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TRUNCATIONS OF RANDOM UNITARY MATRICES DRAWN FROM
HUA-PICKRELL DISTRIBUTION

ZHAOFENG LIN, YANQI QIU, AND KAI WANG

ABSTRACT. Let U be a random unitary matrix drawn from the Hua-Pickrell distribution

M(Ug()n ) ON the unitary group U(n+m). We show that the eigenvalues of the truncated

unitary matrix [U; j]1<i j<n form a determinantal point process 2;™) on the unit disc
D for any § € C satisfying Red > —1/2.
We also prove that the limiting point process taken by n — oo of the determinantal

point process %,fm’5) is always 2™ independent of §. Here 2°[™ is the determinantal

point process on D with weighted Bergman kernel

1

K™ - -
(z,0) (1 — zw)m+!

with respect to the reference measure dul™l(z) = (1 — |z])™ do(z), where do(z) is
the Lebesgue measure on D.

1. INTRODUCTION

Determinantal point processes, which arise in quantum physics, have been studied
extensively after being initiated by Macchi [26] in the seventies. They have been used
to model fermions in quantum mechanics, eigenvalues and singular values distribution
of random matrices, zero sets of random analytic functions, and many other objects in
representation theory and combinatorics. All of them can be described by probabilistic
models that give the likelihood as matrix determinants of kernel functions. We refer the
reader to [3, 21, 36, 37, 38] for further background of determinantal point processes.

1.1. Truncations of Haar unitary matrices. By the theorem established by Macchi
[26] and Soshnikov [37], as well as Shirai and Takahashi [38], one knows how to determine
whether a reproducing kernel function K (-,-) yields a determinantal point process. How-
ever, it is still a hard problem to illustrate a concrete determinantal point process for a
given kernel function, even for the classical weighted Bergman kernel.

Let 2™ be the determinantal point process on the unit disc D with weighted Bergman
kernel
1

KP(ew) = s
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with respect to the reference measure
dpl™(z) = (1 = |22y Mo (2),
s

where do(z) is the usual Lebesgue measure. In a breakthrough work [36], Peres and
Virag established a concrete model for 2 ! through the random analytic function theory.
Namely, the zeros of the random analytic function

f(2)=ap+arz+agz® +---,

where ay, k > 0, are i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian random variables, form a determi-
nantal point process on D with Bergman kernel

1

KW=_-
(1— zw)?

with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure dul'l(z) = Ldo(z).

Krishnapur [21, 23] extended the result of Peres and Virdg to general positive integer
m, which is exactly the determinantal point process 2 ™. In detail, let G, k > 0, be
ii.d. m x m matrices with i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian entries. Then the zeros of

the random analytic function
(1.1) F(z) = det(Go + Grz + Go2® + - - -)

form a determinantal point process on I with the weighted Bergman kernel K™ with
respect to the reference measure ™.

The truncated unitary matrix theory plays an important role in Krishnapur’s work. Let
U be a random unitary matrix drawn from the Haar distribution puy(,4m) on unitary group
U(n 4+ m) for some fixed positive integers n,m. Zyczkowski and Sommers [40] showed

that the cigenvalues distribution 2;'™ of the truncated unitary matrix Ui jl1<ij<n form
a determinantal point process on the unit disc D with kernel

—_

Kl (2 ) = — (m+1)(m +k2') - (m+ k) ()

0

B
Il

with respect to the reference measure du!™. Krishnapur obtained the distribution of the
zeros of the random analytic function F' in (1.1) by establishing a remarkable link between
his model and Zyczkowski and Sommers’ result.

1.2. Hua-Pickrell measure on unitary group. Let pyv) be the Haar measure on
the unitary group U(N) for N € Ny; see e.g. [15]. The celebrated theorem by Dyson
and Weyl in [8, 9] state that the eigenvalues of unitary matrix drawn from the Haar
distribution pyny on U(N) form a determinantal point process, called circular unitary
ensemble, on the unit circle T with kernel

N-1
KN(eiG’ eiap) _ Z eik(@—ap)
k=0

with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure %d@. We refer the reader to Pereira’s

short note [32] for a quick survey for more Hermitian random matrix model, and Heden-
malm and Wennman’s recent work [19] for non-Hermitian cases.
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For any fixed § € C with Red > —1/2, the Hua-Pickrell measure ,LLS()N) on U(N) is
defined by

#U(N) U det(I U) | f( )}
[det(T — V)P
for any continuous function f € C(U(N)). In other words, the Hua-Pickrell measure

,ug() wy 18 a probability measure on U(N) satisfying

NU(N) |:

dp )y (U) o< | det(I — U)| dpuy vy (U).

When ¢ = 0, ,ug()N) is just the Haar measure py(y). Here, the notation p oc v for two
measure j, v means that there exists a constant ¢ such that p = cv.

The Hua-Pickrell measure has already been studied on the finite dimensional unitary
group by Hua [16]. And results about the infinite dimensional case were given by Pickrell
[33, 34]. It has been widely studied in recent years; see, e.g. [2, 4, 6, 12, 28, 30].

Similarly, the eigenvalues of unitary matrix drawn from the Hua-Pickrell distribution

ug( on U(N ) also form a determinantal point process on the unit circle T, in which the

kernel K\ ~ involves Gauss’s hypergeometric functions [2, 6].

1.3. Main results. We consider the point process for eigenvalues of the truncated unitary

matrix drawn from the Hua-Pickrell distribution ug()n +m)

where n,m € N, and § € C satisfying Red > —1/2. Let
dpt™ (2) = |(1 = 2)°P(1 = |2[*)" " do (=)

be the reference measure. Denote {P,ﬁm"”}gozo the family of orthonormal polynomials ob-
tained by applying Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {2%}5¢  in L2(DD, p(™9)).

on unitary group U(n + m),

Theorem 1.1. Let U be a random unitary matriz drawn from the Hua-Pickrell distribu-

g()n+m) on unitary group U(n 4+ m). Then the eigenvalues of the truncated unitary

matriz [U; jl1<ij<n form a determinantal point process 2.0 on the unit disc D with
kernel

tion

with respect to the reference measure (™ ).

Clearly, the determinantal point process 2,09 i equal to the determinantal point
process ;0 only if 6 = 0. However, we next show that the limiting point process
29 is always 2™ independent of the parameter 6.

Theorem 1.2. For any § € C satisfying Red > —1/2, the limiting point process taken by
n — oo of the determinantal poin process ™0 s always 2™, independent of §. Here
2™ s the determinantal point process on the unit disc D with weighted Bergman kernel
1

(1 _ Zw)m—l—l

with respect to the reference measure dpl™(z) = (1 — |2])™'do(2).

KM (2, w) =
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let us recall some notations and definitions of determinantal point processes and re-
producing kernels.

2.1. Determinantal point process. Let E be a locally compact Polish space, By(FE)
the collection of all pre-compact Borel subsets of E. Denote Conf(E) the space of all
locally finite configurations over F/, that is,

Conf(E) = {£=3",0, | Vi, 2, € Eand £(A) < oo for all A € By(E)}.

Consider the vague topology on Conf(F), the weakest topology on Conf(FE) such that
for any f € C.(E), the map Conf(E) 3 £ — [, fd¢ is continuous. Here C.(F) is the
space of all continuous functions on E with compact support. The configuration space
Conf(FE) equipped with the vague topology is also a Polish space. The Borel o-algebra
F on Conf(E) is generated by the cylinder sets C5 = {¢ € Conf(E) | {(A) =n}, where
ne€N={0,1,2---} and A € By(E). Let (Q,F(Q),P) be a probability space. By
definition, a random variable

2 (Q,F(Q),P) — (Conf(FE),F)

taken integer-valued non-negative Radon measure on F is called a point process on F.
For more details, we refer the reader to [10, 11, 13, 21, 24, 25].

A point process 2 is called simple if it almost surely assigns at most measure one to
singletons. In the simple case, 2  can be identified with a random discrete subset of E.
And for any A € By(E), Z (A) represents the number of points that fall in A.

Let p be a reference Radon measure on F and K : Ex E — C be a measurable function.
A simple point process 2 is called determinantal on F associated to the kernel K with
respect to the reference measure p, if for every n € N, and any family of mutually disjoint

subsets Ay, Ag, -+ A €By(E),m>1,n,>1,1<k<m,n +ng+-+n,=nmn,
e Z(Ag)! /

22) E = det | K (z;, x; _dp(xy) - dp ().

22 [1!:[1 (%(Ak)_nk)!] ATLx X Al [ j)]lﬁwﬁn (21) ()

2.2. Orthonormal polynomials. From now on, we always assume that £ C C is a

domain and u be the reference Radon measure on E. Suppose that {p;}7=} is a finite

orthonormal set in L?*(E, u). Denote

K(z,y) = 2_: er(z)on(y)-
k=0

Then there exists a unique determinantal point process on F with kernel K with respect
to the reference measure p. And the number of points in this determinantal point process
is equal to n, almost surely.

Consider a random vector in £ C C" with density

1 n
o det [K(xi, z])] \<ij<n H dp(zy).
’ k=1

Erase the labels and regard it as a point process on E with n points, then it implies a
determinantal point process on E with kernel K with respect to the reference measure pu.
The proof of these results can be found in [20, 21].
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Let {P.}32, be a family of orthonormal polynomials obtained by applying Gram-
Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {*}°, in L*(E, u). For any n € N, set

(2.3) Koley) = 3 P) ).

It follows from the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure and the definition of Van-
dermonde determinant that

n—1

det [Kn(zi,xj)]lgmgn = chz(Pk) H |z; — ;)%
k=0

1<i<j<n

where lc(P) denotes the leading coefficient of polynomial P.
Now consider a random vector in E™ C C" whose density is proportional to

(2.4) IT lzi— P T ] dusta)-

1<i<j<n k=1
It follows that the point process on £ C C induced by erasing the labels is determinantal
with kernel K, with respect to the reference measure p. The ensemble (2.4), called the
orthogonal polynomial ensemble, has been extensively studied in random matrix models;
see, e.g. [7, 8, 14, 21, 27, 29] and references therein.

2.3. Reproducing kernel. When the kernel function K appeared in the formula (2.2)
is hermitian, it is a reproducing kernel for some Hilbert space.

Recall that a reproducing kernel Hilbert space H on E is a Hilbert space consisted by
some measurable functions satisfied that for every x € E, the linear evaluation functional
ev, : H — C defined by ev,(f) = f(x) is bounded. Since every bounded linear functional
is given by the inner product with a unique vector in H, we know that for every = € F,
there is a unique vector k, € H such that f(x) = (f, k), for every f € H. The function &,
is called the reproducing kernel of the point z. The two-variable function K¢ : ExE — C
defined by

Ky(x,y) = ky(x)

is called the reproducing kernel of H. We refer the reader to [1, 35] for more properties
and details of reproducing kernels.
It is well known that the weighted Bergman space

LD, pm) = {f :D—C ‘ f is holomorphic and / 1£(2))2du™(2) < oo}
D

is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space with reproducing kernel

1

K e
(2, w) (1 — zw)m+t’

which is called the weighted Bergman kernel. The linear subspace span{z*}$° is dense
in L2(D, uf™), and the orthonormal polynomials have the following form:

- 1 2) ... k
P! }(2):\/(m+ )(m+k') (m+k) x pso.
We refer the reader to [18, 39] for a comprehensive overview.
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Suppose that the reproducing kernel Hilbert space H is a subspace of L*(E, ) with
reproducing kernel Ky/(-,-). If we assume moreover that the reproducing kernel of H is
locally of trace class, then by a theorem obtained by Macchi [26] and Soshnikov [37], as
well as Shirai and Takahashi [38], there exists a unique determinantal point process 2%
on E with kernel Ky (-, -) with respect to the reference measure .

In fact, the kernel given in (2.3) is the reproducing kernel of the finite dimensional
reproducing kernel Hilbert space

M, = span{z"} 25 C L*(B, ).

And the associated determinantal point process 2%, is exactly determined by the or-
thogonal polynomial ensemble (2.4).

Next we consider an infinite dimensional reproducing kernel Hilbert space H C L*(E, 1),
and suppose that span{z*}2°  is dense in H. Then the reproducing kernel of H has the
following form:

(2.5) En(r,y) = Pi(x)Pi(y)

where {P.}%2, is the family of orthonormal polynomials obtained by applying Gram-
Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {z¥}2° in L*(E, ).

Hence the determinantal point process 2% with kernel (2.5) can be seen as the limiting
point process taken by n — oo of the determinantal point process 2%, with kernel (2.3).
For more concrete models, more connections between determinantal point processes and
reproducing kernels; see, e.g. [5, 21, 22, 23, 31].

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we are going to establish the point process of eigenvalues of the truncated
unitary matrix drawn from the Hua-Pickrell distribution ,ug;()n )
Let 7 (n,m) be the product measurable space

T (n,m) = U(m) x ¥(n) x (S* )" x C",

where ¥'(n) is the submanifold of n x n unitary matrices with non-negative diagonal
elements and S?™~! is the (2m — 1)-dimensional unit sphere. There exists a product
probability measure 7, ) on 7 (n,m) defined by

dﬁnm(vala yWhy 21,00 >Zn)

= Clnm) H 1—|z)™ H |2 — zj|2duU( W) dv, (V Hd@ (wi) Hda(zk)
k=1 k=1 k=1

1<i<j<n

where C(y, ) is the normalization constant, dv, is the restriction of Haar measure dpy )
on the submanifold ¥'(n) and dO© is the usual Lebesgue measure on S*™~1,

Let P : Z(n,m) — C™ be the projection map. The following decomposition for the
Haar measure fiy(n4m) on unitary group U(n +m) may be well-known. Since the lack of
references, we present a full proof for completeness.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a measurable transformation

T (U(?’L + m), MU(n-‘,—m)) - (‘7(”’ m)’ ﬁ"vm))’
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which possesses the following two properties :

(). for pumemy-a-e. U € U(n+m), the set {(PT(U)); : 1 < i < n} is equal to the set
)‘([Ui,j]lgi,jgn) Of eigenvalues Of the matriz [Ui,j]lgi,jgn;

(ii). for any integrable function ¢ € L' (T (n,m), Tinm)) .

/ @ o T dpymim) = / @ dT(nm)-
U(n+m) <g(nﬂn)

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We will prove Lemma 3.1 by the following five steps.

Step I. For a matrix M € GL(n 4+ m, C), partition it as

X C

(3.6) M = lB* A} ,
where X has size n x n. By omitting a lower dimensional submanifold of GL(n + m, C),
whose Lebesgue measure is zero, we may assume that the eigenvalues of X are mutually
distinct. Then we can put the eigenvalues of X in lexicographical order by z; < zy <

- < Zp.

The submatrix X can be uniquely written as Schur decomposition

(3.7) X=V(Z+T)V",
where V' is unitary with V;; > 0, 1 < ¢ < n, T is strictly upper triangular, Z is the
diagonal matrix diag(z1, 22, ..., 2,); see e.g. [17]. Therefore, there is a unique matrix
decomposition of M as follow:
|V ol |\ Zz+T S| |V O

(3:8) M‘[o IHR* AHO I]’
where R =V*B and § = V*C. .

Write R = [RlT, RY, - ,RH , where each Ry is a m-tuple row vector. For 1 < k < n,

let Ry, = [RT,R7,--- ,RE}T denote the submatrix consisting of the first & rows of R,
and 7, be the submatrix consisting of the first k£ rows and columus of matrix Z + T.
In particular R =Ri, R, =R, and & = z1, o, = Z+T. For 1 < k < n, since
I + (R ") (Rie,7 )" is a positive definite matrix, the positive definite square root

I+ (R, ") (Rt )" }1/2 makes sense. Denote

Rl = Rh
(3.9) Rist = Rt [+ (R (B )], b =1,2,0 n =1,
A= [T+ (Roa ) (Rt )] 2 AL

For £ = 1,2,--- ,n, write ﬁk = rpwy in the spherical coordinate system, where the
m-tuple row vector wy lies in the (2m — 1)-dimensional unit sphere S*™~! and r; is a
non-negative number. Let A = WDY? be the matrix’s polar decomposition of A ie, W
lies in the m x m unitary group U(m) and D'/? is the positive definite square root of a
positive definite matrix D.

We have the following measure decomposition for Lebesgue measure on the general
linear group GL(n + m, C).
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Fact 3.2. In the above notations, the Lebesque measure on GL(n+m, C) has the following
decomposition:

/\ |dMi’j‘2 XX

1<i,j<n+m

F(D) [Ty sz—2 H1§i<j§n |2 — 2
det[l + (Ryf; ) (R, )y m [Ty det[] + (Rpary ") (Ryty )]

- N\ do(z) [\ dO(wr) )\ dva(V) N\ divimy (W)

1<k<n 1<k<n
2 2
N TP N\ ldSlP N\ dDiy N\ redr,
1<i<j<n 1<i<n 1<i,j<m 1<k<n
1<j2m

where f is a smooth function of D.

Proof of Fact 3.2: It follows from the partitioned matrix form (3.6) that

N laMi P = N ldxP N GG N\ Bl N\ 1dAE
1<i,j<n+m 1<i,j<n 1<i<n 1<i<n 1<i,j<m
1<j<m 1<j<m

Noticing that R =V*B, S = V*C and V is unitary, we have

N 1dBi;P =\ ldRi,,

1<i<n 1<i<n

1<5<m 1<j<m
and

N 1dCP = N\ 1S

1<i<n 1<i<n

1<j2m 1<5m
Therefore,
3.10 N M= N laxglP N 1S N\ Rl N\ 1dA”
( : ) 1<i,j<n+m 1<i,5<n 1<i<n 1<i<n 1<i,5<m

1<j2m 1<5m

Applying the Ginibre’s measure decomposition in Page 105 in [21] to the matrix’s Schur
decomposition (3.7), we have

(3.11) N 1axilP o I =l A\ do(a) Ndvwa(V) N 1dT30%

1<i,j<n 1<i<j<n 1<k<n 1<i<j<n
We next turn to the computation of A |[dR;;|* and A |dA;;|*>. The formu-
1<i<n 1<i,j<m
1<j<m

las (3.9) implies that

n—1
N ldRi1? =TT detl + (Rpe ) (Rpar )T N ldR1,
1<i<n k=1 1<i<n
1<j<m 1<j<m

and

N 1dA P = det[T + (Ryo, ) (Ryaty )T\ |dA)”

1<i,j<m 1<i,j<m
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Based on the spherical coordinate systems Ry = rewg, k=1,2,---,n, we have
/\ |d§,~7j|2 = Hrzm_Q /\ ridry, /\ dO(wy),
1<i<n k=1 1<k<n 1<k<n
1<j<m
and

/\ |dR- ,|2 o Z:1 lem_z /\lskSn Trdre Algkgn d@(wk)
1, -

(3.12) i det[] + (Rt ) (Rpet b))

1<i<n
1<<m

Moreover, by Lemma 6.6.1 in [21], the matrix’s polar decomposition A = W D2 yields
that

N ldAP=fD) N dDi; N QW)

1<i,j<m 1<i,j<m 1<i,j<m

where f is a smooth function of D and Q(W) = W*dW is a matrix-valued one form. It
also follows from the statement in Page 101 of [21] that

Ao (W) o\ Qus(0).

1<i,j<m
This concludes that

f(D) Algi,jgm dD; ; \ dﬂU(m)(W)

(3.13) /\ |[dA; ;|7 o det[] + (Rza/ V) (R%.ad1)*]m

1<i,j<m

Combining (3.11), (3.12), (3.13) with (3.10), we obtain Fact 3.2.

Step II. For a matrix M € GL(n +m), write M = UP'/? in the polar decomposition,
where U lies in the unitary group U(n + m) and P'/2 is the positive definite square root
of a positive definite matrix P. We denote a normal matrix () by

(3.14) o Pg ﬂp{‘g ﬂ

and partition it as
B QW Q®
(3.15) Q= [Q(?,) Q|

where QW) has size n x n. Here V is the matrix appeared in the matrix’s Schur decom-
position (3.7)

By further studying for Fact 3.2, we have the following measure decomposition for
Lebesgue measure on the general linear group GL(n + m, C).
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Fact 3.3. In the above notations, the Lebesque measure on GL(n+m, C) has the following
decomposition:

/\ |dMi7j|2 XX

1<i j<n+m

F(D) [Ty T/%m_2 H1§i<j§n |2 — 2]
det (e + Ry Ry)™ [T, det (o o + RyRy)

N do(z) N\ dO(w) N\ dva(V) )\ dpvim (W

1<k<n 1<k<n

/\ de /\ dQ /\ de /\ dDi; /\ Tkdr-
1<7,7<n 1<i<n 1<i<m 1<i,5<m 1<k<n

Ci#j 1<5<m 1<j<n

Proof of Fact 3.3: It is easy to verify that

(Z+T) R||Z+T S|
This implies that
(Z+T)"S+RA=QWY.

Noticing that

(3.17) A= [I+ (R, )R Y] *wDY?,
we have
(3.18) S = o> (Q<2> — Ru[I+ (Rt ) (Roer )] 2WDW).
Based on (3.9), one can prove by induction that R, is depended on Z, T, 11,79, - , Ty,
Wi, W, ,Wn, and o7, is depended on Z T'. This implies that
ds; ; = d
/\ J (det ,Qf* /\ Q
1<i<n 1<i<n
1<g<m 1<]<m
where [---] consists of many terms involving dzy, dry, dwy, 1 < k <mn, and dD,;,dW, ;,
1<4,j<m,aswellasdl;;, 1 <i< j < n. Noting that Q®* = Q®), we get
2
(3.19) /\ 91" = det( ,;z%* /\ dQ” /\ dQ
1<i<n 1<i<n 1<i<m
1<j<m 1<5<m 1<5<n
For 1 <k <n —1, denote k-tuple columu vectors
T
tirr = [Tosts Toprrs - Thogpr1]
and
T
(3.20) Qi1 = [Q10 1, Qir+ Qik]
It follows from (3.16) that
Dty + iR = Qs
By the fact that
1/2

(3.21) Rt = reswp [+ (R, (Read )],
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we get

— ~1/2 .
(3.22) T (qu — e R [I + (Reaty Y (Rt wkﬂ).
Using the fact that Ry is depended on 21, 2o, - -+ , 2, 71,72, -, T, Wi, Wa, -+ - ,wy and Tj ;,
1 <i<j <k, and & is depended on zi, 29, - - - , 2, T} ; again, we obtain that

/\ dﬂk"'l dtﬂ* /\ szk-‘rl_'_[ ]7

1<i<k 1<i<k
where [ - -] consists of many terms involving dz;, 1 < j <k, and dr;j,dw;, 1 <j < k+1,
as well as dT;;, 1 <i<j<k. Noting that QUW* = QW we get
(3.23) N 1T P = dt(T A dQil N\ A+ ).

1<i<k 1<i<k 1<j<k

A direct computation shows that for any 1 < k < n,
det (o) det [I + (Rt ") (Rya )]

= det ("o, det [I + Ry (<, )" Ry

= det (" ;) det [I + (o o) ReRy]

= det (o ), + R, R}).
Combing it with (3.19), (3.23) and Fact 3.2, we obtain Fact 3.3.

Step III. Denote

(3.24) G = QP (/) Ru[I + (Rt ) (Rt )] P W,
and for 1 <k <n-—1,

—-1/2

(3.25) ak—Re<wk+1[l+(de YRy )] RZ(%*%)‘qul)-

By further studying for Fact 3.3, we have the following measure decomposition for
Lebesgue measure on the general linear group GL(n + m, C).

Fact 3.4. In the above notations, the Lebesgue measure on GL(n+m, C) has the following
decomposition:

Al F(D)9(G D) [Ty 7" Thcicjen 12 = 4
P Get( ity + BB 1L det(ey o+ RiRo) [ (1 — anr )

/\ do(z) /\ d@(wk)/\dl/n(V)/\duU(m)(W) /\ dQi ;,

1<k<n 1<k<n 1<i,j<n+m

1<i,j<n+m

where g is a smooth function of (G, D).
Proof of Fact 3.4: It follows from (3.16) that
S*S + A*A =QW.
Based on (3.17) and (3.18), we have
(3.26) D — GDY? — D'2G* + QP (o77,) ' QP = QW
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This implies that

(327) /\ dDZJ - g G D /\ dQZ] ]7
1<i,5<m 1<i,5<m
where ¢ is a smooth function of (G, D). Here [-- ] consists of many terms involving

dzg,dwi, 1 < k < n, dW,;;, 1 <1i,j7 <m, anddQ
1<i,5 <n, z;éj,aswellasdrk,lgkgn
It follows from (3.16) that
A+ RiRY = QU
tk+1tk+1 + |Zk+1| + Rk—i—lRZ-q-l Qk+1 k+1° k= 1a 2> e, N 1.
Based on (3.21) and (3.22), we have
(3.28)

1 <1< n, 1<j<mdQ

Z]’ 2]’

2
= z
; Ql ! | 1| * * -1 (1) 2
Mo = 20071 + G () @ = Qi — l2enl’s k=12, ,n— 1.
This implies that

(3 29) 2T1d7"1 = ngli — Eldzl — Zldzl,
' 2r1dri = (1 — agpr) )™ 1ko+1 o1 L e, E=1,2,- n—1.

Here [- - -]k4+1 consists of many terms involving dz;, 1 < j <k, dw;, 1 <j <k+1, aQt
1<i,5<k+1,i#j,aswellasdr;, 1 <j<k.

Combing Fact 3.3 with (3.27) and (3.29), we obtain Fact 3.4.

Step I'V. By further studying for Fact 3.4, we have the following measure decomposition
for Lebesgue measure on the general linear group GL(n + m, C).

1,5

Fact 3.5. In the above notations, the Lebesgue measure on GL(n-+m, C) has the following
decomposition:

/\ |dM--\2 - f(D)g(G, D)Hk 1’ m 2H1<z<]<n|zz Zj|2
Y det(yy + RoRy)™ LNM%Mﬁ&&HMM—%QJ

N doG) N\ dowi) Advw(V) NdpueyW) N\ P

1<k<n 1<k<n 1<i,57<n+m

Proof of Fact 3.5: Based on (3.14), we have
(3.30) A Q= N\ dPy+l),

1<4,5<n+m 1<i,j<n+m

1<i,j<n+m

where [-- -] consists of many terms involving dV;;, 1 <i,j < n. Notice that the dimen-
sion of the submanifold consisted by n X n unitary matrices with non-negative diagonal
elements is n? — n. It follows from Claim 6.3.1 in [21] that for any 1 <, ;7 < n,

dv, (V) \dVi; = 0.

Hence putting (3.30) into Fact 3.4, we obtain Fact 3.5.
Step V. We now turn to consider the Haar measure piy(n4m) on the unitary group
U(n 4+ m). We have the following measure decomposition.
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Fact 3.6. In the above notations, the Haar measure jiy(n+m) on U(n+m) has the following
decomposition:

A ngm)(U) o< H (1 — |z|>)™ H |2 — 2j|* dpv oy (W) dvn(V H )Hda z
k=1 k=1 k=1

1<i<j<n

Proof of Fact 3.6: The matrix’s polar decomposition M = UP? yields that
(3.31) /\ [dM; ;1> = h(P) dpi(nsm) (U /\ dP;;,

1<, 5<n+m 1<i,5<m

where h is a smooth function of P.
Based on the polar decomposition M = UPY? the unitary group U(n + m) is the
submanifold of the general linear group GL(n + m, C) defined by the equation P = I, 4,.
By Fact 6.6.3 in [21], combining (3.31) with Fact 3.5, we obtain

f([m)g(omxma [m) HZ:1(1 - |Zk|2)m_1 H1gi<j§n |ZZ - Zj|2
det (/7 o, + Ry Ry)™ [T52, det (< o + RyRy)

A dotz) \ d0) \dva(V) A disun (W)

1<k<n 1<k<n

h(Lygm) d,uU(n-i-m) (U) o

that is

[Tie (1 — [z?)™ 1H1<z<g<n|zz zl?
det( o, + R R*)m = }det(d*gfk + RLR)

- gy (W) dvy (V Hd@ (wi) Hda (2zk)-

d,uU(n+m) (U)

Here, we use the fact Q = I,,1.,,G = 0juxm and oy =0, k=1,2,--- ,n—1, D = I, and
r2=1—1|z% k=1,2,--- ,n, which are implied by P = I,, .
For any 1 < k < n, since Q = I,,1,, it follows from (3.16) that

), ), + R Ry, = 1.
Therefore,
det (%*% + RkR}Z) =1,

which implies Fact 3.6.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. U

We now turn to the Hua-Pickrell measure ,ug()n ) oL the unitary group U(n 4+ m),

where Red > —1/2. Let us start with the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.7. For %}k %2} € U(n+m), suppose the n x n matriz My salsifies that M,
3 4
and I — M, are invertible. Then the m X m matriz
[T — Mz (I — My) ™ M;= My [ + (M M7 (M MY ]2 e Ugm).
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Proof of Lemma 3.7. It is enough to prove that
I+ (My M) (MM
= [I — M;(I — My)™" My M) " [T — M5 (I — My) ™ My~ M;).

. Ml 21 . .
Since { M MJ is unitary, we have
MMy + MsM; = 1.
Therefore,

RHS = [T — M; M (1 — M) M) [T — Mj(I — M)~ M7~ M)
=1+ MM (T — M) " MMz (1 — My) ™ My~ My
— MMM — My) ™ My — M (1 — My) ™ My~ M;
= I+ M3M; (I — M) [MsMy — My (I — My) — (I — My)M;y (1 — My) ™" My~ M;
= [+ MMM I — My) " [MyMg + 2M; My — My — M| (I — My) ™ M~ M
= I+ MMM (I — M) T+ MM, — My — M (1 — M)~ M~ Mg
— I+ M;;M (I — M) = M)(I — My))(I — My) ™ M~ My
= I+ MIM; MM

= LHS.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.7. O
With the help of Lemma 3.7, we have the following lemma about the Hua-Pickrell
measure lug()n+m) in the case of Red > —1/2.

Lemma 3.8. There exists a probability measure 7?5?2%) on Z(n,m) and a measurable
transformation

T . (U(n + m), /Lg()mrm)) — (9(7@, m), T,(j)m)),

which possess the following properties :
(i). there is an m x m unitary matriz H(zy, -, 2, w1, - ,wy,) € U(m) related to
21y, 2 and Wy, - -, wy, such that

dTgi)m,)(W/a‘/;wla yWny 21,000 7Zn)

O ldet(I = H(z, 2y wn, o, w) W TT (1= 20)°)

Hl—\Zk\ H |2 = 24 dpvm) (W) dv(V H H

1<i<j<n k=1

where C’((z?m) s the normalization constant ;
(ii). for ,ug()mrm)—a.e. U € U(n+m), the set {(PTO(U)); : 1 <i < n} is equal to the
set )\([Ui,j]lgi7j§n) of eigenvalues of the matriz [U; ;|1<ij<n;
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(iii). for any integrable function ¢ € L* (T (n,m), 7225)"1)),

6
/ 0 0T A,y = / AT
U(n+m) T (n,m)

Proof of Lemma 3.8. We will divide the proof of Lemma 3.8 into two steps.

Step I. We have the following measure decomposition for the Hua-Pickrell measure
(9)
'UU(n—l—m)

(9)

Fact 3.9. In the notations of the proof of Lemma 3.1, the Hua-Pickrell measure I (4

on U(n 4+ m) has the following decomposition.:

1
det (f [ BT = ) B [ (B (Rt )

é

k=1 k=1
Proof of Fact 3.9: Recall that
2
(3.32) dpn)y, (U) o | det(I = U)| dpsn (U).

Using (3.8), we have

Z+T S][v* 0

PO [ [
[I-@zZ+1) -8
_det[ —R I—A}

— det [T — Z+T]det(l—A—R*[l—(Z+T)]‘15)
=det [I — A= Ry(I — )" Hl—zk
Noting that Q® = 0,,x,, and D = I,,, and by (3.17) and (3.18), we get
det [I — A—R:(I — «,)"'S]
= det (1= [I = Ry(I = )" Ra) [+ (Rt ) (Rt )]

It follows that
| det(I — U)|

—-1/2

W).

= et (1= [1 = BT = o) oty B[+ (Rt ) (R )]0

. f[ 1-— Zk)(s‘z.
k=1

Combining (3.32), (3.33) with Fact 3.6, we obtain Fact 3.9.

(3.33)




16 ZHAOFENG LIN, YANQI QIU, AND KAI WANG

Step II. Denote the m x m matrix
H(z1, 20, ) 2p, w1, Wa, -+ 0 5 Wy)

= [I = Ry(I — o) o R, | [I + (Rpet, ) (R, )]

Z+T S} _ [V* 0} U [v

R A 0 I 0 I

that H(z1, 22, , Zn, w1, ws, -+ ,wy) € U(m) immediately.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.8. O

~1/2

Since that [ } is a unitary matrix, Lemma 3.7 implies

We now turn to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let U be a random unitary matrix drawn from the Hua-Pickrell
distribution ,ug;()n ) OLL U(n+m), where Red > —1/2. We are going to derive the density
of eigenvalues of the truncated unitary matrix [U; ;1< j<n, i.€. the joint density of vector
(21,29, , z,) in uniform random order.

By Fact 3.9, all we need is to calculate the integral

(3.34) /
U(m)x (§2m—1)n

where the m x m unitary matrix H(zy, 29, -, 2p, w1, Wa,*+ - ,wy) € ( ) related to
21,29, 4, Zn and Wi,Wa, -, Wnp.

Because the Haar measure on U(m) is invariant under left multiplication by unitary
matrices, the integral

z:

[[_H(Zlv'” y Rmy W1,y * 0 7wn>W} ‘ d,uU(m

2
/ ‘det []_H(Zh'”7Zn7w17"'7wn)w]5 )(W)
U(m
is a constant, independent of zy, zo, -+, 2, w1, w2, -+ + ,w,. And then the integral (3.34)
is independent of zq, 29, - - , 2,.
Therefore, we conclude from Fact 3.9 that the joint density of vector (z1, zg,+ -, 2,) iS

proportional to

[TIa == P TTa =12 T 1z == ]]dot).
k=1 k=1

k=1 1<i<j<n

Writing that

du™ (z) = |(1 = 2)° (1 = |2*)" " do(2),

we can restate that the joint density of the vector (z1, 2o, - , 2,,) is proportional to
(3.35) IT 12— =P L dut ().
1<i<j<n k=1

This is an orthogonal polynomial ensemble by (2.4).
It follows from (3.35) that the eigenvalues of the truncated unitary matrix [U; j]1<i j<n

form a determinantal point process %, (m9) 51 the unit disc D with the kernel
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with respect to the reference measure p™?%. Here {P,gm"s) }22 o is the family of orthonormal
polynomials obtained by applying Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {2*}5°,
in L2(D, pu(m9)).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. Let us denote the reproducing
kernel Hilbert space

L2(D, pm9)) = {f :D—C } f is holomorphic and / |f(2)]2dp™(2) < oo}.
D

Lemma 4.1. The linear subspace span{z* : k = 0,1,2,---} is dense in L2(D, u(™9).
Proof. Let L2(D, u™) be the standard weighted Bergman space

L2(D, ™) = {f :D—C ) f is holomorphic and / |f(2)]2dp™(2) < oo},
D

where the measure du(™(z) = (1 — |z|?)™ 'do(2). It suffices to show that the linear
subspace span{(1 — 2)?z* : k = 0,1,2,---} is dense in L2(ID, u™), or
(4.36) 1 espante®r™ (1 - 20k k=0,1,2,--- }.

In the case Red > 0, one sees that sup,cp|(1 — 2)°| < oo. For any 0 < r < 1, since

there exists a sequence of polynomials {p,(;)} which converges to ﬁ uniformly on D,

we have

1_ m
(1 Z) € spantt @ (1 = )02k k= 0,1,2,--- .
—Trz

“| + |:=2| < 2. By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we

1—2\9 2
i I a0
TLI?/D 1—rz () =0
This implies that (4.36).
In the case —1/2 < Red < 0, (1 — 2)7° is a holomorphic function in the unit disc D

and continuous to the unit circle T. Hence by Mergelyan’s theorem, there is a sequence
of polynomials {q;} such that g, converges to (1 — z)~° uniformly on D. Because of

Jl0=2ra = 1Pa ) = [ o) - 0 =27 Pla -2 e

SH%z-—ﬂ—zYWiMWWD%

Note ‘1 T’Z‘ S
have

17’z

we also obtain (4.36).
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. O

Recall that the correlation kernel of the determinantal point process E&Q(m’&) established
in Theorem 1.1 is
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where {Pk(m’é)}zozo is the family of orthonormal polynomials obtained by applying Gram-
Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {z*}%°, in L*(D, u™%). By Lemma 4.1, the

limiting kernel taken by n — oo of K™ s the reproducing kernel of L2(ID, (™).
It is easy to verify L2(D, u(™%) = (1 — 2)~L2(D, u™). Thus by [35, Propositon 5.20],
we obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. The reproducing kernel of L2(D, u(™%)) is

K9 (2 ) = m

(1 — 2)0(1 — zw)™+1(1 — w)s

It follows from Lemma 4.2 that the limiting point process 2 (™% taken by n — oo of
%n(m’é), is the determinantal point process on D with kernel K™% with respect to the
reference measure ;™9

Recall that the determinantal point process 2 ™ introduced in subsection 1.1, which
is a determinantal point process on the unit disc D with weighted Bergman kernel

1

KI(ew) = s

with respect to the reference measure dul™(z) = 2(1 — |z|)™~'do(2). It is worth noticing
that for any n € N,

det [K™ (2, ;) 1<w< H 0 (zk) = det [K! }(zi’ZJ')LSi,anHdM[m}(Zk)’
- k=1

Hence by definition (2.2), for any ¢ € C satisfying Red > —1/2, the determinantal point
process 2 (™9 is always equal to 2™ independent of 4.
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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