1) as s runs from 1 to

so(x) =14 2/x, (1.22)
and then it increases from Jy(s2(x)) to +00 as s runs from sa(z) to co.

2. Jp(—s) € iR for s € (0,400). SJ(—$) increases monotonically from —m to +00 as s
runs from 0 to oo, and there is a unique si(x) € (—o0,0) such that Jy(s1(z)) = 0. To be
precise, s1(x) is the unique solution on (—o00,0) of

—s—1
—5 = . 1.23
x\/—s = arccos <—s n 1) (1.23)

3. Jg(s) +mi € Ry fors e (0,1). RJy(s) increases from 0 to +00 as s runs from 0 to 1.

4. There is a unique curve yi(x) € Cy connecting si(x) and sa(z), such that J(z) € R as
z € y1(x), and Jy(2) increases from 0 to Jy(s2(x)) as z moves from si(x) to s2(x) along

7().

Part [4] of this lemma will be proved in Appendix [A] Parts and [3] can be verified by
direct computation, and we omit the detail.
Define
() = {2 €C_ | 2 (@)}, (1.24)
Then 71 (), v2(x) together enclose a region D, C C. In this paper, we orient v;(x),v2(x) from
s1(x) to sa2(x), unless otherwise stated.

Lemma 1.7. J, maps C\ D, conformally to C\ [0,b(z)] and maps D, \ [0,1] conformally to
P\ [0, b(x)].



This lemma will be proved in Appendix [A]
For each z € (0,00), we let

b(x) = Jz(s2(x)) = J (s2 (\/ x+1)2 — 1+ arcosh(z + 1)) . (1.25)

It is clear that b(x) is a continuous function of z, and it increases monotonically from 0 to oo
as x runs from 0 to oo.

Let the functions I, ; and I, 2 be inverse functions of J,, such that I ; is the inverse map of
J, from C\ [0,b(z)] to C\ Dy, and I, 5 is the inverse map of J, from P\ [0,b(z)] to D \ [0, 1]:

Ix 1(Jz(s)) = s, s € C\ Dy, (1.26)
e2(Ja(s)) = s € D\ [0,1]. (1.27)

We then denote for u € (0,b(z))
Lot (u) = lim Toy(uie) = lm Loo(u— i), (1.28)
_(u) = lim Tq(u—ie) = lim Lo(u+ ie). (1.29)

€—)0+ €—)0+

)

We have that I, i (z) lies in C4, I, _(x) lies in C_, and their loci are the upper and lower
boundaries of D,, that is, 71 (z) and v2(x) respectively. For later use, we define for £ € (0, b(x))

(Ve () + VI 4 () (VI (1) — Iz 1 (€)) (1.30)
(Ve (1) = VI () (VIe— (u) + /T2 1 (€))

The schematic illustration is given in Figures [2and [3| (To simplify the notation, we assume

x = ¢ in Figure |3} see (|1.32)).)

Fx(u; 5) = IOg

wiés) (1) z:g/él
Mm@ B ¢ (®) Je(m) () (1) Je(n) ()
CO S G 03 50 2v/b —(4) EACIEEEO RO
(3) Jc(SQ) Ji(o) Jc(SQ)
—7i = Jc(0)

Figure 2: The schematic illustration of J. and J. on C;. (The definition of J. and J. is
extended to C_ naturally by complex conjugation.) If ¢ is changed to a general z € (0, 00),
then Jg( = 2¢/b(z) and J,(s2(x)) = b(z) will change, while J,(s1(z)) = Jx(s1(x)) = 0,
Jz(0) = mi and J(0) = —772/4 are unchanged.

The definition of J, and J, is independent of V. Suppose V is one-cut regular with a
hard edge, such that the equilibrium measure uy associated to V' is supported on [0, b] and the
density function is ¥ (x). We let ¢ > 0 be the unique solution to

b(x) = b, or equivalently, V(z +1)2 — 1 + arcosh(z + 1) = 2V/b. (1.31)

Throughout this paper, we denote

si=si(c), vi=1i(c), D=Dc, Lu)=1IL;(u), ILi(u)=I+(u), F(u;§)=Fe(u;g).
(1.32)

Below we state the result on the constructive description of the equilibrium measure p

introduced in Proposition under the assumption (1.19) in Theorem

7



Figure 3: J. maps C\ D to C\ [0,b] and maps D \ [0,1] to P\ [0, b].

Theorem 1.8. Suppose V' satisfies (1.19) in Theorem ”

1. The parameter c is the unique solution to the equation in z € (0, 00)

1 FOV'(I() . 1

2mi s & sa(x) de = so(z) — 17 (1.33)

where y(z) = vy1(x) Uva(x) is the boundary of D,, with positive orientation. Hence b, the
right-end point of the support of the equilibrium measure p, is determined by b = b(c).

2. The density function ¥ (x) in (1.15)) of the equilibrium measure u is determined by

1 b,
= —F Fu; 1.34
00) = e [ VP, (1.34)
where U is defined in (1.19) and F(u;x) is defined by (1.32) and (1.30).

This theorem will be proved in Section [2}

1.3.3 Comparison with the limiting density of particles in DMPK equation

In this subsection we compare our result of equilibrium measure with the limiting density of
particles in the DMPK equation . See [3, Section III B] for details of the limiting density,
and the original derivations in [31] and [6].

On one hand, we have the following corollary of Theorem [1.8

Corollary 1.9. When V(x) = /M where M is a constant parameter, the parameter ¢ = 2M,
and the end point

2
Furthermore, the density function ¥ (x) in (L.15)) is given by

| 1 ’
b= (— (2M +1)2 — 1+ 3 arcosh(2M + 1)) . (1.35)

L (z)

(1.36)

R

3|~

P(x) =



The readers may compare (|1.35) to [3, Equation (205)]. This corollary will be proved in
Section 2

On the other hand, if we make an physically convincing (but mathematically not proved)
assumption that as n — oo, the limiting empirical density of the AL, .., A with Joint probability
density function P(A1, ..., Ap; M) is p(A; M), then after the change of variable A = sinh? z, the
density function is Changed into

p(x; M) = sinh(2z)5(sinh? z; M). (1.37)
Then define (see [3, Equation (201)])

p(x; M)
smh2 —sinh?x

U(¢M) = smh(cosh(/ dz, (1.38)
for ¢ € {R¢ € (0,+00), and |I¢| € (0,7/2). It is clear that from U({;M) we can recover
p(x; M). With the help of mathematical tricks commonly used by physicists, it is shown that
U(¢; M) satisfies the Euler’s equation (see [3, Equation (202)]), and so it satisfies the functional
equation

U(GM) = Up(¢ = MU(G M), Un(C) := U(¢;0). (1.39)

The ballistic initial condition p(z;0) = §(z — 04) implies that Uy(¢) = coth (, and then (|1.39))
becomes
/¢ = MU (¢; M) 4 arcoth U (¢; M). (1.40)

Now we consider é( ) defined in ) that is an mtegral transform of ¢ (x) in - Con-
versely, ¥ (z) can also be computed from G(z) as in . When V(z) is hnear it is derived
in the last part of Section that G is expressed by Ig(z) as in (2.44)).

With some work, we can check that

U(GM) = (G(C?) = V() (141)
is the solution of (|1.40). Hence the densify function is (¢(x) is given in (|1.36]))

p(a; M) = 2zip(2?), with V(z) = (1.42)

2=

The calculation above supports the following claim:

Conjecture 1.10. As n — oo and M is fized. Let the limiting empirical probability density
function of the solution of the DMPK equation with the ballistic initial condition be p(A; M), and
denote the density function after the change of variable A\ = sinh?z as p(z; M) given by (1.37).

Then p(z; M) is related to ¢(z) by (L.42), where ¢(z) is given in (L.36) with V(z) = x/M.

We call the claim above a conjecture, because part of the above arguments, including the
existence of the limiting probability density function, is not rigorous. Nevertheless, this conjec-
ture, which is very convincing, implies that the biorthogonal ensemble is a good approximation
to the solution of the DMPK equation with ballistic initial condition, at least at the global
density level, even in the regime n — oo and M is fixed.

These result above, together with the explicit computation of b in , can be compared
with the result about p(x; M) given in [3, Section III B] (where the notation for p(z;M) is

(¢, 8))-



From our formula (|1.36]), we have the following limit results. In the limit that M — 0, we
have that the support of the equilibrium measure is [0,4M+ O(1)], and the the density function
satisfies the limiting formula that for all € > 0,

U(@) = g T (1 OM)), @ € (M (4 - M), (1.43)
Yo = (14 O(M)), wy =~ (1+O(M)). (144)

In the limit that M — oo, we have that the support of the equilibrium measure is [0, M +O(M)],
and the density function satisfies the limiting formula that for all € > 0,

W(w) = 21\411\/5(1 FOMYY), e (M2 (1 - M2), (1.45)
1 1
0= g1+ 00D, = —Lsl1-+00) (1.46)

Here we note that ([1.43) is comparable to the Marcenko-Pastur law [I, Chapter 3], and
(1.45) is comparable to [3, Equation (191)].

1.3.4 Local results: Plancherel-Rotach asymptotics

Since both pg-n)(z) and q](-n)(f(z)) are real analytic functions and pgn)(i) = p(.n) (2), q(.n)(f(é)) =

q](n)( f(2)), we only need to give their asymptotics in the upper half plane and the real line.
To be precise, we let 6 > 0 be a small enough constant, and let Cs = {z € CL UR | |z| < §}
and Ds = {z € CL UR | |z — b| < ¢} be the two semicircles centred at 0 and b respectively,
Bs={2€CLUR|S2z<4/2and |z| > ¢ and |z —b| > J}, and A5 = (CL UR)\ (Bs UCsU Ds}.
See Figure 4] to see the shapes of the regions. We assume that V' (z) and h(z) are analytic in

Bs U Cs U Dg.
c B; [ D

0 b

Figure 4: The four regions in the upper complex plane where the asymptotics of pgzzk(z) and
(n)

Qi1 (f(2)) are given.

Let 1 (z) be the density function of uy on (0,b). We then define the functions

b b
8() = [ logle— o), 8(:) = [ log(f() ~ f@)ow)ds, (14T
0 0
with the branch cut of the logarithms for z € (—oo,z) and f(z) € (—o0, f(x)) respectively. Let
¢(2) = g(2) +8(2) - V(z) - ¢ (1.48)
for z € P\ (—o0,b), where £ is a constant to make ¢(0) = ¢(b) = 0. (See and (L.17).)

Then as explained in Section [3.6] we have that

3

fo(2) = <—4¢(z)>3, with f,(b) = 0 and f1(b) = (m¢)

win

>0 (1.49)
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is a well defined analytic function in a certain neighbourhood of b. Similarly, as explained in
Section

1

= E(qb(z) T )%, with f5(0) =0 and 15(0) = —(mp)? < 0 (1.50)

Jo(2)
(where the sign is — in C; and — in C_), is a well defined analytic function in a certain
neighbourhood of 0.

Recall the contours =1,y defined in , ~v = 1 U2 with positive orientation, and h(z)
is a real analytic function on [0,00). Let 4" and +” be positively oriented contours such that
7' encloses v, and " is enclosed by 7, such that h(J.(s)) is well defined and analytic in the
annular region between v and 7”. We also assume that {I;(2),12(2) : 2 € Bs U Cs5 U Dy} lies
inside the annular region. Then define

D(s) = exp <2:7lm j{“ log h(JC(C))Cd_CS> , z is outside ~”, (1.51)
g

D(s) = exp <2_7r11 f{ log h(JC(g))Cd_CS) , » i inside /. (1.52)
v

We have that between 4/ and 4, both Dy (s) and Dy (s) are defined, and
D(s)D(s) = h(J.(s))"!, zis between ~' and ~". (1.53)
If h(z) is defined in ((1.9)), then it can be verified that

s — s 1/2
Dis) = - [ J.(s)

B s— 81 st/4 ~ c(l—s1)
e\ s—sp st/4 B

s — 1 sinh(J.(s))/2’

D(s) = Ve

such that all power funcitons take the principal branch.
We define

()34 —s1) (s — DF

Jo()7F5 /(s = 51)(s — s2)

D(s), s is outside 7" and not on 7 or [s1, 1],

Gk(s) =

(1.55)
where /(s — s1)(s — s2) is analytic in C\ 7y and is ~ s as s — 00, and (s — 31)a+18%/Jc(s)o‘+%
is analytic in C \ [s1,1], and is ~ (4/¢?)*T1/2 as s — co. We also define

5 1_ a+l 7 _l'lel ke
Gi(s) = ( JVRMERVED D) e D(s), s is inside 4 and not on 7y, or (—oc, s1],
(s —s1)%(s — 1)F\/(s — s1)(s — s2)
(1.56)

where /(s — s1)(s — s2) is analytic in C \ 72 and is ~ s as s — o0, and (s — s1)® is analytic in
C\ (—o0, s1], and takes the principal branch. 3
where all power functions take the principal branch, and Gg(s) and Gg(s) are then extended

to their domains in ((1.55)) and ([1.56) respectively.

Based on Gj, and G, we then define
(@) = 2|Gr+ (L4 (2))], Or(z) = arg(Gy +(I+(2))), (1.57)
Fe(x) = 2|Gr 4 (I-(2))], Or(x) = arg(Gr 1 (1-(x))), (1.58)

where Gy, 4 (L4 ()) is the limit of G(2) as z approaches I (z) € 71 in C\ D, and Gy, (I_(z))
is the limit of G (z) as z approaches I_(x) € 72 in D.
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Theorem 1.11. Let V' be one-cut reqular with a hard edge and assume V(2) is analytic in an
open set containing [0,+00). As n — oo, we have the following asymptotics of ijzk(z) and

qq(;l)k(f(z)), k € Z, uniformly for z in regions As, Bs,Cs and Dsg, if § > 0 is small enough.

1. In region As we have

P (2) = (1+ O(n 1) Gr(Li(2))e"8), 2 € Ay, (1.59)
¢ (F(2)) = (1 4+ O(n 1)) Gi(Ia(2))e ), z e AsNP. (1.60)

2. In region Bs we have

P (2) = (1+ O(n~1)Gi(I1(2))e"™8D + (1 + O(n~1))Gy(Ta(2))en(V)-BE+0),

(1.61)
g\ (F(2)) = (1+ O(n™)Gr(Ta(2))e"8E) + (14 O(n 1)) Gr(Ty (2))e" V() 8E+),
(1.62)
Especially, if x € (0,b — 0), we have
pgfzk(:c) = Tk(a:)enflogm_y‘d“(y) [cos (nmrp([z, b)) + Ok () + O(n_l)] , (1.63)
A (@) = Fy(w)en O @=L eos (nmp([z,b]) +4(2)) + O] . (164)

3. In region Ds we have

¢ HEE-ERHV ) ()

VA nd £ (2) (1 + O Y)Gr(i(2)) — (1 + 0(1))iGk(Tx(2))) Ai(n} fi(2))

=

= n7of, 1(2) (14 O GR(Ii(2) + (14 O(1)iGx(Tx(2))) Al (0 fy(2)) |

(1.65)
e~ 3 @R8IV M) (1)) =
Vi [néf&<z> ((1+0m™)GrI(2)) — (1 + O(1))iGrTi(2))) Ailnd fi(2)
— 75y 4 (2) (4 O )GKI() + (1 -+ O)iGK(T(2))) Ai/(”gf”(z))} '
(1.66)

In particular, if z = b+ fl;(b)_ln_z/St with t bounded, then

1
1 131 [cA(sg—s1) N
9% /rbssies | 525U <7>
1\/Ths s5c2 ( T 5

n—ée—%(g(z)—é(z)+V(z)+€)pg£k(Z) _

L _n(g(z)-g(z z n
NG5 (E()-g()+V( )+Z)q1(z+)k(f(z))

2iﬁ<1_31 )M% (f)ke’“ <b>é 13 252) (Ai()) + 0 ). (168)

52 — 81

Here Ai is the Airy function.
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4. In region Cs we have

¢ HEE-ERHV ) ()

VA 0?1 () (14 O™ ) Eu(T(2)) — (1 + O))ie* ™ Gi(Tx(2))) Ta(2n/Fo(2)

F o 1(2) (L4 O ))Gr(Li(2)) + (1 + O(1))ie™™ Gy (Io(2)) wwm)] :
(1.69)

VT [n%fé (2) (1 + O™ Gr(Ia(2)) = (1+ O())ie ™ Ci(Li(2))) Ta(2ny/Fol=)

e*%(@(Z)*g(Z)JrV(Z)Jr@)q(Tjr)k(f(z)) -

=

+ 73y () (L4 O G(Ta(2) + (1+ O(1))ie ™Gy (T (2)) ) Ia(2m/f0(z))} .
(1.70)

In particular, if z = — f{(0)"*n=2t, with t bounded, then

1

nhe 3O EEHVEHO, 50 () g s [ 5

52 — 81

y (WY% <2(51 - 1))kp(sl)(—f0(0))i (Ja2vt) +0m™), (1.71)

S9 — 81 4

Q

52—1

n-ie— 3@ -8()+V(2)+0) 5 qy(ﬁ)k (F(2)) = 2v/7
S9 — 81
(s —51) |2 ko ke D(s1) : -1
8 (4\/—71> (51 = )75 gy (@) (Ja2vt) +0m™). (1.72)

Here J, is the Bessel function and I, is the modified Bessel function.

N

e

nep(n) 2w <62(1—51)>a+

2\ P
ik — D(l) 1 <> eke 4 O(nfl), (1.73)

4

The proof of the theorem will be given in Section [5| based on the Riemann-Hilbert analysis
in Sections [3] and [l

Based on Theorem we can use the method in [I4] to show that the correlation kernel
Ky (z,y) in has the limit as the Airy kernel around b, and the sine kernel in (0, b), upon
proper scaling transform and conjugation. Also we can show that K, (z,y) has the limit as the
Bessel kernel, using the method in [38]. (In [38] the limit of the Muttalib-Borodin correlation
kernel is shown to converge to a Meijer-G kernel with a parameter 6. If 8 = 1, the Meijer G
kernel specializes into the Bessel kernel.) Hence, the biorthogonal ensemble defined in has
the desired limiting universal behaviour at the bulk (0, b), the soft edge b, and the hard edge 0.
We put off the proof of the above claims to a subsequent paper.
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1.4 Related models and previous results

Orthogonal polynomials were related to Riemann-Hilbert problems by [I8], [19], and then
the powerful Deift-Zhou nonlinear steepest-descent method was successfully applied to such
Riemann-Hilbert problems [16], [15], and opened the door to manifold of limiting results of
orthogonal polynomials and their generalizations, see [26] for a review. These various Riemann-
Hilbert problems are all matrix valued, some 2 x 2 and some of larger sizes.

In the study of a special kind of biorthogonal polynomials related to the random matrix
model with equispaced external source [13], Claeys and the author related the biorthogonal
polynomials to 2-component vector-valued Riemann-Hilbert problems, and applied the Deift-
Zhou method on them to find the limiting results. The biorthogonal polynomials in [I3] has, in
our notation, f(z)=e€" in where the integral domain is replaced by R.

After [13] and before the current paper, the method of vector-valued Riemann-Hilbert prob-
lems was, to the author’s limited knowledge, only applied to the Muttalib-Borodin biorthogonal
polynomials [12], [38], [I0]. The Muttalib-Borodin biorthogonal polynomials is characterized
by f(z) = 2% in ([.4), and the particle model given in with f(z) = 2% is called the
Muttalib-Borodin ensemble.

We remark that Muttalib-Borodin ensemble was proposed by physicist Muttalib [34] as
a simplification of the biorthogonal ensemble considered in our paper, and the study of the
Muttalib-Borodin ensemble [8], [11], [20], [39] is partially motivated by its indirect relation to
the quantum transport theory of disordered wires.

We also remark that technically the Muttalib-Borodin ensemble is more challenging, for its
limit behaviour at the hard edge is the more complicated Meijer G kernel, rather than the Bessel
kernel.

At last, we note that biorthogonal ensembles are also investigated from other aspects, for
instance, [9], [29], [27], [25], [33].
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grant numbers 12271502 and 11871425, and the University of Chinese Academy of Sciences start-
up grant 118900M043. The author thanks K. A. Muttalib for discussion in the early stage of
this project, and thanks Tiefeng Jiang for the help in literature review.

2 Construction of the equilibrium measure

In this section we assume that V' is a potential function that satisfies the conditions in Theorem
and show that V is one-cut regular with a hard edge at 0, by an explicit construction of
its equilibrium measure. Like in [I3], we first give the support of the equilibrium measure as
an ansatz, then compute the density within the support of the equilibrium measure, and at last
verify that the measure constructed satisfies the criteria of one-cut regularity, and conclude that
it is the unique equilibrium measure.

At every step, we analyze the V' = /M special case and get explicit formulas for it.

2.1 A technical lemma

Recall the mapping J, defined in (|1.21]) and ~y(z) defined in Part 1] of Theorem

Lemma 2.1. Suppose V satisfies the condition required in Theorem [1.4 There is a unique
x € (0,00) such that the equation with unknown xz (1.33)) holds.
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Proof. Using the formulas (1.21)) and (1.22)), we can rewrite (1.33]) as
1 . "(J,
F(x) =2, where F(z)= 7{ M
2mi Jy VEE—1)

Here v/ can be (), but can also be a slightly bigger contour circling (), as long as V'(J.(£))
is well defined there. Let U(z) = V'(z)y/z where /z takes the principal branch. By direct

computation, we have
d§
! 2.2
- 74 U3 ()€ g (2.2

Then taking 4" = v(x), and change the variable y = J, (&), we have

b(z) / /
F,(.CL‘) 1 /O U'(y) (I Ioc,—(y) Iz‘,-i-(y) ))>dy

de. (2.1)

e o (y) = 52(2))  Lop(y) — solw (2.3)
B i b(x) U/( )% Im,-l—(y)
o ) Y L +(y) — s2(x))

Suppose y € (0,b(z)). We note that U’(y) = V" (y)x/? + 1V'(y)z=/2 > 1. By the definition
of I, 4+, we know that I, (y) € v (z) for all y € ( b(x)). In the proof of part {4| of
Lemma in Appendix [A] we have the parametrization of 71( ) in - (It is proved there
that 7/ (x) in is y1(z).) It is clear that argI, +(y) € (0,7) and arg \/ z+(y) € (0,7/2).

Also we have arg(I, 1 (y) — s2(x)) € (7/2, 7). Hence arg(\/I +(y)/(Iz+(y) — s2(x ))) ( ,0),
and similarly arg(\/I; +(v)/ (s +(y) — s2(z))) € (—=,0). We conclude that the integrand on

the right-hand side of (2.3)) is positive, and so F(x) is a monotonically increasing function.
In the special case V'(J.(s)) = C > 0 is a constant, which is equivalent to U'(y) =
(C/2)y=1/2, then we have

_C J(&) _C x C arcosh 5“
F(@)ly1g,s)=c = 2“7{/ mdﬁ = 27ri7£/ = 1d£+2m'7£, md& Cx, (2.4)

since the integral of z/(§ — 1) is C'z, and the other term vanishes, which can be verified easily
by deforming +/ into a very large circular contour. Then for general V' that satisfies assumption
, by a comparison argument of U’(y) and (C/2)y~'/? and the integral formula , we
also have that F(z) — 0 as + — 0 and F(z) — oo as * — oo. So F(x) = 2 has a unique
solution on (0, 00). O

Now we name this solution ¢’. Later in Section we will see that the unique solution to

(1.33)) is equal to ¢, the parameter in ([1.31]).
In the special case V(x) = 2 /M, we have that V'(J.(s)) = M}, and then by (2.4), we have

that the solution to (1.33) is
¢ = 2M. (2.5)

2.2 The g-functions and the density of the equilibrium measure

In Section we define the functions g(z) and g(z) in under the assumption that the
end point b and the density function ¥ (x) are known. In this subsection, we first assume the
existence of b and 1, and derive a Riemann-Hilbert problem satisfied by g'(z) and g'(z). Then
we solve the Riemann-Hilbert problem by direct calculation, and then confirm the value of b
and express ¢ in a computable way. Thus we prove Theorems [1.4] and [I.§|

We recall that g(z) and g(z) defined in (| are analytic on C\ (—oo, b] and on P\ (—72 /4, b]
respectively.
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Lemma 2.2. Suppose V' is one-cut regular with o hard edge. Then

1. For z € (—00,0), g+ (x) are continuous, and

g+(z) = g—(z) + 273 (2.6)

for x € (—m2/4,0), g+ () are continuous, and

g+(z) = g—(z) + 2mi; (2.7)
and for z € p, the lower parabola defined in (1.20), g(z) and g(z) are continuous, and
& (2) = &+ () + 2, (25)

where Z is the complex conjugate of z lying on the upper parabola, with both p and p
oriented from left to right.

2. For z € (0,b), we have

—5—(8'(@)+ —g.(2) = —5=(&'(z)+ —&.(2)) >0, (2.9)
and the left-hand side is equal to (x).
3. As z — b, the limits of g(z),g(z) and g'(2),8'(2) exist, and as v — b, g'(z) — g'(b) =
O(lz —b]'/?), &'(2) = &'(b) = O(|z — b|'/?), and
i) g @) i) Ew)

z—b_ Vb—=x Czsb b—=x

and as z — 0 in C, or C_, the limits of g(2), &(2) exist, and asz — 0, g'(z) = O(|z|~1/?),
g'(2) = O(|27'/?), and

lim (g (v) — g (2))Va = lim i(&}(x) — &_(2))Va € (0,+00). (2.11)

I—)0+ x—>0+

The two limits in (2.10) and (2.11) are 2mwihy and 2wy respectively.

4. As z — o0 in C, g'(z) = 271 + O(272), and as f(z) = < (ie, Rz = ), §(z) =
214 O(f(2) ).

(0, +00), (2.10)

5. For x € [0,b], there exists a constant £ such that
g+(z) +8+(x) —V(x)—£=0. (2.12)

For x € (b,), we have
g+(z) +8+(x) —V(x)—£<O. (2.13)

Conversely, if functions g(z) and g(z) which are analytic on C\ (—o0,b] and on P\ (—72/4,b]
respectively satisfies all the properties listed above, then V is one-cut reqular with a hard edge,
and its equilibrium measure is du(z) = 1 (x)dx supported on [0, b] with

9(w) = —5 = (G@)s — O—(x)) = 5= (C(x)s ~ G- (2), (214)
where
byp(x)da ~ bV (z)dx
C)=g) = | vaydn Gz) = 8/(2) = /O :’;((Z)*f( fi;l) (2.15)



The proof of Lemma is straightforward and we omit it. Below we construct g(z) and
g(z) that satisfies the properties, under the condition of V' given in Theorem We note that
in the construction procedure, the value of b is unknown and needs to be determined.

To construct g(z) and g(z), it is equivalent to construct their the derivatives G(z) and
G(z). We recall the function b(z) defined in and s1(z), s2(x) defined in Lemma We
define the following two Riemann-Hilbert (RH) problem for (H®)(z), H®)(z)) and N*)(s) with
a parameter x > 0:

RH Problem 2.3.
1. H®)(2) is analytic in C\ [0,b(z)] and H® (2) is analytic in P\ [0, b(x)].

2. We have the boundary conditions that Hj([x)(z) and flf)(z) are continuous functions on

(0,b(x)) E| and

H® (z) = % +0(27?), as z — 00, (2.16)
A () =273(1+ O(f(2)™Y), as f(z) = 0o (i.e., Rz — 4+00),  (2.17)
H@®(z)=01), H®(z)=0(0), as z — b(z), (2.18)
HO) =0("2), H®(2)=0(z"2), asz— 0. (2.19)

3. For z € (0,b(z)), we have
HP (2) + 82 (2) - V'(2) = 0. (2.20)

4. H®)(2) is continuous up to the boundary pU {0} U p of P. For z € p € C_ such that
z = lime0, I, (y + €t) with y € (0,1), we have

lim H® (z + €)I,(y + i) = lim H®(z — )T, (y — €i). (2.21)

e—=04 e—04

Our RH problem is motivated by the properties satisfied by (G(z),G(z)) defined by
(2.15). Analogous to (2.14)), we define for y € (0, b(x))

1 1

WO(y) = —5—(HO )+~ H(y) = —5 - (HO )+ — (), (2.22)
and then have, analogous to ,
P @) (y)dy - P f(2) 0@ (y)dy
(=) — R Vit () — J )Y Y)Y
e = [ A6 = [ (223)

RH Problem 2.4.

1. N®)(s) is analytic in C\~y(z), where the contour v(x) = y1(x)U~a(z) defined in Theorem
L8

2. Nf)(s) is bounded on y1(x) and yo(x) and N@®)(s) is bounded if s — s1(x) or s — sy(x)
or s — 0. N@(s) has the behaviour
N@(s)=0(s™), as s— 0. (2.24)

Tn all RH problems in this paper, the boundary values of functions are continuous on the two sides of the
jump curves, unless otherwise stated. In later RH problems we omit the statement of continuity.
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3. N@)(s) satisfies the jump condition

s—1

s — so(x)
where the mapping J(s) is defined in (1.21)), constant so(x) is defined in ((1.22)).
If (H®)(z), H®)(2)) is a solution to RH problem then the function N (s) defined by

NP(s) + NP (s) = T (5)V'(To(s), s €v(@)\ {s1(x), sa(2)},  (2.25)

G0~ S=1  JIHOJu(s), s€C\ Dy,
M) = 5 — s(x) {J;(s)ﬁ@)(%(s)), se Dy \[0,1], (2.26)

is a solution to RH problem (Although by (2.26) N ()(s) is undefined on (0,1), it can
be naturally extended to (0,1) by continuation, due to Item [4] of RH problem [2.3]) Moreover,

N®)(s) given by (2.26) satisfies a condition stronger than (2.24)
NE(1) = (sp —1)71, N@(s)=s1+0(s72), s— . (2.27)

We also have that for each x > 0, RH problem may have at most one solution. Suppose

both N@)-1(s) and N®):2(s) are solutions to RH problem then the function
N@:1(s) — N(@)2 C\ D

M(:L") (5) _ (S) (5)3 5 € \ ) (228)

~N@I(s) + N®)2(s5), seD.

We have that M(*)(s) is analytic in C\ {s1(z),s2(x)} after analytic continuation on ~(z) \
{s1(z), s2(x)}, and it is bounded as s approaches s;(z), so(x) and M*)(s) — 0 as s — co. By
Liouville’s theorem, M *)(s) = 0, and then N@)-1(s) = N®):2(5).

The unique solution to RH problem has an explicit formula

_1 (E=DILOV'(I2(£)) -
@ _ |72 e T Enepes 9% s €C\ Dy,
N =3 [ DOV Ea) g € D\ [0,1] (2.29)
2mi Jy(z) T (E-sa(@)E-s) o S He VDAL
By direct computation, we have that
N@ (1) = (sy(x) —1)71C,, lim N@(s) = Cps™ + O(s72), (2.30)
where
1 — DI (VT —1 J (V'
o = L (€ = DILEOV( (§>)d£: Sz(x). / =EV( (5))dg (2.31)
2mi ¥(2) §— 52 (33) 2mi y(x) §— s2 (3})

We conclude that RH problem has a solution, which implies that RH problem has a
solution that in addition satisfies , only if C; = 1, which is equivalent to equation
in Theorem (1.8 Hence RH problem has a solution only if x = ¢/, the unique solution of
equation as in Lemma . We then find that under the condition required in Theorem
[[.4] and assuming the one-cut regular with a hard edge property of V, the only possible value of
the right-end point of the support of the equilibrium measure is b' = b(c’), the only candidates

of functions G, G defined by (T.47) and (2.15) are

/ 2 IC’ z o (! 2 Ic/ z o
H () =2 ﬁN( )1 (2)), H (2) = = ﬁN( )T 2(2)), (2.32)

z C z
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and the only candidate of the density function is w(cl)(az) defined in ([2.22)).
The remaining part of the proof is to show that the ¢(¢)(z)dz on [0, '] does satisfy Require-

ment (1} Identities (2.16)) and in Item |2 I of RH problem ﬂ implies that the total mass of
the (possibly signed) measure ( )dx is 1, and identity ([1.16]) in Part I of Requirement |1|is

implied by ([2.20)) in Item 3| I of RH problem 2.3 Hence, we only need to verify Parts [2) ' I 4] and [5) I

of Requlrement I B
To this end, for s € C\ D, we express (U(u) is defined in (1.19))

;15/ V/(Jc’(f)) Jc’(f)df
2mi 2 Ly VE(E—5)

—lc V,(ch(ﬁ)) Jc’(&) LCL V,(Jc’(é)) Jc’(é)
2mz/(> \/E(f—) 555 | Ve~

N©@(s) =

dg

[ / w)Ll,, <> i [ VWL @ du]
T w2 m — 5) 0 VI -(u)(Ie

21 2

_ -1, [ v U(u) L. +( )’ g -
27” \/c+ +\/> \/c+ ()
Y U(u) IC/,_<u>’ g
(\/Ic/, u —|—\/§ \/IC/, u -
_ -1/ b/U(u) o V1 o (U VC‘ du
225 Uy ﬁ+ +\f L +f
= — ! u) 7+ C — d B
225 Uy \W+ +\f L ( +f
where /s takes the principal branch. Hence, for x € (0,0),
() (x)
e )10 VI = VIl T ) (/o) + /T )
T ) SOV sy IRV ey oy YOV o oy BV ey oy
af% v
=13 /0 U'(u)Fu(u; x)du
(2.34)

where Fu(u;x) is defined in ((1.30). Since F (u;x) is a continuous function on u € [0, z) U (z, b')
and blows up at u = z as O(log(|u — z|), the integral (2.34) is well defined.

Positivity and regularity in the bulk Using the fact that for all y € (0,¢'), RL» 4 (y) =
PRI _(y) >0 and STy 4 (y) = =Ty _(y) > 0, it is clear that for all z,u € (0,0'),

I, I, L _(u)— /I,
VI + VI @) VESD-VESG| L o
\/Icr’,(u) + \/IC’,+(x> \/IC’,+(U) - \/IC’,+(=T>
Hence, as a function in u,
Fu(u;z) >0, forall ue(0,z)U(x,b). (2.36)

Together with the assumption U’(x) > 0 in (T.19), we conclude that $(¢)(z) > 0 for all z €
(0,0).
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Regularity at the edges We need to show that 1(¢) (z) satisfies that lim,_,;; () (2)/V —x =

c1(14+0O(x—1)) and lim, g+ () (2)y/T = c2(1+ O(z)) for some ¢; > 0 and ¢ > 0. By (2.34)),
this is equivalent to that the integral

/b/ U'(u)Fu(u; x)du (2.37)
0

decreases like a square root as x moves to b’ and approaches a nonzero limit as x moves to 0.
The desired property of relies on the properties of U'(u) and F(u;z). They are both
continuous functions as u € (0,’), and we have the positivity results for U'(u) on (0,0)
and for Fu(u;x) as u,x € (0,V').

Moreover, since V(z) is analytic at 0, U(x) either converges to 0 (when V’(0) = 0) or blows
up like 271/2 as u — 04 (when V'(0) > 0).

For z € (0,b') in the vicinity of 0, from the properties of I.» 4 (z) given in Appendix [A] we

have that the function
Fc/ (’U’; .CE)

\/log2(|u —z|)+1

is uniformly bounded, and it converges uniformly to a non-vanishing limit as x — 0. Hence
(2.37) converges to a non-zero limit as  — 0. For « € (0,¥) in the vicinity of ¥/, we have (d; (z)

is defined in (A.16))

20 + di () (VV —u+ VU —2)i VI —u+ AV —x F—uf(u;x
20+ di ()WY —u— Vb —2)i Vi —u— b —x (1+ V¥ —uf(u;2)),

(2.38)

Fo(usz) = log

(2.39)
such that f(u;x) is continuous on [0, '] and converge uniformly to a limit function as x — b'.
Hence the product of the integral in (2.37) and (b — 2)~'/2 converges to a non-zero limit as
r—b_.

Regularity away from the support We want to show that if ¢(z) is defined as ¥(¢)(z) in
(2.22) and b = ¥', then Item 4] of Requirement [1| is satisfied. To this end, we denote

g(z) = H)(z) + B (2) = V'(z), z € (¥,400), (2.40)

and it suffices to show that g(x) < 0 for allz > ¥'. Since by ([2.20), the continuity of H () (2), and
that H(¢)(z) at z = ', we have lim,_,;, g(z) = 0. Hence it suffices to show that 4 (g(z)\/z) <0

on (b',0). By (2.23]), we can express d%(g(:z)\/:f) as

B /b/ < T+t N sinh?(y/x) + cosh(2y/z) sinh? (/1)
0 \2vz(x —1t)? 2/ (sinh? (/) — sinh?(v/%)

and it is negative for all 2 € (¥, +00), due to the positivity of ¢(¢)(t) and U’(z).

)M”@ﬁ—ﬁ@% (2.41)

Proof of Theorems and[1.8. We only need to prove Theorem that is a quantitative ver-
sion of Theorem [L.4]

By the computation above in this subsection, we find that with ¢’ being the unique solution
of , the explicitly constructed density function ©()(z) and the measure it defines satisfy
all the items in Requirement (1, so it is the desired equilibrium measure. (The uniqueness is
guaranteed by Proposition |1.3]) Hence we also verify that ¢ = ¢ and b =0b(d) =b'. O
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In the special case V() = z/M, we have that for s € D,

1 M€ (cy/€ + arcosh $1)
N(s)= 5 7{ 1 VT _rs) 10 e (2.42a)
gl
B 21 dé c 1 arcosh %

and we find that the first term in (2.42b]) is ¢?(4M)~!s and the second term vanishes, by
deforming 7 into a large circle. Similarly we can evaluate N(s) with s € C\ D, and have
(recalling ¢ = 2M in this case)

N(s) =4 se b (2.43)
o= %ﬁarcoshif—%, s€C\D. '
Hence, we have that
1 I(2) 2oy [ T2(2)
Ge) = 57—\ Ge) =22, (2.44)
and derive (1.36]) by (2.14]).
3 Asymptotic analysis for pfﬁgk(x)
3.1 RH problem of the polynomials
Consider the following modified Cauchy transform of p;:
1 .
Cpj(2) : 2 o) (g, (3.1)

T 2mi Ju, fl@) - f(z) °

which is well defined for z € P\ R;. Since W) () is real analytic and vanishes rapidly as
x — 400, we have the following asymptotic expansion for Cp;(z) as z € P\ R4 and Rz — +o0:

1 p;(x) (n)
) = 5277 [y, T R @
oM (3.2)
s 2 ([ @t oW @) ;0 + o)
k=0 +
for any M € N and uniformly in $z. Thus due to the orthogonality,
—pn) A .
Opi(2) = e U () + O( U (), (33)

where hg-n) is given in (|1.5)).
Hence we conclude that if we define the array

Y(2) = YU (2) = (pj(2), Cpj(2)), (3.4)
then they satisfy the following conditions:
RH Problem 3.1.
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1. Y = (Y1, Y2), where Y7 is analytic on C, and Ya is analytic on P\ R.

2. With the standard orientation of Ry,

(n) /
Yi(x) =Y_(x) ((1] Wa (1'1)/f (ac)) , forx eRy. (3.5)

3. Asz—o00inC, Yi(z) =27 +O(z71).
4. As f(z) = 00 inP (ie., Rz — +00), Ya(z) = O(f~ U+ (2)).
5 Asz—=0in C orP,
O(1), a >0,
Yi(z) = O(1), Ya(2) = ¢ O(logz), a =0, (3.6)
O(z%), a € (—1,0).
6. At z € pU{—72/4}Up, the limit Yo(2) := limy_,, i p Yo(w) exists and is continuous, and

Below we take j = n + k where k is a constant integer, and our goal is to obtain the
asymptotics for Y = Y (k1) a9 n -5 0.

3.1.1 Uniqueness of RH problem

For later use in the proof of Lemma [3.15] we consider the uniqueness of a weaker form of RH
problem [3.I] such that Item [5] of RH problem [3.1]is replace by

5. Asz—01in C or P,

O(z™), a>0andargz €[5, 3],

Yi(z) = < O(logz), a=0, (3.8)
o(1), a € (—1,0) or a >0 and arg(—z) € (—2F, 2F),
O(1), a>0,

Y2(z) = < O(log2), a =0, (3.9)
O(z%), a € (—1,0).

and Y1(z) and Ya(z) are allowed to have a mild blowup at b, such that
Yi(z) = O((z — b)"2), Ya(z) = O((z — b)"2), as z — b, (3.10)

Proof of the uniqueness of RH problem with Item [5] weakened to Despite nominally Y; may
have blowups at 0 and b, since Y7 has pole singularities at 1,b, and it may only blow up at b like
an inverse square root and may only blow up at 0 like an inverse logarithm at 0 in the sector
arg(—z) € (—%”, %’T), we find that Y7(z) actually has no singularities at 1,b. Hence, by Item
of RH problem we find that Y7 is a polynomial of degree j. Next, define

1

- 2mi

Zo() = Ya(2) /R MI;J‘E%W;M (2)dz. (3.11)
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Then Z3(z) has only a trivial jump on R4, so its can be defined analytically on P\ {0, b},
and by an argument similar to that applied to Y7 above, b is not a singular point of Z3(z),
and Zs(z) can be defined analytically on P\ {0}. Now consider the function Z»(f~!(z)) where
z € C\ (—o0,—1]. By Item |§| of RH problem Z3(f~1(2)) can be extended analytically to
C\ {0}. Then by (3.6), Zo(f~*(2)) = o(z™!) as z — 0. Hence Z»(f~'(z)) is analytic on C,
and we conclude that Z(z) = 0 by Item {4| of RH problem . At last, Item |4| of RH problem
entails the orthogonality of Y7(z), so the uniqueness of biorthogonal polynomials given in
Proposition [1.1] concludes the proof. O

3.2 First transformation YV — T

Recall g(z) and g(z) defined in (1.47) on C\ [0,b] and P C [0,b]. Denote Y = Y +kn) and
define 7" as

_ne e 8l e,
T(z)=e 2Y(z) ( 0 ng(z)> ez, (3.12)

where £ is the constant appearing in (1.16), and o3 = (§ % ). Then T satisfies a RH problem
with the same domain of analyticity as Y, but with a different asymptotic behaviour and a
different jump relation.

RH Problem 3.2.
1. T = (T1,T), where Ty is analytic in C\ Ry, and Ty is analytic in P\ R,.

2. T satisfies the jump relation

Ty (z) =T_(x)Jr(z), forxe Ry, (3.13)
where
r (8- (z)—g+(2)) f’f;f(‘g(;’;) (8- (@) +8+(z)—V(2)—0) "
r(z) = 0 &+ (x)—8-(2)) ' (3.14)
3.
Ti(2) =2F+ O asz— o0 inC, Ty(z) = O~ (2)) as f(z) = oo in P.
(3.15)
4. As z—=01in C orin P, T(z) has the same limit behaviour as Y (z) in (3.6]).
.
Ti(z) = O(1), Tr(z) = O(1), as z — b. (3.16)

6. At z € pU{—7m2/4} U p, Ta(2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Ya(2) in (3.7).

3.3 Second transformation 7' +— S

For z € (b, +00), it follows from the analyticity of g(z) and g(z) there and (2.13)) that the jump
matrix Jr(x) tends to the identity matrix exponentially fast in the limit n — oco. For x € (0, b),
we decompose the jump matrix Jp(z) as

1 0 0 T T 1 0
f’<w))e—n¢7(w) 1]l F@aen@? 0 f'(@) —noi(x) 1]-

z*h(z (& () +E; () V(@)D z%h(x)
(3.17)
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Here ¢(2) = g(z) + g(z) — V(z) — £ is defined as in ([1.48]). The function ¢(z) has discontinuity
on R_ and (0,b), such that

Oy (x) = ¢_(x) + 4mi, x <0, (3.18)
$1(r) = — ¢ (x), z € (0,0). (3.19)

Then we “open the lens”, where the lens g is a contour consisting of Ry and two arcs from
0 to b. We assume that one of the two arcs lies in the upper half plane and denote it by 31, the
other lies in the lower half plane and denote it by ¥, see Figure |5l (We may take 31 and X
symmetric about the real axis.) We do not fix the shape of ¥g at this state, but only require
that g is in P and V is analytic in a simply-connected region containing >g. The exact shape

of 3 and g will be given in Sections and

>21

\
\

Yo

Figure 5: The lens Xg.

Define

(T(2), outside of the lens,
1 0

T(z , in the lower part of the lens,

S(z) == ) 27%h(2) "L f (2)e (%) 1) P (3.20)

1 0

T(z , in the upper part of the lens.

2) —2h(2) "L f(2)e () 1) PPt

From the definition of S, identity (2.12) and decomposition of Jr(z) in (3.17)), we have that S
satisfies the following:

RH Problem 3.3.

1. 8 = (51, 52), where Sy is analytic in C\ Xg, and Sy is analytic in P\ Xg.

2. We have
Si(z) =S_(2)Js(z), forzeXg, (3.21)
where
1 0
2h(2) 7L f(2)e ") 1) ! Jor 2 &€ 21 U2,
0 ap / —1
JS('Z) = _Zfah(z)—lf/(z) : (Z)bf (Z) ) ) fOT S (Ovb)v (322)
e 1 N\—1_np(z)
1 2%h(z)f (f) Lene )) for = € (b, 00).

3. As z — o0 in C or P, S(2) has the same limit behaviour as T(z) in (3.15).
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4. As z — 0 1in C\ X, we have

O(z™*), «a >0 and z inside the lens,
S1(z) = ¢ O(log z), «a =0 and z inside the lens, (3.23)
o(1), z outside the lens or —1 < a < 0.

5. As z— 0 in P, Sy has the same limit behaviour as Ys(z) in (3.6).
6. As z — b, S(2) has the same limit behaviour as T(z) as in (3.16).
7. At z € pU{—7%/4} U p, Sa(2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Ya(z) in (3.7).
By (2.12), for z € (0,b), we have
¢i(z) = gi(z) +gh(z) — V'(z) = gh(z) — gh(z) = F2mivy (). (3.24)

Since t(z) > 0 for all x € (0,b), we have, by the Cauchy-Riemann condition, R¢(z) > 0
on both the upper arc ¥; and lower arc Yo, if these arcs are sufficiently close to (0,b). As
a consequence, the jump matrix for S on the lenses tend to the identity matrix as n — oc.
Uniform convergence breaks down when x approaches the end points 0 and b, so we need to use
special local parametrices near these points.

Remark 2. Here and in subsequent RH problems, we may deform the jump contour (b, 400)
locally, as long as R¢(z) < 0 there, so that the entry z*h(z)f'(z)~'e™®(*) remains exponentially
small.

3.4 Construction of the global parametrix
Since Jg(z) converges to I on X1 U o U (b, 00), we construct the following
RH Problem 3.4.
1. P(>) = (Pl(oo), P2(oo)), where Pl(oo) is analytic in C\[0,b], and PQ(OO) is analytic in P\ [0, b].

2. For xz € (0,b), we have

2oh(z) ()1

8. As z — o0 in C or P, P(®)(2) has the same limit behaviour as T(z) in (3.15)).

4. Atz € pu{—m?/4} U p, PQ(OO) (z) satisfies the same boundary condition as Ya(z) in (3.7)).

To construct a solution to the above RH problem, we follow the idea in [I3] to map the RH

problem for P(°) to a scalar RH problem which can be solved explicitly. More precisely, using
the function J.(s) defined in (1.21)), we set

(3.25)

P(s) == Pl(oo)(Jc(S)), s€C\ D,
T P Ju(s), seD\0,1],

where D is the region bounded by the curves v; and 72, as shown in Figure Due to Item
of RH Problem the function P is then well defined onto [0,1) by continuation. It is
straightforward to check that P satisfies the following:
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RH Problem 3.5.
1. P is analytic in C\ (y1 Uy U{1}).

2. For s € y1 U, Py(s) = P_(s)Jp(s), where, with v1 and o oriented from sy to sa,

In(s) = ~ RO, €M (3.26)
P EPTOTIENE) R ’
SIh(Je(s) 72

3. As s — oo, P(s) = (5)Fs* + O(sF1).
4. Ass— 1, P(s) = O((s — 1)k+1),
The solution to RH problem may not be unique. One solution is

Cu(s), s€C\ D,
P(S) = ((;2 )a+%+k(8 Sl)a+15%(8 1)
sinh(Jc(s )\/(s s1)(s—s2)

(3.27)

D(s)~', seD.

where the power function of (s — s1)*! takes the principal branch and /(s — s1)(s — s2) ~ s
in C\ ;. Later in this paper we take (3.27)) as the definition of P(s). We note that

~2), s—=s inC\D,

O((s— )%, sosmp,  &=O(E=e)2) 5= (328

Based on this solution, we construct the solution to RH problem as

P (2) = P1(2)) = Gi(I1(2)), zeC\[0,b], (3.29)
P (z) = P(I4(2)), zeP\ [0, (3.30)

By direct calculation in Section [A] we have
P (z) = Oz 5 %), P (z) = 0(z2 1), as z — 0, (3.31)
PP (z) = 0z 1), PP (z) = 0(z71), as z — b. (3.32)
3.5 Third transformation S — @)

Noting that P°(2) # 0 for all z € C\ [0,5] and P{°”(2) # 0 for all z € P\ [0,b], we define the
third transformation by

S1(z)  S2(2) > ‘

Q) = (Qi(:).Q2) = (il o) (3.33)

In view of the RH problems [3 E and [3.4] and the properties of P(°) (2) in and (| -, it
is then easily seen that @) satisfies the followmg RH problem:

RH Problem 3.6.

1. Q = (Q1,Q2), where Q1 is analytic in C\ X, and Q2 is analytic in P\ X.
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2. For z € X3, we have

Q4 (2) = Q_(2)a(2), (3:349)
where
1 0
— — (OO)Z —no(z ! Z€21U227
2 h(z) 7 () B Pemoe) 1
P (2)
01
Jo(z) = (1 0>, € (0,0), (3:35)
(00)
1 ap, 1101 (2) —ng(z)
Z%h(z) f'(2) P05 ¢ ,  z¢€(b,o0).
0 1

Qi(z) =140, asz—=00inC, Qx(2)=0(f42)), asf(z)— oo inP.
(3.36)

4. As z— 0 1in C\ X, we have

O(z -2t %), a > 0 and z inside the lens,
Q1(2) =1 O(z %1 z), «a =0 and z inside the lens, (3.37)
O(z %“'i), z outside the lens or —1 < a < 0.

5. As z— 0 in P, we have

Qa2(2) = { O(27 log z) a =0, (3.38)
O(z571), ae(-1,0)
6.
Q1(2) = O((z — b)1), Qs(2) = O((z — b)1), as z — b. (3.39)
7. At z € pU{—7n?/4} U p, Qa(2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Y2(z) in (3.7)).

3.6 Construction of local parametrix near b

First we consider the local parametrix near b. Using Part [5] of Lemma we have that
lim, ,, ¢(z) = 0 where ¢ is defined in (1.48). Then by Part |3| of Lemma and Part [5[ of
Requirement (I} we obtain the local behaviour for ¢ in the vicinity of b that (i is defined in
([T19))

6(z) = ——%(z —b)% + Oz — b]3), (3.40)
#(2)/(z — b)3/? is analytic at b, and then
o) = (-30)’ (3.41)

is a conformal mapping in a neighbourhood D(b, €) around b satisfying ((1.49), where € > 0 is a
small enough constant. Moreover, we also choose the shape of the contour ¥ so that the image
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of ¥ N D(b,€) under the mapping f, coincides with the jump contour I'a; defined in (B.3|) that
is the jump contour of the RH problem for the Airy parametrix.
Let

(b)(z) _ M7 géb)(z) = =

P (z) Py (z) (342

and define

e300 (2) 0

P®)(2) .= p(AD) n% z n

) , zeD(be)\x. (3.43)

From (3.42) and RH problem [3.4 satisfied by P(>)(z), we have

ggbl(:v) = — gglj)_ (x), ggbl(x) = gg?)_ (x), for z € (b—¢€,b), (3.44)

9" (z) = O((z — b)), 9 (z) = O((= — b)), for 2 — b. (3.45)
Then we have the following RH problem satisfied by P(®)(z):
RH Problem 3.7.
1. PO)(2) is a 2 x 2 matriz-valued function analytic for z € D(b,€) \ .
2. For z € ¥N D(b,€), we have

PP (2) = PO (2)J0(2), (3.46)
where Jo(z) is defined in (3.35).
3.
(PD)ii(z) = O((z = )7), (PP))y(2) = O((z=b)75), asz—b, i,j=1,2
(3.47)
4. For z € 9D(b,€), we have, as n — oo,
E® )P (2) = T+ 0™, (3.48)

where

(b) - 1 1
®) () = L g1 (%) 0 5o 1 -1 ns fr(z)1 0
e V2 ( 1 0 géb)(z)> <1 1 > ( 0 n_éfb(,z)_};> - (3.49)

It is straightforward to see that E(®)(z) defined in (3.49) is analytic on D(b,€) \ (b — €, b],
and for z € (b—¢,b)

ED (@) E® ()" = (g’ é) (3.50)

and as z — b,

EO(s) = (ou) o<z§>>7 EO()-1 (0<11> o<1>)>' 3.51)

O(1) O("2) O(z3) O(z2
Then we define a 2 x 2 matrix-valued function
PO (2) = E®(2)PO)(2), ze D(be)\ X, (3.52)

where P®) is given in ([3.43)). Then we have the following RH problem satisfied by P®)(z):
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RH Problem 3.8.
1. PO)(2) is analytic in D(b,€) \ .

2. For z € ¥N D(b,e), we have

PY(2)Jo(2), 2eXNDb,e)\ (b—-eb,
(b)
P = 1 3.53
+ (@) (?(fokaﬁx@,,zew—eﬁy (3.53)
3.
(PD)ij(z) = O((= = 0)7%), (P))yy(2) = O((= =) "4), asz b, ij=12
(3.54)
4. For z on the boundary dD(b,€), we have, as n — oo, P®)(2) = I + O(n1).
At last, we define a vector-valued function V®) by
VO (z) = Q)P ()", 2€ Do)\ %, (3.55)

where Q(z) is defined in (3.33). We find that V(®)(z) has only the trivial jump on (X; U ¥y U
[b,b+ €)) N D(b,e€), so V) (2) can be defined by continuation on D(b,€) \ (b — €,b]. Tt satisfies
the following RH problem:

RH Problem 3.9.
1. V) = (Vl(b), 2(b)) is analytic in D(b,€) \ (b — €, b].
2. For z € (b—¢,b), we have
O () = O (O L
Vil(x) =V (x) <1 0> . (3.56)

V() = 0(1), V9 (2) = o), asz b (3.57)
4. For z € dD(b,€), we have, as n — oo, VO (2) = Q(2)(I + O(n~1)).

3.7 Construction of local parametrix near 0

Using Part |1| of Lemma we have that lim, 0 i, ¢y ¢(2) = £mi. We define in the vicinity of

0 that
L _ (JS(Z) - 7”.7 z € (CJH
(7 = {qb(z)—f—ﬂi, ze€C_,

Then by Part [3] of Lemma [2.2] and Part [5] of Requirement [I] we obtain the local behaviour for ¢
(or equivalently ¢”) at 0 that (v is the positive constant defined in Part [5| of Requirement |1

(3.58)

6" (2) = dmio(—2)'* + O((=2)"/?), (3.59)
#*(2)/(—2)"/? is analytic at 0, and then

LZ2
m@:¢$) (3.60)
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is a conformal mapping in a neighbourhood D(0, ¢) around 0 satisfying ((1.50)), where € > 0 is a
small enough constant. Moreover, we also choose the shape of the contour > so that the image
of ¥ N D(0, €) under the mapping fy coincides with the jump contour I'ge defined in that

is the jump contour of the RH problem for the Bessel parametrix.
Let

—)—a/2 _\a/2
0 z f(z)/h(z 0 z
g§)<z):( ) (oo)()/ ()7 gé)(z):((m)) 7
P (2) Py (2)
where the (—z)io‘/ 2 takes the principal branch, and define
—5(2) (0)
©) () — a(Be) (2 e 2%%g 7 (2) 0
PO (z) = P9 (n? fo(2)) ( . 301,02y ) ze D(0,€)\ .

From (3.61]) and RH problem satisfied by P(*)(z), we have

gg?}_(m) = - gé?l (@), géol(m) = g%?_(x), for x € (0,¢),

9§0)(z) = O(Z%), géo)(Z) = O(z%), for z — 0.

Then we have the following RH problem satisfied by P()(z):
RH Problem 3.10.

1. PO(2) is a 2 x 2 matriz-valued function analytic for z € D(0,¢€) \ X.

2. For z € ¥N D(0,¢), we have

PP () = PO(2)Jg(2),
where Jo(z) is defined in (3.35).
3. As z € 9D(0,¢€), we have
EO)PO(:) = (I +0(mY)),

where

(3.61)

(3.62)

(3.65)

(0) -1 . 1 1
Oy L (90(z) 0 1 i\ [n2fo(2)1 0 )ios
E”)‘ﬂ( 0 ﬁ%» ( J( o an>J@) -

4. As 2 =0, if a € (—1,0), then

pO) () — ((’)(z

if a =0, then

NN
~—

N~—r
W= s
SN—
N——
0
—
(=]
=
—~
N
SN—
L
|
SRS
—_
ISTERN

(’)(z% log 2) (’)(z% log 2)

P(O)(z) _ <(9(zi log 2) O(zi log z)) ’ P(O)(z)_1 B (O(z:z} log 2) O(z:% log z)) ’
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and if o > 0, then outside the lens
a1 _a_ 1

PO = (90, ) O L
(’)(z2+4) (’)( 2T1

and inside the lens

IS

(3.71)

It is straightforward to see that E(©)(z) is analytic on D(0,¢€) \ [0,¢), and for z € (0, ),

EQ@)E ()" = ((1) é) , (3.72)

and as z — 0,

0, _ (01 0G"2) 01 _ (O o)
P <0<1> 0<z%>>7 B = (onh) oh): (373
Then we define a 2 x 2 matrix-valued function

PO(2) = EO)PO(2), ze D(0,e))\ %, (3.74)

where P(©) is given in . Hence, we have the following RH problem satisfied by P(O)(z):
RH Problem 3.11.
1. PO)(2) is analytic in D(0,€) \ .
2. For z € XN D(0,¢), we have
PO (2)Jg(2), € XN D0,6)\[0,e),

Oy _
Pyie) = (01>Pm@ﬂd@,zem¢) (3.75)

3. As z— 0, if a € (—1,0), then
P(O)(Z) _ (O(Z
z

if « =0, then
PO(z) = (’)(zjlogz) (’)(zjlogz) . POz = (9(zjlogz) O(zjbgz) |
O(z"1logz) O(z 1logz)

and if o > 0, then outside the lens

o= (S5 S, pon - (S SEN)

and inside the lens
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4. For z on the boundary dD(0,€), we have, as n — oo, PO (z) = I+ O(n™1).
Consider the vector-valued function
U(z) = (Ui(2), U2(2)) := Q(z)P(2) ™", € D(0,e)\ £, (3.80)
where Q(z) is defined in (3.33), and then define the vector-valued function V(®) on D(0,¢) \ &
’ vwwa:wm”<>v@<» QP () =U()EV () (3.81)
Due to the jump conditions and -, we have that U(z) can be extended analytically

to D(0,¢€) \ {0}. Furthermore, as z — 0, from part [4f of RH problem satisfied by Q(z) and
part {4 of RHP satisfied by P()(z), we have that

(O(1),0(1)), a > 0 and z is outside the lens,
B ) = (O(z7%),0(z7)), a > 0 and z is inside the lens,
AELEED =1 (108 22).0((102:). a =0, 352
(0(z%), 0(z)), a € (-1,0).

Since 0 is an isolated singular point of Uj(z) and Usx(z), the estimates above implies that 0O
is a removable singular point of Uj(z) and Us(z), or equivalently, these two functions can be
extended analytically to D(0,¢). Hence, V(0 (z) satisfies the following RH problem:

RH Problem 3.12.
1. VO(2) = (Vl(o)(z),VQ(O)(z)) is analytic in D(0,€) \ [0, €).
2. For z € (0,¢€), we have

VO (2) = vO () (‘i (1)) . (3.83)

3. As z — 0, we have V(z) = (O(1),0(1)).
4. As 2 € 9D(0,¢), VO (2) = Q(2)(I + O(n~1)).

3.8 Final transformation

We define R(z) = (R1(2), R2(2)) as

VP(z), ze Db e\ (b—e,bl,
Ri(z) = {V(2), 2€D(©,0\[0,), (3.84)
Q1(z), z€C\(D(b,e)UD0,e) U,
U(2), z€Dbe)\ (b—eb,
Ry(2) = { V\92), zeD(0,e)\ [0, e), (3.85)
Q2(2), ze€P\(D(be)UD(0,6)UY).
We set
YR = [0,b] U [b+ €, 00) UID(0,€) UID(b,e) USEURE, (3.86)
where
YR .=\ {D(0,e)UD(b,e)}, i=1,2. (3.87)

See Figure |§| for an illustration and the orientation of the arcs. Here we can fix the shape of X1t
(and so finally fix the shape of X;) by letting ¥; be a continuous arc and R¢(z) < 0 on XE. Tt
is straightforward to check that R satisfies the following RH problem:
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2
Figure 6: Contour ¥,
RH Problem 3.13.

1. R(2) = (R1(2), Ra(2)), where Ry(2) is analytic in C\ X, and Ry(z) is analytic in P\ 2.

2. R(z) satisfies the following jump conditions:

(Jo(2), 2 € XRUSEU (b + ¢, +00),
P®)(2),  z€dD(be),
Ri(2) = R_(2){ PO(2), ze€dD(0,e¢), (3.88)
0 1
(1 O) 2z € (0,b) \ {e,b— €}
3.
Ri(2) =140z asz—00inC, Ry(z)=0() asf(z)>ooinP. (3.89)
4
Ri(z) = O(1), Ry(z) = O(1), as z — 0, (3.90)
Ri(z) = O(1), Ry(z) = O(1), as z — b. (3.91)

5. At z € pU{—7m%/4} U p, Ra(2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Ya(2) in (3.7).

Similar to the idea used in the construction of global parametrix, to estimate R for large n,
we now transform the RH problem for R to a scalar one on the complex plane by defining
R(s) = {Rl(JC(s)), s€C\ D and s ¢ I;(£R),

Ro(Je(s)), s€ D\ [0,1] and s ¢ Io(XF), (3.92)

where we recall that D is the region bounded by the curves 71 and 42, Iy : C\ [0,b] — C\ D

and I : P\ [0, b] are defined in (1.26]) and (1.27)), respectively.
We are now at the stage of describing the RH problem for R. For this purpose, we define

:Il(ERUER)C(C\D ) =TysFush c D,
) =T ((b+ ¢ +00)) CC\ D, 2( :=TIy((b+€,400)) C D, (3.93)
9 :=1,(0D(b,€e)) CC\ D, )= T,(0D(b,€)) C D,
Y .=T1,(0D(0,€)) C C\ D, )= 1,(0D(0,€)) C D,
and set
2=xWOyuzWyug@ug@yg® g yz@Wyg®, (3.94)
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Figure 7: Contour X. (It is also w(X).) The solid and the dotted curves are the non-trivial
jump contour for the RH problem for R. (The solid and dashed curves, upon the mapping w,
are the non-trivial jump contour for the RH problem for R.)

See Figure[7]for an illustration. We also define the following functions on each curve constituting
X (Below z = J.(s))

s (s) = (Jg)ai(2), sexW, (3.95)
Tgon(s) = (Jg)i2(2), se x@) (3.96)
Tpe (5) = (PO)11(2) =1, Jhe(s) = (PP)a(2), sex®), (3.97)
T () = (PP)ga(2) = 1, JEy (s) = (P(b )12(2), se @) (3.98)
Taw () = (PO)(2) — 17 Taw () = (PD)a(2), se W, (3.99)
Ty (8) = (PD)aa(2) =1, g (s) = (PD)1a(2), se xW) (3.100)

where z = J (s ) is in SFUBE in ; in (b+e€, +00) in (3.96); in dD(b, €) in (3.97)) and (3.98);
in 9D(0,¢€) in and ({ m Wlth the aid of these functions, we further define an operator
Ay such that for any complex-valued function f(s) defined on X, Ay transforms it linearly
into a function Ag f that is also a complex-valued function defined on X', with expression

(g (9)(3), s€ ZW and § = (I (s)) € B,
g (8)f(5), seX®) and 5= I;(Je(s)) € pHOR
0, se 2 ux®,

(Axf)(s) = Ji—;(s)(S)f( )+J2(3)( ) (
Jé(g,)(s)f( )+J2(3/ (s)f(
Tpw (8)f(8) + T30 (8)f(3), s € EW and § =Tr(Je(s)) €

[Ty (8)F(8) + T ()£ (3), s € B and 5 =T1(Je(s)) € 2(4

We note that all the functions Jysa)(s), ..., J2 51y (s) that define Ay in (3.101) are uniformly
O(n~1). If we view Ag as an operator from LQ(Z) to L?(X), then we have the estimate that
for all large enough n, there is a constant My > 0 such that

s
~ 4/
S

(

(

(
), se x® and § =Iy(J.(s)) € pCON
), s€X0)and 5=1,(J.(s)) € 2O,
( (@)
( )

s

1Ag |25y < Mgn™". (3.102)
RH problem entails a scalar shifted RH problem for R:
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RH Problem 3.14.
1. R(s) is analytic in C\ X, where the contour X is defined in (3.94)).

2. For s € X, we have
Ri(s) —R—(s) = (AgR_)(s), (3.103)

where Ay s the operator defined in (3.94)).

3. As s — 00, we have
R(s)=14+0(s7"). (3.104)
4. As s — 0, we have R(s) = O(1).
We have the following uniqueness result about the solution of the above RH problem.
Lemma 3.15. The function R(s) defined in 18 the unique solution of RH problem .

Proof. Suppose R*°(s) is one solution to RH problem then using (3.92)) backwardly, we
have a solution R*°!(z) = (R°\(2), R$°'(2)) to RH problem From R*!(s), we define the
vector-valued function U!(z) on D(0,¢) \ [0,¢) as (using backwardly)
) =

(UF(2), U3"'(2) (R?OI(Z)»RZOI(Z))E(O)(Z), (3.105)

where E(©)(2) is defined in (3.73). Then U°(z) and U5 (z) can be defined analytically in
D(0,¢) \ {0}, and at the isolated singularity 0 they may only blow up like inverse square
root. Hence, USOl(z) and USOl(z) are actually analytic in D(0,¢). Next, we define Q%!(z) =

(@Q!(2), 301( by (using (3.84 and (3.80) backwardly)

R (2)(PO)1(2) + RZ‘)I(Z)(P”’))zl(Z), z € D(be) \ ,
PH(2) = QU 2) (PO)11(2) + U (2) (P@)ar (2), 2 € D(0,€)\ 3, (3.106)
ol(2), 2€C\ (D(b,e) UD(0,¢) UX),
P1(2) (P®)19(2) + R (2)(PP)a2(2), 2z € D(b,e) \ %,
$1(2) = Q UN(2)(PO))19(2) + U (2) (PO)ge(2), 2z € D(0,€)\ %, (3.107)
RP\(2), 2 € P\ (D(b,e) UD(0,6) UX),

We find that Q5°!(z) and Q5°!(z) can be defined analytically on C \ ¥ and P\ ¥, respectively,
and find that Q°'(z) satisfies the variation of RH problem . 3.6, such that in Ttem |4} the limit
behaviour of Q;(z) as z — 0 from outside of the lens is changed to Q1(z) = O(z'/*log z), and
in Item EI, the occurrences of (z — b)i in are replaced by those of (z —b)~ T
Furthermore, we do the transforms ¥ — T — S — @ backwardly, and find that from Q!
we can construct Y*°!(z) = (Y{°!(2), Y5°!(2)) that satisfies the variation of RH problem [3.1|such
that Item [5]is replaced by Item [5”] in Section By the argument in Section we have
that Y5°!(2) is unique, and then R%!(s) is unique. O

Finally, we show that
Lemma 3.16. For all s € C\ X, we have the uniform convergence
R(s) =1+0(n1). (3.108)
This lemma immediately yields that
Ri(z) =14+ 0O(n~Y) uniformly in C\ X%,  Ry(z) =1+ O(n~') uniformly in P\ X%,
(3.109)

35



Proof of Lemma[3.16. We use the strategy proposed in [13], and start with the claim that R
satisfies the integral equation

R(s)=1+C(AgR_)(s), (3.110)
where C is the Cauchy transform on X, such that for any g(s) defined on X,
1 9(&)
= — _— . 11
Cole) = 5 | L6, secyz (3.111)

To verify (3.110)), by the uniqueness of RH problem it suffices to show that the right-hand
side of ([3.110|) satisfies RH problem and it is straightforward.
(3.110) can be written as

oL AR =D .1 [ As(1)E) .
Ris) —1= o g p d§+2m_/2 s d¢, s€C\Z. (3.112)

Below we estimate the two terms on the right-hand side of the above formula.
By taking the limit where s approaches the minus side of X', we obtain from (3.112]) that

R_(s) — 1 =Ca,(R_—1)(s) + C_(Ag(1))(s), (3.113)

where C_ is the Hilbert-like transform defined on X,

Coe) =g Jim [ g wa eapse) =c@stE, B

271 s'—s_ 5 f — 5
such that the limit s’ — s_ is taken when approaching the contour from the minus side. Since

the Hilbert-like operator C_ is bounded on L?(X), we see from estimate (3.102]) that the operator

1
norm of Ca,; is also uniformly O(n™20+1) as n — oo. Hence, if n is large enough, the operator
1 —Cay is invertible, and we could rewrite (3.113|) as

R(s) =1 =(1=Cag) " (C-(Ax(1)))(s). (3.115)
As one can check directly that
1A (W)l 22z = O(n™1), (3.116)
combining the above two formulas gives us
IR- =125y = O(n™1). (3.117)
By (3.112)), we have that for any fixed 6 > 0, if dist(s, X') > 4, then

1 1
[R(s) =11 < 5 (1Az(R- = D2z + 185 (D]2(s)) - H§ —

As a consequence, we conclude holds uniformly in {s € C : dist(s,X) > d}. Since we
can deform the contour ¥ outside a neighbourhood of 1, say D(1,¢€), by varying the value of
€ in and , choosing different shapes of 2{2 and Z§ in , and deforming the
jump contour (b,00) as in Remark |2, and we can then show that (3.108) holds uniformly in
{seC:s¢ X and |s—1| > ¢}. (We cannot freely deform X freely around 1, because X' needs
to connect to 1 as a vertex.) At last, in D(1,€), R(s) satisfies a simple RH problem: its value
on dD(1,¢€) is uniformly 1+ O(n~1), its limit at 1 is 1 and it has a jump along [1,1+¢'), where
the jump is given by Jy(2)(s) that is exponentially small. Hence we also conclude that
holds uniformly in {s € D(1,¢') : s ¢ X'}. O

HL2(Z‘) :(’)(n_l). (3.118)
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4 Asymptotic analysis for qfﬁr)k( f(2))

In this section we analyze q,gjr)k( f(2)) in the same way as we do pSZZk(Z) in Section Since
the method is parallel, we omit some detail. It is worth noting that the jump contours in this

section can be taken the same as those in Section Bl

4.1 RH problem of the polynomials

Consider the following Cauchy transform of g;:

Cai(e) = g [ I w0y, (@)

r—z

which is well defined for z € P\ R;. Since Wi (z) is real analytic and vanishes rapidly as
x — 400, we have the following asymptotic expansion for Cq;(z) as z € P\ Ry and Rz — +o0:

Cqj(z) = —1 / a(f (x))W(n)@)dx

- {
2miz Jg, 1—w/z
M

- 27_71'12 Z (/ %(f(ﬂj))l"kwén) (x)dl‘> o (kD) 4 O(z_(M"‘Q))’
k=0 R+

(4.2)

for any M € N and uniformly in $z. Thus due to the orthogonality,

(n)

: 20+ O(Z—(j-‘rQ)), (4.3)
21

Cqj(z) =

where hg-n) is given in (|1.5]).
Hence we conclude that if we define the array

Y(2) = YU (2) = (¢;(f(2)), Cq;(2)), (4.4)
then they satisfy the following conditions
RH Problem 4.1.

1. Y = (Y1,Ya), where Yy is analytic on P, and Yy is analytic on C\ Ry.

2. With the standard orientation of Ry,

. 1 Wi (2)

Yy (z) =Y_(x) (0 ) > , forxeRy. (4.5)

3. As f(z) = 0o in P (i.e., Rz — +00), Y1(2) = f(2)7 + O(f(2)I71).
4. As z — 00 in C, Ya(z) = O(z~U+D),
5. Asz—0in P or C,

O(1), a >0,
Yi(z) = O(), Yo(z) = ¢ O(logz2), a=0, (4.6)
O(z%), a € (—1,0).
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6. At z € pU{—72/4}Up, the limit }71(2) = limy_s» inp Vi (w) exists and is continuous, and
V() = Va(2). (4.7)
Conversely, the RH problem for Y has a unique solution given by (3.4). We omit the proof,
since it is analogous to that of RH problem [3.1] given in Section
Below we take j = n + k where k is a constant integer, and our goal is to obtain the
asymptotics for Y = Y1) a5 n -5 0.
4.2 First transformation Y — T

Analogous to (3.12)), we denote Y = Y ("t51) and define T as

~ _nl ~ e*ng(z) 0 ne
T(z) =e 2Y(z) ( 0 e"g(z)> e27%, (4.8)

Then T satisfies a RH problem with the same domain of analyticity as Y, but with a different
asymptotic behaviour and a different jump relation.
RH Problem 4.2.

1. T = (T}, T), where T} is analytic in P\ Ry, and Ty is analytic in C\ Ry.

2. T satisfies the jump relation

Ty (x) =T_(x)Jp(x), foraxeRy, (4.9)
where o )V
it (S M )
3.
Ti(z) = fF()P+ O(f(2)F ) as f(z) = 00 in P, Ta(z) = O(z"*D) 45 2 € 00 in C.
(4.11)
4. Asz—0in P orin C, T(2) has the same limit behaviour as Y (z) in ([.6).
5.
Ti(z) = O(1), Tr(z) = O(1), as z — b. (4.12)

6. At z € pU{—72/4} U p, T1(2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Yy(z) in (7).

4.3 Second transformation T s S

Analogous to (3.17)), for x € (0,b), we decompose the jump matrix Jz(x) as

1__,—ng- () 1 0

z*h(x)
! S IRE
X b (s . (4.
zai(z) e—no+(z)

( 1 0) 01 2h(z)e™ & (@) +e+ ()= V(2)=0)

B xah(aj)e”(gf () +g+(z)—V(z)—L)
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Then analogous to (3.20)), define

(T(2), outside of the lens,
- 1 0
- T(z) , in the lower part of the lens,
S(z) := 27h(z) e () (4.14)
. 1 0
T(z , in the upper part of the lens.
(2) L ah(z) e 9l 1) pper p

From the definition of S, and decomposition of Ji(z) in (3.17), we have analogous to RH
problem [3.3] that

RH Problem 4.3.

1. § = (S1,53), where Sy is analytic in P\ g, and Sy is analytic in C\ Xg.

2. We have ) )
Si(2) = S5_(2)J3(2), forzeXsg, (4.15)
where
1 0
Z—ah(z)—le_nqs(z) 1> . forz € XU,
ah
J5(2) = 0 BNz e (0,b), (4.16)

—27%h(z)7! 0

1 ap no(z)
? (zie > , for z € (b, 00).

8. Asz— oo inP or C, 8(z) has the same limit behaviour as T(z) in (A.11)).
4. As z— 0 in P\ X, we have

O(z™%), «a >0 and z inside the lens,
S1(z) = ¢ O(log z), a =0 and z inside the lens, (4.17)
0(1), z outside the lens or —1 < a < 0.
5. As z— 0 in C, Sy has the same behaviour as Y3(z) in ([.6).
6. As z — b, S(z) has the same limit behaviour as T(z) in ([#.12).
7. At z € pU{—7%/4} U p, S1(2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Y (z) in (&.7).

4.4 Construction of the global parametrix
Analogous to RH problem [3.4] we construct the following
RH Problem 4.4.
1. P(®) = (]51(00), ]52(00)), where ]51(00) is analytic in P\ [0, b], and 152(00) is analytic in C\ [0, b].

2. For z € (0,b), we have

P =P (g 7))

39



3. As z = 0o in P or C, P(®)(2) has the same limit behaviour as T(z) in (&.11)).
4. Atz € pU{—72/4}Up, 151(00) (2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Y1(z) in (&.7).
To construct a solution to the above RH problem, we set, analogous to (3.25)),

~(00) _
P(s) = {P2 (Je(s)), se€CA\D,

pfoo)(Jc(S)), se€ D\ [0,1]. (4.18)

Like P(s) in (3.25)), P is well defined onto [0, 1) by continuation. Analogous to RH problem
for P, P satisfies the following:

RH Problem 4.5.
1. P is analytic in C\ (71 Uye U {1}).

2. Fors € y1 U7y, Pyi(s) = 75_(3)J75(s), where

h Jc s €7,
1) = < DML, 1
c“(8)h(Je(s))™" s €.
8. As s — o0, P(s) = O(s~ kD).
4. Ass =1, P(s) = ehe(s — 1)~k + O((s — 1)~ k+D).
A solution P to the above RH problem is explicitly given by
_ {Gk(s), se D\ {1},
P(S) = (1— 1)a+%m'D(l)fl kcy ( )a . (420)
> o c I ps)-l, eC\D,
(s—s51)*(s—1)k{/(s—51)(5—52) (S) \

where the square root is taken in C \ 2 with /(s — s1)(s — s2) ~ s as s — oo. Later in this

paper we take (4.20) as the definition of P(s).
Based on this solution, we construct the solution to RH problem as

Pi(2) = P(Lu(2)), zeC\[0,0), (4.21)
P (z) = P(Ia(2)) = Gr(Ia(2)), zeP\[0,b]. (4.22)

By direct calculation in Section ' we have, analogous to and ,
P (z) = 0z 2 %), P (z) = 0(z27 1), as z — 0, (4.23)
PP (z) = 0z 1), PP () = 0(z71), as z — b. (4.24)

4.5 Third transformation S — Q

Noting that P C><>)( ) # 0 for all z € P\ [0,b] and P OO)( ) # 0 for all z € C\ [0,b], we define
analogous to (|3.33))

(4.25)

O(2) = (01(2), Oa(2)) = ( Si(z)  Se(z) ) |

Pr(:) By (z)
Analogous to RH problem [3.6] Q satisfies the following RH problem:

40



RH Problem 4.6.

1. Q = (Q1,Q2), where Qq is analytic in P\ Y, and Qo is analytic in C\ .

2. For z € X3, we have

@+(2) = Q-(2)J5(2), (4.26)
where
¢ ) .
Z—ah(z)—ng( )(2) —ng(z) 1|’ z €31 UX,,
P{™)(2)
ol Lo < (0,0) (4.27)
~(z) = , ; ), |
? 10
15(00)(2) _
1 *h _ no(z)
ShE) R L ze(boo)
0 1

Qi1(2) =1+0(f(2)7Y), as f(z) =0 inP, Qa(z)=0(z"Y), asz— oo inC.

(4.28)
4. As z— 0 in P\ X, we have
O(z -2t %), a > 0 and z inside the lens,
Q1(2) =1 O(z %1 z), a =0 and z inside the lens, (4.29)
O(z %“'i), z outside the lens or —1 < a < 0.
5. As z — 0 in C, we have
(’)(z_%Jr%), a>0
Qa(2) = (’)(z% logz), a=0, (4.30)
O(z3+4), (~1,0)
6.
Q1(2) = O((z — b)), Qa(z) = O((z — b)), as z — b, (4.31)

7. At z € pU{—72/4} U p, Q1(2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Y1(z) in ([@.7).

4.6 Construction of local parametrix near b

Let, analogous to (3.42)),

(b
3 (z) = ~(0), g5 (2) = ECIRY (4.32)
and define analogous to ((3.43))
PO)(5) .— wA) (3
PY(z) := ¥\ (n3 fi(2)) < 0 e§¢(2)~(b)(2)> , z € D(bye)\ 2. (4.33)
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From (4.32) and RH problem 4.4 satisfied by P(*)(z), we have, analogous to (3.44) and (3.43),

A (x) = — ) (x), s (z) = g\" (), for @ € (b—e,b), (4.34)
i () = O((z — b)), P (z) = O((z — b)), for z — b. (4.35)

Then analogous to RH problem [3.7, we have the following RH problem satisfied by P(®) (2):
RH Problem 4.7.
1. PO)(2) is a 2 x 2 matriz-valued function analytic for z € D(b,€) \ 2.

2. For z € XN D(b,€), we have
(b (b
PV (2) = PO (2)75(2). (4.36)
where J(2) is defined in (4.27).

3. As z — b, the limit behaviour of P®)(2) and (P®)~1(2) is the same as that of P®)(z) and
(PO)™1(2) in (B-47).

4. For z € 9D(b,¢€), we have, as n — oo,

where
50)(2) L 3y (2) - T g <1 —1> n fp(2) 0 B (1)
V2 o i) ‘ L1 ns fy(2) 7 :
=I1+0(nMh.
(4.38)

‘We now define a 2 x 2 matrix-valued function
PO (2) = EO()PO)(2) ze D(be)\ 3, (4.39)

where P®) is given in (#.33)) and E®)(2) is defined in ([£.35), like E(®)(z) defined in (3.49), it is
straightforward to see that E®)(2) is analytic on D(b,€)\ (b — €,b], and for = € (b — €,b)

B (@) B (2)! = <(1) é) (4.40)
and as z — b,
0, - (01 0(72) =01 _ (O 0
e (ou) 0<z-%>)’ B0 = (opdy oph)- 4

Hence, analogous to RH problem we have the following RH problem satisfied by P®)(z):
RH Problem 4.8.
1. P®)(2) is analytic in D(b,€) \ .
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2. For z € ¥N D(b,¢), we have

PO (2)J5(2), 2eXN Db, )\ (b—eb,
POE = (0 1 PO () J5(2), z€ (b—eb)
1 0) e Y

(4.42)

3. As z — b, the limit behaviour of PY)(z) and (P®)~1(z) is the same as that of P®)(z)

and (P®))7(2) in (B54).
4. For z on the boundary dD(b,€), we have, as n — oo, P®)(2) = T+ O(n1).

At last, analogous to (3.55)), we define a vector-valued function V() by

VO (z) = Q)P ()", ze D(be)\ %,

(4.43)

where Q(z) is defined in (4.25)). It satisfies the following RH problem that is analogous to RH

problem [3.9}
RH Problem 4.9.

1. 7O — (f/l(b), V;b)) is analytic in D(b,€) \ (b — €,b].

2. For x € (b—¢,b), we have

v (2) = 0(1), 7 (2) = 0(1), as z — b.

4. For z € dD(b,€), we have, as n — oo, VO (2) = Q(2)(I + O(n~1)).

4.7 Construction of local parametrix near 0

Let, analogous to (3.61])

0 (z) = 22/ (0 - 2
91 ( )_ ]51(00)(,2) ’ 92 ( ) ]52(00)(2;)7

where the (—z)*®/2 takes the principal branch, and define, analogous to (3.62)),

e*%¢(2)§§0) (2) 0

92

PO (2) = 2B (n2fy(2)) < 0 eg¢(z)~(0)(z)> , 2€D(0,¢)\ X.

Analogous to (3.63) and (3.64]), we have

§0) = - (@), g5 (x) = 3\ (), for z € (0,¢),
3t (2) = (=), 35 (2) = 0(=4), for z = 0.

Analogous to RH problem we have the following RH problem satisfied by P(©) (2):

RH Problem 4.10.
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(4.45)

(4.46)

(4.47)



1. PO(2) is a 2 x 2 matriz-valued function analytic for z € D(0,¢€) \ .

2. For z € ¥N D(0,¢€), we have
5(0 5(0
p! )(z) = p! )(z)J~(z),

Q
where J5(z) is defined in (4.27).
3. As z € 9D(0,¢€), we have

EO)PO(2) = (I+0n™)),

(4.50)

(4.51)

~(0) —1 ' . .
50,y - L (@i(z) 0 10\ ([} fo(2) 0 o
i \/5<10 95‘”(2)) (Z 1>< 0 n—éfo(z)—i> (2m)2%. (4.52)

4. As z — 0, the limit behaviour of PO)(z) and (P(0)~1(2) is the same as that of P(O)(2) and

(PO)1(2) in (B59)-ETD).

Like E(©) (), it is straightforward to see that E()(z) is analytic on D(0,€) \ [0,€), and for

x € (0,¢), like (3.72)
(0 ~(0), \— 0 1
BB = (1 )
and as z — 0, like (3.73))

5O (ou) o<z§>)7 5O ()1 — <<9<11> ou)))'

Then we define a 2 x 2 matrix-valued function

PO(2) = EO)PO(2), ze D(0,e))\ %,

(4.53)

(4.54)

(4.55)

where P( is given in (4.47)). Hence, we have the following RH problem satisfied by P(O)(z):

RH Problem 4.11.
1. PON(2) is analytic in D(0,€) \ .

2. For z € ¥N D(0,¢), we have

( PO (2)Jq(2), 2€XND0,6)\0,0),
»(0) _
Py) = (? ;) PO)Io(), € (0,6).

(4.56)

8. As z — 0, the limit behaviour of P (2) and (P9)~1(z2) is the same as that of P(O)(z)

and (P©)~1(z) in (B76)-(B-79).

4. For z on the boundary dD(0,€), we have, as n — oo, PO (z) = I+ O(n™1).
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Consider the vector-valued function
U(2) = (01(2), Ua(2)) = Q(=)PO ()7L, € D(0,e) \ . (4.57)

where Q(z) is defined in (#.25)), and then define the vector-valued function V) on D(0,¢€) \ ¥
by
VO@) = (7). %" (2) = Q) P () = U EV(:) (4.58)

Like U(z) defined in (3.80), we can show that 0 is a removable singular point of Ui(z) and
Us(z). Hence, like RH problem V(0)(2) satisfies the following RH problem:

RH Problem 4.12.
1. VO(z) = (119(2), V{9(2)) is analytic in D(0,€) \ [0, ¢).
2. For z € (0,¢€), we have
7O (z) = 7O (a) ((1) (1)) (4.59)

3. As z — 0, we have V(z) = (O(1),0(1)).
4. As 2 €9D(0,¢), VO (2) = Q(2)(I + O(n~1)).

4.8 Final transformation

Analogous to (3.84) and (3.85), we define R(z) = (R1(2), Ra(2)) as

)(2), ze€D(b,e)\ (b—eb],

Ri(z) = { V), z€D(0,e))\0,e), (4.60)
Qi1(z), ze€P\(D(be)uD(0,6)UY),

(2), z€ D(be)\ (b—¢,b],

Ro(2) = { V), z€D(0,e)\0,e), (4.61)
Q2(z), ze€C\ (D(b,e)UD(0,e)UL).

Then R satisfies the following RH problem that is analogous to RH problem

RH Problem 4.13.
1. R(z) = (R1(2), Ra(2)), where Ry(2) is analytic in P\ $F, and Ry(2) is analytic in C\ 7.
2. R(z) satisfies the following jump conditions:

J5(2), z€ YRUSEU (b + ¢, +00),

(2), ze€dD(be),
)(2), ze€dD(0,e), (4.62)

P
P
(0 1), 2 (0,0)\ {e,b— ).

—
o

Ri(2) =14+ 0(f(2)™Y) as f(z) 200 inP, Ry(z)=0(1) asz— o0 inC. (4.63)
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Ri(z) = 0(1), Ro(z) = 0(1), as z — 0, (4.64)
Ri(z) = O(1), Ro(2) = O(1), as z — b. (4.65)

5. At z € pU{—7n2/4Y U p, Ri(2) satisfies the same boundary condition as Y1(z) in 7).

Similar to the idea used in the construction of global parametrix, to estimate R for large
n, we now transform the RH problem for R to a scalar one on the complex s-plane. Let
w: z — w(z) be a mapping from C\ {1} to C\ {1} as w(z) =1+ 1/(z — 1). Then let J.(s) be
the mapping .
Je(s) = Je(w(s)). (4.66)
by defining
- Ri(J, € w(C\ D) and L(xf
iy = {0, 5 €w(C\D) ands g uti(3), e
Ry(Je(s)), s €w(D\[0,1]) and s ¢ w(I2(E7)),
where we recall that D is the region bounded by the curves 71 and 7o, I : C\ [0,6] — C\ D

and Iy : P\ [0, ] are defined in (1.26]) and (1.27)), respectively.
We are now at the stage of describing the RH problem for R. For this purpose, we define,

analogous to (3.94) and set
2=£0ugMuE® e vz

for x =1,1',2,2',3,3',4, 4’ respectively. ) )
We also define the following functions on each curve constituting X: (Below z = J.(s))

) = (3)

U 5 (4)

UEW B ) _

UZ"’, where X7 =w(E®), (4.68)

T_on(s) = (Jp)n (2). se s, (4.69)
T () = (Tg)a(2), sex® (4.70)
T (s) = (PO)as(2) = 1, 2 (5) = (PO (2), se s, (4.71)
T () = (PO)a(z) =1, 20 (5) = (PO (2), se 2™, (4.72)
Ti(s) = (PO)(z) =1, T30 (5) = (PO)ra(), se s, (4.73)
T () = (PO () =1, T2 (5) = (PO)an (), se s, (4.74)

where z = J.(s) is in SEUSE in [@.69); in (b+¢, +00) in ({&70); in dD(b, €) in {@&71) and [{.72);
in 9D(0,¢€) in (4.73) and (4.74). With the aid of these functions, we further define an operator
Ay, such that for any complex-valued function f(s) defined on X, Aj transforms it linearly

into a function A f that is also a complex-valued function defined on 2:,', with expression
( ~ 5 (1) 1)

T ()£ (3), seX and s=1,(J.(s)) e X,
T ()£ (), se 2% and 5 = L(J.(s) € 57,
0. se 5V UED),
(Ap)(s) = { L) + 2 (9)13), s BV and 5 =To((s) € 2 . (a75)
L (5)F() + P (5)1(3), s € £ and 5 =Ti(3u(s)) €
T (&) 6) + 20 (9)f(3), s e 5 and 5 = L(Ju(s)) €
7L (9)56) + 120y ()3, s € B and 5 =1u(3(s)) €
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We note that all the functions JEU/)(S), cee J;<4,>(s) that define Ay in (4.75) are uniformly

O(n™'). If we view A as an operator from L2(%) to L2(%), then we have the estimate that
for all large enough n, there is a constant Mg > 0 such that

1Al 25 < Mgn™". (4.76)
RH problem entails a scalar shifted RH problem for R:
RH Problem 4.14.
1. R(s) is analytic in C\ 2, where the contour X is defined in ([4.68).

2. For s € 2', we have 3 . }
Ro(s) = R(s) = (AgR_)(s), (4.77)

where Ag s the operator defined in (4.75)).

3. As s — oo, we have

R(s) =1+0(s1). (4.78)
4. As s — 0, we have R(s) = O(1).
Like Lemma [3.15] we have

Lemma 4.15. The function R(s) defined in [{&.67)) is the unique solution of RH problem
after trivial analytical extension.

The proof is the same as that of Lemma [3.15] and we omit it.
Finally, we have analogous to Lemma that

Lemma 4.16. For all s € C\ Y, we have the uniform convergence
R(s) =1+ 0(n™). (4.79)

The proof of this lemma is analogous to that of Lemma and we omit it. This lemma
immediately yields that

Ri(2) =14+ 0(n™Y) uniformly in P\ ¥, Ry(z2) =1+ O(n™') uniformly in C\ X%
(4.80)

5 Proof of main results

In this section we prove Theorem In the statement of Theorem C4 UR is divided into
As, Bs, Cs and Ds. We can consider the limit of pg_?k(z) and and qf;_?k (z) in the hard edge region
D(0, €), the soft edge region D(b, ), the bulk region enclosed by L %5 9D(0,¢),0D(b,¢), and
the outside region that is the complement of these three, since by deforming the shape of contour
¥ F these four regions cover Cs, Ds, Bs, As respectively.
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5.1 Outside region
For z € C that is out of the lens and out of D(0,¢€) and D(b, ), we have, by RH problems

and
(n) ( ) _ Yl(n-‘rk,'n) (Z) _ Tl(z)eng(z) _- (z)eng(z) - (Z)Pl(oo)(z)eng(z)

= Ry (2) P (2)em82)

Since Ry(z) = 1+ O(n~!) uniformly by (3.109) and Pl(oo)( ) = Gi(Ii(2)) by (3-29), we prove
([T59).

Similarly, for z € P that is out of the lens and out of D(0,¢) and D(b,€), we consider the

counterpart of (5.1) for qni)k( f(2)). For later use in Section we also consider C’qiﬁ)k( f(2)

for z € C that is out of the lens and out of D(0,¢€) and D(b,e). We have, by RH problems

(02 (3 [ and (113 like (23).

¢ (£(2)) = Ra(2) P (2)em8), O\ (2) = e”ez%z(z)ﬁéw’(z)e—"g@. (5.2)
Since Ry(z) =14+ O(n~!) and Ry(z) =1+ O(n~) umformly by -, = Gr(Ix(2))

by (4.22), and 152(00)(2) has the expression by (4.21]) and ( we prove and get
(1 - Sl)a+% /S2 _ 1ZD(1) Leke o, nﬂe—ng(z)
(Ti(2) = s1)*(Ti(2) = ¥/ (Ti(2) = s1)(Ti(2) — s2) D(Li(2))

5.2 Bulk region
Similar to (5.1)), we have that for z in the upper lens and out of D(0,¢) and D(b,€),

Cq\(2) = (1+0mY). (5.3)

pgﬁzk(z) — Y'l(n-‘rk,n)(z) _ Tl(z)eng(z) _ Sl (z)eng(z) —ah(z)—lf/( ) ( ) n(V(z)—g(z)+¢)
= Q1(2) P (2)e"8) + 7R (2) " f(2)Qa(2) P (2)enV (2)-&(2)+0) (5.4)
= Ri(2)P{™ (2)e"8) + 27 h(2) 7L/ (2) Ro(2) Py (2)en (V)8 +0),

Like in (5.1), Ri(2) = 14+ O(n™!) and Ry(z) = 1+ O(n~!) uniformly by (3.109). By (3.29),

(3-30), (3.27), (1.55), (1.56) and (1.53]), we have Pl(oo)(z) = Gr(I1(z)) as in the outside region
and

2 h(2) 7 ()P (2) = Gu(la(2)). (5.5)
Hence we prove .

In particular, if € (¢,b — €) and z — z from above, we have by (2.12)) that lim,_,, g(z) =

g1 (z) and lim,_,, V( ) g(2)+0 =V(z)—g4(z)+l = g_(z) = g4 (). From the definition (1.47)
of g(z), we have g+ (z) = [log|lz —y|du(y ):l:,u([x b])i. On the other hand, as z — z from above

by (1.28]) and (|1.29)), 11 ) and I(z) converges to I (x) and I_(x) respectively. Noting that
I_(z) = Ii(x), and then limz_,r Gr(I2(2)) = G+ (I-(2)) = G4+ (I (x)) = lim,—, Gi(11(2))
and lim,_,, Ro(z) = R(I-(z)) = R(I+(x)) = lim,—,, R1(2), we have

P@) = lim p() = 2R [R(L (2) G (L ()78 .

=20 (14 O(n™1) G (I (2))e"& @)

which implies ((1.63]).
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Analogous to (5.4), we have that for z in the upper lens and out of D(0,¢€) and D(b,¢€),
A (F(2) = Ru(@) PP (2)e"8) + 270 h(2) " Ro(2) By (2)en (V78D (5.7

Like in (5.2), Ri(z) = 14+ O(n~!) and Ry(z) = 1+ O(n~") uniformly by ([#.80). By [@.22),
([@21) and ([@20), ([56) and (T53), we have P{°(2) = Gi(Ix(2)) and

2h(2) P (2) = Gr(Tu(2)). (5.8)

Hence we prove ([1.62)).

In particular, if x € (¢,b — €) and z — = from above, we have b that lim,,, g(z) =
g (x) and lim,,, V(2) —g(2) + ¢ =V(z) —g+(z) + £ = g_(z) = g+(x). From the definition
of g(z), we have g4 (z) = [log|f(z) — f(y)|du(y) £ p([z,b])i. Like (5.6), we have

(@) = lim gl () = 20 (14O )G (L (@)e'® ), (5.9)
which implies ((1.63]).
5.3 Soft edge region
Like (5.1]) and , we have, for z € D(b,e) NCy,

PLi(e) = Y (2) = Ty(2)e8) = 1(2)e"8C) = P (2)Qu (2)e"8
{O, outside the lens,

- 5.10
z*ah(z)*lf’(z)Péoo)(Z)Qg(z)e"(v(z)*g(‘z)*e, inside the upper lens. (5.10)

and then by (3.59)), (3.52)), (3.49), (3.43)), (3.42) and (1.48) (also if z is inside the upper
lens)

pq(i)k(z) = [néfb‘l‘ (2) (Pf‘”)(z)vl(b)(z) B ZZ{:/}E?;)

P£°°><z>v2<b’<z>> Ai(n} ()

it ) (AP V00 + L PP V) Atk ()] 3600,
(5.11)

By (3.84) and (3.85)), we have that Vi (z) = R1(z) and Va(z) = Ra(z), so they are both uniformly
1+ O(n™') by (3.109). Also we still have and for Pl(oo),PQ(OO) like in the outside
and bulk regions. Hence we have ([1.65|).

For z € C4 in the vicinity of b, we have the limits of I;(z) and I»(z) by (A.14) and (A.15)
respectively, and for s in the vicinity of so, we have by ,

Gr(s) = (CZ(SZb_Sl)>a+2 <g>k SéD(SQ)(S — 32)*%(1 + O(s — s2)). (5.12)

where (s — s9)~1/2 is positive on (s3, +00) and has the branch along ;. Hence we derive (1.67)).
Like (5.10)), we have, for z € D(b,e) N C_,

g (1(2)) = P (2)Qu (2)e"8@

n 0, outside the lens, (5.13)
z_o‘h(z)_lﬁéoo)(z)Qg(z)e”(V(Z)_g(z)M, inside the upper lens. '
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and then by (4.43), (4.39), (4.38), (4.33), (#.32) and ([1.48) (also if 2 is inside the upper
lens)

qﬁk(f(z)):\/%[néfbi(z) (Pf""’<z>vfb><z>i ! P‘°°>(2>V;b’<z>) Ai(n fi(2))

!

_1 ~ ~ ~ n~
gy ) (PO + i S BT @) At () | 3BV,
(5.14)

By (4.60) and (#.61)), we have that Vi (z) = Ry(z) and Va(z) = Ry(z), so they are both uniformly

1+0O(n~") by ([&80). Also we still have ([#22) and (5.8) for P OO), ]52(00) like in the outside and
bulk regions. Hence we have (|1.66)).
Similar to (5.12]), we use the limits of I (z) and Iz(z), and have for s in the vicinity of s2

- [ 1-s oty soyk-d D(s2) . _1
Gr(s) = <32_31> (5) e B i(s — 52) "3 (1 + O(s — 52)), (5.15)

where (s — s2)~ /2 is positive on (sg,4+00) and has the branch along ;. Hence we prove (L.63))
in the same way as ((1.67]).

5.4 Hard edge region

For z € D(0,¢), (5.10]), still holds, and then by (3.81)), (3.74)), (3.67)), (3.62)), (3.61)), and (1.48)
(also (B.16|) if z is inside the upper lens)

A =V [k 0) (AT 0+ i A ) ) han )
sty @) (P06 - i L S HP o0 @) ) nea i)

X 3EE-EDHV ) (516)

where the (—2)® factor takes the principal branch as arg(—z) € (—m, 7). Like in the soft edge
region, Vl(o)(z) and V2(0)(Z) are both uniformly 1+O(n™!) by (3.109), and Pl(oo) (z) and PQ(OO)(z)
are still given by (3.29), (3.30)), (3.27), (L.55) and (1.53). Then we have (1.69).

For z € C; in the vicinity of 0, we have the limits of I;(z) and Io(z) by and
respectively, and for s in the vicinity of s;, we have by ,

ati k
4(1 — 81)2(—81) t3 C2 —S1 a1
= s —1 D — 531 -
Gl = (U S61-1) DG — )+ O - 1),
(5.17)
where (s1 —s)~*~ /2 is positive on (—oco, 51) and has the branch cut along ;. Hence we derive,

if z € D(0,¢) NCy and z = f}(0)"*n~2¢, with ¢ bounded, then uniformly

n"2e” 5 EEBHHVEH (5 (o) =

= <c<1—51>¢—71>“+é (ff(sl—n)kmsn(—fo(o))i (1a(2vD) + Ol ))

S92 — 81 S92 — 81
(5.18)

which implies (1.71)) on D(0,€) N (C4+ UR) by changing I, into J, as [35, 10.27.6].
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Like (.16)), we have, for z € D(0,¢) N Cy,

) = V7 |t 1) (PP @06 4 i S D @) ) 1/ RG)

. 1 ~ (50 ~ . 1 00 C /
+nTaf i (2) (Pf ’(z)v{”)(z)—szﬂé )T (2) Ia<2n\/fo<z>>}
x 3@E-8EHVEHO (5 19)

By (4. 60D and ([@.61)), we have that Vi (z) = Rl( ) and Va(z) = Ry(z), so they are both uniformly
1+ O(n 1) by - Also we stlll have ) for P( ),152(00) like in the bulk region and the

soft edge region. Hence we have
Similar to ((5.17)), we also have for s in the vicinity of s;

Gr(s) = (1 — s1)°F3 (sy — 1)"Feke, /8322__811%((311)) (s—s) " 2(1+0(s—s1)).  (5.20)

Hence we prove ((1.72)) in the same way as (1.71]).

5.5 Computation of h(n)

hg:zk is defined in ([L.5). By the hmltlng formulas ) for pn +k ) and - ) for qn +k (2)),
and the regularity condition , we have that 1f € > 0is a small constant, then there is

d = d(e) > 0, such that for any R >b+4,

R
B = B (B)| = 0el =9, where (1), (R) = /0 p (@), (@)W (@)dz. (5.21)

Hence to prove (|1.73)), we only need to compute
W (R =—¢ p (2)Cq™ (2)d 5.22
n+k( ) o anrk( ) Qn+k( ) <5 ( : )
R

where Cp is the circular contour with positive orientation, centred at 0 with radius R. With

the help of (1.59) and (j5.3]), we have

(R) = e (‘f Gi(11())(1 = 51)*"2v/53 = TiD(1) ek D(Ty (2)
cr (L(2) = s1)2(Ti(z) = DFy/(T1(2) = 51)(Tu(2) — s2)

_ (_ Vs2 — Li <c2(1 — 81)>a+ <12>k ohe jé;R 21/2252;@ Sz)dz + O(n_1)>

D(1) 4
(‘j)k eFe(emi) + O(n1)> :

_ ot Vs —Ti <02(1 - 81))a+
D(1) 4

where in the last step we take R — oo and use Ij(z) = 4c7 22 + O(1) as z — oo. Hence we

derive (|1.73]).

n)
hy

dz + O(n_1)>

NI

D=

(5.23)
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A Properties of J,(s) and related functions

Proof of Part 4] of Lemma Below we give a constructive description of 7i(x). Any
s € C4 can be represented as
cosh(u + iv) + 1

5= cosh(u + ) — 1’ u € (0,00) and v € (—m,0). (A.1)

Then the condition s € v1(x) C Cy4 is equivalent to IJ,(s) = 0, which can be expressed as
xsinv/(coshu — cosv) — v = 0, or equivalently,

coshu = 222Y 4 cosw. (A.2)

v

By direct computation, we see that the right-hand side of (A.2) is an increasing on (—m,0),
and its limits at —7 and 0 are —1 and x + 1 respectively. Hence, (A.2) has a solution only if
v € (v*,0), where v* € (—m,0) is the solution to 1 = zsin(v)/v + cosv. We then construct the
curve

cosh(u(v) +iv) +1
cosh(u(v) + ) — 1~

yi(x) =1 v e [v*,0]}, where wu(v)= arcosh (xsmv

v

+ cos U> . (A3)

which lies in C; and connects v (v*) = (cosh(iv*) + 1)/(cosh(iv*) — 1) = s1(x) and ~;(0) =
142/ = sa(x).

By expressing s in w,v in and parametrizing u by v as in , we have that
J(8) |sev)(2) i parametrized by v € (v*,0). Then we can compute

d x4+ 1 —cosh(u(v) +1iv)

2y J2(s(u(v),v)) = cosh(u(v) +iv) — 1 (' (v) + ). (A.4)

Since by the construction, we know that the J,(s) € R if s € ] (z), we know that the derivative
above is real valued wherever it is well defined on (v*,0). On the other hand, we have that
x + 1 — cosh(u(v) + iv) # 0 and v (v) +4 # 0 on (v*,0). Hence the derivative in is
real, non-vanishing, and continuous on (v*,0), and then it has to be always positive or always
negative there. By comparing J,(s1(x)) and J,(s2(z)), we conclude that the derivative is always
positive on (v*,0).

Now we see that the curve ~{(z) satisfies the properties of 71(x) described in Part [4] of
Lemma [1.6] and it is the only candidate of 1 (). So we let v1(z) be 7] (z) constructed in (A.3)),
and prove constructively Part [4] of Lemma [I.6

Proof of Lemma Both C; and C4 \ D are simply connected regions. From Parts
and {4| of Lemma we have that J,(s) maps (—o0, s1(x)] U~y (z)U[s2(x), 00), the boundary of
C, \ D, homeomorphically to R, the boundary of C,. Also we have J[z](s) = (z2/4)s + O(1).
For any large enough R € R, we let Cr be the region enclosed by the semicircle Sg := {Re® :
0 € (0,m)}J[z](s) and the lower boundary (—R, s1(s)] U~i(x) U [s2(x), R). We then have that
J.(s) maps the boundary of Cr homeomorphically to its image lying in C; UR. Hence by
standard argument in complex analysis, J,(s) maps Cr analytically and bijectively to its image
lying in C,. Letting R — oo, we have that J,(s) maps C,\ analytically and bijectively to C,.

Similarly, we can prove that J,(s) maps C+ N D bijectively to C_ NP.

At last, since J,(5) = J,(s), the results above can be extended to C\ D and C N D. Hence
we finish the proof of Lemma
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Limiting shape of vi(z) as © — oo and =z — 0 With the help of expression (A.3|) of
11 (z) = v1(x), we have the following results by direct calculation.

1. As 2 — 00, s1(z) = —(£)?(1+ O(z™1)) and b(z) = %(1 +O(z71)). Given € > 0, we have

ex? (1 —e)z?

L) = 23 (L + 06 )+ imyi+ 06 ), ve (U505 ) 0

where the two O(z71) terms are uniform for y € (ex?/4, (1 — €)x2/4).

2. As z — 04, s1(z) = —2(1+ O()) and b(z) = 2z(1 + O(x)). Given € > 0, we have

2
I:I:,+ (y) =

= 5 (W-2)+ VY@ —)i) A1+ 0@), ye(er2-aa),  (A6)

where the 1+ O(x) term is uniform for y € (ez, (2 — €)x).

Limit behaviour of J,(s) around s;(x) and s2(x), and its inverse functions around 0
and b(z) By direct computation, we have the follows.

1. In the vicinity of s1(x)

Jm(S) . .1'2(82(1') B 81(.3(}))2

= 16s (@) (1= (@) s1(2))* + O((s — 51(2))*), (A7)

and around 0, for a small enough ¢ > 0,

L +(y) = s1(x) £ e1(x)y/yi + O(y), y € (0,6), (A.8)
I.1(2) = s1(z) — 61(:E)(—Z)% + O(2), z € N(0,¢) \ [0,€), (A.9)
I2(2) = s1(z) + e1(z)(—2)2 + O(2), 2 € N(0,6)\ [0, ). (A.10)
e @01~ 51(2)
B 44/ —s1(x)(1 — s1(x
ei(z) = 2o2@) — (@) (A.11)
2. In the vicinity of sa(z)
z?b(z)'/? 2 3
Ja(s) Ib(ﬂf)JrW(s—Sz(ﬂf)) + O((s = s2(2))°), (A.12)
and around b(z), for a small enough € > 0,
L+ (y) = s2(2) £ di(2)V/b(z) —yi + O(b(z) —y), y € (b(x) — € b(x)), (A.13)
I1(2) = s2(z) + di(z)/ 2 — b(x) + O(b(x) — 2), =z€ N(b(z),e€)\ [b(z) — e, b(il), |
.14
I.2(2) = s2(z) — di(x)v/z — b(z) + O(b(x) — 2), z€& N(b(z),€)\ [b(x) —€b(z)).
(A.15)
where Y 14
di(z) = 2;7?;(;1”/)4 (A.16)
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B Local universal parametrices

B.1 The Airy parametrix
In this subsection, let yg, y1 and yo be the functions defined by
yo(C) = Vore i Ai(Q), wni(¢) = Vore Tw Ai(w(), 12(¢) = V2re T uw? Ai(w?¢), (B.1)

where Ai is the usual Airy function (cf. [35, Chapter 9]) and w = e2™/3. We then define a 2 x 2
matrix-valued function WA by

( (w(Q) —12(¢) o
(yé(c() )—yé Cg)), arg ¢ € (0, %),
—y1(6)  —12(C o
A () = (—y’l(C) ~45(¢)) arg ¢ € (5,7), o)
(—yz(é) yl(C)) arg ¢ € (—m, —21)
0 ) e
Yo Y1 o
. (yé(() yi(()) ’ arg ¢ € (=3, 0).

It is well-known that det(¥(A)(2)) = 1 and WA (¢) is the unique solution of the following 2 x 2
RH problem; cf. [I7, Section 7.6].

RH Problem B.1.

1. U(() is analytic in C\ T'a;, where the contour T a; is defined in

27

Taji=e 3 [0, +00) URU €5 [0, +00) (B.3)
with the orientation shown in Figure[8

2. For z € T'a;, we have

11
0 1) arg¢ =0,
10 o
‘1’+(<) = \I}—(C) 11 ) arg( = x5, (B4)
0 1
3. As { — oo, we have
_1, 1 1 _ Ty _3 2(20
U(()=("1 3@ <_1 1)@ 173(I+0(C2))e 3577 (B.5)

4. As ¢ = 0, we have ¥, ;(¢) = O(1), where i,j =1, 2.

We note that the jump condition (B.4) can be derived from the identity [I7, Equation
(7.116)]
Ai(¢) + w Ai(w¢) + w? Ai(w?¢) = 0. (B.6)

o4



Figure 8: The jump contour I'a; for the RH problem Figure 9: The jump contour I'ge for
B.1] for w(A), the RH problem for \P&Be).

B.2 The Bessel parametrix

The Bessel kernel used in our paper is essentially the ¥ constructed in [24, Equation (6.51)]. In
this subsection, let wq, wy, we and ws be the functions defined by

wo(Q) = 1a(262), wi(Q) =~ Ka(26H), wal(0) = SHIDR(-0F), wsl(¢) = JHP(A(-0)%),

where all ¢1/2 are defined by the principal branch on the sector arg ¢ € (—=m,m), I, and K, are
modified Bessel functions of order «;, and Hél) and Hc(f) are Hankel functions of order « of the

first and second kind, respectively. We then define a 2 x 2 matrix-valued function \IIEYBG) by
wO(C) wl(C) 27 27
) c(—3,3 )
b0 w1<<>> ST
Be) - _ (1 0 ) wa(C)  —ws(¢) Srioy o
(GRS T (o T (B3)
w3(C) w2(<) 7‘;771,0'3 o _2777
wi(C) w5<<>> Ch e m TR

It is well known that det(\Inge)) = 1 and \If,(lBe) is the unique solution of the following RH

problem:
RH Problem B.2.
1. V(C) is analytic in C\ I'ge, where the contour I'pe is defined in
T'ge i= e~ 5 [0, 4+00) UR_ Ue’s' [0, +00) (B.9)
with the orientation shown in Figure[9

2. For z € I'ge, we have

([ 1 0 .
) ar = 3
e 1> gg 3
1 0
\II+(<) = \II*(C) e_ﬂ.ia 1) ) arg( = _2%7 (BlO)
0 1
. O> ) arg( = .




3. As ( — oo, we have

U(Q) = (2m)727¢ i

(1. _1i> (I + O(C3))eX2os (B.11)

Sl

4. As (=0, if « € (—1,0), then

O a/2 O a/2 B O /2 O a/2
0= (g oem) YO = (o o) @1

if a =0, then

~ (0(log¢) Olog() L, (O(log¢) O(log()
¥ = <0<1ogc> 0(log<>>’ YT = (O(logo O(log<>>’ (B.13)

and if a > 0, then in the sector arg( € (—2w/3,2m/3),

O /2 O a/2 3 O —a/2 O —a/2
o= (S5 SET). wor - (900 ).
)

and in the sector arg( € (2m/3,m) or in the sector arg( € (—m,—2m/3),

O —a/2 O —a/2 3 O(¢c—/2y  O(¢c—o/2
o= (S 92, v~ (360 9E).

Like ([B.€]), the jump condition (B.10) can be derived from the identity [24, Proof of Theorem

6.3]
w2 (C) + w3 (¢) = wo(C)- (B.16)
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