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FREDHOLM DETERMINANTS, JIMBO-MIWA-UENO
TAU-FUNCTIONS, AND REPRESENTATION THEORY

ALEXEI BORODIN AND PERCY DEIFT

ABSTRACT. The authors show that a wide class of Fredholm determinants arising
in the representation theory of “big” groups such as the infinite—dimensional unitary
group, solve Painlevé equations. Their methods are based on the theory of integrable
operators and the theory of Riemann—Hilbert problems.
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INTRODUCTION

Consider the kernel

K(z,y) = ORI GO, sye (b))
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Here 5 Fy {a,cb ’C} stands for the Gauss hypergeometric function, and z, z’, w, w’

are some complex numbers. We call K(x,y) the continuous oF kernel or simply
the o Fy kernel.

The basic problem considered in this paper is the derivation of an ordinary
differential equation for the Fredholm determinant D(s) = det(1 — K|(s 4o0))-

This kernel originates in the representation theory of the infinite-dimensional
unitary group U(oco). Briefly, decomposition of a certain natural representation
of U(oo) into irreducibles is described by a probability measure on the infinite-
dimensional space of all irreducible representations; a projection of this measure
onto a 1-dimensional subspace has the distribution function equal to D(s) = det(1—
K|(s,400)); Where K is as above. The study of this representation theoretic problem
is the main subject of the two recent papers [O12], [BO5]. For a more detailed
description of the problem and the results in these papers the reader is referred to
§1 below.

The problem of deriving differential equations for determinants of the form D(s)
as above, has a long history. In their pioneering work [JMMS] in 1980, M. Jimbo,
T. Miwa, Y. Mori, and M. Sato considered the so-called sine kernel which has the
form (0.1) with ¢(z) = 1/7, A(x) = sinz, B(x) = cosz. They showed that the
determinant of the identity operator minus this kernel restricted to an interval of
varying length s can be expressed through a solution of the Painlevé V equation.
Their proof was based on the theory of isomonodromy deformations of linear sys-
tems of differential equations with rational coefficients. This theory in turn goes
back to the work of Riemann, Schlesinger, Fuchs, Garnier, and others. [JMMS]
used the results of [JMU] and [JM], where the theory of isomonodromy deforma-
tions was developed in a setting more general than in the classic papers mentioned
above. Along with the one interval case, [JMMS] also considered the restriction of
the sine kernel to a union of a finite number of intervals. They showed that the
corresponding Fredholm determinant, as a function of the endpoints of the inter-
vals, is a 7-function (in the sense of [JMU]) of the corresponding isomonodromy
problem. In other words, it can be expressed through a solution of a “completely
integrable” system of partial differential equations called the Schlesinger equations.

Kernels of the form (0.1) are of great interest in random matrix theory. Indeed,
the Fredholm determinant related to the kernel (0.1) restricted to a domain .J,
with A and B being nth and (n — 1)st orthogonal polynomials with the weight
function 1, measures the probability of having no particles in J for certain n-
particle systems called orthogonal polynomial ensembles. Such systems describe
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the spectra of random unitary and Hermitian matrices. We refer the reader to
[Mel] for details.

The results of [JMMS] attracted considerable attention in the random matrix
community. In 1992 M. L. Mehta [Me2] rederived the Painlevé V equation for the
sine kernel. Approximately at the same time, C. Tracy and H. Widom [TW1] gave
their own derivation of this result. Moreover, they produced a general algorithm
(see [TW4]) to obtain a system of partial differential equations for a Fredholm
determinant associated with a kernel of type (0.1) restricted to a union of intervals,
in the case that the functions 1, A, B satisfy a differential equation of the form

A [VIA ] _ e [VE@AR)
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where R(x) is a traceless rational 2 x 2 matrix. Using their method, they derived
different Painlevé equations for a number of kernels relevant to random matrix
theory [TW1]-[TW4].

Shortly after, J. Palmer [Pal] showed that the partial differential equations aris-
ing in the Tracy-Widom method are precisely the Schlesinger equations for an
associated isomonodromy problem.

Among more recent papers, we mention (in no particular order) the works
[AsvM], [AvM], where a different approach to the kernels arising from matrix models
can be found, the paper [HS], where the Painlevé VI equation for the Jacobi kernel
was derived, the paper [DIZ2], where the theory of Riemann-Hilbert problems was
applied to derive the Schlesinger equations for certain kernels and to analyze the
asymptotics of solutions, the paper [HI], where a multidimensional analog of the
sine kernel was treated using the isomonodromy deformation method, and the pa-
pers [FW], [WF], [WFC], where, in particular, a two-interval situation was reduced
to an ordinary differential equation in one variable.

Returning to our specific o F; kernel, we find that our functions v, A, B satisfy
an equation of the form (0.2) (see Remark 4.8 below).

However, the method in [TW4] leads in our case to considerable algebraic com-
plexity, and we have not been able to see our way through the calculation. A similar
situation arose in the case of the (simpler) Jacobi kernel, for which the method in
[TW4] leads to a third order differential equation. This equation was shown to
be equivalent to the (second order) Painlevé VI equation only in the later work of
Haine and Semengue [HS]. In the face of these difficulties, we decided to look for a
different approach.

The representation theoretic origin of the o F; kernel suggests a new approach.
It turns out that the construction of the kernel K, see §1, strongly indicates that
K should have a “simple” resolvent kernel L = K (1 — K)~!. “Simple” in the sense
that the formula for L(z,y) should not involve any special functions! At the formal
level “det(1 — K) = (det(1 + L))~”. However, we are interested in the restricted
operator K|(s o), and it is not at all clear that the “simple” kernel L can be used
in any way to compute D(s) = det(1 — K|(s yo0)). It is the basic observation of this
paper that the kernel L can indeed be used to compute D(s), and this leads, as we
will see, to the desired differential equations.

In the analysis that follows, a crucial fact is that both kernels K and L are
integrable in the sense of [IIKS]. We refer the reader to the Appendix for the def-
inition and basic properties of integrable operators and also for the definition of a
Riemann-Hilbert Problem (RHP). Our method is as follows (see §5).
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Step 1. The kernel K(x,y) is expressed through an explicit solution of a RHP
(R, v), where v comes from L and is “simple”.

Step 2. D(s) = det(l — K|(s,+o0)) is expressed through the solution m, of a
normalized RHP ((s,+00),0), where © involves special functions as in (0.1).

Step 3. The product mym satisfies the RHP (R \ (s, +00) = (—o0, s],v), where v
is again the “simple” jump matrix occurring in Step 1.

Step 3, which is the key fact, is a consequence of the theory of integrable operators
and the following elementary observation: let ¥ = ¥; U 35 C C be a union of two
contours. Let m,m; be solutions of the RHP’s (X, v), (X1, v), respectively. Then
mo = mym ™! solves the RHP (3o, vo = m_pu_lmj_l = m_v_lmil). Conversely, if
m, mgy are solutions of the RHP’s (X, v), (X2, v2), then m; = mom solves the RHP
(El, ’U) .

As we will see, if v is the jump matrix associated via the theory of integrable
operators with the kernel L , then myu‘lm;l =m_v 'm”" is the jump matrix ¥
associated with the kernel K.

In the RH framework, differential equations are deduced from the fact that the
jump matrix for the problem at hand can be conjugated to a form which does
not depend on the parameters relevant for the problem. A prototypical calcu-
lation, which can be traced essentially to the beginning of the inverse scattering
theory, is as follows (see, e.g., [DIZ1] and references therein). The defocusing Non-
linear Schroedinger (NLS) equation is associated with the RHP (¥ = R,v,; =
€993 e71993) where

0 = a¢ — ¢ 03:{(1) _01} U:[l—_lj“((é)lz r(lc)

for some reflection coefficient r. If m is a solution of (R, v, ), then ¥ = me'?7s
solves the RHP (R, v) which is independent of x and ¢. It follows that 2% and Z¥

solve the same RHP and hence %—‘i’ U1 and %—‘f U~! have no jump across ¥ = R.

A short calculation then leads to the Lax pair %—i’ = PV, %—‘i’ = LV for some

polynomial matrices P = P(¢), L = L(¢). Cross-differentiation 29% = 2%
then leads to the NLS equation.

As we will see in §4, the jump matrix v in Steps 1 and 3 is easily conjugated to a
jump matrix V which is piecewise constant. In the spirit of the above calculation for
NLS, this means that a solution M of the RHP M, = M_V can be differentiated
with respect to the variable ¢ on the contour, and also with respect to s, leading
as above to the relations of the form %—Ag = PM, 88—1\;' = LM where P = P(() and
L = L(¢) are now rational. Cross—differentiation then leads to a set of differential
relations. In order to extract specific equations, such as PVI for D(s) = det(1 —
K|(s,400)); We recall the result in [Pal]. As V is piecewise constant, the above
equations %_1\(/1 = PM, %—Af = LM describe an isomonodromy deformation, and
hence one can construct an associated tau—function 7 = 7(s) as in [JMU]. A separate
calculation (§6) shows that in fact D(s) = 7(s), and PVI follows using calculations
similar to those as in [JM, Appendix C].

The above calculations generalize immediately to the case where the interval
(s,400) is replaced by a union of intervals J.

The idea of reducing the Riemann-Hilbert problem for m, to a problem with a
piecewise constant jump matrix has been used recently in [Pal], [HI], [DIZ2], [KH],
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see also [Its|. However, the method outlined above of performing the reduction
seems to be new.

As noted above, the property of the kernel K which is important for us, is the
existence of a simple resolvent kernel L = K(1 — K)~!. This property seems to
be new and was first observed in the context of the representation theory of the
infinite symmetric group S(co) in [BO1]. In random matrix theory the operators K
which arise are projection operators (of Christoffel-Darboux type), or their scaling
limits. All these kernels have norm 1 and hence the operator L = K (1 — K)™1! is
not defined. However, our problem has a different origin which makes it possible
not only to define L, but also to express it in an explicit way [BO1], [BO5].

The method that we introduce can be used to recover the results in [TWA4]
for integrable operators with entries satisfying equations of type (0.2). We will
illustrate the situation in the specific case of the Airy kernel in §9.

In the remainder of the paper we consider a variety of kernels similar to (0.1).

Firstly, we apply our methods to the Jacobi kernel and we prove that the de-
terminant of the identity minus the Jacobi kernel restricted to a finite union of
intervals is the 7-function of the corresponding isomonodromy problem. For the
one interval case we again get the Painlevé VI equation, reproving the result of
[HS].

Secondly, we apply our formalism to the so-called Whittaker kernel and its special
case — the Laguerre kernel. The Whittaker kernel appeared in the works [P.I-P.V],
[BO1], [Borl] on the representation theory of the infinite symmetric group. The
calculations for the o F; kernel are applicable to (the simpler case of) the Whittaker
kernel. We prove that the Fredholm determinant of the Whittaker kernel on a union
of intervals is a 7-function of an isomonodromy problem, and we derive Painlevé V
in the one interval case. This last result was proved in [Tr], and in [TW4] for the
special case of the Laguerre kernel.

Finally, we observe that the o F; kernel degenerates in a certain limit to a kernel
which we call the confluent hypergeometric kernel. This kernel appears in a problem
of decomposing a remarkable family of probability measures on the space of infinite
Hermitian matrices on ergodic components, see [BO4]. It can also be obtained
as a scaling limit of Christoffel-Darboux kernels for the so-called pseudo-Jacobi
orthogonal polynomials, see [WF], [BO4]|. We show that the Fredholm determinant
in the one interval case for this kernel can be expressed in terms of a solution of the
Painlevé V equation. The confluent hypergeometric kernel depends on 1 complex
parameter r, and for real values of r the last result was proved in [WF]. For r =0
the kernel turns into the sine kernel, which recovers the original result of [JMMS].

The paper is organized as follows. In §1 we describe the representation theoretic
origin of the problem. In §2 we introduce the 5 F} kernel and study its properties. In
83 the resolvent kernel L is defined, and the matrix m in Step 1 above is considered.
In §4 we derive the Lax pair for M as above. In §5 we describe the general setting in
which our method is applicable. The reader interested primarily in the derivation
of the differential equations might want to start reading the paper with this section.
In §6 we prove that the Fredholm determinants of kernels, satisfying the general
conditions of §5, are 7-functions of associated isomonodromy problems. In §7 we
solve our initial problem: the Painlevé VI equation for det(1 — K/|(s y0)) is derived.
88 deals with the applications of our method to the Jacobi, Whittaker, and confluent
hypergeometric kernels. §9 presents a general approach to kernels of the form (0.1)
subject to (0.2), worked out in the case of the Airy kernel. Finally, the Appendix
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contains a brief description of the formalism of integrable operators and Riemann-
Hilbert problems.
A discrete version of many of the results in this paper is given in [Bor3].
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1. HARMONIC ANALYSIS ON THE INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL UNITARY GROUP

By a character of a (topological) group K (in the sense of von Neumann) we
mean any central (continuous) positive definite function x on K normalized by the
condition x(e) = 1. Recall that centrality means x(gh) = x(hg) for any g,h € K,
and positive definiteness means Z” 2% X(gigj_l) > 0 for any 2; € C, ¢g; € K,
1 =1,...,n. The characters form a convex set. The extreme points of this set are
called indecomposable characters, and the other points are called decomposable
characters.

The characters of K give rise to representations in two ways.

Through the Gelfand—Naimark—Segal construction each character y determines
a unitary representation of K which will be denoted as II(y). When x is indecom-
posable, I1(x) is a factor representation of finite type in the sense of von Neumann,
see [Th]. Recall that II(x) is a factor representation means that if S commutes with
{II(x)(g), g € K} and S lies in the weak closure W of {II(x)(g), g € K}, then S is
a multiple of the identity. Finite type means that W carries a finite trace function.

Alternatively (see [Oll]), set G = K x K and let diag K denote the diagonal
subgroup in G, which is isomorphic to K. We interpret y as a function on the first
copy of K in G, and then extend it to the whole group G by the formula

¥(g1,92) = x(9195 ), (g1,92) € K.

Note that 1 is the only extension of x that is a diag K-biinvariant function on G.
The function v is also positive definite, so the GNS construction assigns to it a
unitary representation which we will denote by T'(x). By its very construction, it
possesses a distinguished diag K-invariant vector.

If y is indecomposable then T'(x) = T'(x)) is irreducible. The representations
of the form T'(x) with indecomposable x’s are exactly the irreducible unitary rep-
resentations of the group G possessing a K-invariant vector. See [Ol1] for details.

If K is a finite or compact group then the indecomposable characters of K are
all of the form

_ Tr(w(g))

X" (g) = A (1.1)

where 7 is an irreducible (finite-dimensional) representation of K, and dim 7 is its
dimension. Moreover, any character can be written in a unique way as a convex
linear combination of indecomposable ones:

xlg)= Y P@x"g), Pm=0, Y P=L (1.2)

welrr(K) melrr(K)



If x = x™ is of the form (1.1) with an irreducible 7 then II(x) = 7, and T'(x) =
T ®7, where T denotes the representation conjugate to 7. If m acts in V then 7 ®7
acts in V@ V* ~ End(V), and Id € End(V) is the diag K-invariant vector for T'().
In particular, if K = U(N), the group of N x N unitary matrices, then the
irreducible representations of K are parametrized by the highest weights (see, e.g.,
Z1))
A=A\ >-->AN), MNEZ,i=1,...,N,

and every character can be written in the form (1.2)

X = Z Py(A)x*, (1.3)

A1>-2>AN

where x* is the normalized (as in (1.1)) character of U(N) corresponding to A.
Note that the coordinates of A may be negative.

Now let K = U(oo) be the infinite-dimensional unitary group defined as the
inductive limit of the finite-dimensional unitary groups U(N) with respect to the
natural embeddings U(N) < U(N+1). Equivalently, U(c0) is the group of matrices
U = [u;;]$5=; such that all but finitely many off-diagonal entries are zero, all but
finitely many diagonal entries are equal to 1, and U* = U~ 1.

A fundamental result of the representation theory of the group U(c0) is a com-
plete description of indecomposable characters. They are naturally parameterized
by the points

w = (Oé+, B+7 a -, 5_7 ’7—’_7 '7_) < R4OO+2

such that
af >af >--->0, BF>pF>--->0,
7T >0, 7 >0, (1.4)
S (af + 8 +oy +87) <00, B +8 <L
=1

The values of extreme characters are provided by Voiculescu’s formulas [Vo]. This
classification result can be established in two ways: by reduction to a deep theorem
due to Edrei [Ed] about two-sided totally positive sequences, see [Boy] and [VK],
and by applying Kerov—Vershik’s asymptotic approach, see [VK] and [OkOl].

We denote the set of all points w satisfying (1.4) by Q. The coordinates a;r, B;r ,
a;, B;,v", v~ are called the Voiculescu parameters.

Instead of giving a more detailed description of the indecomposable characters
(which is rather simple and can be found in [Vo]), we will explain why such param-
eterization is natural. It can be shown that every indecomposable character xy“ of
U(oo) is a limit of indecomposable characters x*®) of growing finite-dimensional
unitary groups U(N) as N — o0o. Here A(INV) = A1 (IN) > -+ > An (V) is a highest
weight of U(N). The label w € Q of the character x“ can be viewed as a limit of
A(N)’s as N — oo in the following way.

We write the set of nonzero coordinates of A(N) as a union of two sequences of
positive and negative coordinates:

{Ai(IV) # 0} = AT(N) L (A7 (N),

ATN) = {AT(N) > 2 A0 (N} AT(N) ={A (V) = = A7 (V)]
7



where A7 > 0, \;” > 0 for all 4, and k and [ are the numbers of positive and negative
coordinates in A\(N), respectively. Note that k+1 < N. We now regard A™ (V) and
A7 (N) as Young diagrams (of length & and [, respectively), and write them in the
Frobenius notation (see [Mac, §1] for the definition):

ATN) = (pf (N) > p3 (N) > .. g (N) > g5 (N) > ....),

AT(N) = (py (N)>pa (N) > .. |ap (N) > g3 (N) > ...),

Then, if x* is a limit of x*®) as N — 0o, we must have

+ +
of = tim BN g W)
o (N g (N)
CUNRTN O A TNRTN

for all 7 = 1,2,..., see [VK], [OkOIl]. The parameters v, v~ can also be de-
scribed in a similar manner. Since we will not be concerned with them, we refer an
interested reader to [VK], [OkOl] for the asymptotic meaning of v+ and ™.
Observe that the condition 8, + 87 < 1 in (1.4) is now easily explained — it
follows from the relation ¢ +q; =k+1—-2< N.
The next question that we address is how the characters of U(co) decompose in
terms of the indecomposable ones.

Theorem 1.1 [O12]. Let x be a character of U(cco). Then there ezists a unique
probability measure P on ) such that

Y= /Q X Py (dw), (1.6)

where x“ is the indecomposable character of U(co) corresponding to w € ).

The measure P, is called the spectral measure of the character x. The problem
of finding the spectral measure for a given character y is referred to as the problem
of harmonic analysis for x.

The decomposition (1.6) is the infinite-dimensional analog of (1.3).

Since the indecomposable characters x“ are limits of the normalized characters
XM(IN) of U(N), it is natural to expect that the measure P, from Theorem 1.1 can
be approximated by discrete measures Py from (1.3) as N — co. To formulate the
exact result we need more notation.

Define Q° as the set of points w°® = (o™, 37, a™, 37) € R*® satisfying the con-
ditions (1.4). There is a natural projection 2 — Q° which consists of omitting the
2 gammas. Denote by P° the push-forward of the measure P under this projection.
As we will only be concerned with statistical quantities depending on w?, and not
on yT,~7, it is enough to consider P° instead of P.

For every N = 1,2,... define a map 5 which embeds the set of all highest
weights A(IV) of U(N) into 2° as follows. For A\(N) = (A(N) > -+ > An(N)),
using the above notation, we set

= o =00, gy IO OO OO




Theorem 1.2 [O12]. Let x be a character of U(co), xn be its restriction to U(N),
and

oy = 3. Pv)x*,  Pv(N) >0, > Py(\)=1, (17

A12>-2AN A12>-2AN

be the decomposition of xn on indecomposable characters. Then the projection Py
of the spectral measure Py, of x is the weak limit of push-forwards of the measures
Pn under the embeddings i . In other words, if F' is a bounded continuous function
on €°, then

im S Flin()Py()) = / Fw) P (duw).

N— o
Oo>\12"-2>\N wen

Now, following [BO5], we apply the above general theory to a specific family of
decomposable characters of U(oco) constructed in [O12]. The group U(co) does not
carry Haar measure, and hence the naive definition of the regular representation
fails. The representations in [Ol2] should be viewed as analogs of the nonexist-
ing regular representation of U(oco). A beautiful geometric construction of these
representations can be also found in [O12].

For every N =1,2,... and a highest weight A\ = (A > --- > A\y) set

N
Px(X) = e - Dim(A) - [T F i =),

i=1
1
IF'z—2)l'Z —2)T(w+N+1+2)0(w +N+1+x)’

ﬁ Fz+w+)l(z+w + )0 +w+ )0 (2 +w +0)T(0)
CN —
i=1

fz) = (1.8)

Y

Fz+ 2 +w+w +1)

where Dimp (A) is the dimension of the irreducible representation of U(N) corre-
sponding to A,

Dimya— [ Mizhits

. )
—1
i<i<j<N J

see, e.g., [Zh]. Here z, 2’ w,w’ are complex parameters such that Py(\) > 0 for all
N and A. This implies that

(1) 22=z€C\Zor k< z2z <k+1 for some k € Z;

2)w'=weC\Zorl<z7z <l+1 for some ! € Z.

We also want the series >, Py () to converge, and this condition is equivalent
to the additional inequality

B) z+ 2 +w+w > —1.

Under these conditions the choice of ¢y makes Py into a probability distribution.

Theorem 1.3 [O12]. Let z,2',w,w’ satisfy the conditions (1)-(3) above. Then
there exists a character y = (=2 %) of U(c0) such that

Xloay = Y. Py
A >SN

9



with Py (\) given by (1.8).

In order to describe the spectral measures for X(zvzlvw’w/) we need to switch to
a different representation for the \’s. First, we describe the measures Py in a
different way.

Consider the lattice

(V) _ { Z, N is odd,
7+ 4 5, N is even,

and divide it into two parts

rV) — 3€(N) L 3€(N)

out
(N) _ N-1 _N-3 N-3 N-1 (N)
Xin _{_27_27"'7272 Xy =
N N+3 _ N+41 N41 N43 (N)
%gut)_{..,— £ NAEA (AL N X = o0
Let us associate to every highest weight A = Ay > .-+ > Ay a finite point

configuration X (\) € X) as follows:
=+ vt - Uy - ot g )

where p’s and ¢’s are the Frobenius coordinates of the positive and negative parts
of A as explained above. Note that A can be reconstructed if we know X (\).

The probability measure Py () makes these point configurations random, and,
according to the usual terminology [DVJ], we obtain a random point process. We
will denote this process by Py .

Introduce a matrix LY) on X)) x (V) which in block form corresponding to

the splitting XV) = %(N) L %( ) is given by

Ny 0 AWN)
s =y ]

where AY) is a matrix on Xout X Xin,

AM (g \/¢éﬁ) Zfl(‘iv) b acxN) bexlV
1[11(1{1\])(33) _ f(z) 5,
([ (-z+ 5T (z+ 55))
, 2
< “%» f(z), x> NEL
WW@={ N T

and f(x) was introduced in (1.8).
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Proposition 1.4 [BO5|. For any highest weight A = (A1 > -+ > An)
(N)
det LX(A)

Pn(3) = det(1+ L)’

where LFXA&) denotes the finite submatriz of LN) on X (\) x X(\). Moreover, if a

finite point configuration X C XN) is not of the form X = X(\) for some highest
weight A, then det Lg?[) = 0.

Proposition 1.4 implies that Py is a determinantal point process (see [So|, [BOO,
Appendix], [BO5| for a general discussion of such processes). In particular, this
implies the following claim.

Corollary 1.5 [BO5|. The matriz L'N) defines a finite rank (and hence trace class)
operator in £2(XWN)). The correlation functions

p}(qN)(xlw"?xk) = PN{)\‘{:I:l??xk} - X(A)}
of the process Py have the determinantal form

o (1, i) = det KO (2,

k=1,2,...,

where KN (z,y) is the matriz of the operator K™) = LWN) /(14 LW in 02(x V),

Explicit formulas for KV can be found in [BO5].
Now we will describe the limit situation as N — oco. Define the continuous phase

space
X =30 =R\ {j:%}

and divide it into two parts

X = xin U xout:
Eo= (-38): Fow = (o0 -h) U (3 400).
To each point w € 2° we associate a point configuration in X as follows:
w=(a",B%a7,67)

2 X(w)={af +3 0 {5 - uf{-ay s u{-5+8},

where we omit possible zeros in at, 87, a~, 87, and possible ones in 81, 3™.

Let us denote by P = PG ww’) the spectral measure for the character X(Z’Z/’w’w/)
given by Theorem 1.3, and let P° be its push-forward to 2°. Then using the above
correspondence between points in 2° and point configurations, P° can be inter-
preted as a measure on the space of locally finite point configurations in X, that is,
as a point process. We will denote this process by P.

Since the measures Py converge to the spectral measure P° as N — oo (Theorem
1.2), we should expect the correlations functions péN) to converge to the correlation
functions of P as N — oo.

For any x € X we will denote by z the point of the lattice X™) which is closest
to xN.

11



Theorem 1.6 [BO5|. The correlation functions

pr(x1,. .., o)
B lim P°{w| X (w) intersects each interval (z;,z; + Ax;), i =1,...,k}
C Azi,e, ATp—40 Az - Axy,

of the process P have determinantal form

pr(T1,. .. o) = det[K(xi,xj)]ﬁjzl,

k=1,2,...
where K(x,v) is a kernel on X which is the scaling limit of the kernels KN (z,y)
introduced above:

K(aj,y):]\]liinooN-K(N)(ajN,yN), z,y € X. (1.9)

The kernel K(x,y) is called the continuous o Fy kernel and is precisely the kernel
in (0.1) for z,y > %. Explicit formulas for K (z,y) can be found in the next section.
This kernel is a real-analytic function of the parameters (z, z’, w, w’). We will use
the same notation for its natural analytic continuation.

It is worth noting that the correlation functions pg(x1,...,z)) determine the
process P uniquely.

It is a well-known elementary observation that the probability that a determi-
nantal point process with a correlation kernel K does not have particles in a given
part J of the phase space is equal to the Fredholm determinant det(1 — K| ), see,
e.g., [So], [TW1].1

In what follows we study determinants of the form det(1 — K| ;) where K is the
continuous o F; kernel and J is a union of finitely many (possibly infinite) intervals.

2. CONTINUOUS 5[} KERNEL. SETTING OF THE PROBLEM

Following [BO5] we consider the continuous o Fy kernel with parameters satisfy-
ing the conditions (1)-(3) of §1.

To avoid unnecessary complications (poles in certain formulas below), we exclude
the set where z+2z'+w-+w’ = 0 from our consideration. Most of the results, however,
can be extended to this set by analytic continuation in one of the parameters.

Recall that in §1 we introduced the space

X=R\{£3}
and divided it into two parts

x - Xout I_IXin,
Xou = (~00, 4 U (3. 400) . X = (~1.3).

LIf the correlation kernel is self-adjoint and this probability is nonzero then the integral operator
defined by the kernel K is of trace class and the determinant is well-defined, see [So, Theorem 4].
For kernels which are not self-adjoint, the existence of the determinant, generally speaking, needs
to be justified, see, e.g., the end of Section 2 below.

12



Introduce the functions

wout : %out — R+, win : %in — R—H

Oz, ) (x— 1) 77 (x+ 1) x>,
e N R
o) (2™ (o)™ seh

)= (52 (140 <<}

sin(7z) sin(mwz’)

sin(7w) sin(mw’) ‘

C(z,7) = , Clw,w') =

w2 w2

Note that C(z,2') > 0 and C(w,w’) > 0, so that ¥out () and i, (x) are positive.
We now define the 5 F; kernel on X. It is convenient to write it in block form
corresponding to the splitting X = Xout U Xin:

Kout,out Kout,in

K =
Kin,out Kin,in

We set

Y

Rou Sou — Sou Rou
Kout ,out 37 y \/wout wout ) t(«f) t(y> ; t(x> t(y>

x_
Rou leny _Sou a’;Slny
Kout,in(-?f,y): 'lpc)ut(fl:)'lpin<y) t( ) (z_y t( ) ( )7
Rianou Yy —Sinxsou y
Kin’OUt(x’y): win(x)wout(y) () t({l?—y () t( )7
Rinxsiny _Sin«TRiny
Kinin(@,9) = v/t (@) o) 220 5ny) = Sinl0)Fin(y)
r—Y
where
_(z+3 v z+w, 2 +w 1
Rout(l')_<x_%) o ot tw W __x ’
S. (x)_r z—l—w+1,z+w +17Z+w+1,2,—|—w’—|—1
ouet z4+2Z+wtw +1, 2+ +wt+w +2
(L (e g rtw LA w1 1
r—5 \T—3 U 2 dwdw +2 ||
2 2 5
_ sinmz 2=z, z+w+1, 24w +1
Rm(l')—_ o F|: s4+w—4 2 +w +1 }

z+w +1, -2 —w
z2—2 +1

1 o/ -
- - F
><<2+33) (2 l’) ol

sin7rz'P 2—2Z, 7w+, 2w +1
T zt+w+2 +w +1

1 Y1 o
= - F
><<2+33> (2 l’) 2l
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sinwzrlz’—z,z—l—z’—i—w—l—w’]

T 24w, 2+

1 v -
X (5 —|—.’13) <§—{IJ> 2F1

Sinwz'r{z—z’,z-i-z’-i-w-i-w’]

24w, =2 —w+1
z—2 +1

1
——z
2

T 24w, z+w

1 et - 1

Here 5 Fy {a,cb ‘x] is the Gauss hypergeometric function, see, e.g., [Er, Ch. 2|, and

a, b, ... L'(a)'(D)---
c, d, ... L(c)(d)---’

Note that for z = 2/, the functions R;, and S;, are, formally speaking, not defined
because of the presence of factors I'(z — 2’) and T'(2’ — z). However, the formulas
have a well-defined limit as 2 — 2/, because the second summands in the formulas
for R;, and Sj, are equal to the first summands with z and 2’ interchanged.

In the sequel we will need to know certain analytic properties of the o F; kernel.
We discuss these properties below.

74w, —z—w+1
2 —z+1

the notation I [ } means

2.1. Smoothness. K(z,y) is a real-analytic function in 2 variables defined on
X x X. Its values on the diagonal are determined by the L’Hopital rule:

K( ) . { wout(x)(Rgut(x>Sout(x) - S(/)ut(x)Rout(x»? HAS xouta
’ Vin (@) (R;, (2) Sin(x) — 57, () Rin()), T € Xin.
2.2 Symmetries of Rout, Sout, Rin, Sin- All four functions Rout, Sout, Rin, Sin

are invariant with respect to the transpositions z <+ 2’ and w <+ w’. This follows
easily from the above formulas and the identities

2 F1 [a’cb’C} = (1= "R {c—a,cc—b’c} , oF1 [a’cb’C} =9k {b’ca‘C} :

Since I _
a, b a, bl =
% ‘ — | ‘
21{6421[64,
where the bar means complex conjugation, and the parameters (z, z’), as well as
(w,w’), are either real or complex conjugate, the functions Rout, Sous and Rin, Sin
take real values on X,¢ and X;j,, respectively.

Further, let us denote by C the following change of the parameters and indepen-
dent variable: (z,z',w,w’,z) +— (w,w’, z, 2, —x). Then

C(¢out> = djout: C(¢1H> = ¢in7
C(Rout> = Rout: C(Sout) - _Sout: C(Rm) - Riny C(Sm) — _Sin-

For v, and 1, the claim is obvious from the definition. For R, and Syt the
symmetry relation follows from the identity

2F1{a,cb‘c}:(1_<>_a2Flla’cc_b‘%}:(1_0_172171{0_6&’1)’@“%1}'

For R;, and Sj, the symmetry is a corollary of the symmetries of ¥, Rout, Sout,
and the branching relation (2.1) below.
14



2.3. Symmetries of the kernel. Since the functions Rout, Sout, Rin, Sin take
real values, the kernel K (x,y) is real. Moreover, from the explicit formulas for the
kernel it follows that

Kout,out (377 y) = Kout,out(y7 {IJ), Kin,in<x7 y) = Kin,in<y7 37)7
Kin,out(x7 y) = _Kout,in(y7 513)

This means that the kernel K(z,y) is (formally) symmetric with respect to the
indefinite metric id ®(—id) on L?(X,dx) = L?(Xou, dz) © L*(Xin, dz).

2.4. Branching of analytic continuations. The formulas for Rout, Sout, Rin,
Sin above provide analytic continuations of these functions. We can view Ry, and
Sout as functions which are analytic and single-valued on C\ X;,,, and R;, and Sj, as
functions which are analytic and single-valued on C\ X,,;. (Recall that the Gauss
hypergeometric function can be viewed as an analytic and single valued function
on C\ [1,4+00).)

For a function F({) defined on C\ R we will denote by F* and F~ its boundary
values:

FT(x) = F(z +i0), F~(z) = F(x —i0).

We will show below that

1 S, — S+ 1 R_,— R
on ¥ip, M = Rin, M = Sin, (2.1)
7vljin 2m1 ¢in 271
1 S-—st 1 R_ —R?
}:ou in i in _ Rou , in i in __ Sou ) 929
on t wou‘c Imi t ¢out 271 t ( )

We will use the following formula for the analytic continuation of the Gauss hyper-
geometric function, see [Er, 2.1.4(17)],

. [a, bM DOl e [a, ~etal - }

c ror(c—a) b+a (2.3)
Do~ oo [b 1— c-i—b‘c } :
['(a)T(c— b) P 1—a+0b
This formula is valid if b—a ¢ Z, c ¢ {0,—1,—-2,...}, and { ¢ R...

Both of the formulas in (2.1) are direct consequences of (2.3) and the trivial

relation y it _
(€)= s e
2m1 s

To verify the first formula of (2.2), we use the relation (2.3) for both hypergeo-
metric functions in the definition of Sj,. Thus, we get 4 summands in total. After
computing the jump (S, — S;")/27i, the second and the fourth summands cancel
out. As for the first and the third summands, they produce exactly 1out Rout, which
can be seen from the identities

on R_

T(s)T(1 —s) = sm?Ts) s€C,
sin(7(z + w)) sin(w(z + w’)) sin(m (2" + w)) sin(7 (2" + w'))

= 1.

sin(m(z + 2/ + w+w))sin(n(z — 2’))  sin(7(z + 2/ + w + w')) sin(7 (2’ — z))
The second part of (2.2) is proved similarly.

The restriction b — a ¢ Z for (2.3) in our situation means that our proof works
when 2’ # z. For 2z’ = z the result is obtained by the limit transition 2z’ — z in
(2.1) and (2.2).
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2.5. Differential equations (due to G. Olshanski). We use Riemann’s nota-
tion

ty to t3
Pla b ¢
a b

to denote the two—dimensional space of solutions to the second order Fuchs’ equa-
tion with singular points t1,t2, t3 and exponents a,a’; b,b’; ¢, c, see, e.g., [Er, 2.6].
If a — o’ ¢ 7 then this means that about t;, there are two solutions of the form

(¢ — t1)® x {a holomorphic function}, (¢ —t;)® x {a holomorphic function}.
If a = o’ then the basis of the space of solutions near ¢; has the form
((—t1)*x{a holomorphic function}, In({—t1)(¢—t1)**x{a holomorphic function}.

The holomorphic functions above must take nonzero values at t;. For t5 and t3 the
picture is similar.
We always have a +a' +b+ b +c+ ¢ =1.

The Gauss hypergeometric function o Fy [a,cb ‘ C] belongs to the space

0 00 1
P 0 a 0 ¢
l—¢ b c¢c—a-—b

and, since it is holomorphic around the origin, it corresponds to the exponent 0 at
the origin.
Riemann showed (see [Er, 2.6.1]) that

(=t \" (¢(—tz)" 1t s b b2 s
(C—t) (C—t) Pla b c¢c(|=Pla+»x b—x—pu c+upu (|,
2 2 a b a + b/_%_“ CI+[L

where if ¢, = oo then the factor { — t,, should be replaced by 1, and

ty to t3 S1 89 S3
Pla b c¢c{(|=Pla b cn],
a v a b
where
_A(+B _ At,+ B

- S5 . N n — ~; | 1 :172737
"“eccyp T, +p "

A B,C,DcC, AD—CB#0.

Using these facts, we immediately see that (denote & = z + 2’ + w + w’ # 0)

Rows(x) e P w 0 x| . (2.5)



Moreover, R,y is the only element of this space which corresponds to the exponent
0 at the infinity and has asymptotics 1 there.
x) ) (2.6)

Similarly,
1w
Sout (.’13) epP w 1
w -6
and this is the only element of this space, up to a multiplicative constant, with the
asymptotics const -1 at infinity.
Hence, by (2.1) and (2.4) we get

SR o
Ri,(z) e P | —w' 0 2z, SwmE)eP|—-w 1 —=Zz|. (2.7
-w 1+6 -z -w 6 -z

IS

~
~

I\

2.6. Asymptotics at singular points. The results of the previous subsection,
see (2.5)-(2.7), imply that near ¢ = 3, if z # 2’ then

Row(Q)=c1 (¢ (1+0(C-1)) +ea(¢-1)" 1+0(¢-1)),
Sout(C) = C3 (C_ %)Z (1+O(C— %)) “+ 4 (C— %)Z (l-l-O(C— %)),
Rln(C) = C5 (C - - +

Here and below we denote constants by the letters ¢;, i =1,2,....
If z =2/, we have

Rin(Q)=c5(C—3) (1+0(C—%))+061H(C—%) (C-32)  (1+0(C-13)),
Sin(@ =ecr(C=3) (140 (¢C=3)) +esn(C=3) (C—3) (1+0(¢~3))

Similar formulas hold near ( = —% with the parameters (z,2z’) substituted by
(w,w").

Since the Gauss hypergeometric function is holomorphic around the origin, the
definitions of Ryt and Syt imply that as ( — oo,

Rout(Q) = 1+ 0(¢71), Sout(¢) = c1 (71 +0(¢TH),
Ru(Q) = c2¢T2 (14 0(C71), Seue(€) =3 ¢*(1+0(¢TY),  (28)
Ru(Q) = ca ¢ 1+ 0(C71), Soul€) = es 2 (1 +0(¢7H).

As for R;, and Siy, the results of the previous subsection, see (2.7), imply that, as
¢ — oo,

Rin(Q)=c1(1+0(H)) + e S +0(¢h)),
{c2<—1<1+0<<-1>>+c3< S1+0(¢Y), 6#£1  (29)

B
c&”ﬂ+0@*»+%§@K 1+0(¢™), 6=1
1

Sin(C) =



We will need the exact value of ¢; in (2.9) later on. In fact, ¢c; = 1, and
Rin(Q)=1+0(("H+0((779), (= oo (2.10)

To prove this we do a similar calculation as in the verification of (2.2) above. That
is, we use the relation (2.3) for both hypergeometric functions in the definition of
R;,. Then out of the four summands that arise, the first and the third summands
give contributions of order (~'~% and higher, while the second and the fourth
ones produce a function in the variable (¢ + %)_1 holomorphic near the origin with
constant coefficient 1.

Now we are ready to formulate the problem. Let

J:(al,ag)I_I(ag,a4)l_l---|_|(a2m_1,a2m) C R, 511
—co<ag <ag << gy < +00, (2.11)
be a union of disjoint (possibly infinite) intervals inside the real line such that the
closure of J does not contain the points ﬂ:%. Denote by K the restriction of the
continuous o Fy kernel K (z,y) introduced above to J. Our primary goal is to study
the Fredholm determinant det(1 — K7).

In the last part of this section we justify the existence of this determinant.

Denote

Jout = J N Xout,  Jin = J N Xin,
Kc;]ut out — K‘Jout X Jout ? K1{1 in

J
Kout in K|JoutXJin7 Kln out — =K

in?

Jm X Jout

Proposition 2.7. The kernels KJy, o (@, y) and K ;. (z,y) define positive trace

m, in

class operators in L*(Jout, dx) and L?(Jin, dx), Tespectively.

Proof. 2.1 and 2.3 above imply that the kernels K ,.(%,y) and K/ ;, (z,y) are
smooth, real-valued, and symmetric. Moreover, the pr1n01pal minors of these kernels
are always nonnegative, because the kernel K was obtained as a limit of matrices

with nonnegative principal minors, see §1. Thus, it remains to prove that the

integrals
/ Kout ,out {13 {13 / Kln in {13 {13 d
out 1n

converge. For the second integral the claim is obvious since Ji, C (— 2, 2) and the
integrand is bounded on J;,. For the first integral we need to control the behavior
of the integrand near infinity (if J,u; is not bounded). Since Youi(z) = O(z~°) as
x — 00, by 2.1 and (2.8) we see that

K(z,z)=0(x"2"%), z— co.

As & > —1, the integral converges. [J

We will assume that Kg)]ut (@, y) = 0 and KI{I out (@, y) = 0 if (z,y) does not
belong to the domain of definition of the corresponding kernel (Jout X Ji, for the
first kernel and Ji, X Jout for the second one).
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Proposition 2.8. The kernel Ko(z,y) = KJy i (2,y) + K o (2,y) defines a
trace-class operator in L?*(J,dx).

Proof. Consider the operator —% acting respectively on

(i) C5o(R); (ii) €5~ (J); (iii)  CGo(R\ J).
In all three cases the operator is essentially self-adjoint, giving rise to the positive
self-adjoint operators H, Hj, and Hp\7 in L%(R), L*(J), L?>(R\ J), respectively. It
is well known (see e.g. [RS, Theorem XI.21]) that the operator T = (1 +x2)~(1+
H)7listrace class in L?(R). A direct proof can be given as follows. Let p denote the

(self-adjoint) closure of —i-L acting on C§°; then H = p?. Commuting (1 — iz)~*
and (1 + 4p)~! in the representation

T=(+iz) ' (1 —dzx)" (1 +ip)~ (1 —ip)~,
we obtain the formula

T = ((1+iz) " (1+ip)™") (1 —ix) ' (1 —ip)™")

N L . N L L (2.12)
(1) (1 +ip) (1 — i) " o, pl (1 — i)~ (1 +ip) (1 —ip)

But a simple computation shows that (1 4 iz)~!(1+ ip)~! has kernel
(1+iz) xo(y — x)e 7Y,

where x( denotes the characteristic function of (0, 00), and as
/ (14 2?)"te* Ydrdy < oo,
y>x

it follows that (1 + iz)~1(1 +dp)~! is Hilbert-Schmidt. The same is true for (1 —
ix)"1(1+ip)~1, and as [z, p] = i, the trace class property for T follows immediately
from (2.12).

For f € L*(R), set

g=((1+H)™ = (1+ (Hy & Hy 3) ') /.

The function g solves (—dd—;z + 1)g = 0 in the following weak sense: if ¢ € C5°(R \
{ai,...,a2m}), then [p ((—% + 1)¢> gdz = 0. Tt follows that in each component

of R\ {ai,...,a2m}, g is a linear combination of the functions e* and e~*, and

hence the operator (1+H)™ ! —(1+(H;® HR\j))_l is of finite rank. As T is trace
class, it follows, in particular, that (1 + x?)~1(1 + H;)~! is trace class in L?(J).
Observe that the kernel Koyt in(z,y) has the form

Fi(2)G1(y) + Fa(2)Ga(y)

r—Yy
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for suitable functions F;, G;. For v € Xout, ¥ € Xin, set
Fy(x Fy(x
K1<.’E, y) = Kout,in(x7 y) - ((% G1<y) + % GQ(y))

(B yenin + 2 yG2<y>)) V().

Here V(z) is a smooth function on R which is zero for |z| < L = max{|a;| : |a;| <
oo}, and V(z) =1 for |z| > L + 1.
Finally, for x € Xout, ¥ € Xin set

Ks(z,y) = Ki(z,y) = Y Xa(2)Ki(as,y),

|a;|<oco

where the sum is taken over all the finite endpoints of J. Here x,,(z) is a smooth
function compactly supported in J, which equals 1 in a neighborhood of a;, and
which vanishes at a; for j # i. Clearly Ko(x,y) = 0 for € 9J, which implies
that Ks(-,y) € dom H;y for all y € X,u. Using the decay conditions (2.8) (each
differentiation with respect to = gives an extra power of decay) it follows that
(1+ Hy)(1+ 2?)Ks(x,y) gives rise to a bounded operator on L?(J), and hence

Ko=((1+2*)""1+Hy)™ ") (QA+Hy)(1+2°)K>)

is trace class. But clearly K3 is a finite rank perturbation of Kyt in. A similar
computation is true for Ki, out, and we conclude that K is trace class on L*(J). O

Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.8 prove that the operator

J J
KJ _ Kout,out Kout,in
- J J
Kin,out Kin,in

is trace class. This shows that the determinant det(1 — K7) is well-defined.

3. THE RESOLVENT KERNEL AND THE
CORRESPONDING RIEMANN-HILBERT PROBLEM.

Starting from this point we assume that the reader is familiar with the material
in the Appendix.

As was explained in §1, see Theorem 1.6 et seq., the o F} kernel K is a limit of
certain discrete kernels which we denoted as K ™). Moreover, these discrete kernels
have rather simple resolvent kernels L") = K(N) /(1 — K(N))  see Corollary 1.5.
The kernels L) are integrable, and, thus, the kernels KV) can be found through
solving (discrete) Riemann—Hilbert problems, see [Bor2].

Our first observation is that the kernel L(™) admits a scaling limit as N — oo.
Recall that for € X we denote by zx the point of the lattice (V) which is closest
to xN.

The proof of the following Proposition is straightforward.
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Proposition 3.1 [BO5|. The limit

L(l’,y): lim NL(N)@N,?JN): x7y€x7

N—oo

exists. In the block form corresponding to the splitting X = Xout U Xin, the kernel
L(x,y) has the following representation:

0 A

where A is a kernel on Xou X Xin of the form

A(.’E, y) _ wouai(f);pin(y) ,

where the functions Yous and i, were introduced at the beginning of §2.

Now an obvious conjecture would be that K = L(1 + L)', and K can be
obtained through a solution of the corresponding Riemann-Hilbert problem. Both
claims are true, but under certain restrictions on the set of parameters (z, 2/, w, w’).
We begin by showing how to obtain K from a RHP.

Observe that the formulas for the o/} kernel given in §2 are identical to (A.2)
in the Appendix with

m = |im11 mlz} B |i—RSOUtt _Rsin:| ’ hI =V 7vljout, hII =V ¢in- (31)

ma1  M22

In particular, this means that the oF; kernel is integrable. Clearly, the matrix-
valued function m is holomorphic in C \ R, and as we will see, det m({) = 1 (see
proof of Proposition 3.3 below).

Proposition 3.2. The matriz m solves the Riemann—Hilbert problem (X,v) with

1 2mioy
|i de] t(x>:| ) HARSS %ouln
0 1

orivate) 1)
. ) T e %in-
2mi () 1

If in addition z + 2" +w +w' > 0, then m({) ~ I as ( — 0.

v(x) = (3.2)

Proof. The jump condition m, = m_w is equivalent to (2.1), (2.2). The asymptotic
relation m ~ 1 at infinity follows from (2.8), (2.9), (2.10). O

Note that the condition z+ 2" +w+w’ > 0 is only needed to guarantee the decay
of mya = —Si, at infinity, see (2.9).

Now we investigate the nature of the singularities of m near the points :I:% of
discontinuity of the jump matrix v. We will need this information further on.

Introduce the matrix




Observe that C' is holomorphic in C\ (—o0, %] Furthermore, on (—oo, %)

—im(z+2") 0
e
I B
C_(z)(Cy(z)~ " = it ) ;
1
|: 0 eiﬂ(z-l-z/—l-w—l—w’)} y T E (—OO, —5) ,
(3.4)

is clearly a piecewise constant matrix.
Proposition 3.3. (i) Assume that z # z’'. Then near the point ( = %

— ’ -

/ zZ—z

S B 0
Hy 5(C) =2 « l)z/_z Ui, S¢>0,
-1 . | O _§ 2 _
m(C)C (C) - -(C B %)2_22/ O -
H5(¢) " 1)2,72 Us, ¢ <0
\ I 0 -7

for some nondegenerate constant matrices Uy and Uy and locally holomorphic func-
tion Hy,2(C) such that Hyo(5) is also nondegenerate.

(i) Assume z = z'. Then near the point ( = %

1 1 —1
mp@fy M seso
1 .
Hm(@{o 1 }VQ 3¢ <0

for some nondegenerate constant matrices Vi and Vo and locally holomorphic func-
tion Hy2(C) such that Hy/o(%) is also nondegenerate.

Proof. Let us assume first that z # 2z’. Define a new matrix m(() as follows
m($)C7HQ), 3¢ >0,

m(¢) = 1 2miC(z,72

D7 w4

, ¢ <O0.
0 1 } 36

(The constants C'(z, z’) and C(w,w’) were defined at the beginning of §2.)
By (3.2) we see that the jump matrix v for m locally near the point % has the
form

- 1 —27miC(z,7) 1
I, x> 3,
=< [1 —2miC(z,2)] [eim(=+2) 0
‘ , r< i
0 1 271 eim(z+2) |7 2

Note that this matrix is piecewise constant.
An easy computation shows that for a certain nondegenerate matrix U,

1 —27miC(z,2)] [eim(=+2) 0 g eim(z=2") 0
0 1 2T ewr(z—l—z ) 0 ewr(z —z) |
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This implies that

z—z'

Fio(e) = | €727 "o

1
2 —z
0 -y

locally solves the RHP with the jump matrix v.

Our conditions on the parameters (z, z’, w,w’) imply that |®(z — 2’)| < 1. Then
the asymptotic formulas of subsection 2.6 imply that m is locally square integrable
near ( = %, and so are mg and m ! as follows from the formula above. Since m and
myg locally solve the same RHP, we obtain that mm, ! has no jump on R near ¢ = %,
and it is locally integrable as a product of two locally square integrable functions.
Hence, this ratio is a locally holomorphic function. We denote this holomorphic
function by H/2(¢), and set

1 —27miC(z,2)

U, =10, Uy=U 0 1

As v(z) in (3.2) has determinant 1, it follows that det my (z) = det m_(z). Also,
as above, detm(¢) = detm(() is locally integrable. Thus, det m(() is entire. If
z+ 2z +w+w > 0, then as noted in Proposition 3.2, det m({) — 1 as { — oo,
and hence, by Liouville’s theorem, detm(¢) = 1. Analytic continuation in the
parameters z,z’,w,w’ ensures that the same is true for all (allowable) values of
the parameters. The fact that H; /2(%) is invertible now follows from the fact that
detm(¢{) = detC(¢) = 1, and det Uy, detUs are nonzero. The proof of (i) is
complete.

Assume now that z = 2z’. Then there exists a nondegenerate matrix V' such that

1 —27iC(z,2)] [eim(=+2) 0 il
0 1 }[ 27 eim(z+2") =V 0 1 v,

and the local solution of the RHP with the jump matrix v has the form

mo(¢) = [(1] n (Cl_ %)} V.

Repeating word-for-word the argument above we get (ii) with

J— y ,
Vi=V, vzzv[(l) 2“?“7”]. 0

Similarly to Proposition 3.3 we have

Proposition 3.4. (i) Assume that w # w'. Then near the point ( = —%

— ’ —

4

+3) 7 0
H_1/5(C) (C 2) ( 1)w,__w U, S¢C>0,
_ i 0 C+s3) 2 |
m(¢)C™(¢) = - o 2 .
1\~ =2 0
H_1/5(¢) (C+2) € 1)@ Us, SC<0
\ | 0 + 5 2 ]
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for some nondegenerate constant matrices Uy and Uy and locally holomorphic func-

tion H_1,5(C) such that H_y 5(—3%) is also nondegenerate.

(ii) Assume w = w'. Then near the point ¢ = —3

11 1

H_1/2(C){0 n(C1+ 2)]Vl, 3¢ > 0,
m(¢)C~H(¢) = 1
1 1

H_1/2<c>{(1) n@l“)}vz, 3¢ <0

for some nondegenerate constant matrices Vi and Vo and locally holomorphic func-
tion H_1,5(C) such that H_y 5(—3%) is also nondegenerate.

We now return to the question raised after Proposition 3.1, whether the kernel
L(x,y) provides a resolvent operator for the oF; kernel K. The reason why we
cannot immediately apply the general theory of the Appendix in this case is that
the functions f;, g; (or hy = \/Yout, h1r = v/¥in) in the notation of the Appendix
are not bounded on the contour as required by (A.1). We proceed rather by direct
calculation.

First of all, we determine when the operator L is bounded.

Proposition 3.5. The kernel L(z,y) defines a bounded operator in L?(X,dz) if
and only if |z + 2| < 1, |lw+w'| < 1.

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the operator A L*(Xin,dx) — L?(Xout, dr) with the

kernel A(x,y) = /Yout(®)Yin(y)/(z —
If |24 2| > 1, say, z+ 2/ > 1, then the restriction of A(z,y) to (5,1) x (—31,0)
is a positive function in 2 variables bounded from below by

wout (x)wln<y)
=2,/C(z,2)|

2

This kernel has (z — 1) = . Thus, A is unbounded.
Similarly, we see that A is unbounded if z + 2’ < —1 or |w + w'| > 1.

Now assume that |z 4 2/| < 1, Jw +w’| < 1. Let x be the characteristic function
of the set (—oo, —3 —€) U (5 + €, +00) for some € > 0. Then the kernel x(z)A(z, y)
defines a Hilbert-Schmidt (hence, bounded) operator on L?(X,dx). Indeed,

/ (@) Az, y) 2dady
xout ><-%in

+oo 7vljout(x) ___6 7vljout
: (/%+e (CE—%)zder/—oo (z+3)? / Yinly)dy < oc.

Hence, in order to prove that L is bounded, it is enough to show that for any
compactly supported smooth functions f on X,y¢, supp f C [—% — €, %) U (%, % +¢l,
and g on Xy,

| A(:v,y)g(@f(y)‘ < const || 12l (3.5)
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We will assume that f is supported on (%, % + ¢]. The case when f is supported

on [—3 —€,—1) is handled similarly. Assume that g is supported on [0, 3). Let us
introduce the polar coordinates (r, 6) by

=rcosb, %—yzrsin@, 0<h< 0<r<r(),

1 s
r—3 27

for some 7(0) < const < co. Then the integral above takes the form

\/7/ /T(e) (cosf)~ (1-1—7“0089) e (sm@)

(1 —rsin@)%w/

cos f + sin 6

Xg (rcos@ + %) f (% — rsin@) drdf.
(3.6)
Here r(#) is a uniformly bounded continuous function of 8. Clearly, the factors
T+ 5 = (1+rcosf)~“% and Y+ 35 = (1—rcos )™= are bounded
on the domain of integration. Using the inequalities

/ g (rcos@—i— %) f (% — rsin@) dr| < (cos@sin@)_%||f||2||g||2,
0

cosf +sinf > 1,

we see that the integral (3.6) is bounded by

il
z+z/+1

COHSt/z(COS 0)” "2 (sinf) =t
0

NS ll2llgll2 < const [ fl2llgll2-

If f is supported on (1, 3 +¢| and g is supported on (—3, 0] then the denominator
in A(z,y) is bounded away from zero, and A is bounded by simple estimates. This
completes the proof of (3.5) in the case that f is supported on (%, % + €] and g is

supported on (—%, %) O

Since L* = —L, we know that if L is bounded then (1 + L) is invertible. It
seems very plausible that whenever the operator L is bounded, the relation K =
L(1+ L)~ ! should hold. We are able to prove this under the additional restriction
z4+7Z +w+w >0.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that z+ 2 +w+w' >0, [z + 2| < 1, lw+w'| < 1.
Then K = L(1+ L)~1

Proof. Since L is bounded and L = —L*, L has a pure imaginary spectrum, and
14 L is invertible. Hence, it is enough to show that K + KL = L. The restrictions
on the parameters and the asymptotics of the functions Rout, Sout, Rin, Sin, from
subsection 2.6 imply that the relation (2.1) and (2.2) can be rewritten in the integral
form:

/ Your (& " Om( ) dx = / Your (& " OUt( ) dr =1 — Ri,(y),
Xout - Xout -
¢1n($ in ) 1 /lvblrl( IH ) _
/361,, x—_y dr =1— Rous (y)7 /m T _ = —Sout (y)
(3.7)
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The 1’s on the right-hand side appear because R,ut(¢() ~ 1 and R, () ~ 1 as

¢ — 00. The restriction z 4+ 2/ +w + w’ > 0 is needed to ensure the convergence of

the first integral at infinity. Indeed, ©out () Rout () ~ g T ag gy .
The identity

K(z,y)+ /36 L(z,a)K (o, y)da = L(x,y) (3.8)

for all z,y € X follows directly from the relations (3.7) (see [BO2, Theorem 3.3] for
a similar computation). On the other hand, by (2.8) we see that for any g € C§°(X),

Gla) = /% K (o )g(y)dy = Kg(a)

lies in L2(X,da). Integrating (3.8) against g(y), we see that (1 + L)G = Lg and
hence Kg = (1+L)"!Lgin L?(X). It follows that K extends to a bounded operator
(1+L)™'L=L(1+ L)~ in L?*(X). Conversely, we see that the bounded operator
L(1+ L)~! has a kernel action given by the o F} kernel K (z,y). O

Proposition 3.6 has the following corollary which will be important for us later
on.

Corollary 3.7. Assume that z+2 +w+w' >0, |2+ 2| <1, |[w+w'| < 1. Then,
in the notation of §2, the operator 1 — K7 is invertible.

Proof. In the block form corresponding to the splitting J = Jout U Jin, the operator
1 — K has the form

J J
1— KJ — 1- I§out,out Kout,}n :|
Kin,out 1 - Kin,in

But it is easy to see that an operator written in the block form [CCL d] is invertible

if @ is invertible and (d — ca='b) is invertible. Therefore, it is enough to prove that

1- K’

out,out

and (1 — Kiym) — K

in,out

(1-K/

out,out

)—IKJ

out,in

are invertible.
Proposition 3.6 and the definition of the operator L imply that

Kout,out — 1 - (1 + AA*)_I, Kin,in - 1 - (1 =+ A*A)_l.

Hence, Kqut,out and Kiyin are positive operators which are strictly less then 1.
Thus, same is true for KJ, .. and K{I]l’in. In particular, 1 — K is invertible.

out,ou out,out
Further, KJ,, ;, = —(K{, ;)" Hence,
(1_Kinyin)_Kiil,out(1_Kgut,out)_1K£)]ut,in = (1—Kip,in)+bounded positive operator

is invertible. O

Remark 3.8. It is plausible that the operator 1 — K7 is invertible without any
restrictions on the parameters (as opposed to the full operator 1 — K which definitely
ceases to be invertible if we remove the restrictions |z 4+ 2/| < 1 and |w + w'| < 1).
However, we do not have a proof of this. In a similar but simpler situation of the
Whittaker kernel we will prove the corresponding statement in §8.2 (see part (3) of
Proposition 8.4 below).
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4. SYSTEM OF LINEAR DIFFERENTIAL
EQUATIONS WITH RATIONAL COEFFICIENTS

Our goal in this section is to show that the kernel of the (trace class and hence

Hilbert—Schmidt) operator
KJ

T 1-KY
can be expressed through a solution of a system of linear differential equations
with rational coefficients. This result will be crucial in our study of the Fredholm
determinant det(1 — K“) in the next section.

In what follows we assume that & = z + 2’ +w + w’ > 0.

As noted at the beginning of §3, K is an integrable kernel:

K(z.y) = AW 5z<w>G2<y> |

RJ

Hence, K7 is an integrable kernel. Since J is bounded away from the points i—%, it
is easy to see that the functions F;, G; (which are, in fact, the functions v/9out Rout,

V®out Sout, VVinRin, V¥inSin rearranged in a certain way) belong to LP(J,dx) N
L*°(J,dz) for any p > 2671, This follows from (2.8), (2.9). Set

1—27TiF1G1 —27TiF1G2

7o it
o =I=2miEG =1 0imGy 11— 2mi FyGa |

Note that F'(z)G(z) = F1(2)G1(z) + F2(z)Ga(x) = 0.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that the operator 1 — K7 is invertible. Then there exists
a solution my of the normalized RHP (J,v;) such that the kernel of the operator
R7 = K7(1 — K7)~! has the form

R (z,y) = fl(x)gl(yiir;ﬂx)gz(y)
F=mjy F=m;_F, G=m;;G=my_QG.

Y

The matriz my is locally square integrable near the endpoints of J.
Proof. See Proposition A.2 and the succeeding comment. []

Concerning the invertibility of (1—K"), see Corollary 3.7 and Remark 3.8 above.
Later on we will need the following property of the decay of m; at infinity.

Proposition 4.2. As { — 0o, ( € C\ R, we have m/;(()m ' (¢) = o(|¢|7Y).

Proof. We will give the proof for J = (s,+0), s > % The proof for general J is
similar.

Observe that detvy = 1. Then det m; has no jump on J. Since mj is square
integrable near ¢, det m is locally integrable. Moreover, det m ;(¢) — 1 as { — oo,
because m;(¢) — I. Again by Liouville’s theorem, det m; = 1, and m}l is bounded
near ¢ = oo. Therefore, it suffices to show that m/,(¢) = o(|¢|™1).

The proof of Proposition A.2 given in [De] implies that for ( € C\ R

+oo t +o0 .
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Therefore,

+o0 m t +00 mo ¢

If ¢ > const ||, then |t — (| > const |¢|. That is, the distance of the point  to the
contour of integration is of order |¢|. Since m;(t) is bounded and F(t)G'(t) decays
at infinity as a positive power of ¢, we see that m/;(¢) = o(|¢|71).

If the point ( is closer to the real line and, say, S < 0, we can deform the line
of integration up to the line s + te??, 0 < 6 < 5+ In other words,

e dt.

o [ e

(s + tet? — ()2

Here it is crucial that the vector—functions F' and G (which are expressed in terms of
the functions v/tous Rous and v/PoutSout) have analytic continuations in the sector
0 < arg(¢ — s) < 6. Now the distance of the point ¢ to the contour of integration
is again of order |(|, and the argument above again implies m’;(¢) = o(|¢|7!). If
¢ > 0, the proof is similar with the line of integration deformed down. [

We now describe a general procedure (cf. Steps 1, 2, and 3 in the Introduction)
to convert RHP’s with ”complicated” jump matrices to RHP’s with ”simple” jump
matrices. The procedure will be used again in Sections 8 and 9 to analyze a variety
of other examples of integrable kernels.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose ¥ = ¥1U3s, ¥1NXg = I, is a decomposition of the oriented
contour ¥ C C into two disjoint parts. Suppose v is a function on ¥ with values
in Mat(k,C). Suppose m, my solve the RHP’s (X,v), (¥1,v), respectively. Then
if m™1 exists, mo = mym™! solves the RHP (X3, v9) where vy = m+v_1m;1 =
m_v~'m='. Conversely, if m, mo solve the RHP’s (X, v) and (32, v2), respectively,
then m; = mam solves the RHP (31,v).

Proof. Direct calculation. [J

Recall that, as noted at the beginning of §3, the formulas for the kernel K are
identical to (A.2) with m, hy, hy; given by (3.1). This, in particular, means that

F=m4yf, G:m;tg
with

wout<x)7 HAS %outa WS :{ouh

07
fi(@) = g2(x) = { 0. vex, 2W=a@= { Vin(r), T € Xin.

Note that the matrix v in (3.2) has the form I + 27 fg'.
Lemma 4.4. If the matriz v in Lemma 4.3 has the form v = I + 2mi fg for
(arbitrary) f and g with f*(x)g(x) =0, then

vy = I — 2mi FG", (4.1)
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where F=myf=m_f and G = m;tg =m_g.

Proof. Have

ve = my (I —2mi fgymi' = I — 27i (my f)(mItg)'. O

Let ¥ =X, ¥; = X\ J, and ¥3 = J. Now mj solves the RHP (32, vy) with
vy = vy = I — 27 FG'. But as noted above, F = myf, G = mi'g, and so it
follows by Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 that

my = mx\J =mjgm

satisfies the RHP (X1,v), where v = I + 27i fg' as before. We think of vy as
the “complicated” jump matrix and v as the “simple” jump matrix. The formula
my = Mx\ ym~ ! shows that the analysis of the solution of the “complicated” RHP
(J,v7) reduces to the analysis of the solutions of two “simple” RHP’s (X\ J,v) and
(X,v).

These two RHP’s are “simple” for the following reason. Recall that in §3 we
have introduced a matrix C((), see (3.3).

Set M = myx\; C —1. This is a holomorphic function on C\R which has boundary
values M4 (z) on R.

Lemma 4.5. The matriz-valued function M(C) satisfies the jump relation M, =
M_V, where the jump matriz V' has the form

(1 27iC(z,2)x(2) > 1
10 1 ’ T
[ e—im(2+2) 0 ] Lsag> -1
B . ) , = x Y
V($> — i 27TiX(33) eim(z+2") 2 2
[ o—im(z+z'twtw’) 9, C(w,w")x(x) 1
\ 0 eiﬂ(z+z'+w+w/) ’ = =

where x(x) = xx\s(v) is the characteristic function of the set X\ J.
Proof. On X\ J we have

V=M'M, =CvC'=C_C7' +2miC_f(C7lg),

and on J we have V = C_C}'. The jump relation (3.4) and explicit formulas for
C, f, and g conclude the proof. [

The important fact about the jump matrix V is that it is piecewise constant. As
discussed in the Introduction, this allows us to prove the following central claim.

Recall that J is a union of m intervals with endpoints {a;}3™,, see (2.11).

Theorem 4.6. The matrix M satisfies the differential equation

A B U
/ p— J
M'(¢) c—%+c+%+j§_1<—aj M(¢)
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with some constant matrices A, B, and {Cj}§21- If a1 = —o0 then C1 = 0, and if
?211 are monzero.

agm = +00 then Cap, = 0. Other than that, all matrices A, B, {C;}

Moreover,
TrA=TrB=TrC; =0,
z—2"\? w—w\>
det.A:—( ), deth—( ), detC; =0,
forallj=1,...,2m, and
2m / /
z+zZ +w+w 1 0
A+B+Zlcj':— 9 o3, 0'3:|:0 1
J:

Proof. Since M satisfies the jump condition with a piecewise constant jump matrix
V (Lemma 4.5), M’ satisfies the jump condition with exactly the same jump matrix.

Therefore, M’M~! has no jump across X. (Note that
det M = det my det m(det )~ = 1,

and hence M ~! exists.)
Thus, we know that M’M~! is a holomorphic function away from the points

{£1}U{a;}?™. We now investigate the behavior of M near these points.
Near ( = %, m.7(¢) is holomorphic, and the behavior of m(¢)C~1(¢) is described

by Proposition 3.3. This implies, in the notation of Proposition 3.3, that for z # 2’

1 =2 - B
- e @) | L Gm (1) + o),
2

and for z = 2/
/ 1 1 1 R L O P e R
MM = ms () () [ o] #1049 my? () +00)
2

Similarly, near ¢ = —% we have the following: for w # w’

M'(OM™H(C)

1 wow' ) _ _
— (DD | L Byt () +oq)
C+3 0 2

and for w = w’
(=3)m7" (=3)+0(1).

0 1 1
[ #2304

M'(QM™(¢) = m
2m we will prove the following claim.

As for the points {a;}3",
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Lemma 4.7. In a neighborhood of any finite endpoint aj, j =1,...,2m,

C;

¢ —aj

M'(Q)M™I(¢) =

+ 1 (Q),

where h;(C) is holomorphic near a;, and C; is a nonzero nilpotent matriz.

Let us postpone the proof of this Lemma and proceed with the proof of Theorem
4.6. Observe that if we set

( zZ—z O B
my (%) H s (%)[ ; Z,_Z]HI/; (L)ym3' (2), 242,
A: 2
0 1 B B
m e @[y o] EA@mr B s
( w—w’ 0
e R LS WE | B
B = T2
0 171 -
s (D Hap () [ e (st (-3, w=u,

, _ A B & ¢
M'(OM™(¢) - = + Tl +Z;<_Jaj (4.2)
J:

is entire. At infinity we have, using mx\; = mym,

M'M~ =m/m5t +mym/'m™ ' mt + mym(C™H Om ™ m

We know that m ~ I, my ~ I, m';m;" = o(|¢|~!) (see Proposition 4.2), m'm~! =
o(|¢]71) (which follows from (2.8) and differentiation of (2.9)), and by direct com-
putation
2472 +w+w
2

—1
0'3C .

(C™H'(Q0©) =
This implies that

z4+2 +w+w

M(OMHQ) = S ol

Then, by Liouville’s theorem, the expression (4.2) is identically equal to zero. Mul-
tiplying it by ¢ and passing to the limit ( — oo we see that

2m / /
z+z tw+tw
A—f—B—f—E C; + 5 o3 = 0.

j=1

The remaining properties of A and B follow directly from their definitions. This
concludes the proof of the Theorem modulo Lemma 4.7.
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Proof of the Lemma 4.7. Let us give a proof for an odd value of j. The proof for

the even j’s is obtained by changing the sign of (. We will omit the subscript “j”
in a; and C;.
Near the point a the jump matrix for M has the form (Lemma 4.5)
C° +2mi f°(¢°)t, z < a,
ce, T > a,

(M-_(2)) "M (z) = {

where f¢ = C_f, g° = C’;tg are locally constant vectors, and C° = C’_CJ:1 is a
locally constant matrix. Note that ((C°)~1f°)tg° = ftg = 0.

et M(Q) IC>0
—~— ) \S‘ )
Mo = { M(OCe, 3¢ <0,

Then

(L) (o) = { 3 7T e

and we note that
M° = exp (2%” In(I + 27 (C°) L f(¢g)) In(¢ — a))
= exp((C°) 71 f(¢°)" In(¢ — a)) = T+ (C°) 1 f°(¢°)" In(¢ — a)

is also a solution of this local RHP. (Here we use the fact that ((C")_lfo(go)t)2 =
0.) Hence,

, T > a,

o Cx
Mo(C) = { M), S0
Me(Q)(Co)7h, ¢ <0,
is a local solution of the RHP for M near { = a.

Since M = mymC~', m and C~! are bounded near a, and m is square inte-
grable near a (Proposition 4.1), we conclude that M is square integrable near a.
Clearly, M° is also locally square integrable, and det M° = 1. Hence, H,({) =
M (¢)(M°(¢))~! is locally integrable and does not have any jump across R near a.

Therefore, H,(¢) is holomorphic near a. Since det M = 1, H, is nonsingular. We
obtain

M(¢) = Ha(C)M?(C). (4.3)

Computing M’M ~! explicitly we arrive at the desired claim with
h=H/H;' and C=H,(a)(C°)'f°¢° H  (a).

Since (C°)~1f°g° is nilpotent and nonzero, the proof of Lemma 4.7 and Theorem
4.6 is complete. [

Remark 4.8. Arguing in exactly the same way as we did in the proof of Theorem
4.6 above, it is not hard to prove the equation
A B
01 n 01
(-3 ¢+t3
with some constant matrices Ay, Bp. These matrices can be explicitly computed

(as opposed to the matrices A, B, {C;} in Theorem 4.6!). The resulting system of
differential equations is equivalent to (2.5), (2.6), (2.7).
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5. GENERAL SETTING

As noted earlier, the arguments which we used to derive Theorem 4.6 and which
we will use to derive further results, can be applied to other kernels as well (see §8
for examples). In this short section we place the results of the previous section in
a general framework.

Let K(z,y) be a smooth integrable kernel

SN R@G) &
- =B

K(z,y)

defined on a subset X of the real line. Let us assume that X is finite union of
(possibly infinite) disjoint intervals.
We list the conditions on the kernel K that we need.

(1) Assume we are given functions {f;, g;} 7.,

m of the RHP (X, v) with the jump matrix

on X for which there exists a solution

v=1+2mifg" = [0 + 2mi fkgl]kN,zzl

such that the relations F=myf=m_f, G = mj_tg = m_"g are satisfied.

Then necessarily
N
Y fi(@)gs(z) = fH(@)g(x) = (mf)'(x)(m~*g)(x) = F'(x)G(x) = 0.
j=1

For such functions {f;, g; }jvzl the kernel L(z,y) defined by

N o rNa
Lz, y) = Zj_lej_( y)g](y> ’

formally satisfies the relation K = L(1 + L)™', see Proposition A.2. As we have
seen in §3, it can happen that the solution m of the RHP is defined but the integral
operator L in L?(X,dx) given by the kernel L(z,y) is unbounded. In such cases,
greater care must be taken in assigning a meaning to L(1+ L)1,
Let J be a subset of X formed by a union of finitely many possibly infinite disjoint
intervals:
J = (al,ag) U---u (agm_l,agm) C }:,

—o<a <ag << Aoy < F00.
The endpoints {a;} of J are allowed to coincide with the endpoints of X.

(2) Assume that the kernel K/ = K|; defines a trace class integral operator in
L2(J, dz).

(3) Assume also that the operator 1 — K is invertible in L2(J, dz).
Further,

(4) Assume that the restrictions of the functions Fj, G, to J lie in LP(J,dz) N
L°°(J,dx) for some p, 1 < p < o0.
33



Then by Proposition A.2 there exists a solution mj; of the normalized RHP
(J,vy) with vy = I — 27iFG?, and the kernel of the operator R/ = K/(1 — K7)~!
has the form

SN Fi(@)G5(y)
J Y
R (33', y) - T — y 9

F=(my)eF=(mpimsf, G=(m;")eG=(m;")emi'y.

Set mx\; = mym. As in 84, we see that my\ ; satisfies the RHP (X \ J,v).
The crucial condition is that this RHP can be reduced to a RHP with a piecewise
constant jump matrix. We formulate this more precisely as follows.

(5) Assume that there exists a matrix valued holomorphic function C : C\ & —
Mat (N, C) such that
(a) C' is invertible;

(b) fo=0C_ f is a piecewise constant vector on X;

(c) ¢g° g is a piecewise constant vector on X;

(d) C°=C_ C is an invertible piecewise constant matrix on X;

(e) (C7H'(O)C() = D¢t +o(|¢|71) as ¢ — oo, where D is a constant matrix.

Now form the matrix M = my\;C~' = mymC~'. Condition (5) implies that
the jump matrix for M, which is equal to

V=M"'M_=C’42mif(g )txgg\]

(cf. Lemma 4.5) is piecewise constant.

Now in order to ensure the existence of a differential equation for M with respect
to ¢ we need to know something about the local behavior of M near the points of
discontinuity of V' and near infinity.

To state the condition on the local behavior of M we have to be sure that the
matrix M ~! exists. Note that the determinants of v and v; are identically equal
to one, because both v and v; are equal to the identity plus a nilpotent matrix.
This means that the scalar functions det m and det m; have no jump across X. As
m and my tend to I at infinity, det m and det m; tend to 1 at infinity. Modulo
certain regularity conditions on det m and det m; near the endpoints of X and J
(which are always satisfied in the applications), Liouville’s theorem implies that
det m = detm; = 1, and the matrices m, mj, and M are invertible.

(6) Assume that M'()M~1(¢() = O(|¢ — a|™!) at any endpoint a of X.

(7) Assume that m’ae\J(C)m_1

3€\J(C) = o([¢|71) as ¢ — oo (recall that my\ ; = mym).

Before going any further, we indicate where we proved that the conditions (1)—(7)
hold for the 5 F kernel.

The condition (1) is verified in Proposition 3.2; (2) follows from Propositions
2.7 and 2.8; (3) is Corollary 3.7 (here we needed additional restrictions on the
parameters z,z’,w,w’); (4) is a corollary of (2.8), (2.9); (5) consists of obvious
properties of the matrix (3.3); (6) follows from Proposition 3.3 and 3.4; (7) is a
corollary of (2.8), (2.9), and Proposition 4.2.

Denote by {b;}7_; C C all finite endpoints of X and J.
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Theorem 5.1. Under the conditions (1)-(7) above, there exist constant matrices
{Bj}?zl such that the matriz M satisfies the following linear differential equation:

MO = 30 72 M), 6.1

If bj is an endpoint of J but not an endpoint of X then the corresponding matrix
B; is nilpotent and nonzero. Moreover, Z;.Lzl B; = D, where the constant matriz
D is given in (5e).

Proof. We will follow the proof of Theorem 4.6. Since M has a constant jump
matrix, the matrix M’M ~! has no jump across X. If b; is an endpoint of X then by
(6), b; is either a regular point or a first order pole of M’M 1. If b; is an endpoint
of J and not an endpoint of X then the proof of Lemma 4.7 (which can be repeated
word-for-word in the general setting) shows that near b;

M (OM™(¢) = c ljjb' + a locally holomorphic function
j

with a nilpotent constant matrix B;. Thus,

(5.2)

is an entire function for the (constant) matrices {B;}7_;.
Near ¢ = o0,

M'M™" = mly ymay; +ma g (C71) Cmgy, = D¢ +o([¢7H),

as follows from (5e) and (7). Hence, by Liouville’s theorem, the function (5.2)

is identically zero, and computing the terms of order (~! at infinity we see that
2?21 B;=D. O

Remark 5.2. Arguing as above and replacing the condition (7) by the estimate
m'm~! = o(|¢|7!) as ¢ — oo, one can easily prove that

where {bg}ézl are the endpoints of X, and {B)} are some constant matrices, cf.
Remark 4.8.

If we allow the differential equation to have an irregular singularity at infinity,
then the condition (5e) on the matrix C' can be relaxed. Let us introduce the
condition

(5e”) (C~H(¢)C(¢) = D + o(1) as ¢ — oo, where D is a constant matrix.
We can then relax the condition (7) to
(7’) Assume that m’x\J(C)m;iJ(C) = o(1) as { — oc.

The following claim is proved in exactly the same way as Theorem 5.1.
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Theorem 5.3. Under the conditions (1)-(4), (5a-d), (5¢€’), (6), (7’) above, there
exist constant matrices { B; }?:1 such that the matriz M satisfies the following linear
differential equation:

Q)= | 3 2+ D) M) (53)
j=1 J

If bj is an endpoint of J but not an endpoint of X then the corresponding matrix
B; is nilpotent and nonzero.

Remark 5.4. Once again, if m'm~! — 0 as ( — oo, then

Bj
=1

l
(mOCTHO) = | Do 7= + P | m(OCT(0);

where {b0},_, are the endpoint of X, and {BJ} are some constant matrices, cf.
Remarks 4.8, 5.2.

6. ISOMONODROMY DEFORMATIONS. JIMBO-MIWA-UENO 7-FUNCTION

Let M(¢) be a matrix-valued function on the complex (—plane satisfying a linear
differential equation of the form M’({) = B({)M({), where B(({) is a rational
matrix.

Fix a fundamental solution M of this equation. In general, M (¢) is a multivalued
function. If {b1,...,b,} are the poles of B, then {by,...,b,,o0} are the branch
points for M. When we continue M along a closed path ~ avoiding the branch
points, the column vectors of M are changed into some linear combinations of the
columns of the original matrix: M (¢) — M (¢)X,. Here X, is a constant invertible
matrix depending on the homotopy class [y] of the path . Thus, X,’s provide a

“monodromy representation” of the fundamental group of C \ {b1,...,b,}:
X :m(C\{by,...,bn}) = GL(N, C), ] — X,.
Now view the singular points {b1,...,b,} as variables. It may happen that

moving these points a little and changing the rational matrix B(¢) in an appropriate
way, we do not change the monodromy representation. In such a case we say that
we have an isomonodromy deformation of the initial differential equation.

For general information on isomonodromy deformations we refer the reader to
[IN], [JMU].

Without loss of generality, we can assume that, in the notation of §5, the first
k <n points {b1,...,bx} of the set {b;}_; are exactly those endpoints of J which
are not the endpoints of X. Clearly, {b;}¥_; C {a;}3™,.

The following statement is immediate.

Proposition 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1 (or Theorem 5.3), there
erists € > 0 with the property that moving the points by,...,bx within their e-
neighborhoods inside R provides an isomonodromy deformation of the equation (5.1)
(or of the equation (5.3), respectively).

Note that the matrices {B;}7_; are now functions of by, ..., b.
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Proof. Choose € > 0 so that the points by, ..., bx cannot collide between themselves
or with the other endpoints byy1,...,b,. Since the matrix M = m;mC~! has
nonzero determinant, this matrix can be viewed as a fundamental solution of (5.1).
The monodromy of this solution, as we go along any closed curve which avoids
the singular points, is equal to the product of the values of the jump matrix V or
their inverses at the points where the curve meets X. Since V' does not depend on
by,...,bg, the proof is complete. [

In 1912, Schlesinger realized that if the matrix B({) has simple poles then a
deformation of b;’s preserves monodromy if and only if the residues {B;} of B at
the singular points, as functions of b;’s, satisfy a certain system of nonlinear partial
differential equations. These equations are called the Schlesinger equations. The
analogs of the Schlesinger equations in the case when B has higher order poles were
derived in [JMU].

In what follows we will use the Schlesinger equations arising from the isomon-
odromy deformation described in Proposition 6.1. Since our situation is simpler
than the general case in [JMU], it is more instructive to rederive the equations that
we need, rather than to refer to the general theory.

Proposition 6.2 (Schlesinger equations). (i) The matrices {B;}7_; from (5.1),

as functions in by, ..., bk, satisfy the equations
oB,  [B;,B] 0B; 1B, Bi]
— ——J _ Cat ARt ] 6.1
0b; bj—b’ 0b; 1<l2< by—b;’ (6.1)

]
where j =1,...,k, l=1,...,n.
(i4) The matrices {B;}7_; from (5.3), as functions in by, ..., by, satisfy the equa-
tions

0B,  [B;,B)] 0B; 1B;, Bl
= et R Eo2U B, D 2
1<i<n
I#5

where j =1,...,k, l=1,...,n.

Sketch of the proof. Since M satisfies a RHP with a constant jump matrix V', the
derivative M,, = g—é\f satisfies the same jump condition, 7 = 1,...,k. Hence, the

matrix My, M~! has no jump across X. Thus, it is holomorphic in C\ {b;}. As
was shown in the proof of Lemma 4.7, locally near ¢ = b; we have

M(¢) = H(C) exp((C?) ' f*(¢°)" In(C — b))
= H(¢) (I+(C°) 7 f2(¢°)" In(¢ = b)),

where H is holomorphic. With some additional effort, one can show that H is
differentiable with respect to b;, and differentiating with respect to b; we see that

H(b;) (C°)~'fog° H' (b))
C—b;

Since M ~ [ at ( = oo, one can show that ]\4%.]\4_1 — 0 as ( — oo. By Liouville’s

theorem, M, M~" + B;/(z — b;) =0, and

My, (Q)M™H(¢) = — +0(1) = ———

My, = ———— M. (6.3)



The linear equations (5.1) and (6.3) form a Lax pair for (6.1).
Differentiating (5.1) with respect to b; and (6.3) with respect to ¢, subtracting
the results, and multiplying the difference by M ~! on the right, we obtain

o8, 1 51, B,)
Zabjg—bl C— b 2 C—b
1<i<n
1#j

The equality of residues at the points {b;}}_; on both sides of this identity gives
(6.1). The equations (6.2) are proved in exactly the same way. [

Corollary 6.3. In the notation of Theorem 4.6,

0A L [C;, Al OB 2 [C;, B
, , (6.4)
Baj ;aj—% 6% ;aj—f—%
oG _ [Cj,Cl], ac; _ _[Cjw‘\l] N [CmBE S G, C] (6.5)
Ja; aj; —aq Oa; aj—35 aj+3 et a; — a
U#j
Here 5,1 = 1,2,...,2m, and if a1 = —o0 or as, = 400 then the corresponding

terms and equations are remouved.
Proof. Direct application of Proposition 6.2. [

It is known that for any solution of Schlesinger equations there exists an asso-
ciated remarkable 1-form w which is closed, see [SMJ], [JMU]. For the equations
(6.1), the form of w is as follows:

(B;B)
> T, (6.6)

J=li<i<n
I#£]

while for the equations (6.2) the form is different:

k
Tr(B;B
-S| S BB i) | . (6.7
— bj — b
J=1 | 1<i<n
I#3
Definition 6.4 [JMU]. A function 7 = 7(by,...,by) is called a T-function for the
system of Schlesinger equations (6.1) (or (6.2)) if

dint =w

with w given by (6.6) (or (6.7), respectively).

The definition can be extended to the most general case of an arbitrary rational
matrix B((), see [JMU].
Since dw = 0, the 7-function is defined at least locally. Clearly, the 7-function is
unique up to a multiplicative constant.
The following claim is a corollary of much more general statements proved in
[Miw] and [Mal].
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Painlevé property. Any solutions {B;}7_; of the Schlesinger equations (6.1) or
(6.2) are analytic function in (by,...,bg) which have at most poles in addition to
the fized singularities b; = by for some j # 1.

The corresponding T-function is holomorphic everywhere on the universal cover-
ing manifold of

Ck\{(bl,...,bkﬂbj:bl forsome j#1,j=1,....k, l=1,...,n}.

Let us now return to the general setting of §5. The next statement is our main
result in this section.

Theorem 6.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1 (or Theorem 5.3), the Fred-
holm determinant det(1 — K ) is the T-function for the system of Schlesinger equa-
tions (6.1) (or (6.2), respectively).

Proof. We will give a proof under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1, the case of
Theorem 5.3 is handled similarly.

First of all, by condition (2) of §5 the operator K is trace class. Hence, det(1 —
K7) is well-defined. Note that (1 — K7) is invertible by condition (3). By a well-
known formula from functional analysis, we have that

dlndet(1 — K7)
ob;

=+R7(b;,b;), j=1,....k,

where RY = K7(1 — K7)71, the sign “4” is chosen if b; is a left endpoint of J,
and the sign “—” is chosen is a right endpoint of J. Thus, in order to verify that
dIndet(1 — K”) = w we must prove that

Tr(B:B ,
R7(b;,b) = ) % j=1,...,k (6.8)
1<i<n 0
I#7

We give a proof when b; is a left endpoint of an interval from J. The proof for
the right endpoints is obtained by changing the sign of (.

We have
t(y)F ((mey )+9W)) (M) () f ()
R (bj,b;) = x’lyiE}bj ’ (xy)_ y(x) - x,lyigbj ne T — yX\J
i (OLCO T MCf@) (@) M @M @)f°
z,y—b; =1y z,y—b; r—y

= (9°)" (M " ML) (b) /-

The local representation (4.3) of the matrix M (¢) near the point ( = b; implies
that

) %C > 07
H,,(¢) exp ((C2)71f2(9°)" In(¢ — b)) (C°)~, ¢ <0.



Hence, for o € X near b,
Mt = exp (—(C°) 71 f2(g%) In(x — b)) Hy '
M! = Hj exp ((C°)~' f°(¢°) In(x — b;)) (C°) "
(Oo)a:l_fgfgo)t exp ((C°) 1 1°(%)! In(ar — b,)) (C2)~"
] (co>—1fo(gz>t(00)—1
H, 'Hj, :xp ((Joorlff)(gf’)lt In(z — b;)) (C°) "

+Hy,

MI'M! =

+exp (—(C°) 7 f(g°)" In(z — b))
where Hp, is a function holomorphic near b;, and det Hy, (b;) # 0.
Since (g°)!(C°)~Lfo = ((C°)~1f°)tg° = 0, we have
oyt (CO)Hfo(g?) (CO) ™
(9°)" exp (=(C*) 71 () In(z — b)) = (9°)',
exp ((C°) 71 f2(9°) In(w — b)) (C*) 1 f* = (C) 7 f°.

Therefore,

R(bj,b5) = (¢°) (M ML) (bj) £° = (9°)"(Hy," Hy, ) (b;)(C) ™" £ (6.9)

On the other hand, let us compute the right-hand side of (6.8) through C°, f°,
g°, and Hy,. As above, locally near b; we have
- _ Hy, (¢)(C°) " f°(9°) H,, ' (C)
M/(C)M I(C) :HII)J(C)HbJI(C)+ - C_b - .
j

Comparing with (5.1), we conclude that
Bj = Hy, (b;)(C°) 1 f°(g°) Hy ' (b))

and
By () Hy (by) + HY (5)(CO) 1 £2(g7) H ()

- bj J

—Hy, (b;)(C°) ™ f(g°) Hy, (b)) Hy, (b) Hy, (b))
Multiplying these two relations, taking the trace of both sides, and using the
fact that (g°)t(C°)~1f° =0, we obtain

(0 () (C7) P Hy ) = 3
1<i<n ?
I#j

But the left-hand side of the last equality equals the right-hand side of (6.9). This
concludes the proof of (6.8). O
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Corollary 6.6. Let K be the continuous o Fy kernel of §2 and assume that
z+2 rw+w >0, |z+2]<1, |Jwt+w|<]1.

Then, in the notation of Theorem 4.6, det(1—K”) is the T-function of the Schlesin-
ger equations (6.4), (6.5), where the matrices A, B, {C, ?211 satisfy the conditions
stated in Theorem 4.6.

Proof. Direct application of Theorem 6.5. [

Note that the restrictions on the parameters z, 2/, w, w’ come from Corollary 3.7
(see also Remark 3.8).

7. PAINLEVE VI

In this section we consider the case of the o F} kernel acting on J = (s, +00) for
s > 2. We will show that the Fredholm determinant det(1—K,) = det(1—K| (5 4o0))
can be expressed through a solution of the Painlevé VI equation. The appearance
of the PVI equation is to be expected from the general results of [JMU]; the precise
form of the equation is not clear in general, and requires considerable calculations,
as we now show.

Our goal is to prove the following claim.

Theorem 7.1. Let K be the restriction of the continuous o Fy kernel to the interval
(s,400), s > 1. Assume that & = 2+ 2/ +w+w' >0, |2+ 2| <1, lw+w'| < 1.
Then the function

dlndet(l — K,
o(5) = (5= 4) (s-+ 4) T =T oy 2o

satisfies the differential equation

—o' ((s—3) (s+3) 0”)2 = (2(s0’ — o) 0 — vivavss)’

(7.1)
—(o' +vi) (0" +13) (0" +v3) (0" + 1),
where
z+2Z +w+w z—2Z 4+w—w z—2Z —w+w
V1 = Vg = 5 , vy = 5 , Vg — 5

Remarks 7.2. 1. The equation (7.1) is the so-called Jimbo-Miwa o-version of the
Painlevé VI equation, see [JM, Appendix C]. It is easily reduced to the standard
form of the Painlevé VI, see [JM], [Mah].

2. As s — 400,

dlndet(1 — K,)

Is ~ K(s,5) = thout (5) (Roui (8) Sout(s) = Sgui (s) Roue(s)).  (7.2)

The error term in this asymptotic relation is of order f:_oo K(s,y)K(y,s)dy. Using
the leading asymptotic terms

sinzsinmz  _ _
Yout(s) ~ s S S Row(s) ~1, Sout(s)~ consts™!,
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we see that K(s,s) = O(s~°72), and f:_oo K(s,y)K(y,s)dy = O(s72573). Hence,

: .
vsvy  sinmzsinmz
2 3V4
o(s)=—-vis+ 5 5
T

This expansion determines o(s) uniquely as a solution of (7.1) by a result of
O. Costin and R. D. Costin [Cos].

3. The restrictions & > 0, |z+2/| < 1, and |w+w’| < 1 are taken from Corollary 3.7.
Most likely, they can be removed from Corollary 3.7, and hence from Theorem 7.1,
see Remark 3.8. Another possible way of removing these restrictions from Theorem
7.1 is to prove that the Fredholm determinant det(1 — K) and its derivatives with
respect to s, which are well-defined for all admissible sets of parameters (see the end
of §2) are real-analytic function of the parameters. Then the result would follow
by analytic continuation.

s 4 0(3_2”1).

4. The equation (7.1) depends only on 3 independent parameters: the shifts
2= z4a, = 4o wew—a wew —o

do not change the values of vy,...,v4. However, the solution of (7.1) which is of
interest here, depends nontrivially on all four parameters, as can be seen from the
above asymptotic expansion.

5. The proof of Theorem 7.1 follows the derivation of the Painlevé VI equation
from Schlesinger equations given in [JM, Appendix C], see also [Mah] for a more
detailed description.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. By Theorem 4.6, the matrix M satisfies a differential equa-
tion

d A B C
@MK%—Q;%+C+%+C_JAHO

with some constant matrices A, B, and C, such that
TrA=TrB=TrC =0,

N2 AN
detA:—<Z2Z>, deth—(w Qw), det C = 0,

and

S 1 0
A+B+C:—50'3, 0'3:|:0 _1}

By Corollary 6.3, the matrices A, B, C satisfy the Schlesinger equations
0A [C,A] oB  [C,B]

%_ _%7 &_S‘i‘%’ (73)
a_C:_[CvA] . 678] (74)
0s 3—% S % .

Introduce the notation

Set
. dlndet(1l — K, &2 0% — 62
Be) = (s - ) (s + ) IR g O, a0




Lemma 7.3. 6(s)=Tr[((s+3) A+ (s—3)B)C].

Proof. Follows from (6.6), Definition 6.4, and Corollary 6.6. [
Write the matrices A4 and C in the form

o eafE ] -
Yya —zA Yec —=c
with
Tays = —det A — 2% = 0% — 2%, zcyc = —detC — 23 = —22. (7.6)
Lemma 7.4. ¢’ = —Gz.

Proof. Lemma 7.3 implies
6'(s) = Tr((A+ B)C) + (s + 1) Tr(AC)
+(s=3)T(BC)+Tr[((s+3) A+ (s—2)B)C].

The Schlesinger equations (7.3), (7.4) imply that last three terms vanish due to the
identity Tr([X,Y]X) = 0. Further, since A+ B = —S03 — C and C? = 0, we have

&'(s) = Tr ((—gag - c) c) = —% Tr(o3C) = —Gze. O

Lemma 7.5.

(s—3)(s+3)d"(s) = —g Tr(o3][A,C]) = &(zcya — Tayc)-

Proof. Differentiating the equality ¢'(s) = —% Tr(o3C) and using the equation
(7.4) we get

(5= ) (s+ ) 6"(8) =~ 5 Tr (o5 [(s+ 3) A+ (s — ) B.C]).

Substituting B = —% o3 —A—C and simplifying we arrive at the first equality. The
second equality follows from the explicit form of matrices A and C, see (7.5). O

Lemma 7.6. (s — 1)6'(s) — 6(s) = — Tr(AC) = —(zayc + zcya + 2242¢).
Proof. We have

(3 — %) 6'(s) —o(s) = —g (s — %) Tr(o3C) — Tr [((8 + %) A+ (S — %) B) C}
= —% (s — %) Tr(osC) — Tr [((S—l— DA+ (s—3) (—%O‘g —A—C)) C}
= —Tr(AC),

S

where we used Lemmas 7.3, 7.4 and the relations B = —5 03~ A—C and C? =0.

The second equality follows from (7.5). O
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Lemma 7.7. (s+ 1)6'(s) — 6(s) = Gz4 + 04 — 0% + &2/4.
Proof. We have

_Tr(AC) = Tr (A (g o4 +B+A))

(Tr(A+ B)?> + Tr A% — Tr B?) + % Tr(Aos)

N = N =

2
(Tr (g 03—|—C) + Tr.A? —TT82> + Szy

= Gzq+ Gz + 0% — 0%+ &2 /4,
where we used the equalities
TrA*=20%, TrB*=20% C*=0, Troj;=2.
Lemmas 7.4 and 7.6 conclude the proof. [

Now we use the following trick to derive the differential equation for o. We
learned this trick from [JM] in which the authors refer further to [Okal.
From Lemmas 7.5 and 7.6 we know that

1 .
TCYA — TAYe = 5 (s—=2)(s+3)6"(s),
—(waye +xcya) = (s — 3) 0'(s) — 6(s) + 2za2c.
Squaring these equalities and then subtracting the first one from the second one,
we obtain

Az qzcyaye = ((s — 3)
1 . 2
S (D G+ D).
But (7.6) implies that z azcyayc = (2% — 0%)z2. This gives

42~ 02022 = ((s — 4) &'(s) — 3(s) + 2za2¢)
) 1 o ) (7.7)
~= (5= (s+ 1) ")

Next, Lemmas 7.4 and 7.7 provide expressions for z¢ and z4 via 6(s). Namely,

A~/ 2
e S (EDLCE O T RS

6'(s) — 6(s) + 2zAzc)2
s

4

Substituting these relations into (7.7) we can obtain a differential equation for &.
But we can also rewrite everything in terms of o(s). We have

6" (s) = d"(s),
6% — 0% B 6_2
2 8’




Substituting this into (7.7) we have

1 1 1\ /1 o\)2
gz ((5=2) (s+3)0"(5))

- = (é (4109 ot - B8 Y 934> (++ %)

(-

_é ((3 +1)o'(s) — o (s) - @ - %2) (U'(s) + (‘T))Q

Purely algebraic manipulations show that the equation above after the multiplica-
tion by &2¢/(s) turns into the equation (7.1). Note that in this notation

S
2 )

0i-0s &

)o'(s) — os) + AE -2

N[

vV, = Vg = 7/3:9A+93, 7/4:9A—93. ]

8. OTHER KERNELS

8.1. The Jacobi kernel. We introduce some notation related to the Jacobi
polynomials. Our notation follows [Er, 10.8].

Let {P, = Pfla’ﬁ)(a:) o o be the system of orthogonal polynomials on (—1,1),
deg P, = n, with respect to the weight function w(z) = (1 — 2)*(1 + 2)%, where
«a and 3 are real constants, a, 8 > —1. The normalization is determined from the
relation

Y

P,(1) = (

where (a)r = I'(a + k) /T'(a) is the Pochhammer symbol. The P,,’s are the Jacobi
polynomials with parameters o and . Let us denote by h,, the square of the norm
of P, in L*((—1,1), w(x)dz) and by k, > 0 the highest coefficient of P,:

n—l-a) (a+1),

n n!

1
hy = / P2(z)w(z)dr, P, (x) = kpz™ + { lower order terms }.
—1

The explicit form of these constant is known, see [Er, 10.8],

. 2081 (n +a + 1)I'(n+ B+ 1) L _2_n<
" 2n+ta+B+)nTntat+pH1)

The Jacobi polynomials are expressed through the Gauss hypergeometric function

n

2n—|—a—|—5)

21
TS p——
The Jacobi functions of the second kind Q,(x) = ;a”g)(x) are defined by the
formula
() = 20t (n+a+ 1)I'(n+ B+ 1)

I'Cn+a+5+2)

n+l,n+a+1
n+a+B+2

X (33 — 1>—n—o¢—1(l, + 1>_B 2F1

2
1—z|
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@, satisfies the same second order differential equation as P,. The Jacobi functions
of the second kind are related to the Jacobi polynomials by a number of well-known
formulas, see [Er, 6.8], [Sz, §4.6] for details.

Proposition 8.1. For any n = 1,2,..., take two arbitrary integers k and | such
that k +1 =n, and set
2=k, Z=k+a, w=Il w=10+p.
Then
_ 9,)2k+a 2148 _ 9.2k 21
I R e e e
(—=D)kFL2mpID(n 4+ a+ B+ 1)
I'Cn+a+p5+1)
—1)k+12n0(2n + a + B)
L(n+a)l'(n+f)

Rin(7) = (1 —2x)7%(1 4+ 22) 7' P, (22),

Sin(z) = ( (1—2x)7 %1 4 22)7'P,_1(22).

Proof. Follows from the direct comparison of formulas. The relation
sin(rz')['(z — 2')  (=1)"sin(w(z' — 2))['(z — 2) (—1)k _(=D)F

™ ™ MNl+2 -2 T'(l+4+a)
should be used along the way. [

Remark 8.2. The functions R,y and S,y can be similarly expressed through
Qn—1 and @, respectively. Since, we do not use the corresponding formulas below,
we leave their derivation to the interested reader.

The nth Christoffel-Darboux kernel for the Jacobi polynomials is given by the
formula

K]C\J[D(x’ y) _ nz_:l Pj(x)P](y) kn—1 Pn(x>Pn—1(y) - Pn—l(x>Pn(y) ‘

=0 hj B knhn—l r—y
We define the nth Jacobi kernel on the interval (—%, %) by the formula
K (x,y) = 2K77 22, 29)Vw(o)w(2y),  wy € (=3.5) -

The corresponding integral operator K;)*° is the orthogonal projection in L?((—1, 1), dz)
onto the n-dimensional subspace spanned by

-9 G+a) 23— G+0)", . (G -0)f (3 +a)
Proposition 8.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 8.1,
Kout,out = Kout,in = Binout — 07 Kin,in = Kiac,

where K 1is the continuous o F] kernel.

o[

Proof. The vanishing follows from the vanishing of 1., which, in turn, follows
from the vanishing of sin 7z and sin 7w. The equality Ki,in = K;{ac follows from
the definition of both kernels and Proposition 8.1. [J

Thus, the Jacobi kernel can be viewed as a special case of the o F; kernel. Our
next step is to extend the results of §6 and §7 to this kernel.
Let J = (a1,a2)U---U (a2m—1,azm) be a finite union of disjoint intervals inside

(—%, %) It may happen that a; = —% or G2y = % However, we require J to be a
proper subset of (—%, %)
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Proposition 8.4. Assume that 0 < a < %, 0<pB< % Then the Jacobi kernel
satisfies the conditions (1)—(7) of §5.

Proof. (1) follows from the fact that K2¢ coincides with the o F} kernel for a specific
set of parameters (Proposition 8.3), and for that kernel the condition was verified
in Proposition 3.2.

(2) is obvious, since K2 is a finite rank operator.

(3) follows from the fact that KJ2° is a projection on a finite-dimensional space,
and the range of this projection intersects L?(J,dx) trivially (here we used the
condition that .J is a proper subset of (—3,1)).

(4) follows from the explicit form of the kernel (here we use the condition «, 8 >
0, which guarantees the boundedness near the points i%)

(5) is exactly the same as for the o F kernel.

(6) is the only nontrivial condition. If a; # —% and as,, # % then the claim
follows from Propositions 3.3 and 3.4, as for the 5F} kernel. Now assume that
a1 = —%. Since 0 < 8 < %, Proposition 3.4 implies that m(¢)C~1(¢) is locally
in L* on any smooth curve passing through ¢ = —%. By Proposition A.2, my is
locally L2, hence, M = mymC~" is locally in L*/3.

The jump matrix V for M locally near —% coincides with the jump matrix
Co=C_C;' = Cy'C_ for C71, see §5. This means that H(¢)C~1(() is a local
solution of the RHP for M for any locally holomorphic H(¢). Set M° = HC™!

with

_ [+ 0 }
#O= [
Note that H has no branch at —%, because w =1 € Z. Then
1y 1w
M%O:[@ HTF (D) . 1¢w]'
0 C-DF(C+D™

Hence, (M°(¢))™! (as well as M°(()) is locally in L*, because w’ —w = 8 € (0, 3).
Thus, M (M?°)~! is a locally L' function with no jump across R. This means that

near(z% ( | ,
C+§_7 0 :|
0 K+

(¢) such that H_%(—%) is nonsingular.

M(Q)=H_1(Q)

for some locally holomorphic function H _
Hence

1
2

M'MTH(C) =

B T + a locally holomorphic function ,
¢+ 3
where B has eigenvalues §/2 and —3/2.

The argument in the case as,, = % is similar, and the eigenvalues of the residue

Aof M'M~1 at ¢ = % are equal to a/2 and —a/2.
Finally, the condition (7) for the Jacobi kernel follows from that for the oF}
kernel. [

Now, by Theorem 5.1, for «, 5 € (0, %), the matrix M corresponding to the
Jacobi kernel, satisfies the differential equation (cf. Theorem 4.6)

o {—q
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for some constant matrices A, B, and {Cj}§21- If a1 = —% then C; = 0, and if
A2 = % then Cs,, = 0.

Moreover,
TrA=TrB=TrC; =0,

det A= —a?/4, detB=—3%/4, detC; =0,
forall j =1,...,2m, and

2m
a+p 1 0
A‘i‘B‘i‘ElCJ‘:—n— 5 ags, 03:[0 _1}
]:

Further, by Proposition 6.2 the matrices A, B, {C, }?7:"’1, satisfy the Schlesinger

equations (6.4) and (6.5). Finally, Theorem 6.5 implies

Theorem 8.5. Assume that 0 < «, 8 < % Then the Fredholm determinant
det(1 — K| ), where K} is the Jacobi kernel, is the T-function for the sys-
tem of Schlesinger equations (6.4), (6.5) with matrices A, B, {C;}3™ satisfying the

conditions stated above.

Similarly to the o Fy kernel, the cases when J = (—3,s) or J = (s, 3) lead to the
Painlevé VI equation. Note that there are no restrictions on v and f.

Theorem 8.6 [HS]. Let K, be the restriction of the Jacobi kernel K}2¢ kernel to
either the interval (—3,s), s < 1, or to the interval (s,%), s > —1. Then the
function

_ 2 2 _ ;32
0(8):(8—%)(8+%)d1ndet§i KS)—(n-l—a—gﬁ) s-l-a SB

satisfies the differential equation

o' ((s=3) (s+3) U")2 = (2(s0’ — 0) 0’ — riarsy)’
—(o" + i) (0" + 1) (0" +13)(0" + 1),
where
a+p a—+ 3 a—f

2,V3=2,V4=2

VL=V ="+

Proof. Simply repeat the proof of Theorem 7.1. Note that in this way we only
prove the theorem for o, 8 € (0, %) But for the finite-dimensional Jacobi kernel
it is obvious that the determinant det(l — K) and all its derivatives depend on
the parameters « and [ analytically. That is the reason why we can remove the

additional restrictions on o and 5. [

8.2. The Whittaker kernel. The Whittaker kernel, which we are about to
introduce, plays the same role in harmonic analysis on the infinite symmetric group
as the o F; kernel plays in the harmonic analysis on the infinite-dimensional unitary
group, see §1. The problem for the infinite symmetric group was investigated by
G. Olshanski and one of the authors in a series of papers, see [P.I-P.V], [BO1-
3], [Borl]. For a brief summary we refer the reader to [BO1|, [BO3, §3], [Borl,
Introduction].
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Split the space X = R\ {0} into two parts
X=X, UuXx_, X =Ry, X_=R_.
Let z, 2’ be two complex nonintegral numbers such that either 2z’ = z, or z and 2’

are both real and k < 2,2’ < k + 1 for some k € Z.
The functions

¢+Z%+—>R+, ¢—3%——>R+
are defined by the formulas
Yy (@) =C(z,2)a™ e, o (2) = (—a)*t7e”,

where C(z,2') = sinmzsinmz’/n?, as before. The Whittaker kernel is a kernel on
X, which in block form

corresponding to the splitting X = X, U X_, is given by:

Ko (0,9) = or @ () @5 0) = S+ (@) R+ (9)

r—y
Ko (a.y) = i @) O y‘S+<x>s_ v
K_ i (a9) = Vi@ (g) D) 5. @54 ()
K__(a.y) = i@y "0 2 j—(w)R_@) |

where
z+z/—1 x

Ry(z) =27 €2 W_ oo .o (2),

’ 2

z+z/—1 x

Sp(@) =Tz + DI + D™ T e Wiy . (a),

2 ’ 2
R(2)=(~2)" % ¢ ¥ Waerny o (1),
1 —z—z'—1 _x
S = rerey T W ()

Here W, ,,(x) is the Whittaker function, see [Er, 6.9].

In the definition of the Whittaker kernel above we have switched the signs of the
parameters z and z’, compared to the standard notation. The reason for the switch
is the following.

Proposition 8.7. The Whittaker kernel K" can be realized as a scaling limit of
the o Fy kernel KT,

KW (z,y) zal_iggoeKF (3 +ex, i +ey), =z, yeR\{0}
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1

where for the oFy kernel we set w = =", w' = 0, and the parameters (z,z") for

both kernels are the same.

Proof. Using the well-known limit relations (a, b, c € C)

[(a+e 1)

: /e _ _a : a—b —

i, (1+az) ¢ Mm e e T b

: a, b | atbo1 a

vl FA _a_x]_x T Weoasen ana(2), ¢ R,

we see that (remember w = ¢~!, w’ = 0)

lim 5Z+Z/zpout (% + 556) =Yy(x), x>0,

e—+0
: —z—2' 1 _
61_15305 djin (§ + EZL’) - 77[]—(3:)7 T < 07
: 1 _ : —z—2' 1 _
sl—lglo Rout (5 +ex) = Ry (), El_1>1grr10»3 out (3 +ex) = Sy(x), = >0.

Further, if we identify R4 and S, with their analytic continuations, then on R_
we have
1 Sy —87 1 Ry — R}
( 2m

where for we denote by 't and F'~ the boundary values of a function F:

:S_,

FT(z) = F(z +i0), F~(x) = F(z —i0),

see [Er, 6.5(7), 6.8(15), 6.9(4)]. Comparing these relations with (2.1), we conclude
that, for x < 0,

sl—ig—lo Rin (3 +ez) = R_(x), 61_1):(110 et S (3 +ex) =5_(z).

The result now follows from the explicit form of the kernels. [

Let J = (a1,a2) U--- U (agm—1,02m,m) be a union of disjoint, possibly infinite,
intervals such that the closure of J does not contain the origin.

Proposition 8.8. The Whittaker kernel satisfies the conditions (1)-(4), (5a-d),
(5€”), (6), (7) of §5 with the matrices

SN 0 171 0 3
— / D = — = = ——.

Proof. The proof of (1) is very similar to the case of the 3F} kernel. The kernel
L(z,y) has the form
0 A
e

where A is a kernel on Ry x R_ of the form

Alz,y) = Yio(x)p_(y) C’(Z,z’)x_ZJEZ/ e_m(—y)%zley |

T—y B T—y
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The jump condition is verified using the formulas [Er, 6.5(7), 6.8(15), 6.9(4)].

(2) can be either verified in the same way as for the o F} kernel, or it can be deduced
from the fact that the Whittaker kernel is the correlation kernel of a determinantal
point process which has finitely many particles in J almost surely (see [So, Theorem
4] for the general theorem about determinantal point processes, and [BO1], [Borl]
for the needed property of the Whittaker kernel).

(3) If |z + 2| < 1 then the kernel L introduced above defines a skew, bounded
operator in L*(X,dz), and K = L(1 + L)~ !, see [P.V], [BO1]. Then, similarly to
Corollary 3.7, we can prove that 1 — K7 is invertible.
However, for the restricted operator K7, we can prove the invertibility of 1 — K
for all admissible values of (z, z’). The following argument is due to G. Olshanski.
Write K7 in the block form

KJ — |:Ki,+ Ki,—:|

K, K

corresponding to the splitting J = (J NRy) U (J NR_). Since K is a correlation
kernel, K7 | and K7 _ are positive definite. Moreover, K _ (z,y) = —K{ _(y, )
by definition of the Whittaker kernel. Thus, it is enough to prove the 1nvert1b1hty
of 1 — K{ , and 1 — K7 _ (see proof of Corollary 3.7).

We consider Ki#; the proof for Kf’_ is similar. By [So, Theorem 3], K1 4 <1
and K{ | = Ky |; < 1. The only way K, , can have norm 1 (remember that
K i 4 is of trace class, hence, it is compact) is that K | has an eigenfunction with
eigenvalue 1 which is supported on J N R;. By [P.V, Proposition 3.1], see also
[BO1], Ky + = K4 4(x,y) commutes with a Sturm-Liouville operator

d d (242 +x)?
D, = ———a? e g 2T
dz " d 1

in the sense that
Ky +(2,y)Dy = DK 1 (z,y)

for all z,y > 0. Suppose f € L?(R;) is an eigenfunction of K, , with eigenvalue
1 and supported in J N R, i. e.,

Kﬂmwﬁ@@=/’ Koo p)f@)dy = f@), >0,

R+ JﬁR+

Then using the decay and smoothness properties of K 4 (z,y), which follow easily
from the known properties of the Whittaker function, one sees that D, f also belongs
to L?(R,) and
Ky 4 (2, y)Dy f(y)dy = Dy f ().
R4
Thus
V =Span{D}f : k> 0} C Ker(1 — K{ ) C L*(Ry).

But as K i o, is compact, dim V' < oo, and hence V is a finite dimensional invariant

subspace for D,. It follows that there exists a nonzero v € V such that D,v = \v

for some scalar A\. But as v € V, it must vanish in a neighborhood of x = 0, which
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is not possible for nontrivial solutions v(x) of the differential equation D,v = Awv.
Thus, we obtain a contradiction, and hence |[K7{ || <1and 1— K7 | is invertible.
The proof of (3) is now complete.

(4) and (5a-d), (be’) are easily verified. The proofs of (6) and (7) are similar to the
case of the o F; kernel, and we do not reproduce them here. [

By Theorem 5.3, the matrix M for the Whittaker kernel satisfies the differential
equation

.A 2 Cj 03

M) =2 =7 M.
Q=17+ ; a3 | MO
The matrices {C; ?211 are nilpotent (if a; = —o0 or ag,, = 400, then C; = 0 or

Com = 0, respectively), and an analog of Proposition 3.3 shows that

_ 2
Tr A =0, detAz—(z 22) )

Theorem 8.9. The Fredholm determinant det(1— K| ), where K is the Whittaker
kernel, is the T-function for the system of Schlesinger equations

0A (G, Al ac  [A,C c;,C] . [Cj, 03]
7 , = = = (8.1)
da; ; a; — % da; a; 1§§2m a; —a 2
I#7
The matrices {q}?g are nilpotent (if ay = —oo or ag,, = 400, then C; = 0 or

Com = 0, respectively), and

N 2
ﬂA:O,daA:—(Z_Z).

Proof. These results follow from Theorem 6.5. [J

The next step is to consider J = (s, +00), s > 0. It turns out that in this case
the Schlesinger equations reduce to the o-form of the Painlevé V equation. This
reduction can be performed in the spirit of §7, following the corresponding part of
[JM, Appendix C|. Although we do not perform the computation here, let us state
the result.

Theorem 8.10 [Tr|. Assume that s > 0. Then the function

dlndet(l - K|(S7+OO)>
S

o(s) = 7

satisfies the differential equation

(s0")? = (2(0") 2 =50 +04(v1 +ra+v3 +V4)U')2—4(0'+V1)(0'+1/2)(a'+y3)(0'-i£1/4)),
8.2

where

/
1 =1v=0, v3=—z Vy=—-2.

52



This result can of course also be obtained from Theorem 7.1 via the limit tran-
sition discussed in Proposition 8.8.

Very much in the same way as the 5[} kernel becomes the Jacobi kernel at
integral values of z and w, the Whittaker kernel becomes the Laguerre kernel if one
of the parameters z, 2’ is an integer, see [P.III, Remark 2.4]. Without giving any
details, we formulate the results which can be obtained using this specialization.

Let J be a proper subset of R, whose left endpoint is allowed to coincide with
0, and whose right endpoint is allowed to coincide with 4o0.

Theorem 8.11. Assume that 0 < a < % Then the Fredholm determinant det(1 —
KLag| 1), where K-8 is the nth Laguerre kernel with parameter a, is the T-function
for the system of Schlesinger equations (8.1). The matrices {C; ?Zl are nilpotent

(if ay = 0 or agy, = 400 then C; = 0 or Cayy, = 0, respectively), and the eigenvalues
of A are equal to £a/2.

Theorem 8.12 [TW4]. Assume that s >0, a > —1. Let K, be the nth Laguerre
kernel with parameter o restricted to either (0,s) or (s,+00). Then the function

_dlndet(l - K,)

S) =
o(s) 7
satisfies the differential equation (8.2) with vy = vy, =0, v3 =n, vy =n + a.

8.3. The confluent hypergeometric kernel. This subsection is based on the
following observation.

Proposition 8.13. Set

/ /

z=2z9+1Y, 2 =Zg—iY, w=wy+1Y, w =wy—1iY. (83)
Then the o F; kernel K has the following scaling limit:

K(z,y) = _lim T-KF(EE), 2,y #0,

T—+o00 x

where the limit kernel depends on 1 complex parameter r = zg + wq, Rr > —%, and
has the form

_ 1 r+1,7+1 | Qx)P(y) — P(=)Q(y)
K<x’y)_%rl2§}ﬁr+l,2§}ﬁr+2} vy )
P(QZ) — |2$|§RT e—im+7‘r3r~sgn(m)/2 lFl 2;ET 2233] ’

— Rr —iz+7r-sgn(z)/2 r+1 .
Q(z) =2x |2z|" e 1Fy Wr + 2 2iz| .

Here 1 I} {CCL ) 93] is the confluent hypergeometric function also denoted as ®(a, ¢; x),

see [Er, 6.1].
The determinantal point process with the correlation kernel IC(z, y) describes the
decomposition of a remarkable family of measures on infinite Hermitian matrices
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on the ergodic (with respect to the U(oo) action) measures, see [BO4]. We will call
K(x,y) the confluent hypergeometric kernel.

For real values of r this kernel was obtained in [WF] as a scaling limit of
Christoffel-Darboux kernels for a certain system of orthogonal polynomials (called
the pseudo-Jacobi polynomials). For complex values of r such limit transition can
be carried out as well, see [BO4, §2].

Proof of Proposition 8.13. This is a direct computation. The relevant limit relation
for the hypergeometric functions in this case, has the form

oy

The determinantal point process defined by I has locally finite point configura-
tions almost surely, see [BO4]. Hence ([So, Theorem 4]), the restriction IC; = Ko,
to any finite interval (0,t) defines an operator of trace class, and det(1 — K;) is
well-defined. It is natural to conjecture that this Fredholm determinant satisfies
a differential equation obtained by taking the corresponding scaling limit of the
Painlevé VI equation of Theorem 7.1.

In the Proposition below we check that the limit of the differential equation
exists, and we observe that it is a o-form of the Painlevé V equation. In [WF] it
was proved that for the real values of r the determinant det(1 — K;) does indeed
satisfy this equation. The justification of this statement for all values of r in our
setup requires a proof that the corresponding restriction of the 5 F; kernel converges
to K; in trace norm, and we leave this technical issue aside here.

a, b+ 2i7

lim 2F1 c

T—+o00

a .
== 1F1 [C ‘2233} .G

Proposition 8.14. Under the change of parameters (8.3), and the change of the
independent variable s = Y /t, equation (7.1) converges to the following o-version
of the Painlevé V:

—(te")? = (2(te’ — 7)) + () +i(F —r)7")? — (6)%(c" — 2ir) (5’ + 2i7), (8.4)

where r = zg + wo and

o(s) = —% <5(t) _ i(’“;r) i 2”2) .

Proof. We derive (8.4) from (7.1), assuming that certain limits exist, as noted
above. Keeping in mind the relation s = T /¢, we have

T 1\ /T 1 2 d P
o(s) = <? — 5) <? + 5) <_T£) In det (1 - K(T/t,+oo))

(r+7)?T 1/ Zo+wo—2Zog—Wo\T—T
=42 (2
1 ¢ gt 2 2

dindet(1 —K|;) (r+7)? i(r—7)
:T _— - ]. .
< di n T )tow
dIndet(1 — K|;)
t
dt

Hence, anticipating that o(t) =
a(t) by the relation

+o(1) as T — +oo, we define




which leads to

do(s) t*d (T (. i(r—7) (r+7)? do(t) (r+7)2
ds _T5(7<(t)_ 2 4 ))_ a oW
do(s) B do(t) i(r —7)
s _”(8)_T< it )
d*o(s) _ 2 d ( da( ) s - r—i—r ) t3 d?c(
ds? Tdt dt dt2 ’

(s — %) <s+ 5) deS( o) _ T dt2 o(t) + O(1).

Substituting these relations into the equation (7.1) and passing to the limit T —
+00 we obtain
d - N2\ (,d%5(t)\”
50 L R (P
dt 4 dt?

_ (2 <d&(’1§t) B i(r;r)) (tda('igt) - #) L (7“-27“)2 (r;m)Q

+4 (t%it) - 5(1&))2 (t%ﬁ s ZF)Q L _47:)2) |

It is readily seen that the right-hand side of this equation is divisible by

(td&d(tt) 5 - (T—ZF)Q) |

and after this cancellation the equation exactly coincides with (8.4). O

Remark 8.15.
For r = 0 the kernel K becomes the sine kernel sin(z — y)/m(z — y), see [BO4,
§2]. Accordingly, equation (8.4) takes the form

—(t5")? = A(t7 — 5t — & + (7). (8.5)

This agrees with the celebrated result of [JMMS], which states that equation (8.5)
is satisfied by the function

(1) :t% Indet [ 1— W
T r Yy (O,t)

9. DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS: A GENERAL APPROACH

Lemmas 4.3, 4.4 point to a general method for proving that a wide class of
determinants satisfy Painlevé equations (see the Introduction and [TW1-4]). We
illustrate the method in the case of the Airy kernel
Ai(x)Ai' (y) — Ai(z)Ai' (y)

T —y

Az,y) =
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where Ai(x) is the well-known Airy function. This kernel arises in random matrix
theory ([F], [TW2]) and plays a central role in the interaction of combinatorics and
random matrix theory (see e.g. [BDJ1], [BDJ2], [Ok], [BOO], [J]).

For s € R, let A denote the operator obtained by restricting the kernel A(x,y)
to L?(s,+00). The basic result of Tracy and Widom [TW2] is that

d2
—@ lndet(]. — AS) = U2(3>,
where u(s) solves the Painlevé II equation
u” = 2u® + su
with initial conditions
u(s) ~ —Ai(s) as s = +o0.

We now outline a proof of this fact using Lemmas 4.3, 4.4. It will be clear to
the reader that the method extends, in particular, to the general class of kernels
considered in [TW4].

In the notation of Lemmas 4.3, 4.4, let ¥ = R, 35 = J = (s,+00), and ¥; =
Y\ Yo = (—o0,s]. Let B(¢) be a 2 x 2 fundamental solution of the differential

equation
dB
PU_10 5] s aano=1

with B11(¢) = Ai'(C), B21(¢) = Ai((). Set

B((), 3¢ >0,
1 —2m

, SC<O0.
0 1} ¢

Set

and note that v = I + 2wifgt. Also

P =m@)fo) = | i) | 6@ =m e = | ).

and we set
vo(x) = I — 27iF (2)G*(z), x € 3o = (s,+00).

Let myg solve the normalized RHP (X2, v2), ms(¢) — I as ( — co. By Lemma 4.4,

M(C) = ms(¢)m(¢)
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solves the “simple” jump relation My = M_v on ¥;. Standard arguments as in
Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 6.2 now imply that M satisfies the Lax pair

(e L))o 1)
d]\fls(o - _Cis lf _qp} M(Q), (9.2)

where [f 9 } is nilpotent. Here a, b, p, q, r are suitable constants which depend

only on s. By (6.9),
d —1 !
P Indet(1 — As) = (H " (s)H'(8))21,
where the prime refers to the derivative with respect to ¢, and
0 1

M(C) = H(O) [1 2miln(C ﬂ . (9.3)

As noted, in §4 (see (4.3)), det H({) = 1 and H(() is analytic near ( = s (in fact,
H(() is entire). Using (9.1) and (9.3), we find

M/M—l :HIH—l + CisH |:8 (1):| H—l — [il C_—l_lb:| + 1 [p q :|

which leads to the relation
(H'(s)H'(5))21 = 2ap + q + (s + b)r-.

The compatibility of the Lax-pair equations (9.1), (9.2) yields ([KH, §2]) the rela-

tions 2ap + q + (s + b)r = a, % = r, where r solves the Painlevé 34 equation

d?r i dr
ds2  2r

2
E) — 472 4 251,

Writing r = —u?, a simple calculation shows that u solves the Painlevé II equation.
This verifies the above claim for
d? da 9
—@lndet(l —A;) = —E T
Note that one can also show that det(1 — Ay) is the 7-function for the isomon-
odromy deformation described by (9.1), (9.2).

APPENDIX. INTEGRABLE OPERATORS AND RIEMANN-HILBERT PROBLEMS

This appendix contains a brief summary of results on integrable operators and
corresponding Riemann-Hilbert problems which can be found in [IIKS], [KBI], [De].
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Let ¥ be an oriented contour in C. We call an operator L acting in L?(3, |d(|)
integrable if its kernel has the form

p.¢) = 2= O8O ey
¢(—¢
for some functions f;, g;, 7 =1,...,N. We shall always assume that

N
> £(Qgi(¢) =0, (€%,
j=1

so that the kernel L((, (') is nonsingular (this assumption is not necessary for the
general theory).

We do not impose here any restrictions on the functions f;, g; and on the contour
Y. For our purposes it suffices to assume that ¥ is a finite union of disjoint (possibly
infinite) intervals on the real line, f;, g; are smooth functions inside &, and

fisgi € LP(X,]dC|) N L(%, |dC|)  for some p, 1 < p < 4o00. (A.1)

These restrictions guarantee, in particular, that L is a bounded operator in L?(X).
Particular examples of integrable operators appeared in the mathematical phy-
sics literature a long time ago. However, integrable operators were first singled out
as a distinguished class in [ITKS].
It turns out that for an integrable operator L such that (1 + L)~! exists, the
operator K = L(1+ L)~ ! is also integrable.

Proposition A.1 [IIKS]. Let L be an integrable operator as described above and
K = L(1+ L)~t. Then the kernel K((,¢') has the form

S Fi(Q)G(¢)

e X
C_C, ’ C?Ce ’

K(¢, () =

where
F=0+4+L)7f,  G=0+LY g, j=1,...,N.

Y, £(0)g;(0) =0 on S, then Y2, F(Q)G5(¢) = 0 on S as well.

A remarkable fact is that F; and G; can be expressed through a solution of an
associated Riemann—Hilbert problem (RHP, for short).

Let v be a map from ¥ to Mat(k, C), where k is a fixed integer.

We say that a matrix function m : C\ ¥ — Mat(k, C) is a solution of the RHP
(X, v) if the following conditions are satisfied

e m(() is analytic in C\ X,
om0 =m (OO, (€D wherem(( = lim ()
¢’ €(%)-side
If in addition
e m(¢) = I as ( — oo,

we say that m solve the normalized RHP (X, v).
The matrix v(() is called the jump matriz.
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Proposition A.2 [IIKS]. Let L be an integrable operator as described above such
that the operator 1 + L is invertible. Then there exists a unique solution m(() of
the normalized RHP (¥,v) with

v(¢) =1 +2mi f(¢)g(¢)" € Mat (N, C),

where

f:(flv"'va)t7 g:(gl7"'7gN)tv
and the kernel of the operator K = L(1+ L)1 has the form

K¢, () =—F"%—, ¢{ex,

where
F:(F17"'7FN)t7 G:(le"'7GN>t

are given by

F(¢) =m4(0) f(Q) =m—(0) f(O),  G(§) =mi"(C) g(¢) =m="(C) g(C).

In other words, the inverse (1 4+ L)~! of 1 plus an integrable operator can be
expressed in terms of the solution of an associated problem in complex variables.

The function m(¢) may have singularities at the points of discontinuity of the
jump matrix v (e.g., at the endpoints of &). Unless specified otherwise, we assume
that m(¢) belongs to the L2-space locally on any smooth curve passing through
the singular point. Under our restrictions on f;, g;, and &, see above, the solution
m(¢) in Proposition A.2 satisfies this condition.

A discrete version of the Propositions A.1 and A.2 is given in [Bor2].

Let now ¥ = X; U X 7 be a union of two contours. Assume that the operator L
in the block form corresponding to this splitting is as follows

0 hr(z)hir(y)
L(':B7y) = h[(y)hI[(I) Oy
T—y

for some functions hy(-) and hy;(-) defined on ¥; and X, respectively.
Then the operator L is integrable with N = 2. Indeed,

f1(@)g1(y) + fa(x)g2(y)

L(z,y) = o mYEL
r—y
where
hr(z), =€ X, { 0, r €Yy,
x) = go(x) = ) =91\T) =
fl( ) 92( ) { O, T c EII? f2( ) gl( ) h,II(ZL'), T € E]].

The jump matrix v(x) of the corresponding RHP has the form

1 27ih?
[ i I(x)}’ ves,
0 1
v(z) = . 0
, €Y.
[QM' h%,(z) 1] vesn
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It can be easily seen that the RHP in such a situation is equivalent to the following
set of conditions:

e matrix elements mi; and ms; are holomorphic in C\ Xy;

e matrix elements mio and mgyy are holomorphic in C\ Xy;

e on Y7 the following relations hold

mi1 4 (7) — my_(x) = 2mi h(x)mia(x),

ma14(T) — ma1_(x) = 2mi h%(.’lﬂ‘)mgg(fﬁ);

on X7 the following relations hold

migy () — mig_(z) = 2mi h%l(x)mll(x),

Moz (T) — maa_(x) = 2mi h%l(l')mm(ﬁ);

m(x) ~ I as x — oo.
According to Proposition A.2, the kernel K (x,y) in block form corresponding to
the splitting > = 3; U X7 is given by

K(z,y)
hi(z)hi(y)(=mi1(z)ma1(y)+mai(z)mi11(y)) hr(z)hrr(y)(mii(z)mez(y)—mei (z)mi2(y))

hrr(@)hi(y)(maz(x)mi1(y)—miz2(x)m21(y))  hrr(@)hir(y)(=maoz(z)mi2(y)+miz(z)m22(y))

T—y T—y
(A.2)
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