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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

µ
(δ)
U(n+m) on the unitary group U(n+m). We show that the eigenvalues of the truncated

unitary matrix [Ui,j ]1≤i,j≤n form a determinantal point process X
(m,δ)
n on the unit disc

D for any δ ∈ C satisfying Re δ > −1/2.
We also prove that the limiting point process taken by n → ∞ of the determinantal

point process X
(m,δ)
n is always X [m], independent of δ. Here X [m] is the determinantal

point process on D with weighted Bergman kernel

K [m](z, w) =
1

(1 − zw)m+1

with respect to the reference measure dµ[m](z) = m
π
(1 − |z|)m−1dσ(z), where dσ(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 X [m] be the determinantal point process on the unit disc D with weighted Bergman
kernel

K [m](z, w) =
1

(1− zw)m+1
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with respect to the reference measure

dµ[m](z) =
m

π
(1− |z|2)m−1dσ(z),

where dσ(z) is the usual Lebesgue measure. In a breakthrough work [36], Peres and
Virág established a concrete model for X [1] through the random analytic function theory.
Namely, the zeros of the random analytic function

f(z) = a0 + a1z + a2z
2 + · · · ,

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

K [1] =
1

(1− zw)2

with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure dµ[1](z) = 1
π
dσ(z).

Krishnapur [21, 23] extended the result of Peres and Virág to general positive integer
m, which is exactly the determinantal point process X [m]. In detail, let Gk, k ≥ 0, be
i.i.d. m ×m matrices with i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian entries. Then the zeros of
the random analytic function

(1.1) F (z) = det(G0 +G1z +G2z
2 + · · · )

form a determinantal point process on D with the weighted Bergman kernel K [m] with
respect to the reference measure µ[m].

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 µU(n+m) on unitary group
U(n + m) for some fixed positive integers n,m. Zyczkowski and Sommers [40] showed

that the eigenvalues distribution X
[m]
n of the truncated unitary matrix [Ui,j]1≤i,j≤n form

a determinantal point process on the unit disc D with kernel

K [m]
n (z, w) =

n−1∑

k=0

(m+ 1)(m+ 2) · · · (m+ k)

k !
(zw)k

with respect to the reference measure dµ[m]. 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 µU(N) be the Haar measure on
the unitary group U(N) for N ∈ N+; 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 µU(N) on U(N) form a determinantal point process, called circular unitary
ensemble, on the unit circle T with kernel

KN (e
iθ, eiϕ) =

N−1∑

k=0

eik(θ−ϕ)

with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure 1
2π
dθ. 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 δ ∈ C with Re δ > −1/2, the Hua-Pickrell measure µ
(δ)
U(N) on U(N) is

defined by

E
µ
(δ)
U(N)

[
f(U)

]
=

EµU(N)

[
| det(I − U)δ|2f(U)

]

EµU(N)

[
| det(I − U)δ|2

]

for any continuous function f ∈ C(U(N)). In other words, the Hua-Pickrell measure

µ
(δ)
U(N) is a probability measure on U(N) satisfying

dµ
(δ)
U(N)(U) ∝

∣∣ det(I − U)δ
∣∣2dµU(N)(U).

When δ = 0, µ
(δ)
U(N) is just the Haar measure µU(N). Here, the notation µ ∝ ν for two

measure µ, ν means that there exists a constant c such that µ = cν.
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

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

kernel K
(δ)
N 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 µ
(δ)
U(n+m) on unitary group U(n + m),

where n,m ∈ N+ and δ ∈ C satisfying Re δ > −1/2. Let

dµ(m,δ)(z) = |(1− z)δ|2(1− |z|2)m−1dσ(z)

be the reference measure. Denote {P
(m,δ)
k }∞k=0 the family of orthonormal polynomials ob-

tained by applying Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {zk}∞k=0 in L2(D, µ(m,δ)).

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

tion µ
(δ)
U(n+m) on unitary group U(n +m). Then the eigenvalues of the truncated unitary

matrix [Ui,j ]1≤i,j≤n form a determinantal point process X
(m,δ)
n on the unit disc D with

kernel

K(m,δ)
n (z, w) =

n−1∑

k=0

P
(m,δ)
k (z)P

(m,δ)
k (w)

with respect to the reference measure µ(m,δ).

Clearly, the determinantal point process X
(m,δ)
n is equal to the determinantal point

process X
[m]
n only if δ = 0. However, we next show that the limiting point process

X (m,δ) is always X [m], independent of the parameter δ.

Theorem 1.2. For any δ ∈ C satisfying Re δ > −1/2, the limiting point process taken by

n → ∞ of the determinantal poin process X
(m,δ)
n is always X [m], independent of δ. Here

X [m] is the determinantal point process on the unit disc D with weighted Bergman kernel

K [m](z, w) =
1

(1− zw)m+1

with respect to the reference measure dµ[m](z) = m
π
(1− |z|)m−1dσ(z).
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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, B0(E)
the collection of all pre-compact Borel subsets of E. Denote Conf(E) the space of all
locally finite configurations over E, that is,

Conf(E) =
{
ξ =

∑
i δxi

∣∣ ∀i, xi ∈ E and ξ(∆) < ∞ for all ∆ ∈ B0(E)
}
.

Consider the vague topology on Conf(E), the weakest topology on Conf(E) such that
for any f ∈ Cc(E), the map Conf(E) ∋ ξ 7→

∫
E
fdξ is continuous. Here Cc(E) is the

space of all continuous functions on E with compact support. The configuration space
Conf(E) equipped with the vague topology is also a Polish space. The Borel σ-algebra
F on Conf(E) is generated by the cylinder sets C∆

n =
{
ξ ∈ Conf(E) | ξ(∆) = n

}
, where

n ∈ N = {0, 1, 2, · · · } and ∆ ∈ B0(E). Let (Ω,F(Ω),P) be a probability space. By
definition, a random variable

X : (Ω,F(Ω),P) → (Conf(E),F)

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

A point process X is called simple if it almost surely assigns at most measure one to
singletons. In the simple case, X can be identified with a random discrete subset of E.
And for any ∆ ∈ B0(E), X (∆) represents the number of points that fall in ∆.

Let µ be a reference Radon measure on E andK : E×E → C be a measurable function.
A simple point process X is called determinantal on E associated to the kernel K with
respect to the reference measure µ, if for every n ∈ N+ and any family of mutually disjoint
subsets ∆1,∆2, · · · ,∆m ∈ B0(E), m ≥ 1, nk ≥ 1, 1 ≤ k ≤ m, n1 + n2 + · · ·+ nm = n,

E

[ m∏

k=1

X (∆k) !(
X (∆k)− nk

)
!

]
=

∫

∆
n1
1 ×···×∆nm

m

det
[
K(xi, xj)

]
1≤i,j≤n

dµ(x1) · · · dµ(xn).(2.2)

2.2. Orthonormal polynomials. From now on, we always assume that E ⊂ C is a
domain and µ be the reference Radon measure on E. Suppose that {ϕk}

n−1
k=0 is a finite

orthonormal set in L2(E, µ). Denote

K(x, y) =
n−1∑

k=0

ϕk(x)ϕk(y).

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

Consider a random vector in En ⊂ C
n with density

1

n!
det

[
K(xi, xj)

]
1≤i,j≤n

n∏

k=1

dµ(xk).

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 µ.
The proof of these results can be found in [20, 21].
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Let {Pk}
∞
k=0 be a family of orthonormal polynomials obtained by applying Gram-

Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {xk}∞k=0 in L2(E, µ). For any n ∈ N+, set

Kn(x, y) =
n−1∑

k=0

Pk(x)Pk(y).(2.3)

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

det
[
Kn(xi, xj)

]
1≤i,j≤n

=
n−1∏

k=0

lc2(Pk)
∏

1≤i<j≤n

|xi − xj |
2,

where lc(P ) denotes the leading coefficient of polynomial P .
Now consider a random vector in En ⊂ Cn whose density is proportional to

∏

1≤i<j≤n

|xi − xj |
2

n∏

k=1

dµ(xk).(2.4)

It follows that the point process on E ⊂ C induced by erasing the labels is determinantal
with kernel Kn with respect to the reference measure µ. 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
evx : H → C defined by evx(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 x ∈ E,
there is a unique vector kx ∈ H such that f(x) = 〈f, kx〉H for every f ∈ H. The function kx
is called the reproducing kernel of the point x. The two-variable function KH : E×E → C

defined by

KH(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

L2
a(D, µ

[m]) =
{
f : D → C

∣∣∣ f is holomorphic and

∫

D

|f(z)|2dµ[m](z) < ∞
}

is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space with reproducing kernel

K [m](z, w) =
1

(1− zw)m+1
,

which is called the weighted Bergman kernel. The linear subspace span{zk}∞k=0 is dense
in L2

a(D, µ
[m]), and the orthonormal polynomials have the following form:

P
[m]
k (z) =

√
(m+ 1)(m+ 2) · · · (m+ k)

k !
zk , k ≥ 0.

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 L2(E, µ) with
reproducing kernel KH(·, ·). 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 XH

on E with kernel KH(·, ·) with respect to the reference measure µ.
In fact, the kernel given in (2.3) is the reproducing kernel of the finite dimensional

reproducing kernel Hilbert space

Hn = span{xk}n−1
k=0 ⊂ L2(E, µ).

And the associated determinantal point process XHn
is exactly determined by the or-

thogonal polynomial ensemble (2.4).
Next we consider an infinite dimensional reproducing kernel Hilbert spaceH ⊂ L2(E, µ),

and suppose that span{xk}∞k=0 is dense in H. Then the reproducing kernel of H has the
following form:

KH(x, y) =
∞∑

k=0

Pk(x)Pk(y),(2.5)

where {Pk}
∞
k=0 is the family of orthonormal polynomials obtained by applying Gram-

Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {xk}∞k=0 in L2(E, µ).
Hence the determinantal point process XH with kernel (2.5) can be seen as the limiting

point process taken by n → ∞ of the determinantal point process XHn
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 µ
(δ)
U(n+m).

Let T (n,m) be the product measurable space

T (n,m) = U(m)× V (n)× (S2m−1)n × C
n,

where V (n) is the submanifold of n × n unitary matrices with non-negative diagonal
elements and S2m−1 is the (2m − 1)-dimensional unit sphere. There exists a product
probability measure T(n,m) on T (n,m) defined by

dT(n,m)(W,V, ω1, · · · , ωn, z1, · · · , zn)

= C(n,m)

n∏

k=1

(1− |zk|
2)m−1

∏

1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |
2 dµU(m)(W ) dνn(V )

n∏

k=1

dΘ(ωk)

n∏

k=1

dσ(zk),

where C(n,m) is the normalization constant, dνn is the restriction of Haar measure dµU(n)

on the submanifold V (n) and dΘ is the usual Lebesgue measure on S2m−1.
Let P : T (n,m) → C

n be the projection map. The following decomposition for the
Haar measure µU(n+m) 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(n +m), µU(n+m)

)
→

(
T (n,m), T(n,m)

)
,



TRUNCATIONS OF HUA-PICKRELL UNITARY MATRICES 7

which possesses the following two properties :
(i). for µU(n+m)-a.e. U ∈ U(n +m), the set {(PT (U))i : 1 6 i 6 n} is equal to the set

λ
(
[Ui,j]1≤i,j≤n

)
of eigenvalues of the matrix [Ui,j ]1≤i,j≤n;

(ii). for any integrable function ϕ ∈ L1
(
T (n,m), T(n,m)

)
,

∫

U(n+m)

ϕ ◦ T dµU(n+m) =

∫

T (n,m)

ϕdT(n,m).

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We will prove Lemma 3.1 by the following five steps.
Step I. For a matrix M ∈ GL(n+m,C), partition it as

M =

[
X C
B∗ A

]
,(3.6)

where X has size n× 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 z1 < z2 <
· · · < zn.

The submatrix X can be uniquely written as Schur decomposition

X = V (Z + T )V ∗,(3.7)

where V is unitary with Vi,i ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, T is strictly upper triangular, Z is the
diagonal matrix diag(z1, z2, . . . , zn); see e.g. [17]. Therefore, there is a unique matrix
decomposition of M as follow:

M =

[
V 0
0 I

] [
Z + T S
R∗ A

] [
V ∗ 0
0 I

]
,(3.8)

where R = V ∗B and S = V ∗C.
Write R =

[
RT

1 ,R
T
2 , · · · ,R

T
n

]T
, where each Rk is a m-tuple row vector. For 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

let Rk =
[
RT

1 ,R
T
2 , · · · ,R

T
k

]T
denote the submatrix consisting of the first k rows of R,

and Ak be the submatrix consisting of the first k rows and columus of matrix Z + T .
In particular, R1 = R1, Rn = R, and A1 = z1, An = Z + T . For 1 ≤ k ≤ n, since
I + (R∗

kA
−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗ is a positive definite matrix, the positive definite square root[

I + (R∗
kA

−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗

]1/2
makes sense. Denote






R̃1 = R1,

R̃k+1 = Rk+1

[
I + (R∗

kA
−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗

]1/2
, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1,

Ã =
[
I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗

]1/2
A.

(3.9)

For k = 1, 2, · · · , n, write R̃k = rkωk in the spherical coordinate system, where the
m-tuple row vector ωk lies in the (2m − 1)-dimensional unit sphere S2m−1 and rk is a

non-negative number. Let Ã = WD1/2 be the matrix’s polar decomposition of Ã, i.e., W
lies in the m ×m unitary group U(m) and D1/2 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 Lebesgue measure on GL(n+m,C) has the following
decomposition:

∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

|dMi,j|
2 ∝

f(D)
∏n

k=1 r
2m−2
k

∏
1≤i<j≤n |zi − zj |

2

det[I + (R∗
nA

−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗]m

∏n−1
k=1 det[I + (R∗

kA
−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗]

·
∧

1≤k≤n

dσ(zk)
∧

1≤k≤n

dΘ(ωk)
∧

dνn(V )
∧

dµU(m)(W )

·
∧

1≤i<j≤n

|dTi,j|
2

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dSi,j|
2

∧

1≤i,j≤m

dDi,j

∧

1≤k≤n

rkdrk,

where f is a smooth function of D.

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

1≤i,j≤n+m

|dMi,j|
2 =

∧

1≤i,j≤n

|dXi,j|
2

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dCi,j|
2

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dBi,j|
2

∧

1≤i,j≤m

|dAi,j|
2.

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

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dBi,j|
2 =

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dRi,j|
2,

and
∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dCi,j|
2 =

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dSi,j|
2.

Therefore,
∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

|dMi,j|
2 =

∧

1≤i,j≤n

|dXi,j|
2

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dSi,j|
2

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dRi,j|
2

∧

1≤i,j≤m

|dAi,j|
2.

(3.10)

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

∧

1≤i,j≤n

|dXi,j|
2 ∝

∏

1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |
2

∧

1≤k≤n

dσ(zk)
∧

dνn(V )
∧

1≤i<j≤n

|dTi,j|
2.(3.11)

We next turn to the computation of
∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dRi,j|
2 and

∧
1≤i,j≤m

|dAi,j|
2. The formu-

las (3.9) implies that

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dRi,j|
2 =

n−1∏

k=1

det[I + (R∗
kA

−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗]−1

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dR̃i,j|
2,

and
∧

1≤i,j≤m

|dAi,j|
2 = det[I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗]−m

∧

1≤i,j≤m

|dÃi,j|
2.
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Based on the spherical coordinate systems R̃k = rkωk, k = 1, 2, · · · , n, we have

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dR̃i,j|
2 =

n∏

k=1

r2m−2
k

∧

1≤k≤n

rkdrk
∧

1≤k≤n

dΘ(ωk),

and

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dRi,j|
2 =

∏n
k=1 r

2m−2
k

∧
1≤k≤n rkdrk

∧
1≤k≤n dΘ(ωk)∏n−1

k=1 det[I + (R∗
kA

−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗]

.(3.12)

Moreover, by Lemma 6.6.1 in [21], the matrix’s polar decomposition Ã = WD1/2 yields
that

∧

1≤i,j≤m

|dÃi,j|
2 = f(D)

∧

1≤i,j≤m

dDi,j

∧

1≤i,j≤m

Ωi,j(W ),

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

dµU(m)(W ) ∝
∧

1≤i,j≤m

Ωi,j(W ).

This concludes that

∧

1≤i,j≤m

|dAi,j|
2 ∝

f(D)
∧

1≤i,j≤m dDi,j

∧
dµU(m)(W )

det[I + (R∗
nA

−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗]m

.(3.13)

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 1/2 in the polar decomposition,

where U lies in the unitary group U(n +m) and P 1/2 is the positive definite square root
of a positive definite matrix P . We denote a normal matrix Q by

Q =

[
V ∗ 0
0 I

]
P

[
V 0
0 I

]
,(3.14)

and partition it as

Q =

[
Q(1) Q(2)

Q(3) Q(4)

]
,(3.15)

where Q(1) has size n × 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 Lebesgue measure on GL(n+m,C) has the following
decomposition:

∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

|dMi,j|
2 ∝

f(D)
∏n

k=1 r
2m−2
k

∏
1≤i<j≤n |zi − zj |

2

det(A ∗
n An +RnR∗

n)
m
∏n−1

k=1 det(A
∗
k Ak +RkR∗

k)

·
∧

1≤k≤n

dσ(zk)
∧

1≤k≤n

dΘ(ωk)
∧

dνn(V )
∧

dµU(m)(W )

·
∧

1≤i,j≤n
i 6=j

dQ
(1)
i,j

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

dQ
(2)
i,j

∧

1≤i≤m
1≤j≤n

dQ
(3)
i,j

∧

1≤i,j≤m

dDi,j

∧

1≤k≤n

rkdrk.

Proof of Fact 3.3: It is easy to verify that
[
(Z + T )∗ R

S∗ A∗

] [
Z + T S
R∗ A

]
= Q.(3.16)

This implies that

(Z + T )∗S +RA = Q(2).

Noticing that

A =
[
I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗

]−1/2
WD1/2,(3.17)

we have

S = A
∗−1
n

(
Q(2) −Rn

[
I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗

]−1/2
WD1/2

)
.(3.18)

Based on (3.9), one can prove by induction that Rn is depended on Z, T , r1, r2, · · · , rn,
ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn, and An is depended on Z, T . This implies that

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

dSi,j =
1

(detA ∗
n )

m

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

dQ
(2)
i,j + [· · · ],

where [· · · ] consists of many terms involving dzk, drk, dωk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n, and dDi,j, dWi,j,
1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, as well as dTi,j, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. Noting that Q(2)∗ = Q(3), we get

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

|dSi,j|
2 =

1

det(A ∗
n An)m

∧

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤m

dQ
(2)
i,j

∧

1≤i≤m
1≤j≤n

dQ
(3)
i,j + [· · · ].

(3.19)

For 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, denote k-tuple columu vectors

tk+1 =
[
T1,k+1, T2,k+1, · · · , Tk,k+1

]T
,

and

qk+1 =
[
Q

(1)
1,k+1, Q

(1)
2,k+1, · · · , Q

(1)
k,k+1

]T
.(3.20)

It follows from (3.16) that

A
∗
k tk+1 +RkR

∗
k+1 = qk+1.

By the fact that

Rk+1 = rk+1ωk+1

[
I + (R∗

kA
−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗

]−1/2
,(3.21)
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we get

tk+1 = A
∗−1
k

(
qk+1 − rk+1Rk

[
I + (R∗

kA
−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗

]−1/2
ω∗
k+1

)
.(3.22)

Using the fact that Rk is depended on z1, z2, · · · , zk, r1, r2, · · · , rk, ω1, ω2, · · · , ωk and Ti,j,
1 ≤ i < j ≤ k, and Ak is depended on z1, z2, · · · , zk, Ti,j again, we obtain that

∧

1≤i≤k

dTi,k+1 =
1

detA ∗
k

∧

1≤i≤k

dQ
(1)
i,k+1 + [· · · ],

where [· · · ] consists of many terms involving dzj , 1 ≤ j ≤ k, and drj, dωj, 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1,
as well as dTi,j, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k. Noting that Q(1)∗ = Q(1), we get

∧

1≤i≤k

|dTi,k+1|
2 =

1

det(A ∗
k Ak)

∧

1≤i≤k

dQ
(1)
i,k+1

∧

1≤j≤k

dQ
(1)
k+1,j + [· · · ].(3.23)

A direct computation shows that for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

det
(
A

∗
k Ak

)
det

[
I + (R∗

kA
−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗

]

= det
(
A

∗
k Ak

)
det

[
I +R∗

k(A
∗
k Ak)

−1Rk

]

= det
(
A

∗
k Ak

)
det

[
I + (A ∗

k Ak)
−1RkR

∗
k

]

= det
(
A

∗
k Ak +RkR

∗
k

)
.

Combing it with (3.19), (3.23) and Fact 3.2, we obtain Fact 3.3.
Step III. Denote

G = Q(2)∗
(
A

∗
n An

)−1
Rn

[
I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗

]−1/2
W,(3.24)

and for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

αk = Re
(
ωk+1

[
I + (R∗

kA
−1
k )(R∗

kA
−1
k )∗

]−1/2
R∗

k

(
A

∗
k Ak

)−1
qk+1

)
.(3.25)

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:

∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

|dMi,j|
2 ∝

f(D)g(G,D)
∏n

k=1 r
2m−2
k

∏
1≤i<j≤n |zi − zj |

2

det(A ∗
n An +RnR∗

n)
m
∏n−1

k=1 det(A
∗
k Ak +RkR∗

k)
∏n−1

k=1(1− αkr
−1
k+1)

·
∧

1≤k≤n

dσ(zk)
∧

1≤k≤n

dΘ(ωk)
∧

dνn(V )
∧

dµU(m)(W )
∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

dQi,j,

where g is a smooth function of (G,D).

Proof of Fact 3.4: It follows from (3.16) that

S∗S + A∗A = Q(4).

Based on (3.17) and (3.18), we have

D −GD1/2 −D1/2G∗ +Q(2)∗
(
A

∗
n An

)−1
Q(2) = Q(4).(3.26)
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This implies that
∧

1≤i,j≤m

dDi,j = g(G,D)
∧

1≤i,j≤m

dQ
(4)
i,j + [· · · ],(3.27)

where g is a smooth function of (G,D). Here [· · · ] consists of many terms involving

dzk, dωk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n, dWi,j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, and dQ
(2)
i,j , 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m, dQ

(1)
i,j ,

1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, i 6= j, as well as drk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n.
It follows from (3.16) that

{
|z1|

2 +R1R
∗
1 = Q

(1)
1,1,

t∗k+1tk+1 + |zk+1|
2 +Rk+1R

∗
k+1 = Q

(1)
k+1,k+1, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1.

Based on (3.21) and (3.22), we have

{
r21 = Q

(1)
1,1 − |z1|

2,

r2k+1 − 2αkrk+1 + q∗k+1

(
A ∗

k Ak

)−1
qk+1 = Q

(1)
k+1,k+1 − |zk+1|

2, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1.

(3.28)

This implies that
{

2r1dr1 = dQ
(1)
1,1 − z1dz1 − z1dz1,

2rk+1drk+1 = (1− αkr
−1
k+1)

−1dQ
(1)
k+1,k+1 + [· · · ]k+1, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1.

(3.29)

Here [· · · ]k+1 consists of many terms involving dzj, 1 ≤ j ≤ k, dωj, 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1, dQ
(1)
i,j ,

1 ≤ i, j ≤ k + 1, i 6= j, as well as drj, 1 ≤ j ≤ k.
Combing Fact 3.3 with (3.27) and (3.29), we obtain Fact 3.4.
Step IV. 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).

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

∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

|dMi,j|
2 ∝

f(D)g(G,D)
∏n

k=1 r
2m−2
k

∏
1≤i<j≤n |zi − zj |

2

det(A ∗
n An +RnR∗

n)
m
∏n−1

k=1 det(A
∗
k Ak +RkR

∗
k)
∏n−1

k=1(1− αkr
−1
k+1)

·
∧

1≤k≤n

dσ(zk)
∧

1≤k≤n

dΘ(ωk)
∧

dνn(V )
∧

dµU(m)(W )
∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

dPi,j.

Proof of Fact 3.5: Based on (3.14), we have
∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

dQi,j =
∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

dPi,j + [· · · ],(3.30)

where [· · · ] consists of many terms involving dVi,j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Notice that the dimen-
sion of the submanifold consisted by n × n unitary matrices with non-negative diagonal
elements is n2 − n. It follows from Claim 6.3.1 in [21] that for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

dνn(V )
∧

dVi,j = 0.

Hence putting (3.30) into Fact 3.4, we obtain Fact 3.5.
Step V. We now turn to consider the Haar measure µU(n+m) on the unitary group

U(n +m). We have the following measure decomposition.
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Fact 3.6. In the above notations, the Haar measure µU(n+m) on U(n+m) has the following
decomposition:

dµU(n+m)(U) ∝
n∏

k=1

(1− |zk|
2)m−1

∏

1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |
2 dµU(m)(W ) dνn(V )

n∏

k=1

dΘ(ωk)
n∏

k=1

dσ(zk).

Proof of Fact 3.6: The matrix’s polar decomposition M = UP 1/2 yields that
∧

1≤i,j≤n+m

|dMi,j|
2 = h(P ) dµU(n+m)(U)

∧

1≤i,j≤m

dPi,j,(3.31)

where h is a smooth function of P .
Based on the polar decomposition M = UP 1/2, the unitary group U(n + m) is the

submanifold of the general linear group GL(n+m,C) defined by the equation P = In+m.
By Fact 6.6.3 in [21], combining (3.31) with Fact 3.5, we obtain

h(In+m) dµU(n+m)(U) ∝
f(Im)g(0m×m, Im)

∏n
k=1(1− |zk|

2)m−1
∏

1≤i<j≤n |zi − zj |
2

det(A ∗
n An +RnR∗

n)
m
∏n−1

k=1 det(A
∗
k Ak +RkR

∗
k)

·
∧

1≤k≤n

dσ(zk)
∧

1≤k≤n

dΘ(ωk)
∧

dνn(V )
∧

dµU(m)(W ),

that is

dµU(n+m)(U) ∝

∏n
k=1(1− |zk|

2)m−1
∏

1≤i<j≤n |zi − zj |
2

det(A ∗
n An +RnR∗

n)
m
∏n−1

k=1 det(A
∗
k Ak +RkR∗

k)

· dµU(m)(W ) dνn(V )

n∏

k=1

dΘ(ωk)

n∏

k=1

dσ(zk).

Here, we use the fact Q = In+m,G = 0m×m and αk = 0, k = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1, D = Im and
r2k = 1− |zk|

2, k = 1, 2, · · · , n, which are implied by P = In+m.
For any 1 ≤ k ≤ n, since Q = In+m, it follows from (3.16) that

A
∗
k Ak +RkR

∗
k = Ik.

Therefore,

det
(
A

∗
k Ak +RkR

∗
k

)
= 1,

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

We now turn to the Hua-Pickrell measure µ
(δ)
U(n+m) on the unitary group U(n + m),

where Re δ > −1/2. Let us start with the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.7. For

[
M1 M2

M∗
3 M4

]
∈ U(n+m), suppose the n×n matrix M1 salsifies that M1

and I −M1 are invertible. Then the m×m matrix

[
I −M∗

3 (I −M1)
−1M∗−1

1 M3

][
I + (M∗

3M
−1
1 )(M∗

3M
−1
1 )∗

]−1/2
∈ U(m).
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Proof of Lemma 3.7. It is enough to prove that

I + (M∗
3M

−1
1 )(M∗

3M
−1
1 )∗

=
[
I −M∗

3 (I −M1)
−1M∗−1

1 M3

]∗[
I −M∗

3 (I −M1)
−1M∗−1

1 M3

]
.

Since

[
M1 M2

M∗
3 M4

]
is unitary, we have

M∗
1M1 +M3M

∗
3 = I.

Therefore,

RHS =
[
I −M∗

3M
−1
1 (I −M∗

1 )
−1M3

][
I −M∗

3 (I −M1)
−1M∗−1

1 M3

]

= I +M∗
3M

−1
1 (I −M∗

1 )
−1M3M

∗
3 (I −M1)

−1M∗−1
1 M3

−M∗
3M

−1
1 (I −M∗

1 )
−1M3 −M∗

3 (I −M1)
−1M∗−1

1 M3

= I +M∗
3M

−1
1 (I −M∗

1 )
−1
[
M3M

∗
3 −M∗

1 (I −M1)− (I −M∗
1 )M1

]
(I −M1)

−1M∗−1
1 M3

= I +M∗
3M

−1
1 (I −M∗

1 )
−1
[
M3M

∗
3 + 2M∗

1M1 −M∗
1 −M1

]
(I −M1)

−1M∗−1
1 M3

= I +M∗
3M

−1
1 (I −M∗

1 )
−1
[
I +M∗

1M1 −M∗
1 −M1

]
(I −M1)

−1M∗−1
1 M3

= I +M∗
3M

−1
1 (I −M∗

1 )
−1
[
(I −M∗

1 )(I −M1)
]
(I −M1)

−1M∗−1
1 M3

= I +M∗
3M

−1
1 M∗−1

1 M3

= LHS.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.7. �

With the help of Lemma 3.7, we have the following lemma about the Hua-Pickrell

measure µ
(δ)
U(n+m) in the case of Re δ > −1/2.

Lemma 3.8. There exists a probability measure T
(δ)
(n,m) on T (n,m) and a measurable

transformation

T (δ) :
(
U(n+m), µ

(δ)
U(n+m)

)
→

(
T (n,m), T

(δ)
(n,m)

)
,

which possess the following properties :
(i). there is an m × m unitary matrix H(z1, · · · , zn, ω1, · · · , ωn) ∈ U(m) related to

z1, · · · , zn and ω1, · · · , ωn, such that

dT
(δ)
(n,m)(W,V, ω1, · · · , ωn, z1, · · · , zn)

= C
(δ)
(n,m)

∣∣ det(I −H(z1, · · · , zn, ω1, · · · , ωn)W )δ
∣∣2

n∏

k=1

∣∣(1− zk)
δ
∣∣2

·
n∏

k=1

(1− |zk|
2)m−1

∏

1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |
2 dµU(m)(W ) dνn(V )

n∏

k=1

dΘ(ωk)
n∏

k=1

dσ(zk),

where C
(δ)
(n,m) is the normalization constant ;

(ii). for µ
(δ)
U(n+m)-a.e. U ∈ U(n +m), the set {(PT (δ)(U))i : 1 6 i 6 n} is equal to the

set λ
(
[Ui,j]1≤i,j≤n

)
of eigenvalues of the matrix [Ui,j ]1≤i,j≤n;
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(iii). for any integrable function ϕ ∈ L1
(
T (n,m), T

(δ)
(n,m)

)
,

∫

U(n+m)

ϕ ◦ T (δ) dµ
(δ)
U(n+m) =

∫

T (n,m)

ϕdT
(δ)
(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

µ
(δ)
U(n+m).

Fact 3.9. In the notations of the proof of Lemma 3.1, the Hua-Pickrell measure µ
(δ)
U(n+m)

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

dµ
(δ)
U(n+m)(U) ∝

∣∣∣∣det
(
I −

[
I − R∗

n(I − An)
−1

A
∗−1
n Rn

][
I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗

]−1/2
W

)δ
∣∣∣∣
2

·

n∏

k=1

∣∣(1− zk)
δ
∣∣2

n∏

k=1

(1− |zk|
2)m−1

∏

1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |
2

· dµU(m)(W ) dνn(V )

n∏

k=1

dΘ(ωk)

n∏

k=1

dσ(zk).

Proof of Fact 3.9: Recall that

dµ
(δ)
U(N)(U) ∝

∣∣ det(I − U)δ
∣∣2dµU(N)(U).(3.32)

Using (3.8), we have

det(I − U) = det

(
I −

[
V 0
0 I

] [
Z + T S
R∗ A

] [
V ∗ 0
0 I

])

= det

[
I − (Z + T ) −S

−R∗ I −A

]

= det
[
I − (Z + T )

]
det

(
I − A− R∗

[
I − (Z + T )

]−1
S
)

= det
[
I − A− R∗

n(I − An)
−1S

] n∏

k=1

(1− zk).

Noting that Q(2) = 0n×m and D = Im, and by (3.17) and (3.18), we get

det
[
I − A− R∗

n(I − An)
−1S

]

= det
(
I −

[
I −R∗

n(I − An)
−1

A
∗−1
n Rn

][
I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗

]−1/2
W

)
.

It follows that∣∣ det(I − U)δ
∣∣2

=

∣∣∣∣det
(
I −

[
I − R∗

n(I − An)
−1

A
∗−1
n Rn

][
I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗

]−1/2
W

)δ
∣∣∣∣
2

·

n∏

k=1

∣∣(1− zk)
δ
∣∣2.

(3.33)

Combining (3.32), (3.33) with Fact 3.6, we obtain Fact 3.9.
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Step II. Denote the m×m matrix

H(z1, z2, · · · , zn, ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn)

=
[
I − R∗

n(I − An)
−1

A
∗−1
n Rn

][
I + (R∗

nA
−1
n )(R∗

nA
−1
n )∗

]−1/2
.

Since that

[
Z + T S
R∗ A

]
=

[
V ∗ 0
0 I

]
U

[
V 0
0 I

]
is a unitary matrix, Lemma 3.7 implies

that H(z1, z2, · · · , zn, ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn) ∈ U(m) immediately.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.8. �

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 µ
(δ)
U(n+m) on U(n+m), where Re δ > −1/2. We are going to derive the density

of eigenvalues of the truncated unitary matrix [Ui,j]1≤i,j≤n, i.e. the joint density of vector
(z1, z2, · · · , zn) in uniform random order.

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

U(m)×(S2m−1)n

∣∣∣ det
[
I −H(z1, · · · , zn, ω1, · · · , ωn)W

]δ∣∣∣
2

dµU(m)(W )
n∏

k=1

dΘ(ωk),(3.34)

where the m × m unitary matrix H(z1, z2, · · · , zn, ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn) ∈ U(m) related to
z1, z2, · · · , zn and ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn.

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

∫

U(m)

∣∣∣ det
[
I −H(z1, · · · , zn, ω1, · · · , ωn)W

]δ∣∣∣
2

dµU(m)(W )

is a constant, independent of z1, z2, · · · , zn, ω1, ω2, · · · , ωn. And then the integral (3.34)
is independent of z1, z2, · · · , zn.

Therefore, we conclude from Fact 3.9 that the joint density of vector (z1, z2, · · · , zn) is
proportional to

n∏

k=1

∣∣(1− zk)
δ
∣∣2

n∏

k=1

(1− |zk|
2)m−1

∏

1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |
2

n∏

k=1

dσ(zk).

Writing that

dµ(m,δ)(z) = |(1− z)δ|2(1− |z|2)m−1dσ(z),

we can restate that the joint density of the vector (z1, z2, · · · , zn) is proportional to

∏

1≤i<j≤n

|zi − zj |
2

n∏

k=1

dµ(m,δ)(zk).(3.35)

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

form a determinantal point process X
(m,δ)
n on the unit disc D with the kernel

K(m,δ)
n (z, w) =

n−1∑

k=0

P
(m,δ)
k (z)P

(m,δ)
k (w)
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with respect to the reference measure µ(m,δ). Here {P
(m,δ)
k }∞k=0 is the family of orthonormal

polynomials obtained by applying Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {zk}∞k=0

in L2(D, µ(m,δ)).
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. �

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
a(D, µ

(m,δ)) =
{
f : D → C

∣∣∣ f is holomorphic and

∫

D

|f(z)|2dµ(m,δ)(z) < ∞
}
.

Lemma 4.1. The linear subspace span{zk : k = 0, 1, 2, · · · } is dense in L2
a(D, µ

(m,δ)).

Proof. Let L2
a(D, µ

(m)) be the standard weighted Bergman space

L2
a(D, µ

(m)) =
{
f : D → C

∣∣∣ f is holomorphic and

∫

D

|f(z)|2dµ(m)(z) < ∞
}
,

where the measure dµ(m)(z) = (1 − |z|2)m−1dσ(z). It suffices to show that the linear
subspace span{(1− z)δzk : k = 0, 1, 2, · · · } is dense in L2

a(D, µ
(m)), or

1 ∈ spanL2
a(D,µ

(m)){(1− z)δzk : k = 0, 1, 2, · · · }.(4.36)

In the case Re δ ≥ 0, one sees that supz∈D |(1 − z)δ| < ∞. For any 0 < r < 1, since

there exists a sequence of polynomials {p
(r)
k } which converges to 1

(1−rz)δ
uniformly on D,

we have
( 1− z

1− rz

)δ

∈ spanL2
a(D,µ

(m)){(1− z)δzk : k = 0, 1, 2, · · · }.

Note
∣∣ 1−z
1−rz

∣∣ ≤
∣∣ 1−r
1−rz

∣∣ +
∣∣ r−z
1−rz

∣∣ ≤ 2. By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we
have

lim
r→1−

∫

D

∣∣∣
( 1− z

1− rz

)δ

− 1
∣∣∣
2

dµ(m)(z) = 0.

This implies that (4.36).
In the case −1/2 < Re δ < 0, (1 − z)−δ 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 {qk} such that qk converges to (1− z)−δ uniformly on D. Because of

∫

D

∣∣(1− z)δqk(z)− 1
∣∣2dµ(m)(z) =

∫

D

∣∣qk(z)− (1− z)−δ
∣∣2∣∣(1− z)δ

∣∣2dµ(m)(z)

≤
∥∥qk(z)− (1− z)−δ

∥∥2

∞
µ(m,δ)(D),

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

Recall that the correlation kernel of the determinantal point process X
(m,δ)
n established

in Theorem 1.1 is

K(m,δ)
n (z, w) =

n−1∑

k=0

P
(m,δ)
k (z)P

(m,δ)
k (w),
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where {P
(m,δ)
k }∞k=0 is the family of orthonormal polynomials obtained by applying Gram-

Schmidt orthogonalization procedure to {zk}∞k=0 in L2(D, µ(m,δ)). By Lemma 4.1, the

limiting kernel taken by n → ∞ of K
(m,δ)
n is the reproducing kernel of L2

a(D, µ
(m,δ)).

It is easy to verify L2
a(D, µ

(m,δ)) = (1− z)−δL2
a(D, µ

(m)). Thus by [35, Propositon 5.20],
we obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. The reproducing kernel of L2
a(D, µ

(m,δ)) is

K(m,δ)(z, w) =
m

π(1− z)δ(1− zw)m+1(1− w)δ̄
.

It follows from Lemma 4.2 that the limiting point process X (m,δ), taken by n → ∞ of

X
(m,δ)
n , is the determinantal point process on D with kernel K(m,δ) with respect to the

reference measure µ(m,δ).
Recall that the determinantal point process X [m] introduced in subsection 1.1, which

is a determinantal point process on the unit disc D with weighted Bergman kernel

K [m](z, w) =
1

(1− zw)m+1

with respect to the reference measure dµ[m](z) = m
π
(1−|z|)m−1dσ(z). It is worth noticing

that for any n ∈ N+,

det
[
K(m,δ)(zi, zj)

]
1≤i,j≤n

n∏

k=1

dµ(m,δ)(zk) = det
[
K [m](zi, zj)

]
1≤i,j≤n

n∏

k=1

dµ[m](zk).

Hence by definition (2.2), for any δ ∈ C satisfying Re δ > −1/2, the determinantal point
process X (m,δ) is always equal to X [m], independent of δ.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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[40] K. Życzkowski, H-J. Sommers, Truncations of random unitary matrices. J. Phys. A 33 (2000), 2045-
2057.

Zhaofeng Lin: Shanghai Center for Mathematical Sciences, Fudan University, Shang-

hai, 200438, China.

Email address : zflin18@fudan.edu.cn

Yanqi QIU: School of Mathematics and Statistics, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072,

Hubei, China; Institute of Mathematics & Hua Loo-Keng Key Laboratory of Mathemat-

ics, AMSS, CAS, Beijing 100190, China.

Email address : yanqi.qiu@hotmail.com

Kai WANG: School of Mathematical Sciences, Fudan University, Shanghai, 200433,

China.

Email address : kwang@fudan.edu.cn


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Truncations of Haar unitary matrices
	1.2.  Hua-Pickrell measure on unitary group
	1.3. Main results

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Determinantal point process
	2.2. Orthonormal polynomials
	2.3. Reproducing kernel

	3. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	4. Proof of Theorem 1.2
	References

