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Zeros of the 1.1.d. Gaussian Laurent series
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Abstract

On an annulus A, := {z € C : ¢ < |z| < 1} with a fixed ¢ € (0,1), we study a
Gaussian analytic function (GAF) and its zero set which defines a point process on A,
called the zero point process of the GAF. The GAF is defined by the i.i.d. Gaussian
Laurent series such that the covariance kernel parameterized by r > 0 is identified with
the weighted Szeg6 kernel of A, with the weight parameter r studied by Mccullough
and Shen. The GAF and the zero point process are rotationally invariant and have
a symmetry associated with the g-inversion of coordinate z ++ ¢/z and the parameter
change 7 <+ ¢?/r. When r = ¢ they are invariant under conformal transformations
which preserve A,. Conditioning the GAF by adding zeros, new GAFs are induced such
that the covariance kernels are also given by the weighted Szeg6 kernel of Mccullough
and Shen but the weight parameter r is changed depending on the added zeros.

We also prove that the zero point process of the GAF provides a permanental-
determinantal point process (PDPP) in which each correlation function is expressed
by a permanent multiplied by a determinant. Dependence on r of the unfolded 2-
correlation function of the PDPP is studied. If we take the limit ¢ — 0, a simpler but
still non-trivial PDPP is obtained on the unit disk . We observe that the limit PDPP
indexed by r € (0,00) can be regarded as an interpolation between the determinantal
point process (DPP) on D studied by Peres and Virag (r — 0) and that DPP of Peres
and Virag with a deterministic zero added at the origin (r — 00).
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1 Introduction and Main Results

1.1 Weighted Szeg6 kernel and GAF on an annulus

For a domain D C C, let X be a random variable on a probability space which takes
values in the space of analytic functions on D. If (X(21),...,X(z,)) follows a mean zero
complex Gaussian distribution for every n € N and every zq,...,2, € D, X is said to be a
Gaussian analytic function (GAF) [35]. In the present paper the zero set of X is regarded
as a point process on D denoted by a nonnegative-integer-valued Radon measure Zx =
Y weh: X (2)=0 J., and it is simply called the zero point process of the GAF. Zero-point processes
of GAF's have been extensively studied in quantum and statistical physics as solvable models
of quantum chaotic systems and interacting particle systems [10, 11} 32} 48, [49] 27, [17]. Many
important characterizations of their probability laws have been reported in probability theory
[24, O, [75], 64], 35 [71, H4].

A typical example of GAF is provided by the i.i.d. Gaussian power series defined on the
unit disk D := {z € C: |z| < 1}: Let Ny := {0,1,2,...} and {(,}nen, be i.i.d. standard
complex Gaussian random variables with density e /#I" /7 and consider a random power
series,

Xp(2) =Y (2", (1.1)

which defines an analytic function on D a.s. This gives a GAF on D with a covariance kernel

E[Xp(2)Xp(w)] = . —1z@ =: Sp(z,w), z,weD. (1.2)

This kernel is identified with the reproducing kernel of the Hardy space H?*(ID) called the
Szegd kernel of D [60] [8, [, [7]. Peres and Virdg [64] proved that Zx, is a determinantal
point process (DPP) such that the correlation kernel is given by Sp(z,w)* = (1 — 2w)~2,
z,w € D with respect to the reference measure A = m/m. Here m represents the Lebesgue
measure on C; m(dz) := dxdy, z = z + /=1y € C. (See Theorem in Section
below). This correlation kernel is identified with the reproducing kernel of the Bergman
space on D, which is called the Bergman kernel of D and denoted here by Kp(z,w), z,w € D
[60, 8, B3, [, [7]. Thus the study of Peres and Virdg on Xp and Zx, is associated with the
following relationship between kernels on D [64],

E[Xp(2)Xp(w)]* = Sp(z,w)* = Kp(z,w), =z w € D. (1.3)

(A brief review of reproducing kernels will be given in Section [2.1])

Let ¢ € (0,1) be a fixed number and we consider the annulus A, :={z € C: ¢ < |z| <
1}. In the present paper we will report the fact that, if we consider a GAF given by the
i.i.d. Gaussian Laurent series X, on A,, we will observe interesting new phenomena related
with X4, and its zero point process Zx, . The present results are reduced to those by Peres
and Virdg [64] in the limit ¢ — 0. Conversely, the point processes associated with Xp, are
extended to those associated with X, in this paper. The obtained new point processes
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can be regarded as elliptic extensions of the previous ones, since expressions for the former
given by polynomials and rational functions of arguments are replaced by those of the theta
functions with the arguments and the nome p = ¢ for the latter [78, 77, 81, [39, 29, 45|, 67, 65].
Moreover, we will introduce another parameter » > 0 in addition to ¢, and one-parameter
families of GAFs, { X} :r > 0} and zero point processes, {ngq :r > 0} will be constructed
on A,. Here put X, := ng and Z Xp, = Z X1 - Construction of a model on an annulus will
serve as a solid starting point for arguing general theory on multiply connected domains.
Even if the models are different, studies in this direction provide useful hints for us to proceed
the generalization [63], [15] [83] 16} 26], (5, [31), 30} 37, 66, 41, [14].

Consider the Hilbert space of analytic functions on A, equipped with the inner product

1 _
(Fouson = g [ FCIGGEI0de), g€ HAA)
with
o, (d2) = dp, ifze~y :={eV1?:0c|0,2n)},
' ) rde, ifze v, = {qeV"1% ¢ € ]0,2m)},

which we write as H2(A,). A complete orthonormal system (CONS) of H?(A,) is given by
{e(q’ N ez with

Zn

Vit

and the reproducing kernel is given by [56]

Ng s - (Zw)n
zwr Zeq q) ):Zm (14)

nez n=—

el (2) = z€h, nez,

This infinite series converges absolutely for z,w € A,. When r = ¢, this Hilbert function
space is known as the Hardy space on A, denoted by H?*(A,) and the reproducing kernel
Sa, () == Sa,(-,;q) is called the Szegé kernel of A, [60, 68]. The kernel with a
parameter r > 0 is considered as a weighted Szegd kernel of A, [61] and HZ(A,) is the
reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) [3] with respect to Sa,(-,-;7) [56,57]. We call r the
weight parameter in this paper. We note that implies that Sy, (2, z;7) is a monotonically
decreasing function of the weight parameter r € (0, 00) for each fixed z € A,.
Associated with H2(A,), we consider the Gaussian Laurent series

(1.5)

— (g,r)
el = 3 o

where {(, }nez are i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian random variables with density eI /.
Since lim,, s [¢2|™ = 1 a.s., we apply the Cauchy-Hadamard criterion to the positive and
negative powers of ng(z) separately to conclude that this random Laurent series converges
a.s. whenever z € A,. Moreover, since the distribution ¢, is symmetric, both of v, and 7,
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are natural boundaries [38, p.40]. Hence X}, provides a GAF on A, whose covariance kernel
is given by the weighted Szeg¢ kernel of A,

E[XA( )XT( ) = Sa,(z,w5r), zwe A,

and the zero point process is denoted by Z X = Y e RyiX], (2)=0 0,. In particular, we write
X, (2) == X} (2),2 € Ag and Zx, = Zng as mentioned above.

We recall Schottky’s theorem (see, for instance, [4]): The group of conformal (i.e., angle-
preserving one-to-one) transformations from A, to itself is generated by the rotations and
the g-inversions T},(z) := g/z. The invariance of the present GAF and its zero point process
under rotation is obvious. Using the properties of Sy, we can prove the following.

Proposition 1.1 (i) The GAF X§, gwen by has the (q, r)-inversion symmetry in the

sense that
(e, men) 2|/ @) zea,

where T, (z) := %(z) = —q/2*.

.. " % d
(11) For Zng = Zz 52“ let Tq ZXK(I = Zz 5Tq_l(Z¢)' Then Tq ZXK[I = ZXKZ/T

(iii) In particular, when r = q, the GAF X, is invariant under conformal transformations
which preserve A,, and so is its zero point process Zx,,-

This result should be compared with the conformal invariance of the DPP of Peres and Virag
on DD stated as Proposition in Section below. The proof of Proposition is given
in Section 3.1l

Remark 1 Note that (77(2))"/? = v/—1¢*/?/z is single valued and non-vanishing in A,, and
so is (T)(z))*/* if L € N. By the calculation given in Section , we have the equality,

(TN 2T S, (1), Ty(w)ir) = (1) S, (z,ws /)"

We define X’ (L) as the centered GAF with the covariance kernel Sa,(z,w;r)lon Ay, L € N.
Then it is rotatlonally invariant and having the (g, r)-inversion symmetry in the sense

{ayerexp®aen} 2 (9" X0, e,

L) is also rotationally invariant and symmetric

This implies that the zero point process of Xg’q(
under the (g, r)-inversion. In particular, the GAF Xg:) = Xg’q(L) and its zero point process

are invariant under conformal transformations which preserve A,. By definition Xl(;) = Xy,

given by (|1.5) with r = ¢. The formula (C.1)) and Proposition in Appendix |C| imply
that Xg]) is realized by ng)(z) = D ez = A, where c( = v/a—1/(2logq)
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with a = a(g) given by (C.9), ¢? = /I + /L= @00), n € Z\ {1}, and {Ghnez

are i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian random variables with density el /7. We do not
know explicit expressions for the Gaussian Laurent series of X&) for L = 3,4,..., but it

is expected that limy_o X" )( ) L X (z) = > nen, Gn L(LH\%L;'(LM_I) 2" z €D, and X

and Xé ) given above indeed satisfy such limit transitions. Here { X} DL > 0} is the famlly
of GAFs on D studied in [35, Sections 2.3 and 5.4] which are invariant under conformal
transformations mapping D to itself.

Let 6(-) := 0(-; ¢?) be the theta function, whose definition and basic properties are given
in Section[2.2] Following the standard way [29, 67], we put 6(z1, ..., z,) := [[~, 6(z). Then
(1.4]) is expressed as [50]

go0(—r=w)
O(—r,zw)’
with go :== []°2,(1 — ¢*), as proved in Section .

Remark 2 Consider an operator (U,f)(z) := f(¢*z) acting on holomorphic functions f
on C*. For n € N, Rosengren and Schlosser [67] called f an A,_; theta function of norm
a € C*if

(=1)"

(Uqf)(z) = Wf(z)-

Su,(z,w;r) = zZ,w € A, (1.6)

It is shown that f is an A,,_; theta function of norm a if and only if there exist C, by, ..., b,
such that [[,_, by = a and f(z) = CO(b1z,...,b,z) [67, Lemma 3.2]. In the following, given
n points z1,..., 2, € Ay, we will evaluate the weighted Szegd kernel at these points. In this

case, the weight parameter r for H2(A,) can be related to a norm for A,_; theta functions
as explained below. Put a = —r[[,_, Z and let @gn’a)(z) = CO(—727%) [[1<pap iy 0(2%0),
ze€hA,, j=1,...,n. Then {@gn’a)(z) ", form a basis of the n-dimensional space of the A,_;
theta functions of norm a. If we choose C’ = ¢2/0(—r), then evaluations of the weighted Szegd
kernel at the n points are expressed as Sa, (2, zj;7) = @g-n’a)(zi)/ [[-,0(zz),i=1,...,n.
Multivariate extensions of such elliptic function spaces were studied in [78].

1.2 Meccullough-Shen formula for the conditional Szeg6 kernel

For any non-empty set D, given a positive definite kernel k(z,w) on D x D, we can de-
fine a centered Gaussian process on D, Xp, such that the covariance kernel is given by
E[Xp(2)Xp(w)] = k(z,w), z,w € D. The kernel k induces RKHS #;, realized as a function
space having k as the reproducing kernel [3]. Now we define a conditional kernel

k(z, a)k(a,w)
kla,a) 7
for a € D such that k(a, ) > 0. Then, k% is a reproducing kernel for the Hilbert subspace

HY = {f € Hi : f(a) = 0}. The corresponding centered Gaussian process on D whose
covariance kernel is given by k“ is equal in law to Xp given that Xp(«a) = 0.

k*(z,w) = k(z,w) — z,w € D, (1.7)
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We can verify that if D C C is a simply connected domain with C* smooth boundary and
the Szegd kernel Sp can be defined on it, Riemann’s mapping theorem implies the equality

2, 6]
SH(z,w) = Sp(z,w)ha(2)he(w), z,w,a € D, (1.8)

where h,, is the Riemann mapping function; the unique conformal map from D to D satistying
ho(a) = 0 and Al (a) > 0. Actually (1.8)) is equivalent with (2.7) derived from Riemann’s
mapping theorem in Section below. In particular, when D = D, h, is the Mobius
transformation ) — ID sending « to the origin,

z—a 1—a/z

ho(z) = =z . z,a€eD. (1.9)

T l-—az “1-az

Figure 1: Conformal map h? : A, — D\ {a circular slit} is illustrated for ¢ = 1/3 and
a = 2/3. The point v = 2/3 in A, 3 is mapped to the origin. The outer boundary ~; of A, /3
(denoted by a red circle) is mapped to a unit circle (a red circle) making the boundary of
D. The inner boundary 73 of A;/3 (a green circle) is mapped to a circular slit (denoted by
a green arc) which is a part of the circle with radius a = 2/3, where the map is two-to-one
except the two points on 7,3 mapped to the two edges of the circular slit.

Since the theta function 6(z) can be regarded as an elliptic extension of 1 — z as suggested
by the formula lim, ,0(z;¢*) = 1 — z given by (2.16) below, we can think of the following
function as an elliptic extension of ((1.9));

hi(z) := Z@g((a@/gz)) = aee((zz/g)), z,o0 € A, (1.10)

We can prove that h is identified with a conformal map from A, to the unit disk with a
circular slit in it, in which o € A, is sent to the origin [56]. See Figure [l and Lemma [2.9|in
Section [2.6| Mccullough and Shen proved the equality

Si, (2, wir) = Sa, (zow;r|a)hL(2)hé(w),  z,w,a € Ay, (1.11)



as an extension of [56]. See Section below for a direct proof of this equality by
Weierstrass’ addition formula of the theta function . Up to the factor h?(z)h(w) the
conditional kernel qu(z, w; r) remains the weighted Szeg6 kernel, but the weight parameter
should be changed from r to r|a|?.

kot (z ) = (E* ) (2 w),  zow, 00,0, €D n=23,.... (1.12)
The kernels k% n = 2,3,..., will construct Hilbert subspaces H; """ 1= {f € Hy :
flog) =+ = f(an) = 0}.

ForneN, aq,...,a, € Ay, define

’y«({la[}?:l (’Z) = H hgtg (Z), S Aq- (113)

Spb o (z,wir) = Sa, (z, w; TH |a£|2)7f{1a£}7:1(z)yf{lw}?:l(w), z,w € Ay, (1.14)
=1
forn e N, ay,...,0, € A;. We can give probabilistic interpretations of the above facts as
follows.

Proposition 1.2 For any aq,...,a, € Ay, n € N, the following hold.
(i) The following equality is established,
{ngq(z) tz € Ay} given {X&q(al) =... = ng(an) =0}

d ,r.l—[n: ‘OL |2
< {”Yf{lae}g:1(2)XAq =)z e Aq},

(i) Let Z%y " denote the zero point process of the GAF X} (2) given {X} (a1) =--- =

Agq
r at,..op, d n
XAq (an) = O} Then, Zng = ZX;H?:I Jop|2 + Zi=1 (Sai.
Remark 3 For the GAF on D studied by Peres and Virdg [64], {Xp(z) : z € D} given
{Xp(a) = 0} is equal in law to {h.(2)Xp(2) : z € D}, Va € D, where h,, is given by (1.9),
and then, in the notation used in Proposition , zZ%, 4 Zx, + 0a, Va € D. Hence, no
new GAF nor new zero point process appear by conditioning of zeros. For the present GAF

on A,, however, conditioning of zeros induces new GAFs and new zero point processes as
n 2

shown by Proposition . Actually, by |) the covariance of the induced GAF ngn":l el 4

expressed by Sy, (z, w;r [ [, |ae?) = > o (z0)" /(1471 [T |ce|?¢*™). Since g < |ay| < 1,

as increasing the number of conditioning zeros, the variance of induced GAF monotonically
increases, in which the increment is a decreasing function of |ay| € (g, 1).
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1.3 Correlation functions of the zero point process

We introduce the following notation. For an n x n matrix M = (m;;)1<i j<n,

perdet M = perdet[m;;] := per M det M, (1.15)
1<i,j<n
that is, perdet M denotes per M multiplied by det M. Note that perdet is a special case of
hyperdeterminants introduced by Gegenbauer following Cayley (see [53], 25, [51] and references
therein). If M is a positive semidefinite hermitian matrix, then per M > det M > 0 [52]
Section I1.4] [59, Theorem 4.2], and hence perdet M > 0 by the definition (|1.15)).
The following will be proved in Section |3.2]

Theorem 1.3 Consider the zero point process Zxr on A, Then, it is a permanental-
q

determinantal point process (PDPP) in the sense that it has correlation functions {pj_}nen
given by

0(=r) - 2
(21, 2gr) = - perdet [SA <zz-,z»;r . ﬂ 1.16
il ) O(—r [Tz 2al*) d<igen L0V g' | (1.16)
for everyn € N and 2y, ..., 2, € A, with respect to m/.

In Appendix [A] we rewrite this theorem using the notion of hyperdeterminants (Theorem

A3).

Remark 4 (i) The PDPP with correlation functions turns out to be a simple point
process, i.e., there is no multiple point a.s., due to the existence of two-point correlation
function with respect to the Lebesgue measure m/m [40, Lemma 2.7]. (ii) Using the explicit
expression together with the Frobenius determinantal formula , we can verify that
for every n € N, the n-point correlation pj_{q(zl, ..., zn) > 0if all coordinates zy,..., 2, € A,

are different from each other, and that pgq(zl, ..y 2n) = 0 if some of z1, ..., 2, coincide; e.g.,
2; = 2;,1 # j, by the determinantal factor in perdet (1.15]).

Remark 5 The determinantal point processes (DPPs) and the permanental point processes
(PPPs) have the n-correlation functions of the forms

ngP(zh ce 7Z7L) = 1<Czls.t<n[K(zi7 Zj)]v p?’PP('Zl’ s >Zn) - 1<pe.l; [K(Z“ Zj)]?
WA >1,Jn

respectively (cf. [73, 55, 85]). Due to Hadamard’s inequality for the determinant [52, Section
I1.4] and Lieb’s inequality for the permanent [50], we have

p2DPP(Zl7 z) < plleP(Zl>p]13PP(Z2)7 P%PP(ZM Zp) > p%’PP(Zl)p%’PP(ZQ%

in other words, the unfolded 2-correlation functions are < 1 or > 1, respectively (see Sec-
tion . These correlation inequalities suggest a repulsive nature (negative correlation) for
DPPs and an attractive nature (positive correlation) for PPPs. Some related topics are dis-
cussed in [70]. Since perdet is considered to have intermediate nature between determinant
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and permanent, PDPPs are expected to exhibit both repulsive and attractive characters,
depending on the position of two points z; and z;. For example, Remark [4] (ii) shows the
repulsive nature inherited from the DPP side. The two-sidedness of the present PDPP will
be clearly described in Theorem given below.

Remark 6 Since correlation functions are transformed as in Lemma [2.10] given in Section
2.7, Proposition (ii) is rephrased using correlation functions as

n

P, (Ty(21), - Ty(zn); ) H T)(20))* = P, (215 2n; /r) (1.17)

for any n € N and z,...,2, € A, where Ty(z) = ¢/z and |T)(2)]* = ¢*/|z|*. In the
correlation functions {pgq }nen given by Theorem we see an inductive structure such that
the functional form of the permanental-determinantal correlation kernel Sy, (-, ;7 [T;_; |2¢|?)
is depending on the points {z1,..., z,}, which we intend to measure by Pk, Via the weight
parameter 7 [ [,_, |z¢|?. This is due to the inductive structure of the induced GAFs generated
in conditioning of zeros as mentioned in Remark[3] In addition, the reference measure m/r is
also weighted by 0(—r)/0(—r [;_; |2x|*). As demonstrated by a direct proof of given
in Section [3.3] such a hierarchical structure of correlation functions and reference measures is
necessary to realize the (g, r)-inversion symmetry (and the invariance under conformal
transformations preserving A, when r = ¢).

Remark 7 The nonexistence of zero in D of Sp(-, ), € D and the uniqueness of zero

in Ag of Sy, (-, @), & € A, are concluded from a general consideration (see, for instance, [7,

Section 27]). Define

~ q
== A,. 1.1
o aa o€ q ( 8)

The fact Sy, (@, ) = 0, o € A, was proved as Theorem 1 in [79] by direct calculation, for
which a simpler proof will be given below (Lemma using theta functions . For the
GAF Xp studied by Peres and Virag [64], all points in D are correlated, while the GAF X,
has a pair structure of independent points {{a, a} : a € A,} (Proposition . As a special

case of (1.14]), we have

Sg(’la(z,w) = S, (z,w) fl(2) fd(w), zw e A,

with
fa(2) = S h)HA(2)
_ 0(—qza,a/z) _ 0(—qza, z/a)
0(—qz/a,@z) 0(—qz/a, za)

We notice that f? is identified with the Ahlfors map from A, to D, that is, it is holomorphic
and gives the two-to-one map from A, to D satisfying fI(a) = fd(@) = 0. The Ahlfors
map has been extensively studied (see, for instance, [7, Section 13]), and the above explicit
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expression using theta functions will be useful. We can verify that if we especially consider the
2n-correlation of n-pairs {{;, z; } };=, of points in the zero point process Zx, , the hierarchical
structure mentioned above vanishes and the formula (1.16]) of Theorem is simplified as

~ ~ Sa, (%, 2;)  Sa,(2i,25)
2n . A iy <j A 1y ~J
21y 2y e 2, 2 = perdet a3 ED
pAq( 1, %1, y Ay Ans Q) Il)Si,an SAq (Zia Zj) SAq (Zi7 Zj)

for any n € N. In other words, we need the hierarchical structure of correlation functions and
reference measure in order to describe the probability distributions of general configurations
of the zero point process Zx7 .

q

The density of zeros on A, with respect to m/m is given by

0(—r) G0 (=1, —r|z")
a(zir) = r|z)?)? = A 1.1
pAq(Zvr) 9(_T|Z|4)SAq(Z’Z7T|Z| ) 9(—7"‘Z|2,|Z|2)27 z € Q> ( 9)

which is always positive. Since pA (z;7) depends only on the modulus of the coordinate
|z| € (¢,1), the PDPP is rotatlonally invariant. As shown by (2.20)-(2.22) in Section
2.2 in the interval 2 € (—00,0), 6(x) is positive and strictly convex Wlth hmxi o 0(x) =
lim,40 0(x) = +o00, while in the interval = € (¢?, 1), 6(z) is positive and strictly concave with
0(x) ~ ¢¢(x — ¢*)/q* as * | ¢* and O(z) ~ ¢3(1 — x) as x T 1. Therefore, the density shows
divergence both at the inner and outer boundaries as

q2

— 12l
2 _ 42)\2

ph,(zr) ~ § (AP =)

2] 11,

(1—1z%)*

(1.20)

which is independent of r and implies E[Z X7, (A,)] = oco. If M is a 2 x 2 matrix, we see that
perdet M = det(M o M), where M o M denotes the Hadamard product of M, i.e., entrywise
multiplication, (M o M),;; = M;;M;;. Then the two-point correlation is expressed by a single
determinant as

0(=r)

2 ) — . 2, 12)2
P, (21, 22;7) = Ty 123’22 [Sa, (20, 2 vl 21 P|22*)?] . 21,22 € A (1.21)

The above GAF and the PDPP induce the following limiting cases. With fixed r > 0 we
take the limit ¢ — 0. By the reason explained in Remark [§] below, in this limiting procedure,
we should consider the point processes {ZX‘gq : ¢ > 0} to be defined on the punctured unit
disk D* := {z € C: 0 < |z] < 1} instead of D. Although the limit point process is given
on D* by definition, it can be naturally viewed as a point process defined on D, which we
will introduce below. Let H?(ID) be the Hardy space on D with the weight parameter r > 0,
whose inner product is given by

27
b = 5= [ HE TN T +r£0)g(0). L. € HED)
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The reproducing kernel of H?(D) is given by

o0 1 o0
S, . _ (0,r) 7(10,7“) _ —\n
(2, w;T) ;en (z)en” (W) = 7 ;(zw)
1+rzw
= D. 1.22
Trnl-zm) V° (1.22)

The GAF associated with H?(DD) is then defined by

Co
Vier

so that the covariance kernel is given by E[X[(2) X} (w)] = Sp(z,w;r), z,w € D. For the
conditional GAF given a zero at a € D, the covariance kernel is given by

Xp(2) =

+3 2", z€D (1.23)
n=1

Sp(z,wir) = Sp(z, wir|ol)ha(2)ha(w),  z,w,a €D,

where the replacement of the weight parameter r by r|a|? should be done, even though the
factor h,(z) is simply given by the Mobius transformation (1.9)).

For the zero point process Theorem is reduced to the following by the formula
lim, 0 6(z;¢%) =1 — =.

Corollary 1.4 Assume thatr > 0. Then Zx; is a PDPP on D with the correlation functions

147 “
(21, ..oy 2 ) = - erdet [S (zi,zgr z 2)] 1.24
Pb(= ) [ AR e R ﬂ‘ ! 2y
for everyn € N and z1, ..., z, € D with respect to m/w. In particular, the density of zeros

on D is given by
14+ 7)1+ 7|2
ph(zr) = = >2(2 ||>22,
(1 +7]2?)?(1 = |2?)

As r increases the first term in , which gives the value of the GAF at the origin,
decreases and hence the variance at the origin, E[| X7, (0)|*] = Sp(0,0;7) = (1+7)~! decreases
monotonically. As a result the density of zeros in the vicinity of the origin increases as r
increases. Actually we see that p(0;7) =1+ 7.

zeD. (1.25)

Remark 8 The asymptotics ((1.20)) show that the density of zeros of Zy; diverges at the
q

inner boundary 7, = {z : |2| = ¢} for each ¢ > 0 while the density of Zy; is finite at the

origin as in ({1.25]). Therefore infinitely many zeros near the inner boundary -, seem to vanish

in the limit as ¢ — 0. This is the reason why we regard the base space of {Zx; : ¢ > 0} and
q

the limit point process Zx; as D* instead of I as mentioned before. (See Section for
the general formulation of point processes.) Indeed, in the vague topology, with which we
equip a configuration space, we cannot see configurations outside each compact set, hence
infinitely many zeros are not observed on each compact set in D* (not D) for any sufficiently
small ¢ > 0 depending on the compact set that we take.
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We note that if we take the further limit » — 0 in ((1.22]), we obtain the Szeg6 kernel of
D given by " Since the matrix (S]D)(Zi, Zj)_1>1§i,j§n = (1 - Ziz_j)lgi,jgn has rank 2, the
following equality called Borchardt’s identity holds (see Theorem 3.2 in [59], Theorem 5.1.5
in [35]),
perdet [(1 - ziz_j)_l] = det [(1 — z,-z_j)_Q]. (1.26)
1<i,j<n 1<i,j<n
By the relation (1.3)), the r — 0 limit of Zx; is identified with the DPP on D, Zx,, studied
by Peres and Virag [64], whose correlation functions are given by

Popv(21s .-y 2n) = 1<%t<n[KD(Z“ z)]l, meN, z,...,2, €D,

with respect to m /7 (see Section [2.7| below).

Remark 9 We see from that lim, o Sp(z,w;r) = (1 — zw)™' — 1, z,w € D,
which can be identified with the conditional kernel given a zero at the origin; S3(z,w) =
Sp(z,w) — Sp(z,0)Sp(0,w)/Sp(0,0) for Sp(z,0) = 1. In this limit we can use Borchardt’s
identity again, since the rank of the matrix (Sp(z;, zj;00) i<ijen = (2,2 ' — Di<ij<n I8
two. Then, thanks to the proper limit of the prefactor of perdet in ((1.24) when z, € D*
for all k = 1,2,...,n; lim, oo (1 +7) /(L 4+ r [Ti_; [26*) = TTiz; |26]7*, we can verify that
lim, o0 P (21, -+ -5 203 7) = Pppy (215 .-+, 24) for every n € N, and every zy,...,2, € D*. On

the other hand, taking (1.23) into account, we have X5°(z) = 2> 00, (2" < 2Xp(2),

from which, we can see that as r — oo, Zxﬁ converges to Zxﬁo 4 Zx, + 0o; that is, the
DPP of Peres and Virag with a deterministic zero added at the origin. This is consistent
with the fact that p}(0;7) = 1 + 7 diverges as r — oo. Since Zxo = lim, 0 Zx; 4 Zx, as
mentioned above, the one-parameter family of PDPPs {Zx; : r € (0,00)} can be regarded
as an interpolation between the DPP of Peres and Virdg and that DPP with a deterministic
zero added at the origin.

1.4 Unfolded 2-correlation functions

By the determinantal factor in perdet the PDPP shall be negatively correlated when
distances of points are short in the domain A,. The effect of the permanental part [73, [55]
in perdet will appear in long distances. Contrary to such a general consideration for the
PDPP, if we take the double limit, ¢ — 0 and then r — 0, Borchardt’s identity
becomes applicable and the zero point process is reduced to the DPP studied by Peres and
Virdg [64]. In addition to this fact, the two-point correlation of the PDPP can be generally
expressed using a single determinant as explained in the sentence above . We have to
notice the point, however, that the weight parameter r|z|? of Sy, for the density is
replaced by r|21|?|2o? for the two-point correlation (1.21)), and the prefactor §(—r)/0(—r[z[*)
of S, for pj is changed to 0(—r)/0(—r|z1|*|z|!) for pi . Here we show that due to such
alterations our PDPP can not be reduced to any DPP in general and it has indeed both
of negative and positive correlations depending on the distance of points and the values
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of parameters. In order to clarify this fact, we study the two-point correlation function
normalized by the product of one-point functions,

pi, (2 w;r)

ph,(z)pp (wiT)

where pj and pj are explicitly given by (1.19) and (1.21)), respectively. This function is

simply called an intensity ratio in [64], but here we call it an unfolded 2-correlation function
following a terminology used in random matrix theory [27]. We will prove the following: (i)
When 0 < ¢ < 1, in the short distance, the correlation is generally repulsive in common
with DPPs (Proposition [1.5). (ii) There exists a critical value 79 = 79(¢q) € (g,1) for each
q € (0,1) such that if r € (7, 1) positive correlation emerges between zeros when the distance
between them is large enough within A, (Theorem [1.6)). (iii) The limits gp(z, w;r) :=
limg_, ga, (2, w;r), 2,w € D* and 7. := limgo7o(q) are well-defined, and r. is positive.
When 7 € [0, r) all positive correlations vanish in gp(z,w;r) (Proposition [L.7]), while when
r € (re,00) positive correlations can survive (Remark [13] given at the end of Section [3).
In addition to these rigorous results, we will report the numerical results for ¢ € (0,1):
In intermediate distances between zeros, positive correlations are observed at any value of
r € (g, 1), but the distance-dependence of correlations shows two distinct patterns depending
on the value of r, whether r € (g,79) or r € (ro, 1) (Figure [2)).

It should be noted that the (g, r)-inversion symmetry implies the equality (see the
second assertion of Lemma [2.10] given below),

9u,(a/z,q/w; P Jr) = ga,(z,w;r),  (2,w) € A2 (1.28)

Provided that the moduli of coordinates |z|, |w| are fixed, we can verify that the unfolded 2-
correlation function takes a minimum (resp. maximum) when arg w = arg z (resp. arg w =
—arg z) (Lemma in Section . We consider these two extreme cases. By putting
w=ux,2=q/r € (,/q,1) we define the function

Gy, (w:r) = gu,(q/z,z57), @€ (V1) (1.29)

in order to characterize the short distance behavior of correlation, and by putting w = —z =
x € (g, 1) we define the function

ga,(z,w;r) (z,w) € AZ, (1.27)

GY (1) = g, (—w,257), x € (g,1). (1.30)

in order to characterize the long distance behavior of correlation.

Since the PDPP is rotationally symmetric, G (z;r) shows correlation between two points
on any line passing through the origin located in the same side with respect to the inner
circle 4, of A,. The Euclidean distance between these two points is (22 —¢)/z and it becomes
zero as * — /q. We can see the power law with index 8 = 2 in the short distance correlation
as follows, which is the common feature with DPPs [27].

Proposition 1.5 As z — /g, G} (x;1) ~ c(r)(z — Va)? with B = 2, where c(r) =
(8a57°0(—qr)®)/(40(q)*0(—1)°) > 0.
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Proof is given in Section (3.4.2]

The function G)_(z;r) shows correlation between two points on a line passing through
the origin, which are located in the opposite sides with respect to v, and have the Euclidean
distance 2x. Long-distance behavior of the PDPP will be characterized by this function in
the limit + — 1 in A, (see Remark (10| given below). In this limit the correlation decays as
qu(x; r) — 1. We find that the decay obeys the power law with a fixed index n = 4, but
the sign of the coefficient changes at a special value of r for each ¢ € (0,1). Given (gq,r),
define 7, and ¢_, by

\/j17r7—q \/?1¢7r
3 )

g=-e —r=e

and consider the Weierstrass p-function p(¢_,) = p(¢—,;7,) given by (2.38) in Section
below. The functions of ¢, e; = €;(¢),7 = 1,2,3 and go = ¢2(q) are defined by (2.39) and

2-41).

Theorem 1.6 (i) Forr >0,

GY (z;r) ~ 1+ w(r)(1 —2)" asz 11, (1.31)
and
Gy (z;r) ~ 1+ %(ﬁ - )" aszlq, (1.32)
with n = 4, where
K(r) = K(r:1q) = 5p(¢—)* + 2e10(¢—r) — (€] + g2/2). (1.33)

The coefficient k has the reciprocity property, periodicity property, and their combina-
tion,
K(1/r) = K(r),  w(g*r) = k(r), K(g*/r) = r(r). (1.34)

Hence for the parameter space {(q,r) : ¢ € [0,1],7 > 0}, a fundamental cell is given by
Q:={(g,r):¢€(0,1),g<r =<1}

(ii) It is enough to describe k(r) in €. Let

e 1
P+ = p+(q) = —gl TV 24et + 10> (1.35)

Then ey > py > eg > e3, and

N | —

€1 ds
ro =70(q) :==exp | — 1.36
(@)= exp | / N CEDIETE] (1.36)
qg<rmo(q) <1, qe(0,1). (1.37)

The coefficient k(r) in and changes its sign at r = o as follows; k(r) < 0
if r € (q,70), and k(r) > 0 if r € (1o, 1).

satisfies the inequalities,
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(i) The curve {r =1¢(q) : ¢ € (0,1)} C Q satisfies the following;

Vi
(a) rei=limro(q) = T B 96— 3—21/8—3v6 = 0.2846303639 - - - ,
q— 1+ A:/%\/é

(b) 7o(q) ~7e+cq® asq—0

8
with =3 [ — 724+ 22V6 4+ 3(4V6 — 1)\/8 — 3\/6} — 8.515307593 - - - ,

1

(¢) rolq) ~ 1—5(1—q) as g — 1.

The proof is given in Sections |3.4.3H3.4.5|

Remark 10 For s > 0, define a horizontal slit [—s ++/—1, s+ +/—1] in the upper half plane
H = {z € C: Imz > 0} and consider a doubly connected domain D(s) := H\ [-s++/—1,s+
v/—1]. Such a domain is called the chordal standard domain with connectivity n = 2 in []
(see also Chapter VII in [60]). As briefly explained in Appendix B} the conformal map from
A, to D(s) is given by

H,(2) = —Q{C(—\/—_llogz) /1 ( /) logz}, 2 e A, (1.38)

where the Weierstrass (-function and its special value 7; are defined in Section below.
This conformal map is chosen so that the boundary points are mapped as

H, (-1)=0, H,(1)=o00, H,(£V—-1q)=Fs+V—1, H,(+q) =v—-1.

The z — 1 limit for a pair of points —z and x on A, NR is hence regarded as the pull-back of
an infinite-distance limit of two points on HNy/—1R. In the ¢ — 0 limit, H, is reduced to the
Cayley transformation from D to H, Hy(z) = —/—1(z 4+ 1)/(z — 1), such that Hy(—1) = 0,
Hy(1) = o0 and Hy(0) = /1.

Theorem [1.6| implies that if r € (ro, 1), G§_(2;7) > 1 when x is closed to g or 1. Appear-
ance of such positive correlations proves that the present PDPP Z X7, is indeed unable to be
identified with any DPP.

Let gp(z,w;r) = pi(z,w;r)/ph(z;7)ph(w;r), (z,w) € D?. The asymptotic holds
for Gyj(z;r) == gn(—=z, z;r) with ko(r) := lim,_, (r; ¢), which has the reciprocity property
ko(1/1) = Ko(r) (see in Section 3.4.5). When r € (r,1/r.), ko(r) > 0 and hence
Gy (z;7) > 1 for x < 1, which indicates appearance of attractive interaction at large intervals
in D*. When r € [0,7.) or r € (1/r.,00), negative ro(r) implies Gj(z;7) < 1 even for z < 1.
Moreover, we can prove the following.

Proposition 1.7 Ifr € [0,7.), then gp(z,w;r) < 1, V(z,w) € D?.

The proof is given in Section [3.5] We should note that this statement does not hold for
r € (1/re,00), since we can verify that gp(z,w;r) can exceed 1 when r > 1 (see Remark
in Section . Therefore, we say that there are two phases for the PDPP Zx, in the

following sense:
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(i)  Repulsive phase: when r € [0,7), all pairs of zeros are negatively correlated.

(ii)  Partially attractive phase: when r € (r.,00), positive correlations emerge between
ZEros.

G G

1.00005F

| — i
0.99995
X — . - x

0.104 0.108 0.92 0.96 1.

Figure 2: Numerical plots of G} (x;7) with ¢ = 0.1 are given in the interval (¢, 1) for r = 0.2
(red solid curve) and r = 0.6 (blue dashed curve). Note that 0.2 < 7(0.1) = 0.348--- <
0.6. Then following Theorem 1.6 (i) and (ii), the red solid curve (resp. blue dashed curve)
approaches to the unity from below (resp. from above) as x — ¢ = 0.1 (see the upper left
inset) and as x — 1 (see the upper right inset). In the intermediate values of x, the red
solid curve shows two local maxima greater than unity and a unique minimum < 1 at the
point near /g = 0.316---, while the blue dashed curve has two local minima < 1 and a
unique maximum > 1 at the point near /g = 0.316---. The global pattern of correlations
is converted when the sign of x(r) is changed.

When g € (0, 1), however, the repulsive phase seems to disappear and positive correlations
can be observed at any value of r > 0. Figure|2|shows numerical plots of qu (x;r) for g = 0.1
with 7¢(0.1) = 0.348 - - -. The red solid (resp. blue dashed) curve shows the pair correlation
for r = 0.2 (resp. r = 0.6). Since r = 0.2 < r((0.1) the red solid curve tends to be less than
unity in the vicinity of edges © = ¢ and z = 1 as shown in the insets (following Theorem
(i) and (ii)), but shows two local maxima greater than unity and then has a unique
minimum < 1 at the point near /g = 0.316---. On the other hand, the blue dashed curve
with 7 = 0.6 > r9(0.1) tends to be greater than unity in the vicinity of edges as shown in the
insets (following Theorem [1.6| (i) and (ii)), but shows two local minima < 1 and then has
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a unique maximum > 1 at the point near /g = 0.316---. As demonstrated by these plots,
the change of sign of k(r) at r = ry € (g, 1) seems to convert a global pattern of correlations.
Figure [3| shows a numerical plot of the curve r = r¢(q), ¢ € (0,1) in the fundamental cell €2
of the parameter space. Detailed characterization of correlations (not only pair correlations
but also pj{ ,n > 3) in PDPPs will be a future problem.

r

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0 q
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure 3:  The curve r = 79(q) given by in Theorem (ii) is numerically plotted
(in red) in the fundamental cell Q in the parameter space, which is located between the
diagonal line r = ¢ (shown by a blue line) and the horizontal line r = 1 satisfying .
The parabolic curve 7. + cq® given by (iii) (b) and the line 1 — (1 — ¢)/2 by (iii) (c) are also
dotted, which approximate r = ro(q) well for ¢ 2 0 and ¢ < 1, respectively.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we give preliminaries, which include
a brief review of reproducing kernels, conditional Szegd kernels, and a general treatment
of point processes including DPPs. There we also give definitions and basic properties of
special functions used to represent and analyze GAFs and their zero point processes on an
annulus. Section [3]is devoted to proofs of theorems. Concluding remarks are given in Section
Appendices will provide additional information related to the present study.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Reproducing kernels

A Hilbert function space is a Hilbert space H of functions on a domain D in C? equipped with
inner product (-, -)3 such that evaluation at each point of D is a continuous functional on H.
Therefore, for each point w € D, there is an element of H, which is called the reproducing
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kernel at w and denote by k,,, with the property (f, ky, )3 = f(w),Yf € H. Because k,, € H,
it is itself a function on D, k,(z) = (kuy, k.)3. We write

ky(z,w) := ky(2) = (kw, k.)n

and call it the reproducing kernel for H. By definition, it is hermitian; ky(z,w) = ky(w, 2),
z,w € D. If H is a holomorphic Hilbert function space, then k4 is holomorphic in the first
variable and anti-holomorphic in the second. We see that ky/(z,w) is a positive semi-definite
kernel: for any n € N:={1,2,...}, for any points z; € D and § € C,i=1,2,...

sz’;’-{, Ziy Zj fzfg = H Z&kﬂ %) ‘

=1 j=1

7n7

> 0. (2.1)

Let {e, : n € Z} be any CONS for H, where Z is an index set. Then one can prove that the
reproducing kernel for H is written in the form

ky(z,w) = Z en(2)en(w). (2.2)

nel

We note that the positive definiteness of the kernel is equivalent with the situation
such that, for any points z; € D, i € N, the matrix (ky(2i,2;))1<ij<n has a nonnegative
determinant, dety<; j<n[kw(2i,2;)] > 0, for any n € N.

Here we show two examples of holomorphic Hilbert function spaces, the Bergman space
and the Hardy space, for a unit disk D and the domains which are conformally transformed
from D [60, 8, B3} 11, [7].

The Bergman space on D, denoted by L(ID), is the Hilbert space of holomorphic functions
on D which are square-integrable with respect to the Lebesgue measure on C [8]. The inner
product for L(D) is given by

oo =1 [ SEam(a:) = Y L0

where the nth Taylor coefficient of f at 0 is denoted by f(n), fz) =>", f(n)z" Let
en(2) = v/n+12",n € Ny. Then {€,(2) }nen, form a CONS for L(D) and the reproducing
kernel ([2.2)) is given by

K]D)(Z,'LU) = kLQ ]D) (Z,w)

1
—Zn—i—l 270) z,w € D. (2.3)

This kernel is called the Bergman kernel of D.
The Hardy space on I, H?(ID), consists of holomorphic functions on D such that the
Taylor coefficients form a square-summable series;

1 l72@) == Y If(m)]* < oo, f € HYD).

neNy
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For every f € H?*(D), the non-tangential limit limrﬂ f (re\ﬁ‘z’) exists a.e. by Fatou’s theorem
and we write it as f(eV~1?). Tt is known that f(e¥V—1?) € L?>(dD) [I]. Then one can prove
that the inner product of H?(ID) is given by the following three different ways [1],

> fn)gn)
n€ENg
(f, 9)m2m) = hﬁl%/ flreY")g(reV=19)dg,  f,g € H*(D), (24)
1
aleV—19)d

o [ S g T,
with ||f|]H2 = ([, f)m2m)- Let o be the measure on the boundary of DD which is the
usual arc length measure. Then the last expression of the inner product . is written as
(f,9)m2m) = (1/27) f f(2)g(2)o(dz), where 7, is a unit circle {e¥V=1¢ : ¢ € [0,27)} giving

the boundary of D. If we set en( ) = e%o 0)(2’) = 2",n € Ny, then {e,(2)}nen, form CONS

for H?(D). The reproducing kernel ( is given by

Sp(z,w) = kHz(D)(z,w)

1
— )" = D 2.5
E (zw) Ty z,w €D, (2.5)

n€Np

which is called the Szegd kernel of D. B

Let f: D — D be a conformal transformation between two bounded domains D, D C C
with C*° smooth boundary. We find an argument in Chapter 12 of [7] concluding that the
derivative of the transformation f denoted by f’ has a single valued square root on D. We
let \/f'(z) denote one of the square roots of f’. The Szeg6 kernel and the Bergman kernel
are then transformed by f as

Sp(z,w) =+/f \/f’ )S5( w)),
Kp(z,w) = |f'(z )||f( w)|Kp(f ( ),f(w)), zweD. (2.6)

See Chapters 12 and 16 of [7]. Consider the special case in which D C C is a simply
connected domain with C*° smooth boundary and D = . For each a € D, Riemann’s
mapping theorem gives a unique conformal transformation [2];

ho : D — D  conformal such that h,(a) =0, R (a) > 0.

Such h,, is called the Riemann mapping function. By (2.5)), the first equation in (2.6]) gives
the following formula [6],

_ Sp(z,a)Sp(w,a) 1 v
Sp(z,w) = Sp(a.a) TSy on S eD. (2.7)

Similarly, we have

., z,w,a € D. (2.8)

Sp(a, a)? (1 — ho(2)he(w))?



Hence the following relationship is established,
Sp(z,w)* = Kp(z,w), zw € D. (2.9)

Although the Szegé kernel could be eliminated from he right-hand sides of (2.7 and (2.8))
by noting that Al (z) = Sp(z,a)?/Sp(a, a), the formula (2.7) and the relation (2.9) played
important roles in the study by Peres and Virag [64]. As a matter of fact, (2.7) is equivalent

with (|1.8) and the combination of (2.9) and ((1.26]) gives (1.3]).

2.2 Theta function 6

Assume that p € C is a fixed number such that 0 < |p| < 1. We use the following standard
notation [29, [45] 67],

@ = [[0- ), (@)= []0 - ap)
(@1, kD)oo = (A1;0)00 "+ (A D)o (2.10)

The theta function with argument z and nome p is defined by

0(z;p) = (2,p/2 D)o (2.11)

We often use the shorthand notation 0(z1, ..., 2z,;p) == [[;, 0(zi; p).
As a function of z, the theta function 6(z;p) is holomorphic in C* and has single zeros
precisely at p’, i € Z, that is,

{2€C*:0(z;p) =0} = {p' : i € Z}. (2.12)
We will use the inversion formula
1
0(1/zp) = ——6(zp) (2.13)

and the quasi-periodicity property

0(pz;p) = —%9(»2;19) (2.14)

of the theta function. By comparing (2.13)) and (2.14) and performing the transformation
z + 1/z, we immediately see the periodicity property,

0(p/zp) = 0(zp). (2.15)

By Jacobi’s triple product identity (see, for instance, [29, Section 1.6]), we have the Laurent
expansion

0(zip) = —— S (= 1)plE)an,



One can show that [62, Chapter 20]

li_r>1(1) O(z;p)=1- 2z, (2.16)
P

00(z;
0'(1;p) := % = (2.17)

The theta function satisfies the following Weierstrass’ addition formula [44],
Oy, 2y, uv, u/v;p) — O(wv, 2/v, uy, u/y; p) = ~0(yv, y/v, 2u, 2/u; p). (2.18)
Y

When p is real and p € (0,1), we see that

0(z;p) = 0(%;p). (2.19)
In this case the definition (2.11)) with (2.10)) implies that

0(z;p) >0, =z € (p**,p*)
O(z;p) =0, z=7p i €Z,
0(z;p) <0, =z € (p*, p* 1)

O(z;p) >0, x € (—00,0). (2.20)

Moreover, we can prove the following: In the interval € (—00,0), 8(z) := 6(z;p) is strictly
convex with

min 0(z) =0(—p) = | [(1+p"?)% >0, 2.21
me(_oo’o)() (—v/P) H( p") (2.21)

and lim, | 6(z) = lim,4 6(z) = 400, and in the interval x € (p, 1), 6(z) is strictly concave
with

O(x) =0 =1Ta-p1?)? 2.22
max, (z) =0(v/p) E( p" ) (2.22)
0(x) ~ (p;p)2(x —p)/pas x| p,and O(zx) ~ (p;p)2,(1 —x) as T 1, where and (2.17)

were used.

2.3 Ramanujan p;-function, Jordan—Kronecker function and
weighted Szegd kernel of A,

Assume that ¢ € (0,1). Consider the so-called Ramanujan p;-function [19, 80] defined by

on
1— q2n

p1(2) = pi(z;q) = % + )

n€eZ\{0}

(2.23)

with ¢ < |z| < 1. As a generalization of p; the following function has been studied in
56, 19, 180,

ZTL

f¥(z0) = X (z,09) =)

neZ

_— 2.24
1 —ag?’ ( )
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with ¢* < |z| < 1, a € {¢* : i € Z}, which is called the Jordan-Kronecker function (see [0,
p.59] and [82, pp.70-71])).

Proposition 2.1 Assume thatr > 0. Then the weighted Szegd kernel of A, 15 expressed
by the Jordan—Kronecker function as

Sa,(z,w;r) = fRGw, —r), z,w e A, (2.25)
In particular, the Szegd kernel of A, is given by S, (z,w) = f(zw, —q), z,w € A,.

The bilateral basic hypergeometric series in base p with one numerator parameter a and
one denominator parameter b is defined by [29]

a;P)n _n
11 (a; b;p, ) = rwl[ Z ;p,z]:::jgj ( _p) 2" |b/al < |2| < 1.

ne”Z (

The Jordan—Kronecker function (2.24)) is a special case of the 19, function [19, [80];

f(z,a;q) =

. 2. 2
1_a1wl<aaaq ;4 72)'

The following equality is known as Ramanugjan’s 111 summation formula [19) 29, 80],

(b§p)nz - (z,b/(az),b,p/a;p)so . [b/al <z < 1.

Combining the above two equalities with an appropriate change of variables, we obtain
[19, 80]

a;P)n o, az,p/(az),p,b/a;p)so
™ (a;p) (az,p/(az),p,b/a;p)

neL

fJK(Z, a) _ fJK(Z, a; (]) — (CLZ7 q2/<az)a q27 q2; q2)oo _ Q(Q)G(ZOJ; q2)7 (2.26)
(2. %/2,0,¢/a;¢%)os 0(2,0;¢7)
where qo = [[,en(1 — ¢*") = (¢% ¢*). Note that (z;¢?) is a holomorphic function of z
in C*. Hence relying on (2.26), for every fixed a in C* \ {¢¥ : i € Z}, f’™(-,a) can be
analytically continued to C* \ {¢* : i € Z}. The poles are located exactly at the zeros of
0(z; ¢*) appearing in the denominator; {¢* : i € Z}. The following symmetries of f'¥ are
readily verified by using (2.13)) and (2.14)) [19, 80].

%(z,a) = f%(a, 2), (2.27)
%(z,a) = =%z a™), (2.28)
f8(z,0) = 2% (2,a¢") = af™ (2¢%, a). (2:29)

As shown in Chapter 3 in [80], (2.24)) is rewritten as

2n 2n

1—=za 2 2q aq
JK 2n“ _n_ mn
f Q)= ——— § 1 )
(2:0) (1-2)(1—a) " 1q = ( 1—2¢  1—ag¢*™

fee) —1 2n -1 _2n

on? _—n_—n Zq a q >
— z "a 1
;q ( + 1 — Z—1q2n + 1— a—1q2n ’
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which is completely symmetric in z and a and valid for z,a ¢ {¢* : i € Z}. The equalities

(2.27)—(2.29)) are proved also using this expression [80].

From now on, we assume that p = ¢? and hence (-) means 60(-; ¢*) in the following. We
replace z by 2w and a by —r in (2.26). Then Proposition implies the following.

Proposition 2.2 (Mccullough and Shen [56]) Forr >0

2 JE—
@t (—rzw)
) =22~ =7 A, 2.
Sa,(z,w;T) 0. 27) zZ,w € A, (2.30)
In particular, 20(_g+)
—q2W
Su,(z,w) = Sa, (2, w;q) = %, Z,w € A, (2.31)

Since 6(-) is holomorphic in the punctured complex plane C* := {z € C : |z| > 0},
by the expression , Sa,(z,w;r) can be analytically continued to C* as an analytic
function of z,r and an anti-analytic function of w. Actually the inversion formula
and the quasi-periodicity property of the theta function given in Section imply
the following functional equations,

1
(1) SAq(q2Z7w;T) = _;SAQ<Z7w;T)7

(i) Sa,(1/z,w;r) = =Sa,(2,1/w;1/r),
(iii)  Sa, (2, w;¢*r) = %SAq(z,w;T). (2.32)

Then the following is easily verified.

Lemma 2.3 Assume that o € A,. Then Sy (z,a;1) has zeros at z = —q¢*'/(@r), i € Z in
C*. In particular, Sy, (2, ) has a unique zero in A, al z = & given by .

Proof. Since 6 is holomorphic in C*, the expression (2.30) implies that Su,(z,a;r) is mero-
morphic in C*. By (2.12), Sa,(z,a;7) vanishes in C* only if —zar = ¢*, i € Z. By
assumption |a| € (¢,1). Hence, when r = ¢, | — ¢**/(ar)| = ¢*'/|a| € (¢,1), if and only if
i=1.

The second assertion of Lemma [2.3| gives the following probabilistic statement.

Proposition 2.4 For each o € Ay, X () and X, (@) are mutually independent.

2.4 Weierstrass elliptic functions and other functions

Here we show useful relations between the theta function, Ramanujan p;-function, Jordan—
Kronecker function, and Weierstrass elliptic functions.

Assume that w; and ws are complex numbers such that if we set 7 = w3 /wy, then Im7 > 0.
The lattice L(wq,ws) on C with lattice generators 2w; and 2ws is given by

L = L(wy,ws) := {2mw; + 2nws : (m,n) € Z*}.

23



The Weierstrass @-function and (-function are defined by

_qs? 2 lﬁ_i]

vEL(w1,w3)\{0}

p(0) = p(¢|2w1, 2w3) :

(0) = Col2wn2w) = L+ Y [ L1, ﬁ} | (2.33)

_ 2
¢ vEL(w1,w3)\{0} ¢ v v v

(See, for instance, Section 23 in [62].) We put wy = —(w; + w3). By the definition
we see that p(¢) is even and ((¢) is odd with respect to ¢, and p(¢) is an elliptic function
(i.e., a doubly periodic meromorphic function in C); p(¢ + 2w,) = p(¢), v = 1,2,3. We
note that ¢'(w,) = 0, v = 1,2,3, p(¢) = —('(¢), and ((¢ + 2w,) = ((¢) + 21, where
n, = C((w,), v =1,2,3. In the present paper we consider the following setting;

wy=m, — =1, and

9 ¢ VIR, (2.34)

g=e¢""" € (0,1) = T, =

In the terminology of [29, page 304], when we regard p := ¢* as the nome of the theta function,
7, shall be called the nome modular parameter, and when we regard ¢ = p'/? =: 2V=17
as the base of g-special functions, 7, will be the twice of the base modular parameter o,. In
this setting, the p-function is considered as a function of an argument ¢ and the modular
parameter 7, though ¢. Then we have the following expansions,

n 1 1 > ng*"
(o) = i Tq) —|— - -2y ———cos(no
> vV—1¢,2n
q € q

__+22—n — Z ———. (2.35)

2 (A=) = (1 —eVTioging?
We use the notation

z=eV = ¢, = —/—1logz. (2.36)

Then ¢, = ¢, + Gu, ¢.-1 = —¢., and @2 = 2ws modulo 27Z. Hence the evenness and the
periodicity property of g are written as

The expansion is written as

z) = 2 TS 2 N ' Zn
p((b ) p(¢ Tq) 12 1 — Z + ; (1 . q2n Z 1 — q2n (Z + Zn)

n=1
1 d ol > Zlgn
- —— ) P T ¥ T
12 (1-2)? Zl 1 —¢*)? ; 1-— zq2” ; (1 —z71g*)? (2.38)
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The special values of p are denoted by
e1 = e1(q) == p(m) = p(¢- 1;Tq)

=—+22 e +22 +q2n

€2 = 62((1) = p(m+ 777(1) @(¢—q> Tq)
2n—1

1 " = g
= 49 S S 4
12 + ; (1 _ q2n)2 + ; (1 + q2n—1)2’

e3 = e3(q) = p(77y) = 9(dg; 74)

1 0 q2n o0 q2n71
=—— 42 — 2 L — 2.39
12 + ; (1—¢2n)? ; (1 — g2n1)2 ( )
We see that
e1+e+e3=0, (2.40)
and define

g2 = 92(q) = 2(e3 + €5+ e3) = —4(ege3 + ezey + e1e5) > 0,
4
g3 = g3(q) = dejeses = g(e? + eg + eg). (2.41)

The imaginary transformation of o is given by [80, p.31], p(¢;74) = 7, %0(d/74; —1/7,).
Hence ([2.35]) is written as

1 11 1 1
W(QS) - p(gb’ Tq) - W [_ + Zsinh2(¢/(2‘7q|))

—2n7r/|‘rq| —2n7/|74|

ne
_22 Ty +22 — cosh(n¢/\7q\)], (2.42)

where we used the relation 7, = v/—1|7,| which is valid in the present setting (2
It can be verified that g satisfies the following differential equations [62] Sectlon 23]),

0 (9)* = 4p(¢)* — g20(¢) — g3

= 4(p(¢) — e1)(p(¢) — e2)(p(0) — €3), (2.43)
§'(6) = 6p(0) — % (2.44)

When ¢ € (0,1), e1,e2,e3 € R and the following inequalities hold ([58, Section 2.8]),
e3 < ey < €. (2.45)

From ([2.43)), we see that @ inverts the incomplete elliptic integral [47, 58]. Under the setting
(2.34)), we will use the following special result [62], (23.6.31)] (see Section 6.12 of [47]); if
ez < x < ey, then () € [wi,w) +ws] = {7+ /-1y : 0 <y < 7|7,|} and

ds
\/(61 —s)(s —ea)(s — 63)'
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We introduce the Euler operator

0
=2z—. 2.4
D, 25 (2.47)

If we use the notation (2.36), then D, = —/—19/0¢..

Lemma 2.5 Under the notation , the following equalities hold,

F(z,a) R (2,0) = DL f5 (2, ab) + (pr(a) + pi (D) 75 (2, ab), (2.48)
fJK(Z a)fJK( Z,a l) = D.p1(2) — Dapr(a), (2.49)
Dpi(2) = ~VT () = —pls) + 1. (2.50)
fF(z0) f (2,07 =@( o) — 9(¢2), (2.51)
(=1 = 0(62), (2.52)
where .
" 12 > ng*"
P=P(g) =1 —24; (v = —m(q) :1_2471;@'

The equality is called the fundamental multiplicative identity of the Jordan—Kronecker
function in [19] B0]. The equality is obtained by taking the limit b — 1/a in ([2.48))
[19]. The derivation of is also found in [19]. Combination of and gives
. The equality is a special case of with a = —1 where the definition of e;
is used.
We set
an(z) :=Dlogb(z), neN. (2.53)

Lemma 2.6 The following equalities hold,

1 P

al(z) = 5 - p1(2)> az(Z) = @(Cbz) - E?

a3(2) = _\/__1@/<¢z>? a4(z) = _pll(¢z)‘

Proof. For ay(z) we have

9/(2) P > Zq2n Z—1q2n
a(2) :Zﬁ(z) T 1-z _;<l—zq2" a 1—z—1q2”) (254)
z 1+z 1
SR GO R e S IO

For ay(z) use (2.50) in Lemma . Use D, = —/—10/0¢, for az(z) and as(z). »
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Lemma 2.7 The following equalities holds,

() lim (a(2) + =) =0,

1—=z2

OO 2n
y . N q _P-1
@) o=l {eald)+ T g = 2 g

1

(ili) a(—1) = 3

. IS

() (1) =+ Z (R
Proof. We notice (2.54) and

> 2n Z—1q2n
a2(2) = T (1—2)2 Z { 1— zq2” (1 — z71g?n)? }

n=1

The formulas (i)—(iv) are all obtained from these equalities. g

We note that the following is the case,

0'(—1) = —0(—1)/2 = ai(~1) = 1/2 <= pi(—1) =0.

2.5 ¢ — 0 limits and asymptotics in ¢ — 1
By the definition (|1.4)), the following are readily confirmed;
Ll]l_I}I(l] SAq(Za w) = S]D)(Zv U)),

1+ rzw 1 r
(1+r(1—z2w) 1—z2w 147
lin% Sp(z,w;r) = Sp(z,w).

r—

= S]D)(Zv w5 ’l“),

lim Sy, (z,w;r) =
q—0

Notice that if we use the expressions ([2.30]) and (2.31]) in Proposition 7 their ¢ — 0 limits
are immediately obtained by (2.16)) with p = ¢*.

By (2.35) and (2.38)), we see the following,

1 1
lim o(d:7,) = —— + ————
70 o(9:7a) 12 * 4sin®(¢p/2)’
1 2 1+10z + 22
I )= —— — S . 2.55
Iel(0sim) = —35 — 7=y 12(1— 2)2 (2:55)
Similarly, (2.39) and (2.41)) give
e1(0) =1/6, ey(0) =e3(0) =—1/12, ¢2(0) =1/12, ¢3(0) = 1/216. (2.56)
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In the present setting (2.34), ¢ - 1 <= |7, — 0. For Re¢ € (0,2n), (2.42) gives the
following asymptotics in |7,| — 0,

o0, 1) ~ (1/12 + e ¢/l 4 @—(2W—¢)/|qu)/|7_q|27

ey ~ (1/12 + 2 ™1y /|72 ey ~ (1/12 — 2¢7™/17l) /|7, 2. (2.57)
By ([2.40)), the above implies
eg = —(e1+ea) ~ —1/(6]7,*),  go ~ (1 +4e7™/IM) [|7 |2, (2.58)

2.6 Conditional weighted Szeg6 kernels

For r > 0, define

Sag (2, 0a;7)Sa, (@, w;T)

S, (zow;r) == Sa, (2, w;m) — . zZ,w,a € Ay (2.59)

SAq (Oé7Oé;T)
We put S§ (2, w;r) = f(z,w;r, a)hd(2)ha(w) assuming f(w, z;r, o) = f(z, wir, o) and here
we intend to determine f. By the definition of the conditional kernel (1.7]), we can ver-
ify that Sg satisfies the same functional equations with (2.32) (i) and (iii); S (¢%z,w;r)
= —(1/r)Sg (z,w;r), Sg (2,w;q*r) = (1/2w)Sg (2,w;r), but in the equation correspond-
ing to (2.32) (ii) the conditioning parameter o should be also inverted as Si,(1/z,w;r)
= —S}%éa(z,l/w;l/r). Moreover (2.32)) (i) implies nga(z,w;r) = S, (z,w;r). On the
other hand, (L1.10) gives hi(¢’z) = [a|*hi(2), hl,(2) = 2*(@/a)hi(z), and hi(1/z) =
(a/@)hi,,(z). Hence f should satisfy the functional equations

(i) flzwira) = —T%f(z,w;r, o),

al?

(i) f(1/zwir,a) = =f(z,1/w;1/r,1/a),

(iii)  f(z,w;¢*r,a) = %f(z,w;r, a),

(iv) f(z,wir,¢?a) = (Z;)Qf(Z,w;r, ).

Comparing them with (2.32)), it is easy to verify that if f(z,w;r,a) = Sa,(z,w;r|al?),
these functional equations are satisfied. The above observation implies the equality (|1.11)).
Actually, Mccullough and Shen proved the following.

Proposition 2.8 (Mccullough and Shen [56]) The equality holds with (1.10).

Mccullough and Shen proved the above by preparing an auxiliary lemma. Here we give
a direct proof from Weierstrass’ addition formula (2.18)).
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Proof. We put (2.59) with (2.30) and (1.10) to (1.11]), then the equality is expressed by
theta functions. After multiplying both sides by the common denominator, we see that the

equality (|1.11)) is equivalent to the following,

O(—rzw, —r|a|?, @z, aw) — 0(—raz, —raw, 2w, |a|?)

= 2wl (—rzw|a?, ez aw t, —r). (2.60)

Now we change the variables from {z,w, a,r} to {x,y,u,v} as az = z/y, aw = u/v, zw0 =
z/v, |a|> = u/y, and r = —yv. Then the left-hand side of (2.60)) becomes 8(zy, x /y, uv, u/v)—
0(zv,z/v,uy,u/y), and the right-hand side becomes (z/v)0(yv, (y/v)~!, zu, (x/u)~') which

is equal to (u/y)0(yv,y/v,zu,z/u) by (2.13). Hence Weierstrass’ addition formula ({2.18))
proves the equality (2.60). The proof is complete. y

We can prove the following.
Lemma 2.9 For a € A,
i) hila) =0,
(i) 0<|hi(z)] <1 VzeA,\{a},

4(2)| = 1, ifzey ={2€C:|z| =1},
(i) |Rd( )|—{|a|, if2€n, = {eC: |2 =g},
P
() PE0) = 0y = o1aP) ~ "

. q o zZ—
) lmp() =

Proof. When w = z, @ gives Sjg‘q(z,z;r) = Sa,(z,2;7) = |Sa,(z,0;7)?/Sa, (o, ;1) >
0, z € A,, which implies 0 < qu(z,z;r)/SAq(z,z;r) <1, z € A, As noted just after
, S, (2, z;7) is monotonically decreasing in r > 0. Then, by , qu(z,z;r) =
S, (z, zr|af?)|RL(2) ]2 > Sa,(z, 2;7)|he(2)|%, if |a] < 1. Hence it is proved that |h%(z)| <
qu(z, z;1)/Sa, (2, 2;7) < 1, z € Ay, By the explicit expression and by basic properties
of the theta function given in Section , provided z € A, 1= A, U~ U~,, it is verified that
hi(z) = 0 if and only if z = «a, and |h%(z)| = 1 if and only if z € 77 . Using and
(2.19), we can show that

1—e\ﬁ¢>)

—1,—/—1¢ g~
v 00 e ) e f@aT e ) oy

0(q*agteV=1¢) O(aglev=1¢)’

hé(geY™1%) = qe

Then (i)-(iii) are proved. If we apply (i) and (2.17)) to the derivative of (1.10)) with respect
to z, then (iv) is obtained. Applying ([2.16)) to ((1.10]) proves (v). The proof is complete. g
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Since hl(-),a € A, is holomorphic in A,, (i)—(iii) of Lemma implies that hd gives
a conformal map from A, to D\ {a circular slit} as shown by Figure [I| In addition (v)
of Lemma [2.9 means lim,_,o h%(2) = ha(z), where h,(z) is the Riemann mapping function
associated to a in D given by a Mdbius transformation (|1.9)).

Remark 11 The present function hi(z) is closely related with the Blaschke factor defined
on page 17 in [68] for an annulus A 12 12 := {z € C: ¢"/* < |z| < ¢'/?}, whose explicit
expression using the theta functions was given on pp. 386-388 in [20]. These two functions
are, however, different from each other. Let Eg(z) denote the Blaschke factor for the annulus
A,, which is appropriately transformed from the function given in [20] for A /2 ,~1/2. We
found that R

hi(z) = z~los/logapa (),

Also for the Blaschke factor /f;g(z), (i), (ii), and (v) in Lemma [2.9|are satisfied, but instead of

(iii), we have |[h%(z)| = 1 if and only if z € v, U 7, for z € A,. Moreover, h? is not univalent
in A, and is branched.

2.7 Correlation functions of point processes and the DPP of Peres
and Virag on D

A point process is formulated as follows. Let S be a base space, which is locally compact
Hausdorff space with a countable base, and A be a Radon measure on S. The configura-
tion space of a point process on S is given by the set of nonnegative-integer-valued Radon
measures;

Conf(S) = {{ = Z‘Smi cx; € 8, &(A) < oo for all bounded set A C S}.

Conf(9) is equipped with the topological Borel o-fields with respect to the vague topology.
A point process on S is a Conf(S)-valued random variable = = =(+). If Z({z}) € {0,1} for
any point z € S, then the point process is said to be simple. Assume that At =1,...,m,
m € N are disjoint bounded sets in S and k; € No,i = 1,...,m satisfy > " k; =n € Ng. A
symmetric measure A" on S™ is called the n-th correlation measure, if it satisfies

E

T =) _ \nf Ak o
H(E(Az)—k})'] = N'(AJ" X -+ x Afm))
where when Z(A;) — k; < 0, we interpret Z(A;)!/(E(A;) — k;)! = 0. If A" is absolutely
continuous with respect to the n-product measure A®", the Radon—Nikodym derivative
p"(x1,. .., xy,) is called the n-point correlation function with respect to the reference measure
A; that is, A" (dxy - - -dxy,) = p"(x1, .. ., 20) A" (dy - - - dxy,).

Consider the case in which S is given by a domain D € C and = = > ;07 is a point
process on D associated with the correlation functions {p%}nEN- Here we assume that the
reference measure A is given by the Lebesgue measure m on C multiplied by a constant for
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simplicity (e.g., A = m/x). For a one-to-one measurable transformation ¥ : D — D, D C C,
we write the pull-back of the point process from D to D as F*=Z = > i 0p-1(z). We assume
that F' is analytic and F'(z) = dF'(z)/dz,z € D is well-defined. By definition the following
is derived.

Lemma 2.10 The point process F*Z on D has correlation functions {p},}nen with respect
to A given by
P21, zm) = P5(F(21), ., Fzn)) H |F'(z)|>, meN, z,...,2z,€D.
i=1
The unfolded 2-correlation function is hence invariant under transformation,

gD(Zlv’z?) :gf)(F(Zl)aF(ZQ))a 21, 22 eD.
For a point process = = >, 05 on D C C, assume that there is a measurable function
Kt : D x D — C such that the correlation functions are given by the determinants of K%
that is,

ph (21, zn) = 1<(%ejgt<n[K%et(zi, z;)]  for every n € Nand z,...,2, € D

with respect to A. Then = is said to be a determinantal point process (DPP) on D with the
correlation kernel K. For a one-to-one measurable transformation F : D — D,DcC
with a bounded derivative F’, F*Z is also a DPP on D such that the correlation kernel with
respect to A is given by

K5 (z,w) := [F'(2)||F'(w)|[ K& (F(2), F(w)), zweD. (2.61)

See [72, [76, [73, [74, 35, [42], [43] for general construction and basic properties of determinantal
point processes.

The zero point process Zyx, of the GAF Xp defined by has the unit circle 0D as a
natural boundary and Zx (D) = oo a.s. For this zero process, Peres and Virdg [64] showed
the following remarkable result.

Theorem 2.11 (Peres and Virag [64]) Zx, is a DPP on D such that the correlation
kernel with respect to m/m is given by the Bergman kernel Kp of D given by .

The distribution of Zy, is invariant under Mdbius transformations that preserve D [75]
64]. This invariance is a special case of the following, which can be proved using the conformal
transformations of the Szegd kernel and the Bergman kernel given by ([2.6|) [64] 35].

Proposition 2.12 (Peres and Virag [64]) Let D C C be a simply connected domain with
C> boundary. Then there is a GAF Xz with covariance kernel E[X 5(2) X5 (w)] = Sp(z, w),
zZ,w € lN), where Sp denotes the Szegd kernel of D. The zero point process Zx_ is the DPP
such that the correlation kernel is giwen by the Bergman kernel Kz of D. This DPP is
conformally invariant in the following sense. If D C C is another simply connected domain
with C* boundary, and f : D — D is a conformal transformation, then f*Zx_ has the same
distribution as Zx,,. In other words, f*Zij 1s a DPP such that the correlation kernel
with K%et = K5 is equal to the Bergman kernel Kp of D.
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3 Proofs

3.1 Proof of Proposition
Use the expression (2.25)) of Sa (2, w;r) in Proposition [2.1, Using (2.28) and ( - we can

show that
VI T w)Ss, (1), Ty(w)ir) = V=) 2V =0 w7 (¢ 2w, -7)
i_fJK< ? /1) = —ﬁf‘”‘(ﬂ/q?, ~1/r)
PN, -1 r) = LN - ) = S, (2 wi ).

In particular, when r = ¢,

\/ T2/ T SA = \/TH(2)\/ T} SAQ (w)) = Sa,(z,w),

which implies the invariance of the GAF X, under conformal transformations preserving
A, by Schottkey’s theorem [4].

3.2 Proof of Theorem [1.3

We recall a general formula for correlation functions of zero point process of a GAF, which
is found in [64], but here we use a slightly different expression given by Proposition 6.1 of

I71]. Let 8.0 := -2

BZ(T
Proposition 3.1 The correlation functions of Zx, of the GAF Xp on D C C with covari-
ance kernel Sp(z,w) are given by

ph(z1y oy 2n) = , neN, z,...,z,€D,

deti<; j<n [SD(Z% Zy)]

with respect to a reference measure \, whenever deti<; j<n[Sp(2i, 2;)] > 0. Here the condi-

tional kernels are defined by and .

S, (zow;r [Ty [z (2)vi(w) for z,w,z1,...,2, € A;. By Lemma (i), this formula
gives

=1
Therefore, Proposition gives now
Peri<; j<n [SAq (Zi7 Zjr H?:1 |Z£|2ﬂ HZ=1 |73L/(Zk:)|2

(3.1)
detlgiﬂ'gn [SAq (Zia zj; T)]

P, (21,20 T) =
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By (1.10) and Lemma [2.9| (i) and (iv), we see that

- - (2i/2) a

[Theeor=TI1( T1 #eeo)me)| H\( 0y

=1 =1 1<j<n.jti 1<j<n,j#i (ZJZ’) 0(l=i[?)

2
%" H1§i<j§n zif(z;/ %) - ngi’<j’§n 20 (2 [ 251)
H?:l H?:l 0(zi7;)

By (2.13), 2;0(2;/2) = zi(—zj/2)0(2i/zj) = —2;0(2i/7;). Hence this is written as

n n(n— 22
H "Y‘N(Z ) 2 4n (_1) (n=1) /2(H1<z<]<n Zj (Zz/za>)
paie " 1T Hj:l (2i%))

N2
g H1§i<j§n 12i[%0(2:/ 2, % /%)
‘ [T H?:1 0(2iz;)
The following identity is known as an elliptic extension of Cauchy’s evaluation of deter-

minant due to Frobenius (see Theorem 1.1 in [39], Theorem 66 in [45], Corollary 4.7 in [67],
and references therein),

2

(3.2)

det [ 0(tza;) } _ 0(t [Ty wear) [i<icj<n xjaje(xi/xjaai/aj).
1<ij<n | O(t, z;a;) o(t) [Tim [T, O0(wiay)
By (2.30)) in Proposition [2.2] we have
[Licicjcn 12i70(2i/ 2, %/ %) 0(—s)
2n <i<j<n I7J J 9
q T 7 — = W det |Sa,(zi,25:8)], Vs>0. (3.3)
O 0 BT ) i (20
Then (3.2)) is written as
- 0(—r)
a(2)]? = - det [Sa (2,27
L8 0 = G T ey sl et 20

Tt o [sn (s TT )]

O(=r L= [2e]) 1<ii<n

b-r) . - 2
T T o) 6t 1S 2] et [, (5 sir L )]

Applying the above to (3.1]), the correlation functions in Theorem are obtained.

3.3 Direct proof of the (gq,r)-inversion symmetry of correlation
functions

The following is a corollary of Proposition [1.1] (ii) and (iii). Here we give a direct proof using
the explicit formulas for correlation functions given in Theorem [L.3]
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Corollary 3.2 For everyn € N and z1,...,2, € A,

P, (Ty(21), -+, Ty(zn); 1) H T, (2| = P, (21,5 2n; /r). (3.4)

(=1

In particular, pi (Ty(21), -, Ty(22); ) T T)=, T, (2)]* = P, (21, z03q), for n € N and
21,2, € Ay

Proof. We calculate pj (Ty(21), ..., T4(2n);7) for pj given by (1.16) in Theorem , By
(2.25]) in Proposition

n

Sn, (T(2). Tyw)sr TTITo(01) = Sa, (0274 qw 52 r ] 12172)

(=1 (=1

= (@) =g Tl ™2) = =™ (o 2w, =2 T ).

where we used (2.28) at the last equation. If we apply the equality between the leftmost
side and the rightmost side in ([2.29), we see that the above is equal to ¢~ *"r ' T],_, |z|?
B (zw, —q " [, |2¢|*). Then we apply the first equality in (2.29) n + 1 times and
obtain

SA< 7“H|T 2y) >: —2ny—l

_Qn _

=4q

b

n
20|22+ K (z@, ! H ’Z€’2>
=1

~
Il

1

:::

|20 (20)" 1 S, (z w; ¢*r H|Zg| ) (3.5)

~
Il

1

Here we note that by definition ([1.15]) of perdet, the multilinearity of permanent and deter-
minant implies the equality

perdet [ab cjmzj} =a*" H bic; - perdet[my;).
1<ij<n k1 1<i,j<n

Then by (3.5), we have

n

perdet |:SAq (Tq<zi>7 Tq(zj); r H |Tq(Zg)|2>]

1<i,j<n =1

= perdet [ 2! [Ttz si. (21, 470! I1 2ol |

1<i,j<n

_ q 2nH |2 ‘4(2”“ perdet [SA (zl,z],q T H 2] ﬂ (3:6)

1<7,5<n
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Now we consider the prefactor of perdet in . By (2.15)), 0(— —q?/r). On the
other hand,

n

0( —r H |Tq(Zg)|4> = 9( — g™ ﬁ ]zg]_4) = 9( — ¢ 2n=1) ﬁ ]2'5]4>.
=1 =1

/=1

If we apply (2.14) once, then we find that the above is equal to ¢~ 22"~ Yr=IT])_, |2|*
0(—q~2Cn=2p= 1T, |2¢|*). We apply (2.14) 2n — 1 more times. Then the above turns

to be equal to ¢ 2 =2 10 |25 0(—¢*r [i_, |z¢|*). Then we have the equality

)
0( =TT T, ()l

Combining the results and ( ., we have

n(2n— n - —8n 0 _q2 r
— q2 (2 1)7,,2 H ‘ZZ‘ 8 ( /n) ) (37)
) =1 9( — ¢ r T, ‘28‘4)

Py (Ta(21), - Tylzn)ir) = Pl (21, - 203 €7/ 2’"HIZeI“

Since |T;(2)]* = ¢*/|2|*, (3.4) is proved. y

3.4 Proofs of Proposition and Theorem

3.4.1 Upper and lower bounds of unfolded 2-correlation function

By (1.19) and ({1.21)), the unfolded 2-correlation function (1.27)) is explicitly written as follows,

O(=r|z*, —r|w]?, —r|z*lw]?, —r|z*|w]*)?

Z,wir) =
ga, (2, w;T) O(—r, —r|z|*, —r|w|*, —r|z|*w|*)0(—r|z]?|w|?)*

_ 0(|2, |w]*) 210(—r 2|22 w]?)]*
X [1 {0(_T|Z|4|w|27—T’Z|2|w|4)} |9(Z@)|4 ] ) (38)

with z,w € A,. Using (2.12)) and (2.14]), it is readily verified that

ga, (L z5m) = g, (2, 157) = ga, (¢, 257) = ga, (2, q57) = 1, 2 € A,
Lemma 3.3 If we set a = |z|,b = |w|, a,b € (q,1), then
gAq<a7 b7 T) < gAq(Z,U);T> < gAq(_aJ); T)v Z,w € Aqu

where

b*0(Fa/b, —ra?, —rb?*)?
O(—r, —ra*, —rb*)0(+ab)*0(—ra?b?)3
x [0(—ra'b?, —ra®b*)0(£ab)® + 6(a®, b*)0(Fra’v®)?] . (3.9)

ga,(Fa,b;r) =
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First we show the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4 Let o, 3 > 0 with o € {¢* : i € Z}. Then the function |0(—Be'?)/0(ae’?)|? on
¢ € (0,2m) attains its maximum at ¢ = 0 and its minimum at ¢ = 7.

Proof. Set f(z;a, 8) = (1 + 28z + 22)/(1 — 2ax + z?) for x € [—1,1]. Then,

o

zgo .
‘ ( 66 Hf Cos(pvngn;ﬁq%l H f COS ©; a” q 2(m+1) ﬁ 1 2m+1))
m=0

0(aet?)

Since Of (z;a, ) /0 = 2(1+ aB)(a+ B)/(1 — 2ax +a?)* > 0, f attains its maximum (resp.
minimum) at x = 1 (resp. x = —1). Hence the assertion follows. y

Now we proceed to the proof of Lemma |3.3|

Proof. We set z = ae¥V~1%: w = beV="v_a,b € (q,1), ¢., 0 € [0,27). Then we can see
that (3.8) depends on the angles ., ¢, only through the factor |0(— rzw|z] lwl|? )/9(zw)|4,
and we have |0(—r21|z|*|w|?)/0(zw)]> = |0(—ra’bPey 1 e=—vw) )/Q(abe Wez=ew))|2. We
can conclude that 8(—ra3b3)2/6(ab)? > |0(—r=w|z|2|w[?)/0(zw)|" > 6(ra®b®)?/6(—a ) from
Lemma and the inequalities are proved. If we use Weierstrass’ addition formula (2.18)) by
setting @ = r/2a%20%/2, y = —r'/2a3/2012 u = —r1/2¢329/2 and v = 7“1/2(11/2173/2, then we
obtain 0(—ra*b?, —ra®b*)0(—ab)* — 0(a?,v*)0(ra®v®)* = v?0(—a/b)?0(—ra®v?, —ra*d*). Using
this equality and the one obtained by replacing a by —a, it is easy to obtain . The proof
is complete. g

3.4.2 Proof of Proposition
By the definition ((1.29)), if we use ([2.13)—(2.15)), we can derive the following from (3.9)),

2 2\2 2 —1.2\3 2\2
A 1r0(qat)*0(—ra®, —rTia?) 0(—rq, z*)
G, (z:7) = 220(q)20(—r)*0(—rzt, —r—1z%) L+ 0(q)20(—rz?, —r—1z2) |’ € (Ve 1)

Since 22 ~ ¢{1 +2¢7"*(x — \/q)} when z ~ /g, 0(q2?) ~ 0(¢*{1 + 2¢7*(x — \/q)}) ~
—0(1 +2¢~"*(z — \/q)), where (2.14)) was used. Then

0(g2®) ~ —0'(1) - 2¢"*(x — /q) = 2q3¢ (¢ — /@) as @ — /4.

where (2.17) was used. Hence 0(qz?)* ~ (4¢5/q)(x — \/q)* as x — /g, and G}, (2;7) < (v —
V4)? as * — /q. Using (2.13)(2.15)), we can show that 0(—r~'q) = 0(—rq), 0(—r'¢*) =

O(—r), 0(—=rq®) = r~10(—r). Then the coefficient is determined as given by c(r).
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3.4.3 Proof of Theorem (i)

Replacing 2 by /¢ in (1.30), here we consider G(c) = G(c;r,q) = GY. (Ver), e e (¢%1).
From ([3.9) in Lemma [3.3] we have

c(—re)*0(—1, —rc®)? 0(c,rc?)?

) = Gecoma—rar |1 8e —re) (3.10)
It is easy to see that G (1) = 1. Here we will prove the following,.
Proposition 3.5
G'(1) = G"(1) = G"(1) = 0, (3.11)
GO(1) = GY(157,q) = 12(10p(¢-,)" + derp(6,) — 261 — g»). (3.12)

This proposition implies ((1.31) with 1. since k(r) = 6(4)(1)/4!. By , we have
the equality G} (z;7) = GY (q/v;¢%/r). Since x — ¢ is equivalent with ¢/ — 1,
implies

Ga, (/7)) ~ 1+ w(g*/r)(1 = (q/2)*)* aszlq.

Therefore, once Proposition is proved and hence (|1.33)) is verified, then the equalities
(1.34) are immediately concluded from . With the third equality in , the above
proves (1.32). If » > 1, then 1/r < 1, on the other hand if 0 < r < g, given ¢ € (0,1),
then ¢?/r > ¢q. Hence by the first and the third equalities in the values of k() in the
parameter space outside of €2 can be determined by those in ). By the three equalities in
(L.34), the structure in Q described by Proposition (i) and (iii) is repeatedly mapped
into the parameter space outside of 2.

Now we proceed to the proof of Proposition . First we decompose G (¢) given by |D
as

G(c) = I(c) + J(c) = I(c) + Bi(c = 1)*I(c) K(c),
with
_c(—re)to(—1, —rc?)? _g()o(r)
I =gy * = a1
_ (c) 20(—1, —r,rc?)?
K(e) = ((c— 1)9’(1)) O(—c, —rc3,r)?’
The following is easily verified, where D, denotes the Euler operator ([2.47)).
Lemma 3.6 Suppose that f is a C*°-function and f(1) =1, then
Dz IOg f(z)lzzl = f/(l)a
D2log f(2)]=1 = (1) + f'(1) = f/(1)%
If, in addition, f'(1) =0, then
D:log f(2)].=1 = f"(1),
Dllog f(2)].=1 = f"(1) +3f"(1),
Dllog f(2)].=1 = fU (1) +6/"(1) + 7f"(1) = 3f"(1)*.

(3.13)
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Recall that a,(z),n € N are defined by (2.53)) in Section [2.4]
Proposition 3.7 (i) D2 (logf(az¥)) = k"a,(az), (i) D.(an(@z?)) = kanii(azb).
This proposition is a corollary of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8 Suppose that f is a C*-function. Let F,(w) := D} log f(w),n € N. Then for
k,n €N and a constant o, D?(log f(az*)) = k"F,(az¥).

Proof. 1t suffices to show the equality D, (F,(az")) = kF,.1(az"). Indeed,

d

DZ(Fn(azk)) =z o

Fn(w)‘ cakP =k (w%Fn(w)) ‘w:azk = kF,41(az").

w=azk
Then the proof is complete. 3
Lemma 3.9 (2 = ay(—1) — as(—7).

Proof. First we note that by (2.25)) in Proposition (2.30) in Proposition [2.2] and (2.17]),
By = =Sa, (=1, 1;7) = —f"(=1, —r). Then by (2.52) in Lemmain Section

By =er = (o) = p(m) — p(d—r) = p(¢-1) — P(P—r). (3.14)
Hence the formula for as(z) in Lemma [2.6/in Section proves the statement. g
By the definition (3.13)), it is easy to see that

IN)=K(1)=1, J1)=J(1)=0, J'(1)=28. (3.15)

In what follows, we will use Proposition[3.7)(i) repeatedly. Using Lemma[3.6lwith /(1) = 1
and Proposition (1),

I'(1) =D.log I(c)

c=1
=1+4a(—rc) + 2 - 3a1(—rc®) — 2a1(—c) — 5 - 2a1(—rc?)
c=1
=1-2a,(~1) =0,

where Lemma (iii) in Section was used at the last equality. Therefore, G'(1) =
I'(l)+J'(1) =0.

From now on, we use the notation A,(r) := a,(r) — a,(—r),n € N. Using Lemma
with K (1) = 1, Proposition (i), and Lemma [2.7 (i), (iii) in Section 2.4} we see that

K'(1) = D.log K (c)

= 2{a1(c) +¢/(1 —c)} + 2 3a;(re®) — 2a;(—c) — 2 - 3a,(—rc?)
= 6a1(r) — 1 —6a;(—r) = =1+ 6A4,(r). (3.16)
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Using Lemma [3.6| with I(1) = 1,I’(1) = 0 and Proposition [3.7] (i),
I"(1) = D?log I(c)‘

= day(—rc) + 2 - 3Pay(—rc®) — 2a9(—c) — 5 - 2%ag(—rc?)
c=1

= 2(az(—r) — ax(—1)) = =242, (3.17)
where we used Lemma at the last equality. Therefore, by (3.15), we obtain G”(1) =
1)+ J"(1) =0.
Lemma 3.10 D,3, = 8,A(r). Moreover, lim,_,; 3,A;(r) = (0'(1)/0(—1))%
Proof. We observe that D, log 5, = D, log0(r) — D, log0(—r) = a1(r) —ay(—r) = A1(r). On
the other hand, D, log 8, = D,.3,./,. Hence we obtain the first assertion. Note that

Br . 0'(1)  0(r) 0'(1) 2

I —1 ~(5m5) 3.18
e —1 e f(—0e(—r)r—1  \6(=1) (3.18)
From Lemma [2.7] (i) and (iii) in Section we see that (r — 1)A;(r) = 1+ O(r — 1) as
r — 1 and the second assertion is also proved. j
Lemma 3.11 a3(—r) = —28%A,(r). In particular, az(—1) = 0.
Proof. We apply D, to both sides of the identity of Lemma (3.9, From Lemma [3.10, we
have the left-hand side D, 3% = 23, - D3, = 28%A;(r), which is equal to the right-hand

side —=D,ay(—r) = —as(—r). The second assertion is obtained using the second assertion of
Lemma [3.10| and the fact that g, = 0.

Using Lemma 3.6 with /(1) = 1, I’(1) = 0, Proposition [3.7] (i), and Lemma [3.11] we see that
I"(1) +3I"(1) = D2log I(c)

c=

= daz(—rc) + 2 - 33az(—rc®) — 2a3(—c) — 5 - 2%az(—rc?) = 18as(—r).

c=1
With we have ["(1) = 18a3(—r) + 682. By the Leibnitz rule, we see that
d
J"(1) =3 (B (K ()| -2=65(I'(1)K (1) + I(1)K'(1)) = 657K'(1)
= —6532 + 36032 A1(r) = —6537 — 18as(—r).

Here we used the fact I'(1) = 0, EI) and Lemma m Therefore, we have G”(1) =
I"(1) + J"(1) = 0. The proof of (3.11) is complete now.

Then we begin to prove (3.12). Using Lemma [3.6) with I(1) = 1,I’(1) = 0, Proposition
(i), and Lemma [3.11]

IO +61"(1) + 71"(1) — 3I"(1)? = Dlog I(c)

c=1

=day(—rc) + 2 - 3'ay(—rc®) — 2a4(—c) — 5 - 2*ay(—rc?)
= 86a4(—7) — 2a4(—1).
Therefore, I™(1) = 86a4(—7) — 2a4(—1) — 108az(—r) — 2242 + 122

c=1
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Lemma 3.12 a4(—r) = —26%(2A,(r)?+Ax(r)). In particular, as(—1) = —2(6'(1)/0(—1))*.

Proof. Applying D, to both sides of the first assertion of Lemma [3.11] together with Proposi-
tion (ii) yields the first assertion. The second assertion follows from and the facts
that (r —1)A;(r) =1+ O(T —1) and (r — 1)2A2(T) = —1+40(r —1)* as r — 1, which are
verified by Lemma 2.7 (i) in Section

By the Leibnitz rule,
JU(1) = 52( | "<1)K(1)+4—!1'(1)K'(1)+i1<1)f("(1)> 2
21210! 211111 21012!
=232 (—1253 + 6K”(1)) ,
where we used the fact I'(1) = 0, and ( - From , we have

D? log K(c)|

=2{as(c) + ¢/(c — 1)’} + 2 3%as(rc’) — 2as(—c) — 2 - 3az(—rc’)
= 2(72 — az(=1)) + 184(r),

where Lemma [2.7] (ii) in Section [2.4| was used. Using Lemma 3.6/ with K (1) = 1 and nonzero
K'(1) given by (13.16]), we obtain

c=1

K"(1) = K'(1)? — K'(1) + D*log K (c)

= (=14+6A:(r))(—=2+6A4:(r)
=2 — 184, (r) + 364, (r)? + 2

c=1

+ 2(7y2 — azy(—1)) 4 1844(r)
Y2 — as(—1)) 4+ 18A4s(r).

N ~—

Hence we have

JO(1) = =248 + 2482 + 108 - 282241 (r)* + As(r)) — 108 - 262 A (r) + 2452 (72 — az(—1))
= 2483 4 2432 — 108a4(—r) + 108az(—7r) + 2432 (v2 — az(—1)),

where Lemmas and were used. Therefore,

GO(1) = 1D (1) + JD(1)
= —22a4(—r) — 126, + 2457 (72 — as(—1) +1/12) — 2a4(~1).

Now we use the equality as(—r) = —p"(¢—,) given by Lemma [2.6|in Section [2.4]and (3.14]).
We also note that we can verify the equality 75 — ag(—1) +1/12 = —e; from Lemma [2.7] (ii),

(iv) and (2.39) in Section 2.4l Then the above is written as

GW(1) = 22¢"(¢-1) = 12(p(d-r) — €1) + 24(p(d-r) — er)er + 29" (7)
= 220"(¢—r) — 120(¢—,)* + 48e1p(¢—) — 367 + 20" ().

Finally we use the differential equation (2.44)) of p. Then is obtained. Proposition
is hence proved and the proof of Theorem |1 - ) is complete.
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3.4.4 Proof of Theorem (ii)

By the definition and the properties of p explained in Section [2.4] the following is proved
for g € (0,1).

Lemma 3.13 Forr € (q,1), p(¢_,) is a monotonically increasing function of r.

By (2.40)) and (2.41)), we see that x(r) given by ((1.33]) is written as follows,
R(r) = 2(p(d-r) — e2)(p(9-r) — €3) + 6(p(d-r) +e1)(p(-r) — €1).
Hence k(1) = 2(e; — e2)(e1 — e3) and k(q) = 6(es + e1)(es — e1). Then by the inequalities

(2.45]), we can conclude that (1) > 0 and k(¢) < 0. By ’, we have k(r) = 5(p(o—_,) —
o4 )(p(p_,) — p_) with the roots p+ = p+(q) = (—2e; £ /24e? 4+ 10g,)/10 satisfying p_ <
0 < g.. Since monotonicity is guaranteed by Lemma for r € (¢,1), 7o is the unique
zero of k in the interval (¢, 1). This is determined by

O(P—ry) = P (3.19)
which is equivalent to
b= Hpy) = o= _eVTIoTHew) — oVET(=mhe T (04) (3.20)
Using ([2.40)), (2.41), and (2.45)), we can verify by (1.35]) that e3 < es < p, < e;. Hence
(2.46) implies
v—1 [ ds

—7 + p_l(p+) = 2 or \/(61 — 3)(3 — 62)(8 — 63)

and (3.20) gives (1.36). The proofs of (1.37) and the assertion mentioned below it are

complete.

3.4.5 Proof of Theorem (iii)

In the limit ¢ — 0, we have (2.56) and (1.35) gives p,(0) = (=2 + 3v/6)/60. The integral
appearing in ([1.36]) is then reduced to

—V6
1/1/6 ds 1=/ p ) 1= i
2 Jor0) (s +1/12)4/1/6 — s 1424/1/6 — 9, (0) 14 4¢%¢6

Hence the first expression for 7. in (a) is obtained.

Remark 12 If we apply (2.55) and (2.56) in Section [2.5to ([1.33]), then we have

_ r* 4 12r% — 5872 4 12r + 1
Ko(r) := 55% k(r;q) = — 601 )
(r+r)?+12(r+7r') —60

- _ Tl . (3.21)
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Since we have assumed r. € (0,1), ro + ;' € (2,00). Then we see that r = r. satisfies the
equation
r+rt=202vV6—-3) <= r2—22V6-3)r+1=0.

The above quadratic equation has two positive solutions which are reciprocal to each other.
The second expression for r. in (a) is the smaller one of them.

From ([2.35)) and ([2.39)), we have

o(d_y) = —1/1247/(1 +7)* + {2 + (r+ 7“_1)}q2
+ {6 + (r+ 7’_1) — 2(7"2 + T_Q)}q4 + O(qG)7
e1=1/6+4¢" +4¢" + O(¢°), ea = —1/12+ 29 — 24" + 8¢° — 2¢"* + O(¢”),
es = —1/12 — 2¢ — 2¢° — 8¢ — 2¢* + O(¢°), g2 = 1/12 + 20¢* + 180¢* + O(¢°).

Then the equation (3.19) is expanded in the variable ¢ as

— 112+ (rP g2 4 {24 (ro+ ")} + {6+ (ro+15") —2(r5 +r5%) b

= —(2—3V6)/60 — 2(6 — 29v/6)¢? /15 — 2(18 + 2533v/6)q* /45 + O(¢°).

Put ry = 7. + c1q + c2¢*> + O(¢*) and use the value of 7. given by (a). Then we have ¢; = 0
and the assertion (b) is proved.

For (c) we consider the asymptotics of the equation (3.19)). By (2.57) and we have
(1/12 + e~¢-ro@/Imal 4 e=Cm=b-ry@)/I7aly /|7 12 ~ 1/(12]7,]?) in |7,| — 0. This is satisfied if
and only if e=®-ro@/I7al 4 e=Cm=6-ro@)/Inl = 0 that is, cos((m — ¢_,,(¢))/7,) = 0. Under the
setting with r € (0,1), this is realized by

T = Qroq) = —TTg/2 <= 10(q) = —eVT10r (@) = VInTa/2 g2

Since ¢/2 = (1 — (1 —¢))"/2 ~1— (1 —¢q)/2 as ¢ — 1, (c) is proved.
Hence the proof of Theorem [1.6] (iii) is complete.

3.5 Proof of Proposition
By taking the ¢ — 0 limit in Lemma [3.3] the following is obtained.

Lemma 3.14 Assume that r > 0. If we set a = |z|,b = |w|, a,b € (0,1], then gp(z,w;r) <
gp(—a,b;r), where

(@ +b)%(1 +ra?)?*(1 + rb*)?
L+ ab)*(1+7)(1+ra*)(1 4 rb*)(1 + ra?b?)3
X {a6b6(2 —a® + 2ab — b* + 2a*b*)r?
+ a’V?*(a* — 2ab + 4a°b + b* + a'b* + 4ab® — 2a°6° + a*b*)r
+(2—a’+2ab— b + 2a2b2)}.

gp(—a,b;r) = (
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From now on we will assume r € (0,1]. It is easy to see that gp(—a, b;r) = gp(a, —b;r),
and gp(—a, 1;7) = gp(—1,b;7) = 1, a,b € (0,1]. We define a function D(a, b;r) by

dgp(—a,b;r)  4a™0*r*?D(a,b;r)(1 — a)(1 + a)(1 — b)*(1 + b)*(a + b)(1 + ra®)(1 + rb*)*
Ja B (14 ab)®(1 +7r)(1 4+ ra*)?(1 + ra?b?)4(1 + rb*) '

The above implies that if D(a,b;r) > 0 for r € (0,7.), V(a,b) € (0,1]%, then Proposition [1.7]
is proved.

We can prove the following.
Lemma 3.15 Let p(z) := x + 1/z and D(a,b;s) = p(a™b*s®) + 13p(a3b?s?) — 46p(a*b?s).
Then D(a,b;r) > D(a,b;7'/?), ¥(a,b,r) € (0,1]>.

Proof. A tedious but direct computation shows that
D(a,b;r) = p(a"b*/?)
+ {p(a3b2r3/2) —|—5p(a5b21"3/2) . ( 2b3 3/2)+3p< 4b3 3/2)+2p< 6b3 3/2)+3p(a5b47“3/2)}
— {10p(ar?) + 5p(a®r'?) + 2p(ab~2r'/%) + 3p(b~Hr'2) + 9p(a®b 1 ?)
+ 5p(br'/?) + 10p(a®br*’?) + p(a*br'/?) + 2p(ab?r'/?) — p(ab*r'/?)}. (3.22)

We note that p(z) is decreasing on (0, 1] and p(z) = p(z~'). By the monotonicity of p(z),
the following inequalities are guaranteed,

3p(a4637°3/2) > p(a2b3r3/2) + 2p(a3b2r3/2), (3.23)
2p( b2 1/2) <p( b47”1/2) +p( 462 1/2) (3.24>
max{p(ab=2r"?), p(b='r/?), p(a®b~r'/?)} < p(a*t*r'/?). (3.25)

For (3.22)) we apply (3.23)) in the first braces and do (3.24) and (3.25)) in the second braces.
Then the desired inequality readily follows. g

Now we prove the following.

Lemma 3.16 Let

m(s) = inf D(a,b; ),
(a,b,u)€(0,1]x(0,1]%x(0,s]
and s, = re'?. Then, m(s) attains its minimum at (1,1,s) and m(s) > 0 if and only if

0 <s < se.

Proof. We fix s € (0,1]. For z € (0,1], we consider the curve C, defined by a?b = =, or
equivalently by b = z/a®. We note that

U{ab 0,12:a*b =z, 2Y? <a <1}.

x€(0,1]
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On the curve C,, we can write D(a,a 2z;s) = p(a~'a*s®) + 13p(a~'a2s3) — 46p(z2s), 2/2 <
a < 1. Since p'(z) =1 — 272 <0 for x € (0,1], we have
J ~ -2

a—D(a a?x;s) = p'(ata?s”) (—a 22?s®) + 13p/ (a 2?5 (—a?2%s?) > 0,
a

and hence l~?(a, a~%z; 5) attains its minimum at a = z'/? and b = 1. Therefore, for s € (0, 1],

inf D(a,b;s) = inf D(z'/? 1;s) = inf D(a,1;s). (3.26)
(a,b)€(0,1]x(0,1] 2€(0,1] a€(0,1]
For (a,u) € (0,1] x (0,s], we consider D(a,1;u) = p(a™u®) + 13p(au?®) — 46p(a*u). For
€ (0,s], we consider the curve C; defined by a’u = y or equivalently, by a = (y/u)Y/*.
Note that

(0,1] x U{au 0,1] x (0,8] : a*u =1y, y <u < s}.

y€(0,s]

Then, on the curve C}, we can write D((y/u)"*, 1;0) = p(y™*u3/*) +13p(y3/*u®*) — 46p(y),
y < u < s. Since (0/0u)D((y/u)*/*, 1;u) < 0, we conclude that D((y/u)'/*,1;u) attains its
minimum at u = s, and hence, from (3.26)), we have

m(s) = inf D(a,1;u) = inf D((y/s)1/4 1;5) = inf D(a,1;s). (3.27)

(a,u)€(0,1]x(0,s] y€(0,s] a€(0,1]

It suffices to show m(s) > 0 if s < s.. Since zp'(z) = q(x) := x — 1/, we can verify easily
that

aagﬁ(a, 1;5) = 7q(a"s?) + 13 - 3q(a’s®) — 46 - 4q(a*s)

a
= 5(7a14 10 74 39a'%5% — 39a"s* — 184a''s® + 184a°s*) =: ﬁé(a, s).
For a, s € (0, 1], we see that
§(a,s) < 75" + 395 + 184a%s* — 39a*s*> — 7
92 ,\2 92% 922
= 75" + 39s% — 395 <a2 — Eﬁ) + @ — 7 <7504 395° + 536 - 7.

Since the last function of s is increasing in (0, 1] and it takes a negative value at s = 11,20,
we have 0(a, s) < 0 for (a,s) € (0,1] x (0,11/20]. Therefore, D(a, 1, s) is decreasing in a for
s € (0,11/20], which together with (3.27) implies

1+ s?
5

Here we note Remark [12| given in Section [3.4.5. Consequently, m(s) > m(s.) = 0 for
s € (0,s:] as sc = ri? = 0533 < 11/20. 4

m(s) = 5(1, 1,s) = (5% + 1255 — 58s* + 125 + 1).
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Remark 13 We see that

6+r+r! -
_—1/4 —1/4, _ .
r T ,7") - 4(7”1/2 4 T_1/2> _' g(T)

gn(

It is readily verified that §(1) = 1 and dg(r)/dr = (r —1)%/{87%/2(r+1)2} > 0, r > 1. Then,
g(r) > 1 for any r > 1. Since 1/r. = 3.51--- > 1, the PDPP Zx, is still in the partially
attractive phase although kg (r) becomes negative when r € (1/r.,00) due to the symmetry
r <> 1/r built in (3.21]).

4 Concluding Remarks

Peres and Virdg proved a relationship between the Szeg6 Kernel Sp and the Bergman kernel
Kp in the context of probability theory: A GAF is defined so that its covariance kernel is
given by Sp. Then the zero point process Zy, is proved to be a DPP for which the correlation
kernel is given by Kp. The background of their work is explained in the monograph [35], in
which we find that the Edelman—Kostlan formula [24] gives the density of Zx, with respect
to m/7 as

1
Phov(2) = 1AlogSp(2,2), 2D,
where A := 40,0-. Moreover, we have the equality
Kp(z,w) = 0.0z log Sp(z,w) = Sp(z,w)?, z,w € D. (4.1)

On the other hand, as explained above ([2.9)), for the kernels on simply connected domain
D C C, the equality
Sp(z,w)? = Kp(z,w), zw€ D, (4.2)

is established.

In the present paper, we have reported our work to generalize the above to a family of
GAFs and their zero point processes on the annulus A,. By comparing the expression ((1.19))
for the density obtained from Theorem with in Proposition in Appendix

given below, we can recover the Edelman—Kostlan formula as follows,

0(—r) 1
qu(zﬂ") = WSA(I(Z’ zr)z?)? = ZAlog Su,(2,27), 2 € A
However, (4.1)) does not hold for the weighted Szeg¢ kernel for H2(A,). As shown by (C.3)),
the second log-derivative of Sy, (2, w;r) cannot be expressed by Sy, (2, w;7) itself but a new
function Sy, (z,w;rzw) should be introduced. In addition the proportionality between the
square of the Szegd kernel and the Bergman kernel (4.2)) is no longer valid for the point
processes on A, as shown in Proposition in Appendix [C.3]

The Borchardt identity plays an essential role in the proof of Peres and Virag, which is

written as

perdet [SD(zi,zj)] = det [SD(zi,zj)Z], neN, z,...,z, €D.

1<i,j<n 1<i,jsn
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Since the n-point correlation function pf py (21, . . ., 2,) of Zx, is given by the left-hand side,
Vn € N, this equality proves that Zx; is a DPP. For Sy, the corresponding equality does not
hold. We have proved, however, that all correlation functions of our two-parameter family of
zero point processes {ngq :q € (0,1),r > 0} on A, can be expressed using perdet defined

by and we stated that they are permanental-determinantal point processes (PDPPs).

We would like to place an emphasis on the fact that the present paper is not an incomplete
work nor just replacing determinants by perdet’s. The essentially new points, which are not
found in the previous works [64] [35], are the following:

(i) Even if we start from the GAF whose covariance kernel is given by the original Szegd
kernel Sy, (-,-) = Sa, (-, -;¢) on A, the full description of conditioning with zeros needs
a series of new covariance kernels.

(ii) The covariance kernels of the induced GAFs generated by conditioning of zeros are
identified with the weighted Szegd kernel Sy (-, -; ) studied by Mccullough and Shen
[56]. In the present study, the weight parameter « plays an essential role, since it is
determined by @ = r[];_, |2¢|* and represents a geometrical information of the zeros
in A, {z1,...,2,},n € N put in the conditioning.

(iii) Corresponding to such an inductive structure of conditional GAFs, the correlation
kernel of our PDPP of Zy,, 7 > 0 is given by Sy, (-, -; ) with v = 7 [];_; |2,|* in order to
give the correlation function for the points {z1,...,2,}; pgq(zl, ...y zp; 7). In addition,
the n-product measure of the Lebesgue measure on C divided by 7, (m/7)®", should
be weighted by 6(—r)/0(—r [T, |z|*) to properly provide pj (-;7).

(iv) The parameter r also plays an important role to describe the symmetry of the GAF
and its zero point process under the transformation which we call the (g, r)-inversion,

(2,7) ——s (9,‘1—) e A, % (0,00). (4.3)

And if we adjust » = ¢ the GAF and its zero point process become invariant under
conformal transformations which preserve A,.

Inapplicability of the Borchardt identity to our zero poin processes Z X, causes interesting
behaviors of them as interacting particle systems. We have proved that the short- range
interaction between points is repulsive with index § = 2 in a similar way to the usual DPP,
but attractive interaction is also observed in Zxr . The index for decay of correlations is

given by n = 4. We found that there is a special value r = ro(q) € (g, 1) for each ¢ € (0,1) at
which the coefficient of the power-law decay of correlations changes its sign. We have studied
the zero point process obtained in the limit ¢ — 0, which has a parameter r € [0,00). In
this PDPP Zx,, r. := r0(0) can be regarded as the critical value separating two phases in
the sense that if € [0, r.) the zero point process is completely repulsive, while if r € (7., 00)
attractive interaction emerges depending on distances between points.

There are many open problems, since such PDPPs have not been studied so far. Here
we list out some of them.
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(1)

We prove that the GAF ng and its zero point process Zxr have the rotational
q

invariance and the (g, r)-inversion symmetry, and when r = ¢, they are invariant under
conformal transformations which preserve A, (Proposition|l.1)). We claimed in Remark

that X}, can be extended to a one-parameter family of GAFs {X;’(I(L) : L € N}
aving the rotational invariance and the (g, r)-inversion symmetry and this family is

an extension of {XH()L) : L € N} studied in [35 Sections 2.3 and 5.4] in the sense that
lim, 0 Xg’q(L)|T:q 4 XE(DL), L € N. In [35] Section 2.5], it is argued that {Xﬂg)L) : L >0}is
the only GAF's, up to multiplication by deterministic non-vanishing analytic functions,
whose zeros are isometry-invariant under the conformal transformations preserving D.
This assertion is proved by the fact that the zero point process of the GAF is completely
determined by its first correlation function. Therefore, the “canonicality” of the GAFs
{XH(DL) : L > 0} is guaranteed by the uniqueness, up to multiplicative constant, of the
density function with respect to m(dz)/m, pppy(2) = 1/(1 — |2|*)?, which is invariant
under the Mobius transformations preserving ). We have found, however, that the
density function with parameter r > 0, o(z;r),z € A, is not uniquely determined to
be py (z;7) as by the requirement that it is rotationally invariant and having
the (g, r)-inversion symmetry. For example, we have the three-parameter (a; > 1 —ay,
ag > 0, ag € R) family of density functions,

ol o, 03) = ATV I ((of2 |
A=)

with f; = (g — aw)(a1 + ag — 1)/4 + 1/2, By = as(ay + s — 1)/2, which sat-
isfy the above requirement of symmetry. We see that o(z;7;2,1,1) = p}&q(z;r) and
lim, 0 0(2; ¢; 1, 2, 03) = pllD),PV(z). The present study of the GAFs on A, and their
zero point processes will be generalized in the future.

As shown by ([1.20]), the asymptotics of the density of zeros pj (2) ~ (1 —[2[*)* with
(

respect to m(dz)/m in the vicinity of the outer boundary of A, can be identified with
the metric in the hyperbolic plane called the Poincaré disk model (see, for instance,
[34, 18]). The zero point process Zx, of Peres and Virdg can be regarded as a uniform
DPP on the Poincaré disk model [64 22] 13]. Is there any meaningful geometrical space
in which the present zero point process ZXKq seems to be uniform? As mentioned in
Remark [3, conditioning with zeros does not induce any new GAF on D [64], but it does
on A,. Is it possible to give some geometrical explanation for such a new phenomenon
appearing in replacing D by A, reported in the present paper?

As mentioned above and in Theorem (i), we have found power-law decays of
unfolded 2-correlation functions to the unity with an index n = 4. Although the
coefficient of this power-law changes depending on ¢ and r, the index = 4 seems to
be universal in the PDPPs Z X7, Z Xz and the DPP of Peres and Virdg Zx, (except the
PDPPs at r = r¢(q) € (¢,1),q € [0,1)). The present proof of Theorem [1.6| (i) relied on
brute force calculations showing vanishing of derivatives up to the third order. Simpler
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proof is required. In the metric of a proper hyperbolic space, the decay of correlation
will be exponential. In such a representation, what is the meaning of the ‘universal
value’ of n?

As mentioned in Remark |§|, the simplified PDPPs {Zy; : 7 € (0,00)} can be regarded
as an interpolation between the DPP of Peres and Virdg Zx, and its deterministic
perturbation at the origin Zx_ +dy. The first approximation of the perturbation of the
deterministic zero near r = oo is given by \/I—%Co /(1 by solving the approximated linear

equation \/EO? + (12 = 0. Here the ratio (o/¢; is distributed according to the push-
forward of the uniform distribution on the unit sphere by the stereographic projection
(see Krishnapur [46] for the matrix generalization). Can we trace such a flow of zeros

in {Zx- : r € (0,00)} more precisely?

The simplified PDPP Zy, was introduced as a ¢ — 0 limit of the PDPP Zx; in this

paper. On the other hand, as shown by the GAF Xp) can be obtained from the
GAF Xp of Peres and Virdg by adding a one-parameter (r > 0) perturbation on a
single term. Can we explain the hierarchical structures of these GAF and PDPP on D
and the existence of the critical value r for correlations of Zx, apart from all gadgets
related to elliptic functions? Can we expect any interesting phenomenon at r = r.?

As mentioned at the end of Section , the zero point process of the GAF Xp stud-
ied by Peres and Virdg [64] is the DPP Zx, , whose correlation kernel is given by
Kp(z,w) = Sp(z,w)? = 1/(1 — 2w)?, z,w € D with respect to the reference mea-
sure m/m. Krishnapur [46] introduced a one-parameter (¢ € N) extension of DPPs
{Z)(f]; : £ € N}, whose correlation kernels are given by Kg)(z,w) = 1/(1 — zw)**!
with respect to the reference measure £(1 — [2|?)"1m/m on D. He proved that Zg)
is realized as the zeros of det[) .\ Gn2"|, where {G,},en are ii.d. complex Ginibre
random matrices of size £ € N. A similar extension of the present PDPP Z,, on A,
will be challenging.

For 0 <t <1,let D, :={z € C:|z] <t}. The CLT for the number of points Zx, (D;)
as t — 1 can be easily shown, since Zx, is a DPP and then Zx (D) can be expressed
as a sum of independent Bernoulli random variables [64, Corollary 3 (iii)] [69]. For
0<g<s<t<llet Ay, :={2€ C:s < |zl <t}. It would also be expected
that the CLT holds for (ZAq (As, /a), Za, (A\/@t)) as s — ¢ and t — 1 simultaneously in
some sense. Is there a useful expression for those random variables as above and can
we prove the CLTs for them?

In the present paper, we have tried to characterize the density functions and the
unfolded 2-correlation functions of the PDPPs. As demonstrated by Fig2] change
of global structure is observed at r = r. for the unfolded 2-correlation function.
Precise description of such a topological change is required. More detailed quan-
titative study would be also interesting. For example, we can show that qu(:p;r)
plotted in F ig attains its maximum at x = /¢ when r = 1 and the value is given
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by GY (v&:1) = (2(0)® + a3(0)®)/(169q1(¢)®) > 1, where qi(q) = [[;Z,(1 + ¢™),
¢@(q) =10, (1+¢* 1), and ¢3(q) := [~ (1 —¢**'). How about the local minima?
Moreover, systematic study on three-point and higher-order correlations will be needed

to obtain a better understanding of differences between PDPPs and DPPs.

(9) Matsumoto and one of the present authors [54] studied the real GAF on a plane
and proved that the zeros of the real GAF provide a Pfaffian point process (PfPP).
There a Pfaffian-Hafnian analogue of Borchardt’s identity was used [36]. Is it mean-
ingful to consider the Pfaffian-Hafnian analogues of PDPPs? Systematic study on
the comparison among DPPs, PfPPs, permanental PPs, Hafnian PPs, PDPPs, and
Hafnian—Pfaffian PPs will be a challenging future problem.

(10) The symmetry of the present GAF and its zero point process under the (g, r)-inversion
mentioned above and the pairing of uncorrelated points in the GAF X, shown
by Proposition suggest that the inner boundary ~, plays essentially the same role
as the outer boundary ;. As an extension of the Riemann mapping function for a
simply connected domain D C C, a function mapping a multiply connected domain to
the unit disk is called the Ahlfors map [79, [7]. (See also Remark [7| again.) Could we
use such Ahlfors maps to construct and analyze GAFs and their zero point processes
on general multiply connected domains?
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A Hyperdeterminantal Point Processes

Recall that determinant and permanent are defined for an n X n matrix (a 2nd order tensor
on an n-dimensional space) M = (M4, )1<iy ig<n 88

n 1 n
det M = 1<¢d%t<n[m“i2] = Z sgn(o) Hm&’(f) = Z sgn(oq)sgn(os) Hm01(€)02(€)7
== €S, =1 " (01,02)€62 =1
n 1 n
per M = per [myp]:= Y [[mwe = } > Imaweo (A1)
ISiizsn o€G, (=1 " (01,02)€62 (=1
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where &,, denotes the symmetric group of order n. The notion of determinant has been
extended as follows. Cayley’s first hyperdeterminant is defined for a k-th order tensor (hy-
permatrix) on an n-dimensional space M = (my, i, )i<iy.. iz<n @8

Det M = Det [my. ;] := E Z Hsgn o; I_Im(71 on(l (A.2)

1<iy,...,1x<n n!
(o1, ,o’k)Ele 1

It is straightforward to see that Det M = 0 if k is odd. Gegenbauer generalized (A.2)) to the

case where some of the indices are non-alternated. If Z denotes a subset of {1,...,k}, one
has
1
Detz M = lgilli)ﬁ’,cizkgn[mil__ik] = Z Hsgn of I_Im(71 okl (A.3)

(01,0, )EGE €L

These extensions of the determinant are called hyperdeterminants. See [53, 25 [51] and
references therein.

Lemma A.1 Let A = (a;;,) and B = (b;;,) be n X n matrices. Then per Adet B =
Detgo gy C, where C' = (¢4,451,) 5 the n x n X n hypermatriz with the entries

Ciyigis = aizilbi2i3, il, ig, ig - {1, - ,n}. (A4)
In particular, perdet M = Det s 31 [Migi, My, |, where perdet M is defined by .
Proof. By the definition (A.1)),

n

perAdetB = Z Ham(i) Z Sgn(TQ H T2 () = Z Z SgIl TQ Hazrl 12 (1

T1EG, =1 T2€6, Jj= T1€6, 266, =1

n
S S sl 009 [y e e
i=1

01€6, 0266, 0366,

— n' Z Z Z sgn(oq)sgn (o Haal(z o2(i) Do (i) o3 (i)

01€6, 0266, 0366,

We change the symbols of permutations as o1 — p9, 09 — p1,03 — p3. Then the above is

written as (1/n!) ngG? Zpgeean > pece, Sen(p2)sen(ps) [T @i )bpz(-)pg(i). Hence if we
assume then thls is written as (1/n!) 3=, . oces [icqoay 580(00) ITi— Coi()oatiyos -
By the deﬁnltlon , the proof is complete. g

Theorem of the present paper can be written in the following way.
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Theorem A.2 Zxr s a hyperdeterminantal point process (hDPP) in the sense that it has
q
correlation functions expressed by hyperdeterminants as
0(—r)
P (215 2nyT) = =
! O(=r 1Ty [26*)

n n
X Det{273} [SAq <2i2, Zips T H |Z£|2> SAq (%7 Zigy T H |Z£|2)} )
=1 =1

1<iy,i2,i3<n

for everyn € N and 2z, ..., 2, € A, with respect to m/.

B Conformal Map from A, to D(s)

A general Schwarz—Christoffel formula for conformal maps from A, to a doubly connected
domain is given as Eq.(1) in [21] and on page 68 in [23]. We can read that a conformal map
from A, to a chordal standard domain D(s), s > 0 is given in the form

76— Tqu v Tqu)
f) = 0/1 o(w)

where C' is a parameter. We can show that the integral is transformed into an integral of
the Weierstrass p-function and hence the map is expressed by the (-function. A result is
given by in Remark . We note that the obtained function H, is related to the Villat
kernel IC (see, for instance, [2§]),

1+ 2n 14+ 0 2n 2n
lC(z):lC(z;q)::Z 7= _ Z+22< d TR ), z €A,

_2n, 1 _ 2n _ _ 2
nezl gz 1—2z g"—z 1—qg"z

du,

n=1

by a simple relation H,(z) = /—1K(2),z € A,. Moreover, we can verify the equality
K(z) =2p1(2), z € A,.

C Bergman Kernel and Szeg6é Kernel of an Annulus

C.1 K,, expressed by Weierstrass p-function

A CONS for the Bergman space on A, is given by {Efzq)(z)}nez where we set

n+1
mZ, nEZ\{—l},

- ! P n=—1.
V —2logq
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The Bergman kernel of A, is then given by

Ko, (2w) 1= kg (z,0) = D7 80 (2)7 (w)

nez
1 1 1 n
= — — 4+ — w)",  z,w € A,. C.1
2log q zw * 2 Z 1— ¢ (=) =W e (C.1)

neZ\{0}

Using ([2.35)) and the notation (2.36]), we can verify that this kernel is expressed using the
Weierstrass p-function ([2.35)) as [§]

1 1 1

P
21qu% - %<@(¢zw) + E)’ zZ,w € A, (C.2)

Ky, (z,w) = —

C.2 Second log-derivatives of SAq
Here we prove the following.

Proposition C.1 Forr > 0, the following equality holds,

O(—r
0.0z log Sa, (z,w;r) = WSM(Z,UJ;TZE)Q, z,w € A, (C.3)
In particular,
Alog Sy, (z,2;7) = 4MS (z,z;7]2)%)%, 2z €A (C4)
A = O(—r|=[H) ™7 7 " '

Proof. Let 91(€) := v/—1q"*qoeV10(e>V=1) 29, (11.2.2)]. This is one of the well-known
four kinds of Jacobi theta functions 9;(£),i = 0,1,2,3. (See [29, Section 1.6] and [62], Section
20.5].) Using ¥y, (2.30)) in Proposition [2.2|is written as

V—=191(0)91(¢—r-w/2)
2191(¢—T/2)191(¢2E/2) ’
where the notation ([2.36)) has been used. This gives

SAq (Z7 w; T) =

0.0 log S, (2, w; 1) = — (ag log 191(5)‘ — 2 log ¥ (€) de) /2) /(427).

We use the equality p(2w;z/7) = (7/(2w;)){97(0)/(391(0)) —? log ¥ (2)} (see Eq. (23.6.14)
in [62]). In the setting (2.34]) we have
0:0510g Sp, (2, wir) = (9(d—r2m) — p(b2w)) / (210). (C.5)
Now we use (2.51) in Lemma given in Section [19]. Combining with in
Proposition , gives
0.0510g S, (z,w;r) = (2w, —rzw) f'X (2w, —(rzw) ") /(20)
= Sp, (2, w;72W0) S, (2, w; (rzw) ")/ (2w). (C.6)

fzd)—rzﬁ/z
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The expression (2.25) of Sy, (-, ;) in Proposition gives
Sn (2 w; (rzw) ™) = fIE (2w, —(rew) ™) = = f7((;w) 7, —rew)
= —SAq(z_l,w_l; rZW), (C.7)

where ([2.28) is used. On the other hand, the expression (2.30) of Sy, (-,-;7) in Proposition
2.2/ gives Sy, (2, w; rzw) = ¢30(—r(zw)?)/0(—rzw, zw), and

JE T R :qge(—rz@(zw)_l) _ q20(—r) g qe0(—r)
S, (2, i r20) 0(—rzw, (zw)Y)  O(—rzw, (zw) 1) 0(—zwr, 2w)’

where (2.13)) was used. Hence, Sa, (271, w™;r2w) = —2w{0(—r)/0(—r(2w)?)} S, (2, w; r2W)
and (C.7) gives Sy, (2, w; (rzw)™') = 2w{f(—r)/0(—r(2w)*)}S4,(z, w;rzw). Then (C.6)

proves the proposition. g

C.3 Relation between K, 6 and Sy,

We prove the following relation between the Bergman kernel K, and the Szegd kernel Sy,
of an annulus.

Proposition C.2 The equality

Sa,(z,w)? = Ky (2,w) + i_, z,w € Ay, (C.8)
2
holds, where
P 1 (—=1)"ng™ 1
a=alg) 62~|—12+210gq Z 1— g +2logq (€.9)

neN
Proof. By Proposition , Sa,(z,w)? = fI¥(zw, —q)*. Since f™™(z,a) = f™(z,a/¢*)/z is
given by (2.29), we have f'¥(2w, —q) = f¥ (2w, —¢!)/(2w), and hence
1
SAq (Za U))Z = %fJK(ZE7 _Q)fJK(ZE7 _q_l)' (C]'O)

Here we use (2.51]) in Lemma [2.5] given in Section [2.4] [19]. Then
PG, —q) [ (20, —q7) = p(m + 77) — 9(¢w) = e2 — (),

where we have used the setting (2.34)), the notation (2.36)) and the evenness of p(z). The

equality (C.10)) is thus written as Sy, (z,w)* = —p(¢.w)/(2w) + ¢/(zw). Now we use (C.2).

Then (C.8]) is obtained with a given by the first expression in (C.9)). If we set z = —¢/w in
(C.8), then Lemma gives an equality, 0 = Ky (—q/w,w) — a/q. By (C.1) with a short

calculation, the second expression for a in ((C.9) is obtained. g
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Remark 14 The relationship (C.8) between S, and K, 6 with an additional term a is
concluded from a general theory (see, for instance, Exercise 3 in Section 6, Chapter VII of
[60], and Section 25 of [7]). It was shown in [12] that a is readily determined by Lemma
as shown above, if the equality is established. Here we showed direct proof of
using the equality between fX and p [19]. By the explicit formulas for a, we
see that lim, ,oa(q) = 0. Therefore, the relation is reduced in the limit ¢ — 0 to
Sp(z,w)? = Kp(z,w), z,w € D, which is a special case of , as expected.
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