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This paper studies the Hankel determinant generated by a perturbed Jacobi weight, which
is closely related to the largest and smallest eigenvalue distribution of the degenerate Jacobi
unitary ensemble. By using the ladder operator approach for the orthogonal polynomials, we
find that the logarithmic derivative of the Hankel determinant satisfies a nonlinear second-
order differential equation, which turns out to be the Jimbo-Miwa-Okamoto o-form of the
Painlevé VI equation by a translation transformation. We also show that, after a suitable
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1 Introduction

As a fundamental research object in random matrix theory, the Hankel determinant is defined by

n—1

b
D,, = det </ :L’ij(:c)d:c) :
. o

27.]

where w(z) is a weight function supported on the interval [a,b]. This Hankel determinant is equal
to the partition function of the unitary ensemble of n x n Hermitian matrices with eigenvalues

{xlaxZa s >xn} [26]7

Dn nl/[ab i—xj)znlw(%)dxj-
‘]:

1<i<j<n

Due to the importance in random matrix theory, Hankel determinants generated by the per-
turbed Gaussian, Laguerre and Jacobi weights have been studied extensively in the past decade,
see [4, 5, &, O 12], 17, 25] 31, 34 B35, 36]. They can be viewed as the partition function of the cor-
responding perturbed unitary ensembles. Hankel determinants also play an important role in the
gap probability problems, including the largest and smallest eigenvalue distribution in the unitary
ensembles, see [3| [7, 15 241 28, 29]. In addition, they have been applied to the wireless communi-
cation systems [I1], 13] and many branches of applied mathematics and mathematical physics (see
[6], 14, 22| 27] for example).

In this paper, we consider the Hankel determinant generated by a perturbed Jacobi weight,

namely,

n—1

1
Do) : = det ( / xiﬂ‘w(x,t)dx)
i,5=0
= / H SL’), dxjv (11>
[01] 1<z<]<n 7=1

where
w(z,t) = 2°(1 —2)° |z —t|"(A+ Bl(z — 1)), z, t€0,1], a, B, v>0.
Here 0(z) is the Heaviside step function, i.e., (z) is 1 for x > 0 and 0 otherwise; A and B are
constants, and A >0, A+ B > 0.
As stated in the previous work [30], this Hankel determinant is connected with the partition
function of the Jacobi unitary ensemble with a single eigenvalue degeneracy, and the largest and
smallest eigenvalue distribution of this degenerate Jacobi unitary ensemble. See also [33] on the

study of the Hankel determinant for the Gaussian case.
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As a matter of fact, the Hankel determinants generated by perturbed Gaussian, Laguerre and
Jacobi weights are usually related to the well-known nonlinear second-order ordinary differential
equations-Painlevé equations. Chen and Zhang [15] studied the v = 0 case in (I.1]), and showed
that the logarithmic derivative of the related Hankel determinant satisfies a particular o-form of
Painlevé VI. Dai and Zhang [17] considered the situation of t < 0 and A =1, B = 0 in (LI]), and
established the relation of the Hankel determinant with another particular Painlevé VI. The main
difference of our problem and [I7] is that our weight vanishes at a singular point ¢ in the interior of
the support, and this will increase the difficulty in the analysis. Actually, they mentioned the case
with A =1, B = 0 in (1), but did not prove it (see Remark 1.2 in [17]). We will show that the
results in [I7] are still valid in our problem.

The approach in this paper is the ladder operators associated with the orthogonal polynomials.
We first write the Hankel determinant as the product of the square of the norm of the corresponding
monic orthogonal polynomials (see (ILT)). Then we use the ladder operator approach to analyze the
properties of the orthogonal polynomials to obtain a series of difference and differential equations.
From this we establish the relation of the Hankel determinant with the Painlevé equations. This
approach has been widely applied to the Hankel determinants for various perturbed weight functions,
see [3, 4, B, [7, @ 121 15 17, 25, 28, 29, B0, BI]. We will state some elementary facts about the
orthogonal polynomials at first.

Let P,(z,t) be the monic polynomials of degree n orthogonal with respect to the weight w(z, t),
1
/ P, (z,t) P, (z, t)w(x, t)dr = hy(t)mn, m,n=0,1,2,..., (1.2)
0

where

Pu(z,t) = 2" +p(n,t)z" " + - -

We will see that p(n,t), the coefficient of 27!, plays an important role in the following discussions.

The three-term recurrence relation of the orthogonal polynomials shows that [16] 32]
xP,(z,t) = Poyp1(2,t) + an(t) Po(z,t) + 5 (t) Pooi (2, 1), (1.3)
supplemented by the initial conditions

P()([L’,t) = 1, 50(t)P_1(l’,t) = 0.



It is easy to see that

an(t) = p(n,t) —p(n+1,1) (1.4)
and
hn(t)
(1) = 1.5
) = 120 (15)
A telescopic sum of (4] gives
n—1
Y a;(t) = —p(n, 1) (1.6)
=0
Finally, it is well known that [20]
n—1
D.(t) =[] hs(0) (1.7
=0

This paper is organized as follows. Sec. 2 applies the ladder operators and the associated
compatibility conditions to the perturbed Jacobi weight to obtain some important equations. Sec.
3 mainly derives the Painlevé VI equation sasisfied by the logarithmic derivative of the associated
Hankel determinant. Sec. 4 shows that our problem is related to the Painlevé III equation under a
suitable double scaling. In addition, the asymptotic behavior of the Hankel determinant is given in

two special cases.

2 Ladder Operators and its Compatibility Conditions

In the following discussions, for convenience, we shall not display the ¢ dependence in P, (z), w(x),
hy, o, and 3, unless it is needed. The following lemmas have been proved by Min and Chen [30],

following Basor and Chen [3] and Chen and Feigin [10].

Lemma 2.1. Let wy(x) be a smooth weight function defined on [a,b], and wo(a) = we(b) = 0. The
monic orthogonal polynomials with respect to w(x) = wo(z)|x —t|"(A+ Bb(z —t)), t € [a,b], v >

0, A>0, A+ B > 0 satisfy the lowering operator equation

(C% + Bn(z)) Po(z) = BnAn(2)Pua(2), (2.1)

and the raising operator equation

(d% = Bu(2) - v’o<z>) Pyoi(z) = —Ap_1(2)Pu(2), (2.2)



where

b s 2 — v/
Az o= o [ BEZ )y + e,

2—y
L S () N
nleit) = o [ e
Bu(2) = [ IR )2ty + )
_ 2 [Pk
W= | o

and vo(z) = —Inwy(z).

Lemma 2.2. The functions A, (z) and B, (z) satisfy the following equations:

Bit1(2) + Bu(z) = (2 — an) An(2) — vo(2), (51)
L+ (2 = an)(Bay1(2) — Bu(2)) = Buy1Ania(2) — BuAn-1(2), (S2)
Bi(2) +vo(2)Bu(2) + Y Aj(2) = BuAn(2)Ani(2). (53)

0

<

Lemma 2.3. The monic orthogonal polynomials P,(z) satisfy the second-order linear ordinary

differential equation

P! (z) — (Vg(z) + %8) P'(2) + (B;L(z) — Bn(z)ﬁigg + ;Aj(z)> P,(z) =0.

Remark 1. Equations (2.I)) and (2.2]) are called the ladder operators. The compatibility conditions
(S1), (S2) and (%) are valid for z € C U {o0}.

For our problem, the weight and associated quantities are
w(z) = wo(z)|x —t|"(A+ B(z — 1)), =, t €[0,1], v >0,

wo(z) = 2%(1 — 2)°, vo(x) = —alnz — BIn(l —z), a, >0,
vo(2) = voly) _ a B
-y 2y (1=2)(1-y)
From Lemma 2.1 and noting that wy(0) = wp(1) = 0, we have
Ay =20 Tl e, 23)

z z—1




where

z(f) :% 0 Y
(D) = h% /0 Pﬁlyzu;y) .
_ v [T Pyw(y)
A A e T
and
B,(z) = y"z(t) - Z"_(ti +ba(2, 1),
where
o (t) = ha_l/o Pn(y)Pn_l(y)w(y)d%
() = hf_l/o Pn(y)lznj(y)w(y)d%
7 [T Pu@)Paa(y)w(y)
w0 =5 | S

Theorem 2.4. As z — oo, A,(z) and B, (z) have the following series expansions:

v+ (t—1)R, — tz, N Y(t + ay) + (2 — 1R, — t?z,

An(z) = 22 >3
Yt + @ + toy, + By + Bug1) + (£ — 1R, — tPz, 1
7 +0 (=],

n (t—1)r, —ty, —nt N VBn — nt? + (12 — 1), — ty,

Ba(z) = z 22
+ Vﬁn(t + a, + Oén—l) j4t3(rn —Yn — n) —Tn + O <i) .

Proof. As z — oo,

and
1 1 1 1 Yy Y\ 2 y\3 1 1y oy P
P () o(8)) <L

z—y =z 1-4¢ z( +z+ z - z - 24 z+22+z3+z4

Then from the definition of a,(z,t) and b,(z,t) we have

(2.4)

an(2,t) = zh, y—t 22h,,
1,3p2
¥ v’ P (y)w(y) 1
- z4hn/0 y—t dy +0 25 )7

6

1 2 1 2
v / Pn(y)w(y)dyjL ¥ /yPn(y)w(y)dyjL v /
0 0 y—t 23hn Jo y—t



> P,(y)P,_ *yP,(y)P,_
bot) = / () 1(y)w(y)dy L / yPu(y) 1(y)w(y)dy
zhn_1 Jo y—t 22hn-1 Jo y—t
oo , .2 oo .3
gl Y Pu(y) P (y)w(y) g / Y Pu(y) P (y)w(y) 1
d dy+0|(—).
* 23N, /0 y—t yt 24hn_1 Jo y—t yt 25
Through integration by parts, we find
1Pr% w 1
o [ B gy — [T Ryl oA+ BOly — )y
0 0
L P (y)uw(y L P (y)uw(y
L [ By, [ RO, o
o l-y o Y-t
where we have used the formula [10]
v _ vy y |y B t|ﬁf
Oly—t"=6dy—t)((y—t)" =t —y)") +v 1
and
9y0(y —t) =0y —1).
It follows that
1 P2
l/ OO PR 2.8)
hn Jo y—t
Similarly, we have
1
g Po(y) Paa(y)w(y)
dy =r, — y, —n. 2.9
o /0 t y y (2.9)
With the aid of the recurrence relation (L3) and the orthogonality (I.2]), we find
n ~ +n t n — +n t n t2 n ~— +n
anert) = T Tn ) YA m o) | SEF o) F R )
z 2 z
Yt + o + tan + Bn + Bus1) + (R — 2y) 1
4 +0 5]
2 z
_ _ _ _ 2 _ _
b(et) = U n t(rn U n)  APntt (rng Yo — 1)
2 z z
3 _ _
Wﬁn(t + ay + O‘n—1>4+t (Tn Yn n) +0 (is) '
z 2
In view of (Z3) and (2Z4]), we obtain the desired results. O

Substituting (23] and (2.6]) into (S1), we get the following three equations by comparing the

coefficients of %, Ziz and Zig on both sides:

t—1D)R,—tr,+a+f+y+2n+1=0, (2.10)
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(t = 1) (Fng1 +70) = U(Yns1 +yn) = B+ Cn+1+9)t+ (£ — ant + an — 1) Ry + (toy, — )z, (2.11)
=1 (g1 +70) = Y1 +yn) = B+ 2n+ 1+ + (P —ant® + o, — )R, + (FPay, — )z, (2.12)
Eliminating y,+1 + v, from (211 and (2.12]), we have
Tne1 + 7 = (1 —ay)R, — B. (2.13)
Similarly, eliminating r,.1 + r,, from (ZI1]) and [212]) gives
Yn+1+Yn+ (@ — )z, + t— 1R, + B+7+2n+1=0.

Using (2.10), it follows that

Yntl T Yn = O — QpTy. (214)

Similarly, substituting (2.5) and (2.6]) into (Ss), we have the following equations by comparing

the coefficients of 1 Ziz and Z%:

z)?

ap =1t — (t = 1)(rns1 = n) + t(Uns1 — ), (2.15)

(t = 1) (Bus1Rns1 — BnRn—1) — t(Brt1Tpt1 — Butn—1)

= (1 —apt+an — D(rppr — 1) — (2 = tay) (Yne1 — Yn) + tay, — 2, (2.16)
(t2 - 1)(6n+1Rn+1 - ﬁan—l) - t2(ﬁn+1zn+l - ﬁnzn—l)
= (B —ant® +an— D — 1) — (£ — 20n) Wng1 — Yn) + 2o, — 12 (2.17)
In view of (L), a telescopic sum of ([ZI5]) gives
p(n,t) = (t — 1)r, — ty, — nt. (2.18)
From the above results, we have three important equations in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5.

ﬁanRn—l = TEL + ﬁrna (219)
/annxn—l = Z/i — OYn, (220)
Brn(RpnTn_1+ TnRu1) = 2r,yn + 2n+ B+ y)rn — 2n 4+ a+ 7))y, — n(n + 7). (2.21)

8



Proof. We start from eliminating £,.1%,11 — Bnxn—1 from ([210) and (2.I7) to obtain
Brs1Rns1 — BuRu—1 = (1 — ) (11 — ). (2.22)
Multiplying both sides of (2.22]) by R, produces
Bri1Rns1 By — BuRn Ry = (1 — o) Ro (g1 — 7).
Using (2.13)), the above becomes
Bus1Rui1 Ry — BuRn Ry =12 — 12+ B(Fns1 — ). (2.23)

Noting that SyRo(t)R-1(t) = 0 and 7(t) = 0, a telescopic sum of (2.23) gives (2.19).
To proceed, we substitute ([2.22)) into (2.16) and obtain

Brarnst = Ptnoy = =(t = 1)(Fng1 — 70) + (£ = ) (Ynt1 — yn) + 1 — .
Using (2.15]), the above becomes
Brs1Znt1 — Bnn-1 = —n(Yn+1 — Yn)-
Multiplying both sides by x,, gives
Bri1Zni1Tn — BaZnTn1 = —nTn(Ynt1 — Yn)-
It follows from (2.I4]) that
Bri1Tni1Tn — BulnTpn 1 = 2/721+1 - 2/72@ — (Ynt1— Yn)-

A telescopic sum produces (Z.20)).
To derive (2.21), we subtract (2.16) from (2.I7) to obtain

ﬁn—f—l(Rn-‘rl - xn-{—l) - 6n(Rn—1 - zn—l) - (t - an)(rn-i-l —Tn — YUn+1 + Yn — ]-)
Multiplying both sides by R,, — z,, shows that

ﬁn—i—l(Rn—l-l _xn—l-l)(Rn_xn) _5n(Rn _xn)(Rn—l _xn—l) = (t_an)(Rn _xn)(rn—i-l —Tn—Yn+1 _'_yn_ 1)
(2.24)



The difference of (2.12) and (2.11]) gives
(t—ap)(Ry—xp) =Tpy1 + 70 — Yns1 — Yn —2n— 1 — 7.
Inserting it into (2.24)), we find

5n+1(Rn+l - xn—l—l)(Rn - In) - 6n(Rn - xn)(Rn—l - xn—l)
= (Tn-i-l —Yn+1 — N — 1 _7)(Tn+1 —Yn+1 — N — 1) - (Tn — Un _n_’}/)(rn — Yn — n)
A telescopic sum produces

Brn(Rp — ) (Rue1 — Tp1) = (T — Y — 1 — ) (rn, — Y — ). (2.25)

Substituting (2.19) and (2.20) into ([2:25), we obtain (2.21)). O

Remark 2. The three important equations (2.19), (2.20) and (2.21) were derived from (5%) directly
in [17]. But in our case, we have to obtain them from the combination of (S;) and (S2).
Finally, substituting (23] and (20)) into (S5) and comparing the coefficients of % on both sides,

we get (2.10). Comparing the coefficients of Z%, we find the following equation,

np+n(2n+a+p+y)t—2n+a+p)(t—1)r,+(2n+a+5)ty,+v HX:I o+ (t*—1) Ti R;—t* Ti z; = 0.
- - - (2.26)
Using (L6) and (2I8), we have
n—1
Z a; = —p(n,t) = —(t — 1)ry, + ty, + nt.
=0

Plugging it into (2.26]) and replacing x; by R; from (2.I0), we obtain

—_

nf4+nn+y)t—2n+a+B+y)t—Dr,+ Cn+a++)ty, + (t —1) ; R;=0. (2.27)

J

Il
=)

The equations obtained from (S7), (S3) and (S%) will play a significant role in the derivation of
the Painlevé VI equation satisfied by the logarithmic derivative of the Hankel determinant D, (t) in

the next section.
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3 Painlevé VI and its o-Form

In this section, we devote our efforts to deriving the second-order ordinary differential equation
satisfied by the logarithmic derivative of the Hankel determinant. After suitable transformation,
the relation of our Hankel determinant with the Painlevé equation will be established. We begin

with taking a derivative with respect to ¢ in the following equation
1
/ Pz, )x*(1 — )|z — t|"(A+ BO(x — t))dx = hy(t), n=0,1,2,...,
0

which produces

h/

n

(t) = —7/0 7P"(x)w(x)dx.

x—1

It follows from (2.8) that

d
talnhn(t):t:cn—tRn:oz+ﬁ+7+2n+1—Rn, (3.1)

where we have used (2.10) in the second equality.
In view of (LH]), we have

d
120 B (t) = 2= R+ R,

Then,
E30() = Bo(2 — Ro + Ruoy). (3.2)

We now define a quantity related to the logarithmic derivative of the Hankel determinant,

Ho(t) = t(t — 1)% In D, (t).

From (L.7) and (B.1]) we have

[asry

Holt) = nln 0k +9)(E 1) — (6= 1) 3 Ry(e). (33)

Il
o

On the other hand, taking a derivative with respect to ¢ in the equation
1
/ Po(2,t)Py_i (2, )x*(1 — 2)°|lz —t|"(A+ BO(x —t))de =0, n=0,1,2,...,
0

we obtain

d
%p(na t) =Tn = Yn —TN. (34>

11



It follows that

tal, (t) = ay + 1y — Ty, (3.5)
where use has been made of (L4)) and (2.I5]).
In addition, substituting (Z.I8)) into (3.4]) gives the following important relation,

(t— 1) () = ty (0). (3.6)

Proposition 3.1. The recurrence coefficient cv,, has the following expression in terms of vy, y, and
Rn;

(a+B+vy+2n+2)a, =2(t — )r, — 2ty, — (t — DR, + ta+ (t — 1)B + ¢, (3.7)
while B, has the expression in terms of r, and y,,

(a+p+v+2n+1)(a+B8+v+2n—1)p,

= tyn — (t = D)ra]* = (t = 1) (20t + 4t 4+ B)rn +t[(t — 1)(2n +7) — ] yn 4+ n(n +7) (> — t).

(3.8)
Proof. From (2.13]) and (2.14]) we have
Tni1=(1—ap)R, — B —ry (3.9)
and
Ynt1 = & — QpTp — Y. (3.10)

Substituting (3.9) and (B.10) into (2.13]), and using ([2.10) to eliminate x,,, we obtain (3.7).
Multiplying (2:20) by ¢? on both sides, and using (Z.I0) to eliminate z,, and z,_1, together with

the aid of (Z19), we obtain

t—1D[(a+p+7v+2n—-1)B,R,+ (a+B+~v+2n+1)5,R,_1]
= Py’ —ay,) -t —1D202+8r) —(a+B8+v+2n+ D(a+ B+~ +2n—1)5,.(3.11)

Similarly, from (2.21]) we have

(a+B8+y+2n—1D)p R+ (a+B8+vy+2n+1)5,R1

= 2n+ B+ tr, — (2n+ a + Yty + 2trpy, — 2(t — 1)(r2 + Br,) —n(n +)t. (3.12)

Substituting (812]) into (B.11)) we obtain (3.8]). O

12



Proposition 3.2. The auziliary quantities r,(t) and y,(t) can be expressed in terms of H,(t) and

H!(t) as follows,
_ n?4no+ny + Hy(t) — tH)(t)

() 2+ a+ B+ ’
(t) = _n?4nf+ny — Ho(t) + (¢t = D H (1)
i) = 2n+a+ B+~ '
Proof. From ([227)) and (B3] we have
Cnt+a+p+y)[t—Dr,—ty] =nCn+a++2y)t—nn+a+vy) — Hy(t). (3.13)

Taking a derivative with respect to ¢ and using (B.6]), we obtain
2n+a+ B+ —yn) =n2n+a+ B+2y) — H.(t). (3.14)
The combination of (B.13) and (B.14) gives the desired result. O
From the above results, we are now able to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. The quantity H,(t) satisfies the following nonlinear second-order ordinary differen-

tial equation,

£2(t — 1)2(H")? + 4t(t — 1)(H)® — {4(% —1)H, + [4n® + 4n(a+ f +7) + (a + §)?] 2
— 2[20% 4+ 2n(a + B+ ) +ala+7) + Bla = )] t+ (@ +7) J(H,)?
+ 2{2H5+ [(4n® +4dn(a+ B+7) + (a+ B)?) t — 2n* — 2n(a + B+7) —ala+7) — Bla — )] H,
— my(n+a+B+)(a—B)t—a—q] M, — [4n® +dn(a + B+7) + (a+ B)?] H2

+ 2ny(a—B)(n+a+B+vy)H, —n*VP(n+a+B+7)*=0. (3.15)

Proof. Define

X = PRy,
Y =6,R,_1.
It follows from (2Z.19) that
XY = Bu(r2 + Br,). (3.16)

From ([3.2) and (B12]) we get two linear equations satisfied by X and Y:

X-Y =28, —t8

n’

13



(2n+a+B+y—1) X +(2n+a+B+y+1)Y = [28-+(2n—B+9)t]rn—2(t—1)r2 —(2n+-a+7)ty,+2tr,y, —n(n+)t.
Solving for X and Y and substituting the expressions into (B.16]), we get an equation for r,,, y,, B,

and /). Using (B.8) and Proposition B.2] we obtain the second-order differential equation satisfied
by H,(t). O

From Theorem [3.3] we readily have the following result.

Theorem 3.4. Let
O'n(t) = Hn(t) + Clt + Co,
where

clz—n(n+a+ﬁ+7)—%,
6 = g l2n(n+a+§+9) + @+ )5 — (a = B,

Then o, (t) satisfies the following Jimbo-Miwa-Okamoto o-form of Painlevé VI [23] (page 446
(c.61)),

o7, [t(t = D)on] + [207,(to], = 00) = (01)* = vavavara]” = (0, + v})(o, +13) (0, + 3) (o, + 3),

with the parameters

a—+p 0 —« :2n+a+5

. V 2t adt 42y
2 ) 2 — 9 ) 3 9 ) - .

2

Vv = Vy

Proof. Substituting H,(t) = 0,(t) — c1t — ¢z into equation (B.15), we obtain the desired result. O

In the end, we show that the auxiliary quantity R, (t) satisfies a particular painlevé VI up to a

linear transformation.

Theorem 3.5. Let
t—1)R,(t
5.(0) o (L= DRu()
nt+a+B+v+1

Then S, (t) satisfies the Painlevé VI equation [19]

+1. (3.17)

w o L(1 1 1 e (1 1 1 /
Su = 2<Sn+5n—1+5n—t)(5”) t+t—1+Sn—t Sn

Sn(Sn — 1)(Sh — 1) pot  ps(t—1)  pat(t—1)
2= 1) Mt e T e T2 T S, — 2 )
where
_(@nta+B+y+1)° _ o _» _ 1=
:ul 2 ) ,LL2 2 ) ,LL3 2 ) :u4 2 .



Proof. Eliminating 7, from (2.I3) and (B.5) gives
tal (t) = B+ a, +2r, — (1 — a,)R,.

Substituting (3.7)) into the above and taking account of (3.06), we obtain the expression of y, in

terms of R,,, R! and r,,

1
hn = ztRn{t(t_l)R;_(t—1>Ri+[2(t—1)rn+(a+ﬁ+1)t—a—2ﬁ_7_2n_1]Rn
+ 20t B+ 20+ g+ Bla+ B+y+2m+ 1), (3.18)

Replacing 3, R,_1 by T’QL;—BL“ in (312) and making use of (3.8]) together with the aid of (B.IF]), we

finally obtain a linear equation for r,. Hence we can express 7, in terms of R,, and R,
re = f(Ru, R)). (3.19)

where f(R,, R.) is a function that is explicitly known. We do not write it down because it is
somewhat long.
On the other hand, using (2.19), equation (3.2]) can be written as

rfL + Bry,

(3.20)

In view of (3.8), (BI8) and (B19), we see that [, can also be exclusively expressed in terms of R,
and R/,

where g(R,, R} is also a function that is explicitly known.

Substituting (B19) and (321 into (3:20), we obtain a second-order differential equation satisfied
by R,(t). Using the transformation (3.I7)), we finally get the Painlevé VI equation satisfied by
Sn(t). O

Remark 3. If v = 0, the results in Theorem [3.4] and are coincident with the ones in [I5]. In

addition, we extend the results in [I7] to a more general situation.
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4 Double Scaling Analysis and Asymptotics

It is well known that the standard Jacobi polynomials P admit the following important limit

relationship [18] (page 173 (41))

2 _
. —a ] z . z a
Jim ™" P ’(1‘272)—@ Ja(2),

where J,(z) is the Bessel function of the first kind of order «. This motivates us to execute the
double scaling, namely, n — oco,t — 0, such that s = ¢ n?t is fixed. Here c is a constant to be

suitably chosen later.

We define
o(s):=— lim H, (i) :

n—o00 cn?

After the change of variables, equation (B.I5) becomes

$2 (0" (s))? + 4s (6(s))” — [(a +7)? — % + 40(5)] (o'(s))* — % (ay +7° +20(s)) o'(s) — Z—z

[25 (o(s))* — (ay + 7>+ 20(s)) o'(s) — 7—} + O (i) =0. (4.1)

c n?

2(a+ 4 7)
cn

_l_

We have obtained the coefficient of the O (#) term. Since the expression is very long, we do not
write it down here.

Let n — oo and keep only the highest order term in (4.1]), we get

s2 (0" (s)) + 4s (o'(s))” — {(a +7)? — % + 40’(3)} (o(s))* — % (ay +7° +20(s)) o'(s) — Z—z = 0.

By choosing ¢ = —1, the above equation becomes

§*(0"())" + 45 (0'(5))” = [(+7)* +4s +40(s)] (o/(5)" +2 (a7 +7° + 20(s)) o'(s) = 7* = 0,

which is just the Jimbo-Miwa-Okamoto o-form of the Painlevé III. Hence we prove the following

theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Assuming that n — oo,t — 0, such that s = —n?t is fivred. Then o(s) :=

— lim H, (—-%) satisfies the Jimbo-Miwa-Okamoto o-form of the Painlevé III [21] (see (3.13) in
n—oo

page 1157),

(50" (5))" = 40" (5)(0"(5) = 1)(0(s) — 50'()) + (110" (s) — 0)?, (4.2)
with parameters vy = a4y, v = 7.
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Finally, we show the asymptotic behavior of the Hankel determinant in two special cases, which
are related to the largest and smallest eigenvalue distribution in the degenerate Jacobi unitary

ensemble.

Theorem 4.2. I[f A=0, B=1, thenast — 17,

F(755) 62 (F55) &2 (7 + 1)
GB+v+1)GB+1)G(y+1)
Gn+1)Gn+8+1)Gn+~v+1)G(n+B+~v+1)

G2 (n+22H1) G2 (n+ B2 +1) T (n + 2571
IfA=1, B=—1, then ast — 07,

Dy(t) ~ 272 ()"

(1 —t)n 88 (4.3)

L (55) 62 (555) &2 (2 +1)
Gla+v+1D)G(a+1)G(y+1)
Gn+1)Gn+a+1)Gn+~v+1)G(n+a+~v+ 1)16"("*“*”

G2 (n+ ) G2 (n+ 22 + 1) T (n+ 24
Here G(z) is the Barnes G-function, defined by (1]

Dn(t) ~ 2—2n(n+a+~/)(2ﬂ,>n

(4.4)

Gz + 1) = (2m)2e 2%+ 2H

k=1

{( ) _x+§i] ,

where 7y is the Fuler-Mascheroni constant.

Proof. If A=0,B =1, then (LT)) becomes

n

Do n'/“ T (o= 2?20 - 25)%(a; — ).

1<i<j<n 7j=1

After the change of variables z; = y; +t, j = 1,2,...,n, the above multiple integral turns to

1 n
D) = — IT @—v)? 1L+ 070 =t =)y dy,
CL01t" 1 cici<n j=1
= (1=t — / yi — y;)? Hy](l —y7)’1(1 — t)y; + t]*dy;,
n: [0,1]" 1<2<j<n =1

where we replace y; by (1 —t)y; in the second equality.
Ast — 17,

Du(t) ~ (1o L / s [ 0 - )y,

[0,1]" 1<2<j<n

= ey L [T e [T ),
j=1

1<z<j<n
= 2 B (] — BN D T 5],
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where we replace the variable y; by szj in the second step, and D, [wgs,] is the Hankel determinant

for the standard Jacobi weight (1 — y;)?(1 + y;)7. According to the formula (1.6) in [2], we obtain
E3).
On the other hand, in the case A =1, B = —1, from (LT]) we have

Du =g [T = TLag0 - a)te -y,

1<i<j<n
By the change of variables z; = ty;, j = 1,2,...,n, it gives

n

ninr—o 1
Dn(t):t(++“’)—'/ H 2Hy (1 — ;)7 (1 — ty;)’dy;.

01" 1<i<j<n j=1
Ast — 07, we find
Dn(t) ~ (n+a+y) n' / yj)2 H y?(l _ 'yj)’ydyj
[0,1]" 1<2<j<n 7=1

ninr+—oa nin+o 1 - o
= g nntata)yn(ntaty) / T @i—v)?T]Q = w1+ yy)dy;
LU 1<icj<n j=1

g-nintata)yintatd) p ry ]

yJ

where we replace the variable y; by in the second equality. Similarly, by using the formula

(1.6) in [2], we obtain (£.4). O
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