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THE COMPLEX ELLIPTIC GINIBRE ENSEMBLE AT WEAK NON-HERMITICITY:
EDGE SPACING DISTRIBUTIONS

THOMAS BOTHNER AND ALEX LITTLE

ABSTRACT. The focus of this paper is on the distribution function of the rightmost eigenvalue for the complex
elliptic Ginibre ensemble in the limit of weak non-Hermiticity. We show how the limiting distribution
function can be expressed in terms of an integro-differential Painlevé-1I function and how the same captures
the non-trivial transition between Poisson and Airy point process extreme value statistics as the degree
of non-Hermiticity decreases. Our most explicit new results concern the tail asymptotics of the limiting
distribution function. For the right tail we compute the leading order asymptotics uniformly in the degree
of non-Hermiticity, for the left tail we compute it close to Hermiticity.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Large complex systems connected at random tend to undergo a sharp transition in stability as the systems’
connectance increases, cf. [40,55]: such systems are stable below a critical threshold and suddenly become
unstable above it. For instance, consider a system with n variables (populations of n interacting species, say)
which may obey a rather complicated set of nonlinear, albeit autonomous, first-order differential equations
as time ¢ evolves. To determine the stability of any of its equilibria, one Taylor-expands in the vicinity of
such an equilibrium point and thus one must analyze a linear equation of the form

(=2

x = Ax, (1.1)

In an ecological model, x would be the n x 1 column vector of populations x; and the n x n matrix A
has entries A;; that encode the impact of species k on species j near the equilibrium. However, given that
interactions are seldom known precisely, it is reasonable to assume that A will be a random matrix without
symmetries. Indeed, following [40], one supposes that each of the n species, once perturbed from equilibrium,
will return to it after some time, i.e. one chooses A;; = —1, and thus the damping time is set to unity.
Next it is assumed that the mutual interactions are equally likely to be positive or negative, with absolute
magnitude chosen independently and identically from some distribution. In short, A in (1.1) takes the form

A=-1+B,

where B € C"*" is a non-Hermitian random matrix with i.i.d. entries and I € C™*™ the identity matrix.
Clearly, system (1.1) is stable if, and only if, all eigenvalues of A have negative real parts. Moreover, the
growth rate of any solution to (1.1) as t — +oo is determined by the rightmost eigenvalue of A, i.e. by the
eigenvalue of A with largest real part. Thus, motivated by the simple yet widely applicable model (1.1),
cf. [6-8,60,65], we readily appreciate the necessity to accurately understand, and describe, the statistical
behavior of the rightmost eigenvalue for a given family of random matrices. The present paper contributes
to this field from the viewpoint of integrable systems theory while analyzing the rightmost eigenvalue of a
distinguished interpolating non-Hermitian random matrix model. Before we define the interpolating ensemble
in question, we shall briefly focus on the two classical ensembles which are captured by the interpolation,
namely the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE) and the complex Ginibre Ensemble (GinUE).
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1.1. Two sides of a coin. The limiting behavior of the rightmost eigenvalue in the following two ensembles
is a rather classical topic, at least for the GUE, cf. [35].

Definition 1.1 (Porter [59], 1965). We say that a random complex Hermitian matriz X € C™*™ belongs to
the GUE if its diagonal elements and upper triangular elements are independently chosen with pdfs

2 |2
e % and  Ze 2wl
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respectively.

Definition 1.2 (Ginibre [42], 1965). We say that a random complex matriz X € C™*™ belongs to the GinUE
if its entries are independently chosen with pdfs

Lo lzikl?,
™

Indeed, for any X € GUE (where rightmost = largest) with spectrum {\;(X)}}_; C R, the rightmost
eigenvalue is Tracy-Widom distributed as n — co. Namely, see [34, 68|,

ﬁgﬁ(ﬁﬁﬂ%%()<¢+qu)=wpklm@—ﬂ@@f¢;,teR (1.2)

with ¢ = ¢(¢) uniquely determined by the following two constraints,

d2
fg = tq + 2¢°, q(t) ~ Ai(t) ast — +oo. (1.3)

Equivalently, (1.2) equals the Fredholm determinant of the Airy integral operator with kernel
Kai(z,y) = / Ai(z + 2)Ai(z + y) dz, (1.4)
0

acting on L%(t,00), defined in terms of the Airy function w = Ai(2), cf. [56, 9.2.2]. On the other hand, for
any X € GinUE with spectrum {\;(X)}7_; C C, the rightmost eigenvalue is Gumbel distributed as n — oo.
Namely, see [24],

t

. Tn _ —et
nhﬂrr()l()l[”(j_max RN (X )<\/ﬁ—|—1/4+\/477n>—e , teR, (1.5)

with 7, = 2(Inn — 5Inlnn — In(27%)). Equivalently, (1.5) equals the Fredholm determinant of the integral
operator with kernel

1 =
Y (1.6)

Ko (z,y) :=e™ " )
(@) {Q T #y

acting on L?(t,00).

Remark 1.3. The limit (1.5) for the GinUE is a very recent result, as indicated. A more classical law deals

with the spectral radius
max [X;(X)]

Jj=1,....,n
in the same ensemble, see the work by Rider [61]: the spectral radius follows the same limiting law (1.5),
after correctly modifying ~y,. Furthermore, probabilistic universality is expected to underwrite both, (1.2)
and (1.5): the fluctuations of the rightmost eigenvalue are known to obey Tracy-Widom statistics not only
in the GUE, but in a larger class of complex Wigner matrices, cf. [66], and the Gumbel fluctuations (1.5)
are expected to hold for more general non-Hermitian complex random matrices with independent, identically
distributed entries, see [25] for recent progress in this direction.

In this paper we study a matrix model that interpolates on the level of its rightmost eigenvalue between
the edge laws (1.2),(1.5). One of our first objectives will be to determine the underlying integrable system, i.e.
we will first answer the following question: which integrable system can interpolate between the Painlevé-I1
dynamical system (1.3), that underpins (1.2), and the much more elementary dynamical system that holds
up the Gumbel distribution function (1.5)? Equivalently, which integrable system can interpolate between
Airy and Poisson point process extreme value statistics?
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1.2. On the edge of a coin. Admittedly, there are several matrix models that transition from Hermitian
to non-Hermitian random matrix theory statistics, see for instance [4,36], but we shall only focus on one of
them: the complex elliptic Ginibre Ensemble (eGinUE).

Definition 1.4 (Girko [43], 1985). We say that a random complex matriz X € C™*™ belongs to the eGinUE

if it is of the form
1 1-—
X = ;THIH,/TTH% 7 e0,1], (1.7)

with two independent Hy, Hy € GUE.

Evidently, varying 7 from 7 = 1 to 7 = 0 in (1.7) allows us to move from an element in the GUE to an
element in the GinUE. But what does this mean for the eigenvalue scaling limits? On one hand, the global
one to be precise, it is known [64] that the empirical spectral distribution

1
px(s,t) = B#{l <j<n: RA(X)<s, SN(X) <t} (s,t) €R?

of any properly normalized X € eGinUE with spectrum {)\j(X)}?:l C C converges almost surely to the

uniform distribution on the ellipse
Rz 2 Sz )2
eC: <1y,
{z (1+r> +(1—7’) J

see Figure 1 below for a visualization. We note that the same almost sure convergence for the empirical
spectral distribution holds true in a larger class of elliptic models with non-Gaussian entries, cf. [43,44].

FIGURE 1. The elliptic law for 500 complex (normalized) elliptic Ginibre matrices of size
10 x 10 in comparison with the ellipse boundary. We plot 7 = 0,0.25,0.75 from left to right.

On the local hand, we emphasize that the eigenvalues of any X € eGinUE form a determinantal point
process in the plane C ~ R?, see [31]. Thus the model’s correlation functions can be computed as finite-
sized determinants evaluated on a scalar-valued kernel, here a kernel constructed in terms of planar Hermite
polynomials. Using said integrable structure of the model, one can then compute the limiting local eigenvalue
correlations in a very explicit fashion. Namely, as n — oo and 1 — 7 > 0 uniformly in n, these coincide with
those in the GinUE, compare [38]. Since we aim to interpolate between (1.2) and (1.5), we will not consider
the same scaling limit, coined the limit of strong non-Hermiticity. Instead we will focus on the limit of weak
non-Hermiticity as pioneered by Fyodorov, Khoruzhenko and Sommers [37]. In this limit, one lets n — oo
and simultaneously 7 1 1 in a meaningful way. More precisely, on the level of the rightmost eigenvalue, the
limit of weak non-Hermiticity was rigorously studied by Bender [12]. Setting

oy = n%\/l — 7 >0, (Tn)pzy € 0,1): 7, 11,



he proved two main results, cf. [12, Theorem 2.3,2.5]: first, the existence of centering and scaling constants
an, by, ¢ € R such that the (rightmost edge) rescaled point process {(x;(X),y;(X))}7—; C R?, where

R (X) —cp SN (X

R (X) (%) = S Z 0 g0 1 x) = SMK)

o, b, (1.8)
are constructed in terms of the eigenvalue point process {X;(X)}/_; = {(RX;(X), I\;(X)}~; C R? of any
X € eGinUE, converges weakly

(1a) to a Poisson point process on R? provided o, — oo as n — oo;

(1b) to an interpolating Airy point process on R? provided o,, — o € [0,00) as n — 00.*
Both limiting point processes are determinantal point processes on R?, and thus characterizable in terms of
a scalar-valued kernel. For the Poisson point process in (1a) this kernel equals

1 e 22 1, Z1 = Z2 2
Kp(z1,22) = —=e 174 , zr = (x, € R, 1.9
p(z1, 22) NG {0, o £ 7 k= (Tk, Yk) (1.9)
and it generalizes (1.6). For the interpolating Airy point process in (1b) the kernel equals, see [12, (2.7)],
[1, (14)] and (2.1) below,

1 1 1 . : 1
Kgi(zl, Zg) = ﬁ exp |:—2(y% + y%) + 502($1 + 10y + T2 — 1Uy2) + 606:|

o 1 1
X / %" Ai (;vl +ioy + 104 + 8) Ai (acg —ioys + 104 + s) ds, zr = (Tk, yr) € R?, (1.10)
0

which generalizes (1.4). Moreover, the determinantal point process on R? with correlation kernel (1.10)
interpolates, after centering and scaling, with varying o € [0, oo] between the R%-modified Airy point process
with correlation kernel

1 1,2,.2
Mai(z1, 22) = ﬁe 2WHR) Ko (21, 2), 21 = (%k, yk) € R,

when o = 0 and the Poisson point process (1.9) when o = co. Second, Bender proved that the rescaled point
process {(z;(X),y;(X))}j=;, see (1.8) with appropriate a,, by, ¢,,, has a rightmost particle almost surely and
its distribution function converges pointwise
(2a) to the Fredholm determinant of the integral operator Kp with kernel (1.9) acting on L?((t,00) x R)
(and so to the Gumbel distribution function (1.5)) if o, — 0o as n — oo;
(2b) to the Fredholm determinant of the integral operator K¢§; with kernel (1.10) acting on L?((t,00) x R)
if o,, > 0 €[0,00) as n — 0.
Consequently the Fredholm determinant of K¢, on L?((t,o0) x R) interpolates with varying o between the
right hand sides in (1.2) and (1.5). Our first result identifies the integrable system that underwrites the same
interpolation.

1.3. Main results. Let R 3 ¢ — F,(t) denote the Fredholm determinant of K§; on L?((¢,00) x R), equiv-
alently the limiting distribution function of the rightmost eigenvalue in the eGinUE, in the limit of weak
non-Hermiticity. By Lemma 2.2, the same function is well-defined for all ¢ > 0 and it relates to Painlevé
special function theory in the following fashion:

Theorem 1.5. For all (t,0) € R x (0, 00),

B =ew |- [e-0{ [ GV anmfas). Fr=—ew|-(2)7]  aw

—00

where p, = py(t,y) solves the integro-differential Painlevé-II equation

0? o 2
ﬁpa(ta y) = |:t + Yy + 2/ (pa(tv /\)) dya(/\):| po(tv y)a (t7 y) € RQa (1'12)
with boundary constraint
po(t,y) ~ Ai(t +vy) as ¢t — 4+oo pointwise in (y,0) € R x (0,00). (1.13)

*See also the recent [5, Theorem 1.11] for this part.



Evidently, (1.11) constitutes a generalization of the Tracy-Widom representation formula (1.2), and (1.12)
a generalization of its underlying Hastings-McLeod Painlevé-II dynamical system, cf. [46]. Similar formulee
which involve integro-differential Painlevé-II functions have appeared over the past decade in the context of
the narrow wedge solution of the KPZ equation [9] and in the context of finite-temperature free fermionic
models [18,27,52], albeit with different weights %Vg in both instances. We will discuss some of these weight
choices later on. To the best of our knowledge, identity (1.11) marks the first appearance of an integro-
differential Painlevé-II function in a distribution function of random matrix theory, although the analysis of
the grand-canonical version of the Moshe-Neuberger-Shapiro matrix model in [49,54] could have produced
an integro-differential Painlevé-II connection as well, but Painlevé was not mentioned in loc. cit.

Remark 1.6. If one focuses solely on combinations of delta point masses for the weight %VU, noting that
o | 0 produces a delta mass at zero in (1.11), then (1.11) and (1.12) have appeared in several other papers
which also include higher-order generalizations of (1.12). We refer the interested reader to [14,21,50,53],
although those studies won’t play a role in the following.

Remark 1.7. Next to the integro-differential Painlevé-II connection in (1.11),(1.12), the limiting distribution
function F,(t) also relates to KdV. Indeed, combining our Theorem 1.5 with [22, Theorem 1.3], we see that
the function

Q(X,T) := F,(t) ., T>0, X€R,

o=T3, t=— XT3
is such that U(X,T) := 5= + 8‘9—;2 InQ(X,T) solves the KdV equation

6£ + 2U6£ + 1 83U —
or 0X  60X3
Remark 1.8. Introducing the potential function

Go(t) =2 / T (e () dvs (V).

—00

in the style of the Deift-Trubowitz trace formula [29, page 124], one finds from (1.12) the Stark equation

02 .
[_aﬂ +t+ qg(t)} Po(t,y) = —yps(t,y), po(t,y) ~Ai(t+y), t— +oo.

One of the first advantages of the representation formula (1.11),(1.12) is that it allows us to identify the
Fredholm determinant of K¢; on L?((t,00) x R) with a simpler Fredholm determinant, using the framework
of [9, Section 5]. Namely, if N, denotes the integral operator on L?(t,c0) with kernel

Ny(z,y) = /OO @(g)Ai(x + 2)Ai(z +y)dz, P(z) = % /ZOO e dr=1- %erfc(z), z€C, (1.14)

using the complementary error function w = erfc(z), cf. [56, 7.2.2], then (1.11),(1.12) show that F,(¢) is
simply the Fredholm determinant of the operator N, with finite-temperature Airy kernel (1.14) on L?(t,00).
In short, Theorem 1.5 encodes a correspondence between the operator K§; on L?((t,00)xR) and the operator
N, on L3(t,00). The same correspondence is very useful in the scaling analysis of max;—1 ., R\;(X) for
X € eGinUE! Namely, it first yields a streamlined derivation of the aforementioned degenerations of the
point process on R? determined by (1.10) when o | 0 and o — +00, on the level of the rightmost particle
distribution function. The details are as follows:

Corollary 1.9 ([12, Theorem 2.3]). Let o > 1 and set

o 5
Oy = , Co =0y | 3Inoc — = In(6lno) — In(27) | .
i (3100 - § (61n0) - n(2m)
Then for any fixed t € R,
= (=" (1.6) _gt
Jim Fo(co + ast) = X_%T /(t o det (Kext(:ci,:cj))m,:1 dey - day, = e ¢, (1.15)

In a different context that focuses on multiplicative statistics of a class of unitarily invariant random matrix models, the
recent work [41] has also uncovered an integro-differential Painlevé-II connection.
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in terms of the integral operator Koy with kernel (1.6).

Corollary 1.10 ([12, Theorem 2.5(ii)]). For any fized t € R,

. =, (1)
lim F, (1) =
g Fe() =2 =)

in terms of the Airy integral operator K a; with kernel (1.4) and the Hastings-McLeod Painlevé-1I transcendent
qg=q(t) in (1.3).

Observe that Corollaries 1.9 and 1.10 capture the transition from Poisson to Airy point process extreme
value statistics for the rightmost eigenvalue as the degree of non-Hermiticity decreases from o = co to o = 0.
The limit (1.16) is easy to derive even when working with K¢, on L?((t,00) x R). However, (1.15) is much
harder and its derivation made up a significant part of the workings in [12]. This was because of Bender’s
use of double contour integral formulae which we can bypass all together when working with N, on L?(t, o)
instead of K, on L?((t,00) x R).

1.4

/ det (KAi(xi, xj))?j_l dzq - -da, E:2; exp |:—/ (s —1t) (q(s))zds (1.16)
(t,00)™ ha - t

—

Remark 1.11. Other probabilistic models that encode transitions from Poisson to Airy point process extreme
values statistics can be found in [49,54], on the Moshe-Neuberger-Shapiro model, in [27], on non-interacting
fermions at finite temperature, and in [13] on periodic Schur processes.

Still, (1.15) and (1.16) had been found in [12] without knowing Theorem 1.5. This brings us to the second,
and more important, advantage of the representation formula (1.11),(1.12): seeing that the integral operator
N, is related to an integrable operator in the sense of [47], we can use the correspondence between K¢, and
N, to derive detailed tail expansions for the random variable max;—1, .., %A;(X) with X € eGinUE. Such
expansions, even for the right ¢ — +oo tail, are by no means trivial due to the presence of o > 0. Indeed,
the trace norm of N, on L?(t,c0) equals

o t

||Na||1:/too/_o:cq)<§)(Ai(x+z))2dzdx:/ @(Z; )KAi(Z,Z)dz,

— 00

and so with [56, 7.8.3], for all t € R and ¢ > 0,

2
1 o e
Nylly > = || Ka; —
N = 51w+ 5% [ 1

Thus || N, ||1 becomes unbounded as ¢t — —oo for all ¢ > 0 and as t — +o00 once o > ¢t with ¢ > 0, indicating
that simple norm estimates for N, and its powers cannot yield sufficient control over F,(¢) in the same
asymptotic regimes. To circumvent this issue we shall exploit the integrable structure of N, and employ a
Riemann-Hilbert nonlinear steepest descent approach [30] in the derivation of tail expansions for F,(t) as
t — 4o00. The same analysis leads to the following results, first dealing with the t — 4oc0 tail:

{ /t - (Ai(y))Qdy] du.

—Uuoc

Theorem 1.12. For any € € (0,1), there exist ¢ = c(e) > 0 and to = to(€) > 0 so that
Fo(t) =1 - A(t,0)e P2 (1 + (L, 0)), (1.17)

fort >ty and 0 < o < t°. The functions A, B equal

, t>0, 020, (1.18)

1 ot o2 -3 ot —i
Alt,o) = ——(yJa+ T - 4+
co=sx (V1 T-7) (+F)

the error term r(t, o) is differentiable with respect to t and satisfies

t_%, e € (0,

1
. 14 Vi>ty, 0<o<te.
t~ +6, 66(1,1)
6

|r(t,o)| < c{



For any fixed o > 0, Taylor-expansion at t = oo in (1.18) yields

6
B(t,o) = %t% + %a‘*\/i— to? — % +O(t7%),  A(t,o) = (1 + O(t—%)), (1.19)

and thus, by taking o | 0, (1.17) reproduces the known right tail behavior of the Tracy-Widom distribution
(1.2),

3
mt2

exp |— Oo(sft)(q(s))zds —1———exp _dy (140(1)), - +oo, (1.20)
t 167t 2 3

see for instance [11, (1.17)]. Still, (1.19) shows that one immediately observes the influence of ¢ > 0 in
the leading order ¢ — +o00 asymptotics of 1 — F,(t). Also, (1.18) indicates another qualitative change once
o* oc t, for then we cannot expand as in (1.19) but must use the below equivalent representations for A, B,

o 4t 2 of ot At 3 4t ~3
Bt,o)=—(14+=] —tc? - — Alt, o) = 14+4/1+ = 14+ — . 1.21
(70) 6 < +O'4> g 63 (,O’) 647Ttg< + +J4) < +O'4> ( )

These show, in particular, that as ¢ — 400 and ¢7 < o < t€ with € € (i 1),

1—F,(t) =exp [— LA remainder] ,

g

using a,, ¢, as in Corollary 1.9 and with a non-negative remainder term that is growing in the same regime.
In other words, we see the leading order right tail of the Gumbel distribution

e =1—et(140(1), t—+oo, (1.22)

emerging in (1.17), as predicted by (1.15), but Theorem 1.12 is not sufficient to capture the full crossover
between (1.20) and (1.22), simply because o is constrained by ¢, e € (0,1) from above in (1.17). Instead, the
complete crossover between (1.20) and (1.22) will be achieved by combining Theorem 1.12 with the following
result:

Theorem 1.13. There exist tg,00 > 1 and ¢ > 0 so that

tN 1 [~[d ?
Fy () = exp [030(0) + iﬁ {duD(u)} du| (14 7(t,0)), (1.23)
fort >ty and o > 0y. Here,
1 [ 1 /1
C(z) == ;/0 VY In®(z + y) dy, D(z) := ;/0 % In ®(x + y) dy, x € R, (1.24)

are defined in terms of ® = ®(z), see (1.14), and the error term r(t,o), which is differentiable with respect
to (t, o), satisfies the estimate
c

|r(t,o)] <

—_— Vit>t > 0g.
min{t, o’} =10, 7=00

Given that ¢, o are uncoupled in Theorem 1.13, expansion (1.17) and (1.23) together capture the ¢ — 400
asymptotics of Fy(¢) uniformly in o > 0, i.e. uniformly in the degree of non-Hermiticity.

Remark 1.14. The asymptotic analysis of families of finite-temperature Airy-kernel Fredholm determinants
has recently attracted interest in mathematics as evidenced by [20,22,23], foremost due to its connection to
the narrow wedge KPZ solution. In a nutshell, the asymptotic problem consists in studying the Fredholm
determinant on L?(t, o) of the integral operator with kernel

Fo(x,y) = /700 Ai(z + 2)Ai(z + y)w(z,0) dz, (1.25)

as t — too, noting that the weight w depends on an auziliary parameter o > 0, which has a significant

impact on the asymptotics. The abovementioned three papers have achieved the same as t — —oo for some

weight families, see our discussion right before Theorem 1.15 below, and some values of o. Our Theorems

1.12 and 1.18 mark the first rigorous study on the t — 400 asymptotics of finite-temperature Airy-kernel
7



Fredholm determinants and we achieve it for all allowed values of the auxiliary parameter, albeit only for
one weight.*

By the asymptotic properties of the complementary error function, see [56, 7.12.1], and by Laplace’s
method [58, Chapter 3, Theorem 8.1],

5

w 2

—w?
e
871'\/§ (

C(w)zjr/ooo\/gjln@(w—ky)dy:— 1+O(w_2)), w — +00,

followed by
d w2

@D(u}) = s

e (1 + (’)(w_z)), w — 400,
so that back in (1.23),

3 s
o2w” 2
812

Note that (1.26) holds true in particular as ¢ — +oco and t3i+% < o < t€ with € € (3 +6,1)and 6 € (0,3)
and so from (1.23) via (1.26), in the same regime,

F,(t) =exp [— e’ (1 + O(wfz))

4
(1+7(t,0)) Vo>o9 with w:= P —+00. (1.26)

1- Fy(t) 42V Zj:@ exp {_(2)2] (1+o(1)). (1.27)

Observe that (1.27) matches onto the expansion of 1 — F,(¢) coming from (1.17) when using the aforemen-
tioned equivalent representations for A, B. Namely, when t — 400 and titd < o < t¢ with € € (i +4,1)
and 6 € (0,32), then

t\2 23 B 44-3
B(t,o) = (7) — 2L o(the1), A(t,0) = ‘;m@

(1 +0(1)),

o 306

and thus, in the same regime with § € (1, 2),

1— F,(t) 127 ‘;:é exp [—(;)2] (1+0(1)), (1.28)

which matches onto (1.27). In short, Theorem 1.12 and 1.13 are consistent as evidenced by (1.27) and (1.28).
Furthermore, (1.23) matches onto the Gumbel right tail behavior (1.22), for with (1.26), when ¢,0 — 400
using a,, ¢, as in Corollary 1.9,

F,(co + ast) = exp {—e_t<1 + (’)(i> + (’)(tlnlno) + 0(1))} (1+0(1)),

Ino Ino

and so we find indeed the Gumbel right tail behavior (1.22) as soon % — 0 and % — 0, which are
admissible constraints for ¢, — 400 in Theorem 1.13. In summary, Theorem 1.12 and 1.13 together capture

the full crossover between (1.20) and (1.22). This completes our discussion of the same two results.

The t — —oo asymptotics of Fi,(t) concern the left tail behavior of the random variable max; =1, , RA;(X)
for X € eGinUE. Once more, the same asymptotics are non-trivial and very sensitive to ¢ > 0 for, by
Corollary 1.9 and 1.10, we now interpolate between the left tail behavior of the Tracy-Widom distribution

o 2 1 1 ,
exp |— (s —t)(q(s))"ds| = exp ) In |t + 21 In2+¢ (-1 (14+0(1), t— —oo, (1.29)
t
see for instance [10, 28, 68] with the Riemann zeta function w = ((z), and the left tail of the Gumbel
distribution
e® =e° (140(1), t— —o. (1.30)

Hn theoretical physics, right tail asymptotics for finite-temperature Airy kernel determinants with Fermi weights have been
computed in [32,33,51]. We thank Tom Claeys for drawing our attention to the same literature.
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In itself, the same crossover constitutes one particular problem in the asymptotic analysis of finite-temperature
Airy-kernel Fredholm determinants, see Remark 1.14. More concretely, the t — —oo studies in [20, 22, 23] of
integral operators on L?(t,00) with kernel (1.25) have focused on weights of the form w(z,0) = v(£) where
(i) v: R = [0,1] in [22] is assumed to be smooth almost everywhere on R, with at most finitely many
jump discontinuities and v approaches zero, resp. one, at —oo, resp. +oo sufficiently fast.
(ii) v : R — [0,1) in [20, 23] is assumed to be such that 1/(1 — v) extends to an entire function, is
non-decreasing and log-convex on R, and 1/(1 — v) approaches one, resp. 400, at —00, resp. 400
exponentially fast.

Class (i) is the least understood one when it comes to the ¢ — —oo asymptotics of the underlying Fredholm
determinant, still we note that at the time of this writing a complete ¢t — —oco analysis, uniformly in ¢ > 0,
is outstanding for both classes. The reader will notice that (1.14) fits into class (i) since
1 2

1—wv(z) erfe(x)’
does not extend to an entire function because of the complex zeros of the complementary error function, cf.
[56, 7.13]. Also, ®(x) approaches zero at —oo and tends to unity at +oo, in both cases super-exponentially
fast, which creates further obstructions for the workings in [20,23]. In turn, we do not attempt to describe
the full crossover between (1.29) and (1.30) in this paper, we only deal with the ¢ — —oo asymptotics of
F,(t) for values of o very close to o = 0, i.e. close to Hermiticity, where the absence of analytic extensions
of v does not play a significant role in our analysis and where we can borrow techniques from [22]. The more
challenging parts, where o is bounded away from zero, are left for a future publication.

r €R,

Corollary 1.15 ([22, Theorem 1.14(iii)]). Let ¢ > 0. There exist to,d > 0 so that

t3 1 —tVo 1 1 ’

F,(t) = exp =8 In|t| — ; (tvVo + ) | u(x) — 52 dz 4+ ﬂan +¢ (=1 (1+7rt0)) (1.31)
for all =t > tg and 0 < o < ct=2. Here, ¢ = ((z) is the Riemann zeta function [56, 25.2.1], the function
u = u(z),z > 0 is uniquely determined through the solution of RHP A.3, see (A.5),(A.7),(6.24), it has the
boundary behavior

1 1 [
u@) = gzt 5 [ (oo ®) — 8w) dy+ 0(?), = Lo, (132)
8z 2 )
and the error term r(t,o) in (1.31), which is differentiable with respect to (t,0), satisfies the estimate
d
|r(t,a)| < —

1

Expansion (1.31) is the analogue [22, (1.35)] and we choose to derive it here from first principles in order
to keep our paper self-contained. Still, all our steps in the derivation of (1.31) can be traced back to [22].
Note that (1.31) with (1.32) reproduces (1.29) for o = 0 as expected from (1.16), however (1.31) is far off
from capturing the full crossover between (1.29) and the Gumbel left tail (1.30).

Remark 1.16. The special function u = u(x) in (1.31) relates to a certain integro-differential generalization
of the Painlevé-V equation, see the workings in [22, Section 7] that lead to [22, Theorem 1.12].

1.4. Methodology and outline of paper. The first obstruction in deriving an integrable system for
the limiting distribution function F,(t) originates from the higher-dimensional integration domain that
underlies the operator K¢; with kernel (1.10). Secondly, the kernel (1.10) seemingly does not display any
of the usual integrable structures common in invariant random matrix models where Painlevé connections
have been discovered in the past. Thus the techniques of [15,47,48,69] are not readily available for the
analysis of F,;(t). To get around this issue we propose and execute two strategies: first, in Section 2, we
set out to simplify the operator traces of K§; via integral identities and complex analytic techniques. These
steps change the operator, but leave its Fredholm determinant invariant. What results is the much more
convenient representation (2.14) for F,(t) that involves a Hankel composition operator with kernel written
in (2.13). Consequently, with the Hankel composition structure flushed out, we can then draw inspiration
from the recent works [19,52] on Fredholm determinants of Hankel composition integral operators acting
9



on L?(J C R). The methods of [19,52] need to be adjusted because of the higher-dimensional integration
domain J C R? that we face in the eGinUE and we carry out all necessary steps in the remainder of
Section 2. In particular, we first derive the Tracy-Widom type representation formula (2.20) for F,(t) and
afterwards identify the underlying integro-differential dynamical system using a coupled integro-differential
system in (2.25), conserved quantities thereof and lastly a closure relation. The outcome of this explicit
and constructive, albeit somewhat lengthy, approach is summarized in Proposition 2.10. We are then left to
simplify the same result and Theorem 1.5 follows. Afterwards, in Section 3, we offer an alternative and much
shorter proof for Theorem 1.5. However, the same proof is non-constructive as it relies on a curious and
somewhat hard-to-guess operator factorization, compare the proof of Proposition 3.1, and since it rests on the
workings in [9]. Still, since our second proof does not use Hankel composition structures, we expect the same
method to be applicable to other Fredholm determinants in the eGinUE where Hankel structures are absent,
cf. [2,3]. Moving ahead, in Section 4 we state our proofs of Corollary 1.9 and 1.10, using the aforementioned
correspondence between F,(t) and the operator N, on L?(t,o0) with kernel (1.14), a correspondence which
we make precise in Corollary 2.14. In particular, our proof of Corollary 1.9 relies on a novel single contour
integral formula (4.8) that simplifies the proof of (1.15) considerably when compared to the workings in [12].
Next, we address Theorem 1.12 and 1.13 in Section 5. Both results are proven within the framework of the
Deift-Zhou nonlinear steepest descent method [30] when applied to the master Riemann-Hilbert problem
5.2. While the nonlinear steepest descent proof of Theorem 1.12 is straightforward, the workings leading to
Theorem 1.13 are much more technical and comparable to the degree of difficulty encountered in [20,22,23].
In particular, the proof of Theorem 1.13 relies on localized differential identities, see (5.8) and (5.9), on
contour deformations, a g-function transformation in (5.24) and on local Riemann-Hilbert model and error
analysis. Although they are technical in nature, we expect our proof methods for Theorem 1.12 and 1.13
to be applicable to a larger class of weights beyond w = ®(z) in (1.14) and this can be of interest when
dealing, for instance, with the exact short-time height distribution of the one-dimensional KPZ equation, cf.
[32,33,51]. Once the right tail analysis is completed we then briefly address the left tail ¢t — —oo of F,;(t) for
o close to zero. In this case our workings are heavily inspired by the analysis in [22] and we provide a proof
of Corollary 1.15 in Section 6 only to keep our paper self-contained. The paper closes out with Appendix A
and B which summarize several auxiliary results used in the main body of the text.

2. FIRST PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

In this section we state our first proof of Theorem 1.5, a proof which is constructive and which relies
on trace identities and a refinement of the Hankel composition operator techniques from [19,52]. These
refinements are necessary because of the higher-dimensional integration domain that underpins K§;. We
begin with two preliminary results, asserting that the distribution function R 3 ¢ — F, (¢) is well-defined for
all ¢ > 0.

Lemma 2.1. Set J; := (t,00) x R C R? with t € R and let KS; : L*(J;) — L*(J;) denote the integral
operator with kernel (1.10). Then, for any z = (2, yx) € R? and any o > 0,

i I(FA% 21 ) gi(F P +aap)
Kfi(z1,22) = ;%/ / ens )\f/j e—%(cf)\+yl)2e_%(a,u—yz)2 dXdy, 2.1)
Y1 /72

where v, = R + 10 with &, > 0 for k € {1,2}.

Proof. Identity (2.1) is part of [1, Section VI]: one begins with the right hand side of (2.1) and uses algebra
combined with the integral identity ﬁ = fooo elA1)s 4. valid for (A i) € 11 X 2. What results is

RHS (2.1) = —L o~ bHHd) 4 bw)— o
42

X /oo/- / 03 (A +30°) Hiwi A+ §o?)+ A0 Hish o § (u+50°)  Hiwe (ut §o?)+fuo’ +isp d\dpuds,
0 Y1 7 v2
with the shorthand wq := x1 + iocy; and ws := x5 — ioys. Then, with A + 502 — Xand u+ %02 = U,

RHS (2.1) = %

4

oo 4
e B Wi Hus)+307 (witwa)+50° / e* Ai (wl + UI + s) Ai (wz + OZ + s) ds, (2.2
0
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having used a well-known contour integral formula for the Airy function along the way, namely [56, 9.5.4],

1 (1
Ai(z) = 7/ dGN¥H NN §>0, zeC. (2.3)
21 Jrtis
The proof of (2.1) is now complete as the right hand side of (2.2) matches (1.10). O

The kernel representation (2.1) is useful when answering questions about the operator K¢;, such as the
following one.

Lemma 2.2. Let K§; : L*(J;) — L*(J;) denote the integral operator with kernel (2.1). Then K%, is trace
class for any (t,0) € R x [0, 00).

Proof. Write again ﬁ = fooo e tms ds when (A, i) € 41 X 72 and view (2.1) as composition kernel,

o0
K (z1,29) = Gy(x1 4+ 8,y1)Go(s + x2, —y2)ds, Gs(a,b) = (BN HaN) =3 (oX+b)? dA,
Ai
0 ¥

omi
with contour v = R 4 i§,§ > 0. Since R? > (a,b) — G,(a,b) is continuous and since it satisfies the global
bound

|G0(a, b)| < cle_a‘s_CQbQ, cx = cp(6,0) >0, (a,b) € R?, (2.4)
we deduce continuity of R* 3 (z1,22) + K§,(21,22). Moreover, for any 21,...,2, € J;, any a € C" and all

o>0,
2

n co| m
Z OéjOTkKXi(Zj,Zk) = / ZQjGU(Ij + S,yj) ds >0,
j k=1 0 =1

having used the conjugation symmetry G, (a,b) = G, (a, —b), (a,b) € R%. But also, with d?z = dx dy,
Kgi(z,z)d%z/ / / |G0(Jc+s,y)|2dsdydx < 00, VY(t,0) € R x[0,00),
Ji t —00 JO

so the operator K¢§; with kernel (2.1) is trace class on L?(J;) by [62, Theorem 2.12]. O

By the last result, the Fredholm determinant of K¢§; is well-defined for all (¢,0) € R x [0, 00) and it equals
Fo(t):= [ 1= X(t,0)), (t,0) € R x [0,00), (2.5)
k=1

with the non-zero eigenvalues \(t, o) of K¢, : L*(J;) — L?(J;), multiplicities taken into account. We now
start working towards our first proof of Theorem 1.5 by assembling the trace identities (2.8) summarized in
the below result.

Proposition 2.3 (Trace identities). Let o > 0 and consider with z = (zk,yx) € R? the kernel
1 1.2 1,2 (1.4) < .
Ky(z1,29) := Te SN Kpi(x1 + oy, 22 +oye)e 2Y2, Kai(a,b) = Ai(a + s)Ai(s+b)ds.  (2.6)
™ 0
Then the self-adjoint integral operator K, : L2(J;) — L*(Jy), with J; = (t,00) x R C R?, given by
(Ko f)(2) = | Kq(z,w)f(w)d*w, (2.7)

Ji

is trace class for any (t,0) € R x [0,00) and we have for all n € Z>o and (t,0) € R x [0, 00),

K'= tr (K™ (2.8)

t - =
L2(J¢) L2(Jy)

Furthermore, 0 < K, < 1, |[K,|| < 1 in operator norm on L?(J;) and I — K, is invertible on L*(J;) for all
(t,0) € R x [0, 00).
11



Proof. The Airy kernel function (a,b) — Ka;(a,b) is continuous on R?, hence R* > (21, 22) — Ky (21, 22) is
continuous. Also, for any z1,...,2, € Ji, any a € C" and all ¢ > 0

2
n

n 00 )
Y Ko (2, 2) = / S e i Ai(n; + oy +5)| ds > 0.

jk=1 0 |j=17*

Since also for all (¢,0) € R x [0, 00),

1 o0 oo 2 o0
Kg(z,z)d2z:—/ / eV {/ Ai2(x+oy+s)ds} dydz < oo
Ji ﬁ t —00 0

by the bound |Ai(z)] < ¢(X(—co,1)(7) + e*%mx(l,w)(w)), z € R with ¢ > 0 and the characteristic function x4

of aset A C R, cf. [56, §9.7(ii)], we deduce that (2.7) is trace class on L?(J;) by [62, Theorem 2.12]. Moving

ahead we identify f(z) = f(z,y) € L*(R?) with z = (z,y) € R2. Then, for any f € L?(J;),

2
ds

)

/ / e 3 A + oy + 5) f(2,y) dy dz
t —00

0< (£, Ko )2 = \}%/o

so K, > 0. Moreover, with S, : L?(R?) — L?(R?) given by (S, f)(z,y) := f(z + oy,y) and with L, :
L3(J¢) — L?(J;),t € R given by

L) = [ T A NI Ay, (o) € T

we have ||S,|| = 1 in operator norm on L?*(R?) and ||L:|| < 1 in operator norm on L?(J;), see [46, Lemma
8.3]. In fact, seeing the function L,f as defined on R?, we have lim;_, o || L f|| = || f|| in norms on L?*(R?)
by [46, Lemma 8.2]. Hence, denoting with K, the operator on R? with kernel K, (z1,22), we have for any

feL*R?),
(SoGLnPr LSy ) = [ [ Kol 22) 0 am) i o (2.9)

where P, : L?(R?) — L?(Jp) is the projection from L?(R?) to L?(Jp) and G : L?(R?) — L?(R?) denotes the
operator

o0

]. 1 1
(Gf)(x,y) = ﬁe’# /m e 3 f(a, ) dp.
Note that ||G|| < 1 in operator norm on L?(R?), so in the same norm ||S,GL_PyL_S; || < 1. Hence,
by self-adjointness of K, and (2.9) we have for the operator norm on L?(J;),

Kol = sup  [{f, Kof)r2@y| <1,
1F1lL2 5y =1

and thus also K, < 1. Next, if K,f = f for some f € L?(J;), not identically zero, then the workings in
(2.9) show that K,f = 0 almost everywhere on (—oo,t) x R. The analytic properties of the Airy function
and the exponential imply that (z,y) — (K, f)(z,y) is an entire function of z and y separately. We thus
have K,f = 0 everywhere on R? and so f = 0, a contradiction. Thus I — K, is invertible on L?(J;) for
all (t,0) € R x [0,00) by the Fredholm Alternative. It now remains to establish (2.8) and we begin with
[62, Theorem 3.9], compare also Lemma 2.2,

o (K3)" =
A (KR / )

t

[H KZi(z, Zk+1)] A%z - d%2, (2.10)
k=1

N n F(ENS R ) ni(Zps+Trt
(2:1) < 1 ) / [H/ / e(3 k k)\k)j_(;:“‘k k+ #k)e*%(U)\k+yk)2e7%(Jﬂkfyk+1)2d)\k duk dQZl ---dQZn
7 Jy2 k k
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using throughout the cyclic convention (Z,41,Ynt+1) = 2Znt1 = 21 = (21,41). We proceed by integrating out
all y-variables in (2.10) via Fubini’s theorem while identifying A,+1 = A1,

n n 00
/ H =3 (0Xetye)? o= 5 (Tpk—yrs1)? dyy - dy, = H / e—%(akk+1+y)2e—%(ouk—y)2dy
k=1 k=177
%H*Wmeﬂ<mmexw (2.11)
Afterwards we recall the Gaussmn integral

—z2 1 > 7y2+2izy
e 7 = ﬁ e dy, z¢€C,
—o0

and transform (2.11) to, with yp41 = 1,

n n [e%e}
/ [H e —3( o/\k+yk)ze—§(oltk—yk+1)2] dyy - - dy, = H / e—y2+ia(/\k+1+uk)y dy
k=1Y 7%

k=1
= / [H eéyi%yi+1+ia(>\kyk+ukyk+1)] dyy - - - dyn, (Nks i) € Y1 X 2.

Consequently, back in (2.10), by Fubini’s theorem,

tr (KX)":< 5) [ / / e zykel( Mgtz +oyr] M) 1(3#k+[”ﬂk+1+ﬂyk+1]l%)e 2yi+1d/\kd/“€:|
L2(J1) ' 2 7 Y2 Ak + g

X d221 N

n
1
:/ [H\f v / Ai(zg + oyr + s)Ai(s + 1 + oygy1) dse” 2y’€+1] A%z - - A%z,
n iy
P

= K, d?z---d%z, = tr K7,
where we have used the contour integral formula (2.3) for the Airy function in the second equality and the

fact that K, is trace class on L?(J;) with continuous kernel in the last. The proof is complete. ]

In deriving the integro-differential system for F, (t), the representation (2.5), but now with (2.8) in place,
uncovers the following fact: abbreviating

60 (2) = bo () = e WAz £ oy), 2= (2,y) €RZ, 020, (2.12)

T4
the kernel of K, in (2.6) is simply

KO’(21722) - / QSU(:Cl + Svyl)(ba'(s + x25y2) dS,
0

and thus constitutes the kernel of a Hankel composition operator in the first variable. This feature is the key
ingredient of our first proof of Theorem 1.5 as we are now able to draw inspiration from the recent works
[19,52] on Fredholm determinants of Hankel composition operators acting on L?(J C R). The necessary
adjustments that account for the higher-dimensional integration domain J; C R? are worked out below.

2.1. The Hankel method. First we view K, not acting on L?(.J;) but rather on L?(.Jy) however then with
kernel

1
Kio(21,22) 1= ﬁe_%y%KAi(xl +oy +t, e+ oys + t)e_%yg7 2e = (T, yr) € R?, (2.13)
so that by (2.5), Proposition 2.3 and [45, Chapter IV, (5.11), (6.2)],

t)=]] Q= m(to), (to)eRx0,00), (2.14)
k=1
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in terms of the non-zero eigenvalues py(t,0) of K;, : L?(Jo) — L?(Jo), counting multiplicities. In turn we
record the below result.

Proposition 2.4. For any (t,0) € R x [0,00), viewing o as parameter,

d? < 2 _
qz () = */ (6 (ty) dys  ao(ty) = (I = Kio)"'100)(0,), y ER, (2.15)
using (2.12) and where 7, : L*(R?) — L?(R?) denotes the shift in the first variable, i.e. (1if)(z,y) =
fle+ty).

Proof. By the analytic and asymptotic properties of the Airy function and the exponential, we have ¢, €
L2(Jp) for all (t,0) € R x [0,00) and K, ,(L?(Jo)) € Wt2(Jo) := {f € L*(Jo) : D1f € L*(Jo), Daof €
L?(Jo)} with the partial derivatives (Dyf)(z,y) = %f(x,y) and (Daf)(z,y) = a%f(x,y). Hence, Jy >
(t,y) = qo(t,y) is well-defined for all ¢ > 0, compare Proposition 2.3, and the map y — ¢, (¢, y) is in L?(R)
for all (t,0) € Rx[0,00). In order to establish the equality in (2.15) we begin with the following observation:
integrating by parts, t — K, is differentiable on R with trace class derivative on L?(.Jy) given by

4
dt

Here we write a ® 3 for a general rank one integral operator on L?(Jy),

Kt,zr = _Tt¢a & Tt¢0~

((a®@B)f)(2) == alz) [ Blw)f(w)d*w.

Jo
Thus, by Jacobi’s formula [70, (3.12)],

d d
—InF,(t) = — I-K, ) '—K = I-K, )t . 2.1
g M == <( vo) g t’”) 14y (I = Kee) 60 @ 7i00) (2.16)

Next we note that ¢t — (I — K¢ ,) 10, @ T4, is also differentiable on R with trace class derivative on
L?(Jo) equal to
d
T (I = Ki o) ' 100 @ T100) = (I — K1 o) "' Teps @ DiTi¢0s (2.17)
+ [(I — Kio) ' Dimid = (I = Ki.0) " (Tetbs @ i00) (I = Ki0) ™' Te60 | @ T2

In computing (2.17) we have used the operator identity

d dK,
—(I—Ki o) t=(I - K, ) 1 —22
a' o) ( o) g
which holds as soon as I — K, , is invertible (recall Proposition 2.3) and ¢ — K , differentiable. All together,

(2.16) and (2.17) confirm that R 5 ¢t +— In F,(t) is twice differentiable with second derivative equal to

(I-Kio)

d? (2.16) d 1 (2.17) =
@IHFO' (t) = th(l;o) (dt((I_ Kio) Tiho ®Tt¢a) = L2t(50) ((I —Kio) 0o ®Dth¢a) (2.18)

thgfo) (|:(I - Kt,a)ilDthd)o - (I - Kt,o)il(Ttd)a & Tt¢0)(1 - Kt,o)ith(ba} X Tt¢0’>a

where we rely on the analytic and asymptotic properties of the Airy function and exponential in the first
equality while interchanging differentiation with trace evaluation. Note that the first term in (2.18) can be
simplified by [62, Theorem 3.9] and integration by parts in the first variable,

[ 1 _120
tr ((I - Kt,a)_l Tiho @ D17t¢a) = / / ((I — Ktﬂ)_ln(ég) (x,y)—e Y —Ai(x+oy+t)dyde
L2(Jo) 0 Jooo T Ox

2.15 e
- / 4o (t9)(Tede)(0.y) dy — o (D (I~ Kio) "' 765 @ 7o)
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Here we have used that Dy (I — K; ) '7¢, ® 71, is trace class on L?(Jy) by the aforementioned mapping
property K ,(L?(Jo)) C Wh2(.Jy) and combining the last equality with (2.18), the same simplifies to

dlet* oot 0,y)d t Di(I-K;,) ! I-K,,)"'D
—ln a<>f—[mqa<,y><rt¢a>< W)y = o (DT = Koo)' — (1= Kio) ™ Dindo | @ 7, )

= ([0 = Kuo) 000 9 60T = Ki) " 104] @ 7o) (2.19)

Moving ahead, by algebra,
Di(I = Kt0) " '1tbo — (I = Kt.g) ' Dimipe = (I = Kp,0) " (D1Kpo — Ki,o D1)(I = Ki.0) ™' o € L2(Jo),
which we can simplify with the help of the identities

0 0

Tlet,o'(Zla 22) + T@Kt,o'(zla 22) = _(Tt¢a & Tt¢0)(21a Z2)
lim Ky, (21, (22,92)) =0, z1€Jo, y2€R

To—+00

What results is,

(D1K1o — K1.oD1) (I — Ky 0) " 'i000) (2) = —(Ttd’a)(z)/ (1e¢00) (W) (I — Kt,0) ' 1000 ) (w) d*w

Jo

+/ Kt7a(z7 (07y))QU(t7y) dya PSS JOa
with the shorthand K; ,(z, (0,y)) = limg, 0 K¢ (2, (z2,¥)), and therefore

S ([P0 = Ko) 60 — (1= Kip) " Damio | © o)

==t ([0 = Keo) (00 @ 160) (0~ Koo) it | @ 700 )

; /J 0 [ / Z (1= Koo) K1) (2 (0, 9)) a0 (£:1) dy] (ndo)(x) &2, (t,0) € R x [0, 00).

All together, (2.19) simplifies to

2 oo
o0 == [t 000 + [ (1= Kio) K (2 0) (o) (20

— 00

and this is precisely (2.15) given that (I — K;,)™' = I+ (I — K¢,) ' K;, on L?(Jy) and since K, is
self-adjoint. Our proof is complete. O

Remark 2.5. The workings in Proposition 2.4 are valid for a wider class of Hankel composition operators
on L?(Jo). In fact, (2.15) generalizes to kernels of the type

Ki(z1,29) = / d(x1+s+t,y1)U(s+xa+t,y2)ds, (21,22) € Jo X Jy
0

with ¢, of the form ¢(x,y) = wi(y) f(x+0o1(y)) and Y(z,y) = wa(y)g(z+o2(y)), subject to suitable regularity
and integrability assumptions placed on the one-variable functions wg, ox, f,g and in turn on the properties
of the operator K. We shall see later that our workings lead to the dynamical system in Proposition 2.7
below, which can be generalized in a similar fashion.

Observe that (2.15) allows us to derive the following compact expression for the distribution function
F,(t). This expression bears a striking resemblance to [9, (5.4)].

Corollary 2.6. For all (t,0) € R x [0, 00),

B =ew |- [Te-0{ [ )l (220)

in terms of ¢, (t,y) = (I — Kt,0)  '71:05)(0,y).
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Proof. Write ¢, (t,y) = (1:65)(0,y) + (I — Kt.o) ' K¢ 07:¢5)(0,y) and note that for all t > 0 and o > 0,

1 3
|Kt,a(217212)’ < e_%t"’e—%(ZJ?-HJS)—\/f(avl-i-<7y1-&-c142-‘:-01/2)7 (2.21)

3
82

uniformly in (21, 22) € Jo X Jo. Hence, for all n € Z>; and all ¢t > 0 and o > 0,

ol

t 1 3 n n . 5 5

Pr —=t2 —_= C4ys —\/t . . . . 2 2

‘ tio (21,2 1)’ = <87r§e n—1 I | e~ 2 (Wi )~V toytejatoyii) | g z9-+-d%zp
Jo j=1

_ (t 3e—§t2> o~ HOE 2 ) V@1 oy Han s o) / [] - 2viestom | s, a2s,
J'n.fl

8mz 0 j=2
1 3 n—1
- 3 -3 3
— t - —4t2 t= e—%ﬂ +to® e—%(yf-‘ryiJrl)—\/f($1+0y1+£n+1+0yn+1) (2 22)
s .
82 167

uniformly in (z1,2,41) € Jo X Jo. In turn, for all ¢ > ¢, sufficiently large positive and o > 0 such that
0<o2< %\/7? by the Neumann series,

(2.22) $—1 3 3
(I = Kio) 7' Kio) (21, 22)] < e 14 - —edt2dte’ |

3
812

3
2

ol

t2 4—3 (yi+y3)—Vi(z1+oyi+aa+oys)

167

and thus there exist ¢, ty > 0 so that

_3
2

3 1 t 3 1
(I = Ki0) " Ky omie) (0,y)] < et~ Fem 3024t “e_étmoz] em3V Vioy - (2.23)

167

for all t > ¢y, any o > 0 such that 0 < o2 < %\/f and all y € R. In deriving (2.23) we have used that the
Airy function is bounded on R. On the other hand, using the slightly refined bounds, cf. [56, §9.7],

3
|Ai(z)| <de 377, z>0; |Ai(z)| <d, <0,
with universal d > 0, we find by Laplace’s method that there exist c,ty > 0 such that

[SUIRE

2
I|(7¢05)(0, )| 2 (r) < c\/iezta?, Vt>ty, 0>0: 0<0%< -Vt (2.24)

Hence, by Minkowski’s inequality, combining (2.23) and (2.24),

| elt) 0 = ot ey < (12000 lsy + 1T = Ko) ™ Koo 0 lee))°

— 00

[

4
<ctBemEE Wi>t,, 0>0: 0§02§§\/£.

The last estimate shows that the right hand side in (2.15) decays super exponentially fast to zero as t — 400
for any fixed o > 0, i.e. we can integrate the same expression twice, for any (¢,0) € R x [0, oo),§

e == [ ([ e abas) o= [Te-o{ [~ ) afas

and this completes the proof of (2.20). O

We now proceed to characterize ¢, (t,y) through a dynamical system. This will be achieved in two steps
and we begin with the integro-differential ODE system written in (2.25).

Proposition 2.7. Let n € Z>o and introduce for any (t,y,o) € R? x [0, 00),

PR = b (= Kio) ' Dimde ©700), a5 (ty) = ((I = Kio) ™ Dimido) (0,4),
0

$Note that Fy(00) =1 for all o > 0 by Hadamard’s inequality and the bound for K s(z1, 22) stated in (2.21).
16



where (D} f)(x,y) = %f(x, y). Then {pgﬂ, 45 } o Satisfy the coupled integro-differential system

o0 P
P dpinl (1) = / a (t, ) (t,y) dy, 507t y) = gl y) — aP L y)plI(D), n € Zzo, (2:25)
and
1) o= pl i) + (—1)plr i) + ) (-1 [/ a®(t,y)glr e, y) dy — P (OpI M) |, n € Zxo
k=0 -0

constitutes a conserved quantity for the same system, i.e. subject to (2.25) we have de["]( t) = 0 for all
(t,0) € R x [0,00) and n € Z>g.

Proof. Note that R 3 ¢t — p[n]( t) and R? 3 (t,y) — qt[f ](t, y) are well-defined for all ¢ > 0 since D} 1, €
L?(Jo) by the properties of the Airy function and the exponential. More is true, viewed as functions of ¢ € R,
they are differentiable: indeed, the second equation in (2.25) is straightforward,

0 d 0
St = ({ G0 =Koy} Dinon) 0. + (U - Koo)' 5D ) (00)
— (I = K1,0) (1100 @ 1160)(I = Ki.0) "' Di7i¢06 ) (0,9) + a5 (1 y) = =l (1, 9)pl (1) + ¢+ (1, ),

where we relied again on %(I —Kio)t ==K o) 105 @ 100 )(I — K;»)~ L. The first equation on
the other hand follows from a generalization of the workings in Proposition 2.4 below (2.16). Indeed,

d
(I = Kio) 7' DY i ® e6) = (I = Kt.0) ™' D60 @ D7y (2:26)

+[(1= Koo)' DI 0 — (1= Kio) ™ (e @ Tibo) (I = Koo)' Dimids| @ T,

and therefore, based on the analytic and asymptotic properties of the Airy function and exponential while
interchanging differentiation and trace evaluation,

d ., d n (2.26)
dt c[T]( ) tr <dt<(I Kt U) 1D17—t¢0®7—t¢0)) =

L2(Jo) tr (I = Ki,o) ' DiTedbs @ DiTedro)

L2(Jo)

+ ([0 = Kon) 7 DI 0 = (1= Kir) T (16 © 1i00) (I = Kir) " DiiTids | @ 705 ).
L2(Jo)

which generalizes (2.18). Now use [62, Theorem 3.9] and integrate by parts in the first summand,

A (= Kio) ' Dinids @ Dimido) = —/ g (t,y) (1165 (0,y) dy

— tr (Dy(I - K. o) 'D'rdby 2).
ity (D10~ He) DTG @ )

Note that Dy(I — K;,) ' D}1i¢, @ Ti ¢, is trace class on L%(Jy) given D¢, € L*(Jp). Consequently,

d oo
G0 == [ ey — o ([(= i) roe @ n6o)(1 - Ki) 7 Dimir]
@nde) — tr ([P0 = Kio) " Dine, — (1= Kip) DI s, | @, ). (2.27)

where, by algebra,
Di(I = Ki5) ' Dimi¢pe — (I = Ky o) ' DY 7y,
= - K o) ' (D1Kt .y — Ki.oD1)(I — Kyt ,) " D 1iby € L2(J).

17



Simplifying the same combination as in our proof of Proposition 2.4 we then obtain

tr ([Dl(l — Kt o) "Dy — (I — Kt,o)ilDIH_thﬁba} ® Tt¢a)

L2(Jo)
= =i ([ =Ko mde @ 1i60) (I = Keo) ™ Dimidy| © 700 )
o [ =K ) e 0 e ] (o () € R x0.20),
and hence all together for (2.27),
G0 = = [~ e |00+ [ (= Ke) K (2 0.0) (0 )20 % ay
= - /Z a5 (t, y)ai (b y) dy

by self-adjointness of K;, and by the identity (I — K;,)™!' = I+ (I — K;,) 'K;,. This completes our
proof of (2.25). The outstanding check of %L[,”] =0,t € R is a simple application of (2.25). |

In order to close up the open system (2.25) we will make use of the Airy differential equation, i.e. unlike
the general workings in Proposition 2.4 and 2.7, compare Remark 2.5, the next step in our derivation of a
dynamical system for Fy(¢) crucially depends on the specific Airy function choice in the kernel of K ., in
particular Proposition 2.9 after the next Corollary is only valid for our K ..

Corollary 2.8 (Constant of motion). For any (t,0) € R x [0, 00),

20+ [ () G0 =0 22:)

Proof. The left hand side in (2.28) equals I in the notation of Proposition 2.7 and which is known to be
t-independent. However, by the workings in Corollary 2.6 with q([T0 ) (t,y) = ¢o(t,v),

o0
lim (¢t ) *dy = 0, lim pll(t) =0

o
t——+oo o t——+oo

super exponentially fast for any o € [0,00). Likewise, by the coarse bound |Ai’(z)| < ¢|z| with ¢ > 0 for any
z € R and Laplace’s method,
. 1] —
tlglﬁloopa (t) - Oa
also super exponentially fast for any fixed o € [0, 00), i.e. the claim (2.28) follows. |
Proposition 2.9 (Closure relation). For any (t,y,0) € R? x [0, 0),
a5 (t,y) = (¢ +oy)ay (t,y) — a5 (t.y)ps (1) + all (8, y)pll(2). (2:29)

Proof. Begin by using the Airy differential equation w” = zw for w = Ai(z), z € C and derive

a2 (t,y) = / (I = Ki0)"'((0,9), 22) (DiTi6hs ) (22) d° 22
Jo

— /Ooo /_°° (I —Kio) ' ((0,9), (x2,y2)) (22 + 0y + t) (100 ) (22, y2) Ay dzo

= tq%(t,y) + ((I — Kt,0) " Mi7:66)(0,) + 0 ((I — Ky.0) "' Mari6h5) (0, ) (2.30)

with the partial multiplications (M f)(z,y) := «f(z,y) and (Maf)(z,y) := yf(z,y). Note that M;r¢d, €
L?(Jo) by the properties of the Airy function and exponential, moreover

(I - Kt,a)_leTt¢o = [(I - Kt,o)_lka} Tt¢o + Mk(l - Kt,o)_th(Z)ay (ta 0) € R x [07 OO), (231)
in terms of the operator commutator [A, B] := AB — BA. Moving ahead, we find

(I = Kuo) ™ Mimg) (0,9) “27 ([(T = Koo)' My 760 ) (0,)
18



and likewise
-1 (2.31) —1 [0]
(T = Ki0) " Momio) (0,y) "= ([(T = Koo)', Ma] 765 ) (0,) + ya5" (£ ).
Hence back in (2.30),
d2(t,) = (t+0y)at.y) + ([ = Koo)' M1 + 0076, ) (0,9), (2.32)

so it remains to simplify the operator commutator. This is straightforward given the well-known Christoffel-
Darboux property

Ai(a)AT'(b) — Ai(a) Ai(b)
a—b ’

and the particular shape of Ky (21, 22), compare Proposition 2.3. Precisely,
([ = Koo)' My + 0M] 76, ) (0,9) = (= Kog) ™ [Ko, My + 0Ma] (I = Koo)' 7065 ) (0,)
= _/J (I - Kt,a)_l ((0731)7 Zl) ((Tt¢a)(zl)(Dth¢a)(z2) - (D17t¢0)(zl>(7t¢0)(22))

X ((I = Ki0) "' idhg ) (22) 22 d®21 = =g (8, 9)p51 (1) + a5 (1, 9)PY (1), (19, 0) € R? x [0, 00),
and so with (2.32), precisely (2.29). The proof is complete. O

Kai(a,b) = /000 Ai(a + s)Ai(s+b)ds =

We are now one step closer to Theorem 1.5, namely we are ready to derive the following auxiliary result.
This results constitutes an alternative integro-differential connection for F,(t).

Proposition 2.10. For any (t,0) € R x [0, 00),

F,(t) = exp { /too(s — 1) {/OO (qc,(s,y))Qdy} ds] , (2.33)

—0o0

where ¢ (t,y) = (I — Kt.0) " '1¢¢5)(0,y) solves the integro-differential equation

0? e 2
stelt) = [tz [ @) 0wl CroeRx), @
subject to the boundary condition
1 .
4o (t.y) ~ (1ida)(0,y) = —re P Ai(t + o), (2.35)

T4

valid as t — +o00, pointwise in (y,0) € R x [0, 00).

Proof. We already know (2.33) and (2.35) from the workings in Corollary 2.6, so it remains to show that
¢ (t,y) solves (2.34). To this end t¢-differentiate g, (t,y) twice via (2.25), then use (2.28) and (2.29),

2

0? (2.25) O (2.25)
Sate(by) = 5500 (L y) =)§{qt[,”(t,y)—q?}(ty)p?](t)} =7 gt y) — ¥t y)pl ()

—@W@—wwwmmww+wwwf7wmm%A

2.29 2 e 2
C2 (¢ + o) (1, y) — 2619, )P () + 00 (1, 1) (PO (1) + ¢ (1, ) / (g (£, \))"dA

o0

(t+0Yy)es(t,y) + 245 (t, y) / @2 (t, \) dA.

— 00

(2.28)

The proof of Theorem 2.10 is complete. ]

Evidently, equation (2.34) is similar to the class of integro-differential Painlevé-IT equations studied in
[9, Proposition 5.2], although the origin in loc. cit. are Fredholm determinants corresponding to integral
operators acting on L?(J C R) and not on L?(Jy C R?). We will now establish the precise relation between
the Amir-Corwin-Quastel framework and our result for F,(t) in Proposition 2.10. Once done, we will have
completed our first proof of Theorem 1.5.
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2.2. Simplifying the result. We set out to simplify (2.34) and (2.35) and convert the same to (1.11),(1.12)
and (1.13).

Lemma 2.11. Let (t,0) € R x [0,00) and
IR
Nio(a,b) := 7/ {/ eV Aila+oy+t+s)Ai(s+b+oy+t)dy|ds, a,beR.
™ Jo —
Then the self-adjoint integral operator Ny, : L?(0,00) — L2(0,00) given by

(Neof)(a / Noo(a,b)£(b) db,

is trace class for all (t,0) € R x [0,00). Moreover, 0 < N; , < 1,||Nyo| <1 in operator norm on L*(0,00)
and I — Ny, is invertible on L*(0,00) for all (t,o) € R x [0, 00).

Proof. By the Airy differential equation w” = zw for w = Ai(z), z € C, integration by parts yields

(@ —b)N¢,o(a,b) f/ A1 (a+oy+t)Ai'(b+ oy +t) — Ai'(a + oy + t)Ai(b+ oy + 1)) dy

=(a—1b) /DO o (;) Aifa+y+t)Ai(y+b+t)dy, P(y) = \/17?/_:6_”2 dz

—00

and therefore the identity, valid for all (¢,0) € R x (0, 00),

oo
Nio(a,b) = / @ (3) Ai(a+y+t)Aiy+b+1)dy, abeR. (2.36)
o
—0o0
Consequently, N , is an integral operator on L?(0, 00) of the form studied in [17, Section 9], so in particular
trace class by [17, Lemma 9.5] for all (¢,0) € R x [0,00) (note that Ny g(a,b) = Kai(a+t,b+1t)). Moreover
0 < Ny, <1 and the outstanding claim about the invertibility of I — N, , were proven in [17, Proposition
9.6]. This completes our proof of Lemma 2.11. O

Note that (2.36) is of the form [9, (5.1)], so we have by [9, Proposition 5.2] for the Fredholm determinant
of Nt on L?(0,00),

det (I — Ny [12(0.00) ) = €XP [ /too(s —1) {/Z (po (s, )\))Zdyg(A)} ds} , (2.37)
" dve(\) == U—\l/%e*’@/”zd/\

and where p, (t, A) solves the integro-differential Painlevé-II equation

%;pg(t,y) = [t +y+ 2/0O (pg(t,)\))gdug()\)} Do (t,y)

. (2.38)
po(t,y) ~ Ai(t+y), t— +oo, (y,0) € R x[0,00)

We will now show that there is a direct correspondence between our (2.33),(2.34),(2.35) and (2.37),(2.38),
without using the results in [9]. This will in turn conclude our first proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proposition 2.12. Define the one-variable function

1
R>xz— ¢f,(2):= Te*%ygAi(x +oy+t), (ty,o)eR?x][0,00).
T4
Then for alln € Z>o and any (t,y,0) € R? x [0,00), with K; , as in (2.13) and Ny, as in (2.36),
(KgaTtgbU) (07 y) = (Ng,lagﬁty,a) (O)a (239)

where 7y : L?(R?) — L2%(R?) denotes again the shift in the first variable, i.e. (1¢f)(z,y) = f(x +t,y) .
20



Proof. There is nothing to prove when n = 0 given that

212) 1 1,2 .
(1160)(0,y) “2¥ e 1 Ai(oy +1) = 6,(0)

so we continue with general n € Z>;. By definition, with n € Z>( arbitrary,

(Ktn:;rl Tt(bo)(oa y) = /] Kt,a((07 y)a Zl)(KZ’,LthQSJ)(Zl) d221

n—1

= [ Kio((0,9),21 / / H Kio(zj,2j41) 220 - %21 | (KtoTio)(2n) A%z, d?21,  (2.40)
Jo Jo |JJg?

where, with K (21, 22) = fo (1¢d5) (1 + 8,y1) (T2 b5 ) (s + x2,y2) ds and Fubini’s theorem,

(Kt,0Tt0s)(2n) = Kt o (2n, 0)(Te¢o ) (W) d*w

Jo

-/ [ ) e+ s m00) s+ ) | )0 )
~ [ oo+ 5. [ | a0 mmsn -+ 5. dA] ds dy

= , Kt,a(((); :u)a (Sa M))(Tt¢a)(xn + s, yn) ds d:u = /0 Nt,a((); 5>(Tt¢a)(zn + s, yn) ds.

Using the last formula back in (2.40) together with the previous composition integral identity for K; ,(z;, zj41)
we obtain after integrating out all variables x1, s, ..., z, over (0,00) and afterwards y1,ys, ..., yn over R,

o oo n—2
westmoom = [ [ f . | o) O (). s1.0) I CHCRZRACHERY

X Kt,a((sn—lyyn)a (Sa yn))Nt,a(Ov 8) ds (dsl T dsn—l) dA (dyl ce dyn)

o) 00 n—2
— [ [ ] @00 NeaOs) | T] Neolsr:5550) | N1, 9)Ni (015)
o Jrp ' Jo =1

x ds (dsy -+ - dsp—1) dA.

Here, R := (0,00). Finally integrate out s1,...,8,-1 € (0,00) via Fubini’s theorem and lastly s € (0, o),
using the symmetry of N,

(K] 760)(0,y) / / (Te0e) (N, Y) N4 (N, $)Ni o (0, 5) ds dA = / NJFH0, M) 07 5 (A) dA
(Nn+1¢t O')( ) (t7 Yy,o ) € R2 [07 OO)
The proof of (2.39) is now complete. O

Below we state the central Corollary to Proposition 2.12.

Corollary 2.13. Consider q,(t,y) as defined in Theorem 2.10. Then

0 (1.2) = LI (= Noo) i) (0), yra(e) = Al +y 4 0), (2.41)
ma

valid for all (t,y,0) € R? x (0, 00).

Proof. By the Neumann series, Proposition 2.3 and Lemma 2.11,

w(t2) = (I -1Ke) " ner) (0.7) —hm27 mmio) (0.2)
v hmzw 1 97)(0) = i (1 = 1Ne)67,) (0) = (I = o) 7'07,) 0)
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However,

7]2

KA 1 y? 1 2
i o(x) = —te 27 Ai(x +y+1) = —e 22y, 4(x), (ty,z,0)€ R3 x [0, 00),
T4 ma

which implies (2.41). O
We have now gathered sufficient information in order to prove Theorem 1.5.

First proof of Theorem 1.5. By (2.33) and (2.41),

) = exp {—/too(s—t){i/_m (4r (s %))2 dy} ds}

oo

= o |- [Te-0{ [ e Wi fas]. pole) = (0 M) 0000

— 00

with dvs(A) = 72=e™*/7"d) as in (2.37). But with (2.41), i.e. with the identity

Y 1 2
o (ta 7) = 71 e 207 pﬁ(tay)7
(o2 ma

our previous (2.34),(2.35) becomes exactly (2.38), i.e. (1.11),(1.12) and (1.13) are now proven. O

The reader can notice that Theorem 1.5, when combined with [9, Proposition 5.2], yields the following
useful and remarkable result, as discussed right above Corollary 1.9.

Corollary 2.14 (Dimensional reduction). Consider F,(t) as written in (2.14), then for all (t,0) € R x
(0,00),

o0
F,(t) =[] (1= w(t.0)), (2.42)
k=1
in terms of the non-zero eigenvalues vy (t,o) of the operator Ny, introduced in Lemma 2.11, taking multi-
plicities into account.

Proof. The integro-differential Painlevé-II boundary value problem (2.38) is uniquely solvable, cf. [17, R66].
Thus, by [9, Proposition 5.2], equivalently by (2.37), and [45, Chapter IV, Theorem 6.1] we have indeed
Fy(t) = det (I = Nig [12(0,00) ) = [ [ (1 = w(t,0)),
k=1
as claimed in (2.42). O

3. SECOND PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

Our second proof of Theorem 1.5 is much shorter and it consists in establishing (2.42) from first principles,
without exploiting Hankel composition structures. With (2.42) in place, Theorem 1.5 is then a consequence
of [9, Proposition 5.2] - so unlike our first proof, our second proof of Theorem 1.5 will rely on the results in
[9].

Proposition 3.1. For any (t,0) € R x [0,00) and all n € Z>1,
tr tr N[ (3.1)

K] =
2(J0) 7 L2(0,00) 7
Proof. Let (t,0) € R x [0,00) be fixed throughout. The idea is to apply Sylvester’s identity [45, Chapter IV,

(5.9)], [62, Corollary 3.8], i.e. we first set out to factorize K, : L?(Jo) — L?(Jo) with kernel

1 oo
Ky o(21,22) = ﬁ‘féy%*éyg / Ai(zy + oy +t + s)Ai(s + x2 + oy +t)ds, 2z, = (zk, Y- (3.2)
0

Precisely, we define the bounded linear transformations
S, : L*(R?) — L*(R?), H:L*(R?) — L*(R), e: L*(Jo) — L*(R?),

(Saf)(l', y) = f(LU + vay)7 (Hf)(x) = 77% /_OO f(x7y)e_%y2 dy, (ef)(x,y) = X(0,00)(x)f(xﬂ y)7
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where x4 denotes the characteristic function of a set A C R, and whose Hilbert space adjoints are equal to

Sx: L*(R?) — L*(R?), H*: L*(R) — L*(R?), € L*(R?) — L*(Jy),
(So./)(@,y) = flz—oy,y), (H*f)(z,y) = 7r%JC(JJ“)@‘_%"’27 (€f)@,y) = flz,y).
We also require the linear transformation @Q; : L?(0, ) — L?(R) given by
(@)= [ AiGe -+ 050, (33)
which is an isometry by (B.5) below and whose Hilbert space adjoint equals
Q1+ 1A(R) = 220,00, (QiN)w) = [ Ailety+0f) .

Now define the bounded linear transformation P; , := Qf HS%e : L*(Jy) — L*(0,00), i.e. we are considering
the integral operator from L?(Jy) to L?(0,00) with kernel

1 12
P, o (2, (y,2)) == gAi(x +y+oz+te 2*, xe(0,00), (y,2)€ Jo. (3.4)

Its Hilbert space adjoint Py, = e*So H*Q; : L*(0,00) — L?(Jy) is again an integral operator, this time from
L?(0,00) to L?*(Jp) and with kernel
1
Pl ((w,y),2) 1= — Az + oy + 2+ t)e 2V (3.5)
T2
Most importantly, compare (3.2),(3.4),(3.5), we record the factorization
Ko = P} Py L*(Jo) — L*(Jo), (3.6)

where K, . is trace class on L*(.Jy) by Proposition 2.3. Second, we note that Py , P}, : L*(0,00) — L*(0, c0)
has kernel

(Pt’GP;:U)(a, b) = / / P, (a, (c1, Q))Pt’fg ((cl, c2), b) deadey
0 —00

1 o0 o0
:7/ |:/ eféAi(aJrocQ+t+cl)Ai(cl+b+002+t)d02 dCl,
ﬁ 0 —o00

and which is equal to N; ,(a,b), see Lemma 2.11. Consequently, using that N; , is trace class on L?(0,c0),
we have by Sylvester’s identity [45 Chapter IV, (5.9)],

det (I —vKyo 12079 ) % det (I =P Pio [12(50) ) = det (I = YNio I12(0,00) )» 0 < |y < 1.
The last equality establishes (3.1) via the Plemelj-Smithies formula [45, Chapter II, (3.2)]. O
Equipped with (3.1) we can now prove Theorem 1.5.

Second proof of Theorem 1.5. The trace identities (3.1) establish (2.42) via (2.5), (2.8) and [45, Chapter IV,
(5.11), (6.2)], without exploiting Hankel composition structures. In turn, (1.11),(1.12) and (1.13) follow now
from [9, Proposition 5.2] using (2.36). |

4. PROOF OF COROLLARIES 1.9 AND 1.10

We begin with a basic estimate for

1 # 1
D(z) = 7/ e dr=1- —/ e dr=1- ferfc( ),  P(—2)= ierfc(z)7 zeC, (4.1)
that follows from Mill’s ratio in [56, 7.8.1
Lemma 4.1. For allz € R and o > 0,
T 1 x?
2 (2) ~ xooo )] < 30 |- 5], (4.2

where x o denotes the characteristic function of a set A C R.
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Proof. Fix o > 0 and let z > 0, then by (4.1) and [56, 7.8.1,7.8.2],

T 1 x? T 1 x?
2(5) -1l =ze [‘02}7 2(-7)] < gew [—02],
which proves (4.2). O

In turn, the proof of Corollary 1.10 is now straightfoward.

Proof of Corollary 1.10. First, pointwise in z,y € (0,00) and t € R,
lim Ny o (2, ) = Kji(z,y) = / Ai(z + 2+ t)Ai(z +y +1)dz. (4.3)
o 0

Indeed, the pointwise limit (4.3) is a consequence of (2.36),(4.2) and the boundedness of K%;(z,y). For (1.16)
we need to establish trace norm convergence on L?(0,00) of Ny ., see (2.36),(2.42), to K&;, see (4.3),(1.16).
To this end recall that N;,, K}; are non-negative and that both are self-adjoint, hence by [62, Theorem
2.20], we are left to show N;, — K&, weakly and || Ny |1 — || K%;|l1 with the trace norm || - ||;. But this
is straightforward given (4.2), Fubini’s theorem, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the known analytic and
asymptotic properties of the Airy function on R,

lim [Ny o|1 = lim/ L o (z,z)de :/ Kf\i(x,m) dz = ||Kgi||1,
al0 al0 0

and, for any f,g € L?(0,00)

g%/ / Nio(z,y)f(y )g(ff)drfclz,/—/OOo /OOOKZi(x,y)f(y)g(ff)dwdy-

The proof of (1.16) is now complete by [62, Theorem 3.4]. O

The 0 — 400 degeneration of F,(t) in Corollary 1.9 is less straightforward and we now state a streamlined
proof for it, using a novel contour integral formula for the kernel of N, ., see (4.8) below.

Proof of Corollary 1.9. Let o > 1 and set

o )
Ay = , Co =0y | 3lnoc — =In(6lnc) —In(27) | . 4.4
Volio ( a o) =nt )) )
We claim that, pointwise in z,y € (0,00) and t € R,
0
lim @, N, t0(Co+ Ao, Co + agy) =e 77 { Ty . (4.5)
o— 400 ’ 1, z=y

Indeed, for (t,0) € R € (0,00), by (2.36) and Fubini’s theorem, for any a,b € R,
1 v
Nio(a,b) = —= / / e~ (/77 Ai(a + y + t)Ai(y + b+ t) de dy (4.6)
’ o\T o
_ 1 /00 /00 e_(x/")2Ai(a +y+t)Aily+b+1t)dyde @y _1_ h e (@/o) [t (a+z,b+z)de
o - ovT J_ oo Al ’ '

Hence, using the Gaussian integral

_ .2 1 _1A2_~ )\
@ VoA gy p e R,
€ 2\/E/F€ X

where T' denotes any smooth contour in the upper half-plane oriented from ooel® to ooe’” with o € (%’T, )
and $ € (0, %), (4.6) becomes

A, (4.7)

2o p=—i\/c

1 o0
Nio(a,b) = — e 1’ [/ e’ K. (a+x,b+ ) dx}
r —o00
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and we proceed with the evaluation of the Laplace transform of the Airy kernel along the lines of [57, Lemma
2.6]. In fact, for any p € C with R®p > 0, the workings in [57, Lemma 2.6] yield

00 -1 3 2
. . _p® p° atb (a—b)
/7006 Ai(a+ 2)Ai(b+ z) dx 2\ﬁexp [12 5P " , abeC,

with the principal branch for the fractional exponent such that z¢ > 0 for z > 0. Consequently (4.7) equals

ei%r g )‘3 >‘ g )\2 3
™ 1208 T 25 2t) = (a=b)?| =) A2 R. (4
4r \/;/rexp<l[12o3+2a(“+b+ b= b)] 4)A dA, abeR. (48)

Starting from the seemingly novel contour integral formula (4.8) for the kernel of N; ., : L%(0,00) — L?(0, 00)
we now set out to prove (4.5) and subsequently (1.15). To this end rewrite (4.8) in the form

thg(a, b) =

2

A2 3
(a+1) - — S

[m iAo 2}

f(\o,t,a) == iA

g

Nio(a,b) = 64; \/i /F ef N7 g(X; 0,0 — b) d), , (49)

1205 250 1\

afterwards choose I' = R + i) with § > 0 and estimate coarsely by triangle inequality. For any a,b € R,

1 fo 5 PEE I 05 (a — b)?
< — /= i — 4+ — (a - -2 %S -
|Nio(a,b)| < 1\ - exp { U(a+t) + 1 + 953 + 2U(a b)} 5 / e exp { 12552 ] ds,

where
5 2
12 00 (a —b) o 9
15 — < —— (aq — .
/0 e exp[ 1 82+52}ds_\/7?exp[ 8(5(a b)}
Since also
© i o6 (a—b)? a1 s2 ol 5 1
18 — < 83 ——— ——(a — <2 i —
/5 e exp[ 1 52—5—62}(18_/5 e exp[ 3 832(a b)“| ds < V2mwexp 4\/06\a bl|,

< exp[—%m |a—b|], s#0

we have thus

1 g 1) (52 53 ) 3 o 2 1
< D,/ = - 4+ — 4+ —(a- -3 (e~ 5(a=b) —3Vodla=bl) )
|Nt70(a,b)|_7r1/2exp[ “(a+t)+ T+t ola b)]a (o7t emdVellatl) - (4.10)

The estimate (4.10) establishes the limiting behavior in (4.5) for « # y as soon as

a
ce >0 forlarge o >1and < =0, oa, = +00 as o — +oo,
o

and which is certainly true back in (4.4). The precise dependence of the constants ¢, and a, on o > 1
originates from the following computation: with (4.4) in place and § = v61Ino,0 > 1, we obtain from (4.10)
for any x,y € R and (¢t,0) € R x (1, 00),

|6 Na t,0(Co + Ao, ¢y + agy)| < 6™ 2EH7E
and thus by Hadamard’s determinant inequality [45, Chapter IV, (8.7)],

n —_nt_n _1lsn .
‘ det [agNaﬂtvg(cg + apx;, Co + ang)]m,:l’ < 6le Mo T 2=t % x> 0.
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Consequently, by (2.42), by the dominated convergence theorem and [62, Theorem 3.10], for any fixed ¢ € R,
with R+ = (O, OO)7

oo
' - (=" n
O_EI_POO Fo’(co' + ao-t) =1 + UEI—&I}DO z:l ol - det I:Nca+agt,0'(xi’ Jjjﬂ i,j:ldxl N dl’n
= +
=1+ lim © (71)” det[aN + (c +a,x;.¢o +a z)]n dxy - --dz
o—+o00 — nl R o-tast,o\*~0 oty Lo odj ij=1 n

n
+

=1+ i (_nl!)n/R

n=1

. = (=1)"
<4:5>1+Z( ')
n=1

n
det [ lim a,Na,t0(Co + aoxi,Co + agwj)] dz;---dz,
o—+o0 i,j=1

n o) _1) .
( e_t_”“) dey---dz, =1+ Z (=1 e M= |
— ot n!

so we are left to establish the pointwise limit in (4.5) for x = y € (0,00). For this we return to (4.9), take
a=b=c, + ay,x, replace t — a,t and choose I' = R + i\, with

Ay 1= (cg+agm+agt)—|—\/(c+az+a> +3 >0.
o

n
+

A

+

n!

g

Note that i\, constitutes the unique stationary point of f(A\) = f(A; 0, ast, ¢ +a,x) in the upper half-plane,
so after parametrizing I' accordingly,

1 Ay 1 3
o Nat,0(Co + o, Co + aox) = = %ag exp [a(cg + a,x + ayt) + Z)\i ~3 In /\*} (4.11)

3
> 1, s i o s\ 7? i o
X /_DQ exp [—45 + . (o + oz + agt) — 2)\*5] hio(s)ds, hyo(s):= (1 )\*) exp [1203 (s +1i\s) } .

Next, given that a,/0c — 0 as 0 — +oo and since ¢ € R is fixed, the integral in (4.11) yields after Taylor
expansion at ¢ = oo the following leading order asymptotic behavior

/ €xXp |:—4S2 + ;(Ca + AgX + aat) — ;)\*S:| ht’g(s) dS ~ /

— 00 — 00

oo

1 . .
exp |:—482 + Eco — ;)\*s} ds
o

2

1 1
= 2y/mexp [—2 (ca - )\*a> ] , 0 — 4o0.

o 2

Consequently, back in (4.11)
s o\ 2 -3
s No,t.0(Co + o, Co + aox) ~ Tﬁag exp {—ag(x +1)— (C—> ] A 2, 0 — Fo0, (4.12)

T o o

i.e. it remains to insert the explicit expressions for A, ¢,, a, and carefully expand the result at ¢ = +o00. In
detail, we have as 0 — oo, pointwise in (z,t) € (0,00) x R,

1 (4.4) 1 (lnlna) (lnlna)
—(¢yg +apxr +agt) = =V6lno + O , A =V6lno + 0O ,
0< ) 2 Vino Vino

2 (4. In”1
(ci) @4 31110’-2111(611’10’)—111(271’)—1—0(n n0>7

o 2 Ino

and so (4.12) yields at once the outstanding pointwise limit in (4.5). The proof of Corollary 1.9 is thus
complete. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.12 AND 1.13

In this section we carry out the right tail ¢ — 400 asymptotic analysis of F,(t), relying on the insight
that N;, : L?(0,00) — L?(0,00) as defined in Lemma 2.11 and (2.36) relates to an integrable operator in
the sense of [47]. See [9, Proposition 5.1] for essentially the same result as written in (5.1),(5.2) below.
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Lemma 5.1. Let (t,0) € R x (0,00) and
My o(z,y) : KAl (x+t,y+t) @(—), z,y € R, (5.1)

with ®(z) = 1 — Lerfc(z) and the Airy kernel Ka;, see (1.4). Then the self-adjoint integral operator My , :

L?(R) — L*(R) given by
(Mo f)(x / Mo (2,y) f(y) dy,
is trace class for all (t,0) € R x (0,00) and we have
F,(t) =det (I — Mo 12y ), (t,0) € R x (0,00). (5.2)
Proof. Define the linear transformations A; , : L?(0,00) — L*(R) and B; , : L*(R) — L?(0, c0) with

(Ato f)(z / \/ @ A1x+y+ fly)dy
(Buoa) = [ Aite 40,/ (D)o ay

Now apply [18, Lemma 2.2] and conclude that these are Hilbert-Schmidt transformations on their respective
spaces for all (t,0) € R x (0,00). Consequently, Sylvester’s identity applies,
det (I — Bt,a'At,a' rLQ(O,oo) ) = det (I — At,aBt,o [L2(R) ), (t, O') € R x (0, OO),
and it simply remains to check that the kernel of B; ,A; , matches the kernel of N; , and likewise the kernel of
Ay 5Bt the kernel of My ,. The proof of (5.2) is complete given that all kernel functions are continuous. O
Having established (5.1) and (5.2) the following general Riemann-Hilbert theory of integrable operators
is now at our disposal, cf. [47]. First, by a change of variables,

5.2 —-—
Fo(t) 2 det (I — My, 2w ) =det (I — My 2@ ), (to) € R x (0,00), (5.3)

where M; , : L>(R) — L?*(R) is trace class with kernel

M, (x,y) = = 0\/®(x) K ai(z0 +t,y0 + 1)/ ®(y) = h@hl ;52(x)fl(y)7 z,y €R,
having used the abbreviations fi(z) := \/®(z)Ai(zo + t) and fo(x) := /®(2)Ai’(zo +t). In turn, we
consider the below Rlemann—Hllbert problem (RHP)

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5.2 (Master problem). Fiz (t,0) € R x (0,00). Now determine X(z) =
X(z;t,0) € C**2 such that
(1) X(z) is analytic for z € C\ R and extends continuously to the closed upper and lower half-plane.
(2) The continuous limiting values Xy (z) :=lim. o X(z £i€) on R 3> z satisfy the jump condition

_ . Ai(zo + t)Ai' (20 + 1) —(Ai(z0 +1))?
Xi(2) =X-(2) {H — 2mi(2) [ (Af(z0+1))2  —Ai(z0 + )A¥ (20 + t)} } » 2E€R - (54)
with ®(z) as in (4.1).
(3) As z — oo,
X(z) =1+X27' + X022 + 0(27?), Xy = Xy(t,0) = [X"(t, a)]iw:l. (5.5)

The following result about the solvability of RHP 5.2 and its relation to F,(t) in (5.3) is standard.

Proposition 5.3. The RHP 5.2 is uniquely solvable for any (t,0) € R x (0,00). Moreover, the kernel of
Rio=(I—M,;,)"" =1 equals
P (z)Fa(y) — Fa(2) Fi(y)

Ry o(z,y) = pra—y ; Fi(z) := ((I - Mtp)_lfk)(z), z€R, (5.6)
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where Fy is given in terms of the solution of RHP 5.2 by
Fl(Z)} {fl(z)}
=X , eR,
mol=xe 5] -

independently of the choice of limiting values on R. Conversely, the solution of RHP 5.2 is expressible in
terms of the Fy through the Cauchy integral

_ RN 20 —Fi(N)AMX)] dA
X(z)_Hf/ [Fz(A)fz(A) _FQ(A)fl(A)]A_Z, 2 €C\R, (5.7)

—0o0
and we have the differential identities

%m F,(t) = —0X1%(t,0), % InF,(t) = =X (t,0) — tX1%(t,0) — 20X3%(t, 0), (5.8)
followed by

% InFy(a) = —X(a,a) - 2aX{%(a,a) — 2aX5%(a, @), (5.9)
for any (t,0,a) € R x (0,00) x (0,00) in terms of the matriz entries X;(t,0) in (5.5).

Proof. Recall that I — M, , is invertible on L*(R) for all (¢,0) € R x (0,00) by (5.3),(2.42) and Lemma 2.11.
Thus, [47] yields the unique solvability of RHP 5.2 as well as the formule (5.6) and (5.7), specialized to the
case of our self-adjoint operator M, ,. Moving along, the t-identity in (5.8) is standard: R > ¢ %Mt,a is
trace class on L?(R) with continuous kernel,

9
i Meo(,y) = —ofi(@) fi(y), (5.10)
SO
) (5.3) _10M¢ 5\ (5.10) -1
g e (1) = — 45 e ) =0 (I-Mp) fr@ f1)
&8 J/ Fy(A) f1(\) dA EE):: —UXllz(t, o).

The o-identity in (5.8) is slightly more involved: Ry 3 o — ,%Mt,a is trace class on L?(R) with continuous
kernel,

D Mool,9) = @) oly) ~ th(@) fi(0) o a(@) + 1) o), (511)

SO

0 (5.3) — .3 —
% In F,, (t) iy th{R) (I—=Mio) ' f2® fa) + tL,}(TR) (I =Mo)" /L ® f1)

to / Z / Z(I M) O ) 1) (N AN dpad,

and hence by the self-adjointness of N,

8 ) o0 o0 o0
5o Ey (1) (20 —/_Do Fo(\) fa(A) dX —i—t/_oo FL ) f1(A) dX+ 20/_00 FLO)fi()AdA
EZ:: X2t o) — tX12(t,0) — 20X12(t, 0).

The derivation of the third identity for o =t = « is similar to the one for the second one and relies on the
fact that Ry > a — %M a,a 18 trace class on L?(R) with continuous kernel

d —
o Maalz,y) = fo(@) f2(y) = 20f1(2) f1(y) — afi(z)(@ + y) fiy).
This completes our proof of the Proposition. O

With (5.8) in mind, we now investigate RHP 5.2 asymptotically as t — +o0.
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5.1. Asymptotics, part 1 (t = +oco and o > 0 such that t/c — +00). Consider the simple rescaling
transformation,
t
Y(z;t,0):=X (Z;t,a> , z€C\R, (5.12)
o
and note that Y (z) solves a RHP very similar to RHP 5.2, but with rescaled jump matrix on R and rescaled
normalization at z = oo:

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5.4. Let (t,0) € (0,00) x (0,00). The function Y (z) = Y(z;t,0) € C?*2
defined in (5.12) is uniquely determined by the following properties:

(1) Y(z) is analytic for z € C\ R and extends continuously to the closed upper and lower half-plane.
(2) The continuous limiting values Y4 (z) = lim. o Y(z £i€) on R > z satisfy the jump condition
Y. (2) = Y_(2)Gvy/(z;t,0) where the jump matriz Gy (z;t,0) is given by

) B (2t TAi(t(z + 1))Ai'(t(z + 1)) —(Ai(t(z +1)))?
Gy(zt,0) =T - 2mi® (0-) [ (A¥'(t(2 +1)))? CAi(t(z + 1)) AT (4= + 1))] » 2€R
(3) As z — o0,
Y(2) =14 Y12 ' 4+ Yor 24 0(27%),  Yi=Y(to) = (%)k X (t, o) (5.13)

By the known analytic and asymptotic properties of the Airy and complementary error function as well
as Lemma 4.1, the jump matrix in RHP 5.4 satisfies the following norm estimates.

Proposition 5.5. There exists ¢ > 0 such that

3
2

s oY s
Gy (1£,0) = I L ppooey < eVie 3 Gy (it 0) = I| poe (oor—1) < cmax{l’ﬁ} ot/
1Gy (5t,0) =Tl pee—1,0) < Ve /o),

forallo >0 andt > 1. In addition, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

Gy (5t,0) =Tl|2p0,00) < ct™Te™ 3, |Gy (5t,0) = T||L2(—00,—1) < cot™ ' max {1’ \(;f} e (t/o)?

Gy (5t,0) =Tl 12 1,0 < eVEe™ W/,
for all oyt > 0.
Proof. We only use that for all z > 0 with some numerical constant ¢ > 0, cf. [56, Chapter 9],
3 3 1 1
Ai(z)| < caie 372 |AY(2)| < cxie 377, |Ai(—z)| < clz|7F, |AY(—2)| < clz|3.
These combined with (4.2) and the fact that ®(2) exp[—4t*/2(2 +1)3/?] is decreasing in z € [~1,0] yield at

once the above six inequalities. O

By Proposition 5.5, as soon as t — +oo and ¢ > 0 is such that {/c — 400, the jump matrix in the
Y-RHP is exponentially close to the identity matrix on all of R. Consequently, the general theory in [30]
ensures asymptotic solvability of the same problem, a fact which is made precise in the following result.

Theorem 5.6. There exists to > 0 such that the RHP for Y(z) defined in (5.12) is uniquely solvable in
L2(R) for all t >ty and all ¢ > 0 such that to~1 > tg. We can compute the solution of the same problem
iteratively via the integral equation

1 o dA
Y(z;t,0) ZH—&-% Y,(A;t,a)(Gy()\;t,U)—]I)E, z€C\R (5.14)
—oo
using that, for all t > to and o > 0 such that to~ > to, with ¢ > 0,
3
[Y_(5t,0) = I|| p2(r) < cmax {tie‘s‘“ .ot~ max {1, \2} e (t/9)* \/£e<t/0>2} : (5.15)

Equipped with Theorem 5.6, we arrive at the below proof of Theorem 1.12.
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Proof of Theorem 1.12. By (5.8),(5.13),(5.14),(5.15), Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the explicit form of
GY<Z;t7U),
it o

0

ot

where the error term r(t, o) satisfies

jo [Y_(Ast,0)(Gy(At,0) —1)] d)\:/

— 00

o (j_) AR+ 1) dA+r(t, o), (5.16)

|r(t,0)| < ¢t(RHS of (5.15))°.
Note that, see (2.36),

/Oocb(g)Ai( Ft)dy = Ny, (0,0) " K S X sy
o Vo Y y= o 47r P 1203 o 4 ’
so after changing variables according to the rule y = a\/{f 14
+ 37 1
o (Y a2 edta —t3h(p,7), 3 pw T 2
¢ <7> A t)dy = = - d 5 h ) = - )
/m ) AP+ 1) dy v A p 2 dp ()= =i 5+ )+ gm

where we abbreviate
7= 0%/t
For € € (0, %], we have that 0 < 7 < t2(c=%) is bounded as t — 400, so we can asymptotically evaluate the
integral in question by the steepest descent method. In detail, by [58, Chapter 4, Theorem 7.1],
o0 4 2
/ @(ﬂ) AR(y ) dy = - T HVAFT )
o 2nt (4 + 72)

3
,tzh(u*,7)<1+o(t*%)>7 t*>+00, 0<O’§t€7

—0o0

for any € € (0, %] where p, := —ir + iv/4 + 72 is the unique stationary point of p +— h(u,7) in the upper
half-plane and which is bounded away from zero. Seeing that by (1.18),

t3h(p, 7) = B(t, o),
estimate (5.16) then yields in the same asymptotic regime t — +00,0 < o < t¢ € € (0, i],

1 (=%t~ 2 + A+ o4 1) 2 ‘
D, = L G VAo " P00 (14:0(674)) + O(max {13 o2/,
ot 27t (4+ odt—1)1

However, since h(fi., T) < % and h(p., 7) < g for all 7 > 0, we have thus for all € € (0, %],

B 1 (=02t~ 2+\/4+a4t n-3 3
In F, Bt (14+0(t72 t 0 < te. 5.17
P (t) = 27rt 4t oit1)i e ( +0O( 2)), — +o0, 0<o< (5.17)

Moving ahead, for € € (i, 1) we return to the contour integral formula for NV, ,(0,0), but no longer rescale.

Instead we write
3

> T 3 2
I Ai2(y + ¢+ /2 —(t/)k(y.t,0) =3 qq: s Yy y'o
P ( ) A = - : o) ’

[ p “(y +1t)dy 47T\/7T/Fe y 2dy;  k(y,t,o) v+ oo |t 0

oo

and note that the unique stationary point y, := —io3+io3v/1 + 472 of y + k(y, t,o) in the upper half-plane
is bounded away from zero. Thus, by the steepest descent method,

o 1 (—14+V1+472)%
/ @ (g) AR(y + ) dy = L LT VIEAT)T e’(t/")’“(y*’t"’)(l + O(Ut’l)), t— +o0, tT <o <t
o 2 ot (14 4772)1

for any € € (1,1). But since also by (1.18),

— 00
3

(t/U)k(y*,t, 0) = B(t’ 0) = téh(,u*?T),

estimate (5.16) yields by the same reasoning as above,

31 Fo(t) = 1 (-1++V1+4dto~ )
ot . 2mod (1 +4tg—4)%

S,
IA
Q
INA
~
o
~—~
at
—_
oo
S~—"

e B(t0) (1 + O(at*l)), t — 400, t
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for any € € (,1). Observe that the leading orders in the right hand sides of (5.17) and (5.18) match, so we
are left to integrate both expansions with respect to t. Indeed, since F,(c0) =1 for all ¢ > 0, we have for
all t > to,

In F,( / —lnF s)ds,

and so as t = +o0o and 0 < o < ¢ with € € (0, 1], using the representation for B(t, o) in (1.18),

(517 1 [ (=0?s 2+v4+o4 E

In F,(t B(so)(1+0(s72))d
nF,(t) o ), Eypp— ( +O(s~ 2)) s
1 (=02 2 +A+oit 1) 3

_ —B(t,a)(l -3 ) _ —B(t,a)( -3 )

e + Ot A(t,o)e 1+0(t .
omts (44 o4t—1)7 (%) (t,0) (%)

On the other hand, as t — 400 and t1 < o < t€ with e € (i, 1), using the alternative representation for

B(t,0) in (1.21),

(518) 1 (—14+ V1 +4s0-4)"3
InF,(t) = 27704/5 (1—|—4sa—4) e (1+(9( ))ds
1 (—1+V1+4to=4)"=

= T oot (4 dto—9) e~ B(t0) (1 + O(Ut*1)> = —A(t,0)e Bt (1 + O(Ut—l))'
o

Hence, seeing that A(t,0)e= 5% — 0 super exponentially fast in the current asymptotic regimes, expansion
(1.17) now follows from exponentiation. Our proof of Theorem 1.12 is complete. |

5.2. Asymptotics, part 2 (t - 400 and ¢ — +00). Consider the transformation,

z—1

Y(z;t,0,20) := X ( i, 0’) MA (z; 200, %) , 2z€C\ Xy, (5.19)

with the Airy parametrix MA! in (A.2), the contour Yy as in RHP 5.7 and a yet to be determined real
parameter zg. Using RHP A.1, our initial RHP 5.2 is transformed to the following one:

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5.7. Let (t,0,29) € (0,00) X (0,00) x R. The function Y (2) = Y(z;t,0,20) €
C2*2 defined in (5.19) is uniquely determined by the following properties:

(1) Y (2) is analytic for z € C\ Ly where Xy := U?Zl I U{zo} with
I9 := (200,00), TG :=(-00,20), T§:=ei(-00,20), TI']:=e(-00,z20),

denotes the oriented contour shown in Figure 2. Moreover, on each connected component of C\ Xy
there is a continuous extension of Y (2) to the closure of the same component.

(2) The continuous limiting values Y +(2) onI'] 3 z satisfy the jump condition Y 1(z) = Y —(2)Gv(2;t, 0, 20)

where the jump matriz Gy (z;t, 0, z0) is piecewise given by

0

1

_ z=t
Gy(zt,0,20) = [(1) 1 c1>1( o )], z€Tl9;  Gyl(zt,o,2) = E

}, zegUTY;
and
(=t 1—®(=t

o 0') o
L lady eed | e

GY(tha g, ZO) = |:

(3) Y(z) is bounded in a neighbourhood of z = zyo.
(4) As z — o0, valid in a full neighborhood of infinity off the jump contours,
Y(2) = {H + Y2+ Yo 2+ C’)(z_3)}z_i”3L L1 —iz0sg-2230, (5.20)
1 2 \/i -1 1 ) .
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zZ = 200

FIGURE 2. The oriented jump contours for Y(z) in the complex z-plane.

where we choose principal branches for all fractional exponents and the coefficients Y1, Yo equal

710 0
Y1:Y1(t,a):UX1(t,U)—4—8 |:1 O:|,

o 0 0 5 (0 1
Ys = Ya(t,0) = 02X (t,0) + toXy(t, o) — EXWS,U) [1 0} + 18 {0 0} .

Our next move will simplify the jump on I's in RHP 5.7, while modifying the one on I's UT'4. In detail,
we make use of the matrix factorization

M0 )= [oa e a-bor 0 feon e 1)

=M(¢)

valid for any ¢ € R given that ® : R — (0,1). In addition, since 1 —®(¢) = lerfc(¢), the same factorization is

2
also valid in the closed sector arg( € [%”, %"} which does not contain any of the zeros of the complementary

error function, see [56, §7.13(ii)]. Thus, provided we choose

t
wi=— >z (5.21)
o
later on, the following transformation is well-defined,
I, arg (z — z0) € (—=F, 5f
T(z;t,0,20) == Y(z0;t,0,20) M~ (2 —w), arg(z—z) € (35, 7) , (5.22)
M(z — w), arg (z — 29) € (—m, —2F)
and it transforms RHP 5.7 to the problem below:

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5.8. Let (t,0,2) € (0,00) x (0,00) X R with zg < £ =: w. The function
T(z) = T(2;t,0,20) € C**? defined in (5.22) is uniquely determined by the following properties:

(1) T(z) is analytic for z € C\ L where Lp := U?Zl I'; U{z} with
Iy = (20,00), T3:=(=00,2), TIy:=eT(—00,29), TIy4:=eT(—00,z),

denotes the oriented contour shown in Figure 3. On each connected component of C\ X there is a
continuous extension of T(z) to the closure of the same component.
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Iy

F3 F1

Iy

FIGURE 3. The oriented jump contours for T(z) in the complex z-plane.

(2) The continuous limiting values T+ (z) on I'; 3 z satisfy Ty (z) = T_(2)Gr(2;t,0,20) where the
Jump matriz Gr(z;t,0,20) is of the form

11— d(z —w)
GT(Z;t,O', ZO) = 0 1 , 2 € Pl?

[ 1 0
GT('Z;taJaZO): (1*@(27&)))71 1 ) ZEFQUP4,

[ 0 1-9(z—w)
GT(Z;tvaaZO): _(1_(1)(2_(‘0))71 0 ) ZGFC’)'

(3) T(z) is bounded in a neighbourhood of z = 2.
(4) As z — o0, valid in a full neighborhood of infinity off the jump contours,
11

. 3
T(2) = {H + Tzt 4 Ty 2+ 0(273)}(20)72035 {_11 ﬂ e RT3 e, (5.23)

with principal branches throughout and the coefficients T1, Ty equal to, compare (5.20),
1 1
T1:T1(t,0'):;Y1(t,0'), T2:T2(t70):§Y2(t,0').

Remark 5.9. The analytic properties of T(z) listed in RHP 5.8 need no explanation given RHP 5.7 and
the fact that 1 — ®(C) is zero-free in the sector arg( € [2F, 5T]. As for the asymptotic normalization (5.23),
notice that

3

e—%(za) o’gMil(Z _ w)e%(za)%gs N ]I,

super-exponentially fast as z — oo and arg(z — zp9) € (77‘1’,7%) U (%,T(), for any t,0 > 0 such that

20 < w < 400, ¢f. [56, §7.12]. Hence, modulo the rescaling z — zo, the transformation (5.22) affects the
normalization (5.20) not to leading orders.

The off-diagonal entries in the jump matrix in RHP 5.8 on I's, together with the normalization (5.23),
motivate our next step, namely the g-function transformation. First, define the scalar-valued function
g: C\ (=00, z09] — C as the contour integral

g(Z;t,O’, ZO) = / p(C;tao—a ZO) d<7 (524)

20
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with path of integration in C\ (—o0, z9] and where

(tonz0) 1= (s =) 14— [ 28 S S ) €C\ (=00 20, (5.25)
zit,o,20) = (2 — 20)2 < , 2z —09, 29), .
P 0 0 2(70) % J oo 1—®(A—w) V2o — AN — 2 0

is defined with the principal branch for (z — z9)2 such that (z — 20)? = /z— 20 > 0 when R 3 z > z.
Second, provided we choose zg = zo(t, o) as the unique real-valued solution to the equation

1 [ e (W’ dx
zn = — 3 5 5.26
0 (71'0’)2/ 1—‘1)()\—(0) \/ZO_)\ ( )

so that in particular (—00,0) 3 20 < w = % for all {,0 > 0 which makes (5.22) bona fide, the function
g(z) = g(z;t,0,2) has the following analytlc ’and asymptotic properties.

Proposition 5.10. Let t,0 > 0. Consider g(z) = g(z;t,0,20),2 € C\ (=00, 20] as defined in (5.24),(5.25)
and (5.26). Then
(1) g(z) is analytic for z € C\ (—o0, z0] and attains continuous boundary values g+ (z) = lim. o g(z £ie)
on (—o0, ) 3 .
(2) The boundary values g+ (z) on (—oo,20) satisfy the constraint

9+(2)+9-(2) = % In(1-®(z—w))— iﬁ In (1 - ®(zp —w)), z€ (—00,2). (5.27)
(3) As z — oo with z ¢ (—o0, 20|, for any t,0 > 0,
9(z) = §z2+§+ + 2 L0, (5.28)

choosing the principal branch for z* : C\ (—o0,0] = C such that z* > 0 if z > 0. The z-independent
coefficients { = ((t,0) and g; = g;(t,0) equal

20 —(A—w)
(=m0 —w). a=—o [ Ve (529)

o2 (ro
and
1 z0 ef()\fw)2 s 20 ) —(A—w)?
= 20— A)2d\ — \/ Ad . 5.30
92 3(#0)% /700 1—(I>()\—w)( 0 ) 2(71'0)% [oo 1—®(A ( )

Proof. Fix t,o > 0 throughout. We begin by observing that (—00,0) 3 x +— — ln(l —®(x)) is convex, and so

20 o—(A-w) e~ (H—wt20)? du 0
/_ S\ - w)W / Slu—wtz0)Vh
is a decreasing continuous function in zy € (—oc,0), which Vanlshes at zp = —oo. On the other hand, the
left hand side in (5.26) is an increasing, continuous function that connects —oo to +oo as zq increases on R.
Thus (5.26) indeed has a unique real-valued solution zy = 2¢(¢, o), for any ¢, > 0. Next, given the analytic
and asymptotic properties of the complementary error function on R, we note that

0(z) == / e~ (A-w)® 1 dx
T 10N —w) Vg — AN — 2

is well-defined for any z € C\ (—o0, z9]. Moreover we have the representation, valid for z ¢ (—o0, 2],

20 —(A—w)? —(z0—w)? 1 —(z0—w)?
Q(z) = / e e ] dA e 1

o0 —w) 100 —w) | Vi oah—z 1-d(m—w) e ) (3

where the first integral is an analytic function in z off its integration path, since it is a Cauchy integral of a
function which obeys a Holder condition on the contour, and the second term is analytic save for a branch
cut. Consequently 2 : C\ (—o0, z9] = C is analytic on C\ (—o0, zo] and attains continuous boundary values
Q4(z) on (—00, z9)  z by (5.31) and [39, §4.6,5.1]. Moreover, by the Plemelj-Sokhotski formula,

e~ (z—w)? omi

T1-0(z—w) Va0 -2
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This reasoning verifies the analyticity of C\ (=00, z9] 3 2z — p(2) = p(z;t, 0, 20), for any ¢t,0 > 0 and zp € R,
the existence of its continuous boundary values py(z) = lim. o p(z % i€) on (—o0, 29),

1

p+(2) =+ivVzo— 2 |1+ ——=Q4(2)|, 2z € (—00,20),
2(mo)2
and the relation
1 —(z=w)? 1 d
p+(2) +p_(2) = ¢ = In(l1-®(z-w)), z€(—00,z2). (5.32)

i 1-B(z—w)  gide

All together, the antiderivative of z — p(z), i.e. z — g(z) with integration path in C\ (—o0, 2], is analytic
in C\ (—o00, 2z9] 3 z and has continuous boundary values g4 (z) on (—00, z9) that satisfy

g4(2) +9-(2) = / 04O 4] dc 22 L (1m0 (z—w)) - L In(1—® (0 —w)).

20 g2 o2

This establishes property (1) and (2) in Proposition 5.10. For expansion (5.28), we begin with the observation
1 1 12 1 (22 1 1 (2 1, 1
- 177{ }77 A _ 2 2R e, 2
p(z) =22 { Sl TPy 3 { g AP0t P = 51 T gF0P0 T PPt P2
1 20 ef()\fu))2 A\
+o(=]; — / A\, k€ Zo,
(Z ):| Pr 2(770‘)% o 1-— (I)(/\ — w) V2o — A 20

valid as z — 0o and z ¢ (—o00, 29]. Thus, with (5.26), i.e. with zyp = —2p¢ in place, after simplification,

. 3 .
p(z):zz[l—QngQ—QZ;—i—O(z 4)}, (5.33)

using g; = g;(t,0) as in (5.29),(5.30), and so after z-integration, from (5.24),

3

where go = go(t, o), the integration constant, is yet to be determined. However, consistency between (5.34)
and (5.27) enforces go = —%a’% In(1 — ®(2p — w)) and thus £ = £(¢,0) in (5.28) as written in (5.29). This
completes the proof of property (3) and thus the proof of Proposition 5.10. ]

2 5
g(z) = fz%—&-go—l—g—i—i—g—z—i—(’)(z_f), z— 00, z ¢ (—00,z), (5.34)
22 22

Equipped with the above properties of g(z) = g(z;t,0,29) we now proceed with the aformentioned g-
function transformation. Define

S<Z;t7a-a ZU) = |: 1 2 0

gio” 1

3
2

} T(z;t,0, zo)es(g(z)_g)%, z€C\Xt; s=o2, (5.35)

where we don’t indicate the (¢, o, z9)-dependence of g(z), ¢ and g1, compare (5.24) and (5.29). The defining
properties of S(z) are summarized below:

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5.11. Let (t,0) € (0,00) X (0,00) and zo = 29(t, o) as in (5.26). The function
S(z) = S(z;t,0,20) € C**? defined in (5.35) is uniquely determined by the following properties:
(1) S(z) is analytic for z € C\ T with X1 defined in RHP 5.8 and shown in Figure 3. On each

connected component of C\ X there is a continuous extension of S(z) to the closure of the same
component.

2) The continuous limiting values S+ (z) on I'; 3 z satisfy Sy (z) = S_(2)Gsg(z;t, 0, 29) with the jump
J
matriz Gs(z;t,0,z0) equal to
1T (1—-®(z—w))e s9x)-0
0 1
1
(1—®(z—w)) les9(x)-0
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GS(Z;t70-aZO): |: :|7 Zerla

0
Gs(z;t,0,29) = [ J, z€ToUTy;



and
0 1
Gs(z;t,0,20) = {_1 0} , ze€Tls.

(3) S(z) is bounded in a neighbourhood of z = zg.
(4) As z — oo, valid in a full neighborhood of infinity off the jump contours,

— — — _ 15 1 ]. 1 —iTo
S(z):{]l—i-Slz T 4+8272+ 0(2 3)}(,20) 1 35 [_1 l]e 193 (5.36)
with the principal branch for z® : C\ (—o00,0] — C and S1, Sy equal to, compare (5.23),(5.28),
1 0 1 0 3970° —g10
S1=8Si(t,0) = T (¢ 2
L PR LTl I B IO S ot

_ _[1 o0 39i0° —g10 1 10
S2 =8s(t,0) = {9102 1} Tt o) {—9202—égi’05 %g%oB + G102 1 Ta(t, o) —gi0? 1

I [919203 + ingG —g20 — éQ%UT

1,46
* —g910

We use * to represent scalar entries, dependent on g;(t,o) only, that are not needed in the following.

As seen in property (2) of RHP 5.11, certain combinations of 1 — ®(z —w) and e~*(9()=9 appear in the
jump entries. These turn out to be asymptotically small away from z = zp, made precise below in our next
result.

Proposition 5.12. The following two inequalities hold for any t,o > 0 with s := %> 0,

3
675(29(75)70 (1 ) (Z — w) )‘ < eiés(ziZO) ? , ZE Fl, (537)

3 1
< e_%s‘z_zo\2+23|z0||z—zo|2, ey UT,. (5.38)

2901 — @ (2 — w) )_1

Furthermore, for any t,o > 0, let

1 t
0<é€o:=—=ming —, 15> 0. 5.39
RN {0 } (5:39)

Then the function

e~ (A—w)? B e (z—w)? 1 d\
—P(A-w) 1-P(-w)| Vzo—AA—2

is analytic in the open disk |z — zo| < €., and satisfies N(zp) > 1. Additionally, there exists ¢ > 0, so that
foranyt,o>1,

1 %o
s n(z) =zt 0 20) == 1+ 3/
2(mo)? J oo

|77(z) — 77(20)| <clz— 2], |z2— 20| <eé€to. (5.40)

Proof. We have for z > zy,

d 1 (5.24) 1 e~ (z—w)?
(5.25) 1 / e~ (A-w)’ e*<H>“‘ 1 d\
="Vz—20¢2+ 3 - > 2v/z — 2,
0{ (7013 oo |T-0(A—w) 1-0(z—w)| Vz—AA—2 0

since (—00,0) 2 x — —In(1 — ®(z)) is convex and since

dA
”‘%/m¢5fv—z‘



Thus, upon integration of the above inequality, for any z > zq,

Qg(z)—z—aigln(l—qwz_w)) (5§4>/Z;<[zg(g)—£—;g1n(1—q>(g—w)) ¢

z 4 .
> 2/ VE—20d¢ = 5(2—20)%,
Z0
which implies (5.37). For (5.38) we write instead

6290 ooy o = @) 0 2y (5.41)

5(20(2)=0) (1 _ —o)) !
¢ (1-0(z—w) |erfc(z—w)‘

and now estimate I'y UTy 3 z + g(2) as follows: since g(2) =[5 p(¢ + 20) d¢ we can use (5.25), Fubini’s
theorem and the endpoint equation (5.26) to obtain the following exact expression for g(z),

Nl

2 3 1 2 gm(A-w)? 222
g(z) = g(z —20)2 4+ 20(2z — 20)2 + (ro)? / 30— ) arctan [(Zo — ;) ] dA, z € C\ (—o0, 2],

with principal branches for all fractional exponents and also with the principal value for the inverse trigono-
metric function, cf. [56, §4.23(ii)]. But for w = |w|eF¥ € C we have the simple estimate

Yoodt
o 1+1¢2
and so all together, for z € T's U Ty,

2 3 97 3 1
Rg(z) < §|z — Zp|? cos (?) + 20 (cos (E) - \@) |z — 202, (5.42)

1
<|w| sup ——— < V2w,

arctan(w)| = = <
| W) o<t<lw| |1 + X ¢2|

where we have used (5.26) one more time. Estimate (5.42) yields (5.38) and completes our derivation of
the same inequality. Next, z — 7(z) is well defined for all z € C away from the sectors arg(z — £) €
(=22, —Z) U (%, 27) and hence certainly analytic in any disk centered at zy which lies in the complement
of the same sectors. This is achieved by (5.39). Also, again by convexity of (—o0,0) 3  — —In(1 — ®(x)),
we obtain at once the lower bound 7(z¢) > 1, so it remains to derive (5.40) for any ¢,0 > 1. For that we

estimate the derivative

d 1 #oeto d\ 1 zo d\
—n(z) = ——~ k(N z;w + / k() z;w) ——
F gt [ PO g [ O

in the disk |z — 29| < €;,, when ¢,0 > 1. Given that

—(A—w)? —(z—w)? 1
k(XA zw) ::2 ¢ _ ,
Iz | [1-P(A—w) 1-P(z—w)| A—2z
we obtain for A € (—o00, 29 — €1 ), by the properties of the functions involved,
c
| < —
L+ Al

uniformly on |z — zp| < €, for all £, > 1. On the other hand, when A € (29 — €, 20), in fact more generally
for |\ — z| < 2¢;,, and |z — 2| < €;,,, by Taylor’s theorem,

k(A 2 0)

o—(A—w)? o (z-w)?
1-2(A—w) 1-9(z—w)
e—(/\—w)2

= o0 —w)| =

1

k(A 2 w)| = A=z

(A—2)
A=z

VA (- B (- w))

c C

2
et,a

<

-5 max
6t,o’ [A—z|=2€¢,6

Consequently, there exist ¢, > 0 so that for any ¢t,0 > 1,

e <are 7 i PR
777 z S C1 — - YFV————— — (1 e — =~ Cy
dz U% 20—€t,o 6t2,a V20 — A (Uet,o)% ’
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valid in the open disk |z — 29| < €. This yields (5.40) after integration and completes our proof of
Proposition 5.12. (Il

By (5.37) and (5.38), seeing that szp is bounded from above because of (B.9), Gg in RHP 5.11 is
aymptotically localized near z = 2y and along the line segment I's. We therefore proceed with the necessary
local analysis and begin with the following standard problem:

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5.13. Let o > 0. Find P(°)(2) = P(®)(2; 0, 29) € C**? such that
(1) P(®)(2) is analytic for z € C\ (—o0, z].
(2) The function P()(2) attains square-integrable limiting values on (—oc, z] and those are related by
the jump condition

P =P [ ] s (oo

(3) As z — o0,

2
(00) o @ 20 5 0 -3 _1ls 1 1 1 _iTo
i (Z){H+4z”3+3222 {0 3] T O p(e0) 7 Al ety (5.43)

with the principal branch for z* : C\ (—o0,0] — C such that z* > 0 when z > 0.

A direct computation verifies that
(c0) — (5 — 5\~ 103 1oy 1L (11
P2)=(z—29) 170 1 \/E{—l 1
has the properties listed in RHP 5.13. Next, in a vicinity of z = zy we require a solution to the following
model problem.

} e 119 2 € C\ (—o0, 2], (5.44)

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5.14. Let t,0 > 1 and zy = 2¢(t,0) as well as €, > 0 as in (5.26) and
(5.39). Now find P0)(2) = P(*0)(2:t, 0, 29) € C**? such that

(1) PG0)(2) is analytic for z € D, ,(20) \ 1 with the open disk D, (20) := {z € C: |z — 20| <1}

(2) PG0)(2) has the following local jump behavior, see Figure 3 for contour orientations,
1 (1—®(z —w))es29x)-0)
0 1

1 0
(1—®(z—w)) teso=)=0 1

PS_ZD)(Z) = P(_ZO)(Z) { } , zeTiNDy,  (20);

P (z) = P& (2) { ] , z€(TaUTy) ND., _ (20);

followed by

0 1
-1 0

(3) P(0)(2) is bounded in a neighbourhood of z = zq.
(4) Ast,o — oo, we have the following asymptotic matching between P0)(2) and P(*)(2),

e B (52 e S

m=0

x (CT(”Z(z)ZO))_ (g(z))3m2+§:1 {“f)m bfm] (g(z))3m}P<°°>(z), (5.45)

which holds for 0 < iet)g <l|z—z| < %etﬁ < €0 Here, ( = ((2) is defined in (5.46) below and the
(t,0)-independent coefficients {am, bm }59_1 are given in RHP A.1.

P (z) = P (z) { ] » 2€lsNDe,, (20).

In order to solve Problem 5.14 we consider the change of coordinates

{g(z)—g— 13ln(1—<1>(z—w))}]37 €D, (20); s=0%>0, (546)

2 202

3s
2

((2) =((z3t,0,20) = {
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which is well-defined by Proposition 5.12 and (5.40) for all ¢,0 > 1. Indeed, we have

92) = 5 - (-0 —w) = [ (€= )b
— ;n(zo)(z — zo)% {1 + iZ((ES)) (z—20)+ O((z - 20)2) }, z € De, , (20),

for all t,0 > 1 and so D¢, , (20) > 2z — ((2) is locally conformal,

W

2 (k) 3 _ .k
((2) = o ()} 2~ 20) 1+;”n(§j§) ok kf‘”] reDa, () (547)
In turn, the function
P = (ZE ) M (g0, A0, eDi B (649

defined in terms of the Airy parametrix (A.2), solves RHP 5.14.

Remark 5.15. In order to verify that (5.48) has the desired properties one needs to recall RHP A.1 and
realize that

o(z — 20) _ 1 { ~ 27(#0)
¢(2) (n(20))3 5 1(20)

is locally analytic. Moreover, (5.45) follows from property (4) in RHP A.1 and from the estimate, see (5.47),

(z—20) +O((z — 20)2)}, z € D, , (20),

. 1 3
|C(z)| > co|z — zg| > coer o = cmin{t, o}, 0< 16t <|z—2| < Lo © >0,

where we use that n(z9) > 1 for all t,c > 1.

Having completed the necessary local analysis with (5.44) and (5.48) we now move to our final transfor-
mation. Define

(PE)(z5t,0,20)) ', z€Di,, (%) \ St
R(z;t,0,20) := S(z;t,0,20) ) ' , (5.49)
(PO (z0,20)) ., 2¢ Dy, (20) \ Tr
and recall RHP 5.11, 5.13 and 5.14. The characterizing properties of R(z) are then as follows:

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 5.16. Lett,o > 1 and zy = 20(t,0), € o as in (5.26) and (5.39). The function
R(2) = R(z;t,0,20) € C**2 defined in (5.49) is uniquely determined by the following properties:
(1) R(z) is analytic for z € C\ Xr where
1

Yg = 0Dy, (20)U [zo + 5o oo) U {e—iﬁ(_oo, 2] \ Dy, , (zo)} U {ei%(—oo7 20 \D%q,a(zo)}

is shown in Figure 4. Moreover, on each connected component of C\ Lr there is a continuous
extension of R(2) to the closure of the same component.

(2) The continuous limiting values R1(z) on ¥r > z obey the constraint R4 (z) = R_(2)Gr(z;t, 0, 20)
where, for z € [20 + 1€,,,00),

1—®(z —w))es29(=)-0)

1
Gr(z;t,0,2) = P(®)(2) {0 ( 1

@),

and for z € e (—o0, 29 — %etﬁ] Ueld(—o0, 29 — %etﬂ],

1 0 1
Guleito. ) =P | g, ) P
Additionally, for z € 0D, ,(20),

Gri(zt,0,20) = PO () (P(2)(2)) ™,
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(3) As z = o0 and z ¢ YR,
R(z) =I+Riz7 '+ Roz 2 + 0(27?), (5.50)
with R1, Ry equal to, compare (5.36),(5.43),
R; =R4(t,0) = Si(t,0) — @03,

4
2
. _ 2 [=3 0] _ 2
RQ—RQ(t,O')— Sg(t,0)+32 [0 5:| 481(t,a)03.

e™'% (—00,20] \ Dy, , (20)

[ZO + %et,vw OO)

¢'F (~00, 20] \ Dy, _ (20)
FIGURE 4. The oriented jump contours for R(z) in the complex z-plane.

Remark 5.17. By construction, compare RHP 5.13 and 5.14, R(2) is analytic in the disk ]D)%Et)d(zo) and
on the half ray I's.

By Proposition 5.12 and (5.45), as soon as t,0 — o0, the jump matrix in the R-RHP is close to the
identity matrix on all of ¥g. In detail, we record the following norm estimates.

Proposition 5.18. There exist tg,00 > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that
c

C
IGR(+:t,0,20) = || Lo (zg) < v IGR(5t,0,20) =] L2(sg) < (5.51)

O€to 0.\/€t,o
for allt >ty and o > oy.

Proof. The three rays extending towards infinity yield exponentially small contributions to the identity only.
For instance, on the real line extending to +oo,
1

. 1 1
Gr(zt,0,20) =1— %(1 —D(z —w))e*29(=)=0 Vo201 2> 20+ 16,5,(,,
—o(z — z) -1 2
i.e. with (5.37) we are led to the optimization of z — \/o(z — 2z9) exp[—3s(2— 20)>/%] on [20+ 3 €,0, 00). This
function’s critical point is located at z = zo + 1/(4%/3¢’) and choosing t, o sufficiently large we can ensure
that it does not lie in [zg + %etﬁ, o0). Consequently, we obtain exponentially small sub-leading contributions
in both, L? and L™ sense on the three rays,

IGR(-;t,0,20) — ]IHLoo(zR\aqu (20)) S C14/0€t 5 (o) 0 S0, t> 1o, 0> 00,
leto

[N

and

€t,o —cy(oe 3
||(;'R(7t707 ZO) - ]I”Lz(ER\aD;e (20)) g C3 4 to-’f e 4( t,a)Q’ cr > O7 4 Z t07 g 2 agg. (552)
3 €t V
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On the circle boundary 9Dy, (z0) we use (5.45) instead and (5.51) follows at once. O

In turn, by [30], RHP 5.16 is asymptotically solvable:

Theorem 5.19. There exist tg, 00 > 1 such that the RHP for R(z) defined in (5.49) is uniquely solvable in
L2(XR) for all t >ty and all o > 0. We can compute the solution of the same problem iteratively via the
integral equation

dX
R(z;t,0,20) =14+ — R_(\t, o, zo)(G‘rR()\;t,U7 20) — ]1)7’ z € C\ Xn, (5.53)
21 Jyg A—z

using that, for all t >ty and o > oy, with ¢ > 0,

IR-(5t,0,20) = Il|z2(sg) < (5.54)

c
O 4 /et,a '
Equipped with Theorem 5.19, we can now derive Theorem 1.13.

Proof of Theorem 1.13. Let t > tg,0 > o¢ as in Theorem 5.19. We begin by recalling the explicit and
invertible sequence of transformations

X(z) B v(z) B 1) B 8(:) B R(2), 2 ¢ (SrUR),
which converts the differential identities (5.8),(5.9) into the following three exact formulee,
0
5 0 Fo (t) = —gi(t,0)0? — o R{%(t, o), (5.55)
followed by
ﬂ _ R _ g 12
InF,(t) = g1(t,0)to — 3ga(t,0)0? + R3'(t,0) — 20R3*(t,0) + (t + —20(t,0) ) Ri%(t,0), (5.56)
do 160 2
and concluding with
d 1
I In F (o) = —3g2(a, a)a® + Toa ~ R¥(a,a) — 2aRY (o, ) + %zo(a,a)R%z(a,a). (5.57)
a

Here we have used that det R(z) = 1 and so tr Ry = 0. Moreover, g; = g;(t,0) and zy = 2y(t,0) are as in
(5.29),(5.30) and (5.26), and the scalar entries R}""(¢,0) of Ry are computable via

Ry(t,0) = R_(\t,0,20) (GrR(N;t,0,20) — )N 71N, k€ Zsy,

2 Sr

compare (5.53). Assuming now temporarily that to < ¢t < o, we have the exact identity

In F, (t) = In F,( /BxlnF

and can thus use (5.55) and (5.57) in its asymptotic evaluation. First, by Corollary B.5, we have for all

o > op and all ¢t > 0, using again w = i , compare (5.21),

3

s 0 3 1 (d > 573 9 0 om(=w)* gy ’ 2
—qg1(t,0)0” = m{a2B(w)}—{dwC(w)} _nﬁat{/_oo 1<I>(Aw)ﬁ} —ro(t,0)0%, (5.58)

with the error term r3(t, o) satisfying [, |r2(z,0)|dz < co™® in the same parameter regime and C(w) as in
(1.24). On the other hand, by (5.45) and a residue computation, with I' := 0Dy, _(z0), for all t > to, 0 > oo,

i

770 0 1 110 1 7] i
o (GR()\tazo)—H)d)\ 48[1 0}077(20)_16[0 0} o) ZZ

JT}ZO n=3m= 10n7r0- 2

with z — n(z) = n(z;t,0, z9) as in Proposition 5.12 and a matrix-valued function J,,, which satisfies

oo oo ; d )
/ HJmn (i) H ds S Cmn0, / ‘ Jmn () 5 < Cmntl_n_%
t g - s

s"‘*‘% - ’
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Also, using the integral equation,

1 dA
R—(Zv t,o, ZO) =1+ % . R—()‘v t,0, ZO)(GR(A7 t,o, ZO) - H) A—2z

see (5.53), with (5.54) in place, we obtain iteratively through the structure in (5.45), for all ¢t > to,0 > o,

(R_(A\;t,0,20) — 1) (Gr(A t, 0, 20) — T) dA ~ Zzﬁ
r

1o (To) 2

z € YR,

i
2
& n=3 m=

with a matrix-valued function K,,,, that satisfies

[ P I

But also, for any tg <t < o, by (5.52) and (5.54),

ds 1777{73771
—Em < Cmnt 2, Cmn >0, t2>ty, 0> 0.
S 2

i/ R_(\it,0,20) (Gr(Mt, 0, 20) — I) dA
SR\

C 7ct%
2w S(;)e T oe>0,

and thus together, for all ty <t < g,

i) <5 [} 0] 5 o o] e * B X g ol ) o

n
n=3 m= 10 2

where the matrix-valued function L,,,, satisfies

N C — Lm@

Consequently, combining (5.58) and (5.59) we find

ds

— < 1-n—Sg > >
oy Bm < Cmnlt 2, Cm,n>0, t_to, o 2 0g.
S 2

/ — InF,(x)dx 629 / (91(z,0)0* + oR{?(z,0)) dz = U%C(l) - J%C(w)

¢
1/1 4 pw) " +O(07%), th<t< (5.60)
—-= —D(u u o o .
4/, \du 0= =
with D(u) as in (1.24). Second, by Corollary B.6, for all a > ay,

—3ga(a,)a? = 8% {a%C(l)} + (9(04_%). (5.61)

Moreover, for all t > tg,0 > g by (5.45) and via iteration,

R_(\t,0,20) (Gr(A;t,0,20) —I)AdX ~ T {0 0} “0
r

o 48 |1 0] on(zo)
5 1 3 z0m'(20) ) {O } (w)
+—= -z S
5 (o) b o v e
where the matrix-valued function M, satisfies
o s o t ds l—p_3m
Han <*> H ds S Cmn0, an - T 3m — Cmnt 2, Cmn > 07 t Z t07 g 2 go-
¢ o . s sMt

Furthermore, for any og < o <t, by (5.52) and (5.54),
i
27

/ R_()\t, o, ZO)(GR()\§t7U7 20) — ]I))\d)\
ER\F

c —c 0'%
§<7)e 297 ¢> 0,
o

and so all together, for all oy < o < ¢,

700 0] 2 5 1
RQ(taa) ~ _48 |:1 0:| 077(20)+ 48 (JQU(ZO) -

3
5
+ (’)(U_le_w% ) (5.62)

o) b )+ S X e

n=3 m= 0J



Consequently, combining (5.61),(5.62) and (5.59),

InF,(0) = InF, (o0) +/ ddoz In F, (o) da
(5-57) _ 7 2 L 21 _a 12
="' InF,,(00) (3g2(a, @) 16 + R (a, @) + 2aR3? (a, ) 5 zo(a, @) Ri*(a, @) ) de
o0
= 020+ +0(cY), o> a, (5.63)

where 79 is a numerical constant, independent of (t,c). Together with (5.60), (5.63) yields thus

70
lan(t)flan(J)f/t %lan(m)dx

5 1 [t(d 2
:o’fc(w)+1/ {duD(u)} du+m+0(c™), to<t<o, (5.64)

with another numerical constant 77;. Moving ahead, we now consider the complementary regime oy <o <t
and use the identity
t
0
In F,(t) = In Fy(t) — / = In F, () dy.
o Oy

By Corollary B.5 and B.6, for all ¢ > 0¢ and all £ > 0,

2
g1(t,0)toc — 3ga(t,0)0* + % 880 {02 C(w )} ;2 {d(iuD(w)} + % +7(t, o) (5.65)

and the error term 7(t,0) satisfies [ [F(t,y)|dy < co™% in the same parameter regime. Moving ahead,

(5.59) gets replaced by

70 0] 1 170 1] n'(20) 1 ,—cod
Ri(t,0) ~ —— N — (’)( co )
1( U) 48 |:]- 0:| 077(2’0) 16 |:O 0:| 0'7] ZO T;Srnzl o’” 7'('0' Tm 7 ¢
once o9 < o <t and thus we find together with (5.62) that
1
R?\(t,0) + 20R1*(t,0) — (t + %zo(t,a)) Ri(t,0) = 70— +7(t.0), ov<o<t, (5.66)
o

where 7(t,0) is such that [° [F(t,y)|dy < co ~3. Hence, combining (5.65) and (5.66),
t 56 1 w d 2
L a%mFy(t) dy "2 o) —oio(w) + 1/1 {duD<u)} du+0(c7%), oo<o<t,
and so with (5.63),

4 du

valid for all o9 < o < ¢, with another numerical constant 7;. It now remains to combine (5.67) and (5.64)
into the single estimate

In F,(t) = In F(t /—1nF )dy = 02 C(w) — lAw{dD(u)}zdu+772+(’)(t1)—1—(9(03), (5.67)

00 2
InF,(t) = J%C(w) + i/ {ddD(u)} du+n+O(max{t ', 07 '}), t>ty, o> o, (5.68)
w u

where we use that %D(x) is square integrable on R, and 7 denotes an outstanding numerical constant.
In order to determine it, we simply fix ¢ > og and let ¢ — +o00, i.e. we let w — 400. In this limit, both
leading terms in (5.68) approach zero super-exponentially fast, on the other hand (1.17) yields F,(t) ~ 1 in
the same limit, so we must have n = 0. This completes our proof of Theorem 1.13. O

6. PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.15

We now return to our starting point in RHP 5.2 but set out to investigate the same problem as ¢t — —oc.
En route we will use the same notations and symbols as in our previous ¢t — +o0o0 analysis.
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6.1. Asymptotics, part 3 (t — —oo and 0 < ot? < ¢ with ¢ > 0). Inspired by [22] we consider the
transformation,
z—t

Y(zt,0) =X < ;t,a> MA (z;t, %) , z€C\ Xy, (6.1)

with the Airy parametrix MA! in (A.2) and the contour ¥y in RHP 6.1. Using RHP A.1, the initial RHP
5.2 is transformed to the one below:

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 6.1. Let (t,0) € (—00,0) x (0,00). The function Y (z) = Y(z;t,0) € C*>*2
defined in (6.1) is uniquely determined by the following properties:
(1) Y(2) is analytic for z € C\ Ly where Ly := U?Zl ;U {t} with

Iy = (t,00), g := (—o0,t), Iy :=e 5 (—o0,t), Iy :=elf(—00,t),

denotes the contour shown in Figure 5. In addition, on each connected component of C\ Xy there
is a continuous extension of Y (z) to the closure of the same component.

(2) The continuous limiting values Y +(z) onT'j 3 z satisfy the jump condition Y 1 (2) = Y_(2)Gy(z;t,0)
where the jump matrix Gy (z;t,0) is piecewise given by

_ z=t
Gy(z;ta):{(l) 1 (I>1(ZU )}, zel'y; GY(Z§t70):E ﬂ» z €T Uly;
and
Lo e 103
GY(Z’t’O—)[—l—(I)(y) (I)(Z;t :|, zels
Iz
F3 F1
z=1
s

FIGURE 5. The oriented jump contours for Y(z) in the complex z-plane.

(3) Y(z) is bounded in a neighbourhood of z = t.
(4) As z — oo, provided z ¢ Yy,

_ 1 _9 -3 _1lg. 1 1 1 T, —2 %0-,
Y(z) = {H—&—Yﬂ + Y222+ 0(z )}Z 4 “"ﬁ {1 J el i8eT 5N, (6.2)
where we choose principal branches for all fractional exponents and the coefficients Y1, Yo equal

710 0
leYl(t,O'):O'Xl(t,U)—@ |:1 0:|,

To 0 0 5 (0 1
Yo = Yo(t,0) = 02Xo(t,0) + toXy(t, o) — @Xﬂt,a) {1 0} + 18 [O ()} )
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Next, with (4.2) in mind, we center RHP 6.1 at z = 0. In detail, we consider the transformation

T(z;t,0) =Y(z+t;t,0), z€C\ (Zy —1), (6.3)
and thus transform RHP 6.1 to the one below:
Riemann-Hilbert Problem 6.2. Let (t,0) € (—0,0) x (0,00). The function T(z) = T(z;t,0) € C?*2
defined in (6.3) is uniquely determined by the following four properties:

(1) T(2) is analytic for z € C\ Xr. The contour X := Yy — t is shown in Figure 6 and on each

connected component of C\ X there is a continuous extension of T(z) to the closure of the same
component.

(2) The continuous limiting values Ty (z) on X > z satisfy T4 (z) = T_(2)Gr(z;t,0) where the jump
matriz Gr(z;t,0) is of the form,

1 1-®(2) o(Z)  1-2(2)
. — o o, . — o o 3
GT(Z7t7U) |:0 1 :l b S 4, GT(Zat7U) _1 _ (I)(i) (I)(§) y R € 1,
1 0
GT(Z;t,J): |:1 1:| , ZE€XYoUZXs.
¥y = e 1T (—00,0)
¥ = (—00,0) Y4 :=(0,00)

Y3 = e (—00,0)
FIGURE 6. The oriented jump contour X in the complex z-plane.

(3) T(z) is bounded in a neighbourhood of z = 0.
(4) As z — 00, valid in a full vicinity of infinity off the jump contour L,

1 - 3
T(z) = {]I + Tzt 4+ Toz % + O(Z_S)}Z_iasﬁ [_11 ﬂ e 15033 (24203

using principal branches throughout and where the coefficients T1, T2, equal, compare (6.2),

: (6.4)

t
Ty =Ti(t,0) =Yi(t,0) - 18
3210 =3

Moving ahead, we employ a g-function transformation similar to the one from [26, (3.8)] with £ = 0 or,
equivalently, the one from [16, (3.1)] with V' = 0: let

t 2[5 0
TQ :Tg(t,U):Yg(t,O')—tYl(t,U)—ZYl(t,U)Jg—Ff .

(z+?)2t) 2eC\ (~0,0],
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be defined and analytic for z € C\ (=00, 0] such that zz = \/z > 0 for z > 0. Now set

S(z;t,0) = |:—}t2 ﬂ T(z;t,a)eg(Z;t)”3, ze€C\ X,
1

and summarize the defining properties of S(z) below:

(6.5)

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 6.3. Let (t,0) € (—o0,0) x (0,00). The function S(z) = S(z;t,0) € C?*2

defined in (6.5) is uniquely determined by the following four properties:

(1) S(z) is analytic for z € C\ It and on each connected component of C\ T there is a continuous

extension of S(z) to the closure of the same component, compare Figure 6.

(2) The continuous limiting values S1(z) on Y 3 z satisfy Sy (z) = S_(2)Gs(z;t,0) with Gg(z;t,0)

equal to
[ _ P(2))e29(zt)
Gg(z;t,0) = (1) . (I)("i)e ] , 2 €Yy
[B(2)e=0 1 ®(2)
Gs(zt,0) = —1—®(2) (I)(i)e—H(z;t) ;2 €2
G . — [ 1 0 .
S(tha 0) - _e2g(z;t) 10 z € E2 U 233

where we abbreviate

) = gu(sit) — 9-(i0) = g VFI (345 ) 2 <0.

(3) S(2) is bounded in a neighbourhood of z = 0.
(4) As z — o0, valid in a full vicinity of infinity off the jump contour Lo
1 ]. 1 1 3
1 -2 -3 —is —iZo
S(z):{]l—i—Slz +82272+0(z )}z 1 35 {_1 1}6 193,

with principal branches throughout and coefficients S1,Ss given by, see (6.4),

1 0 1 0 Lt L2
Sl_Sl(t,a)_[12 JTl(t,a) [1152 1}4—[ 32 a1 1 }

143 1 44
Zt 1 _ﬂt 192 _Et
1 0 1 0 1 0 Lt
S2:S2(taa>: |: 142 :|T2(t70'> |:1 2 :|+|: 1,9 :|T1(t,0')|: 1 332 1.6
—3t? 1 it? 1 -3t 1 — 55t + 355t
NI L O e )
1 4 1,7 1 410 1 8 :
s’ + 5t —55t")  — oot

We proceed with the following inequalities for the nontrivial entries of Gs(z;t,0).

Proposition 6.4. We have for anyt < 0 and o > 0,

1
< e%t\/|z|, z €3y UNs: |q)(i>’ < ,e*(Z/fr)z7 R
g

‘e2g(zt) <3

followed by
NE

1 4
< —exp|—— z% + —z0?% 4 2to? , Z € Xy.
2 o2 3

‘ (1-a (f))eﬁg(m)

g

Proof. All three estimates are easy consequences of the explicit formula for g(z;t) and estimate (4.2).

1,2
7t

144
a5t

O

By (6.7) and (6.8), Gg in RHP 6.3 is asymptotically localized near z = 0 and along the line segment ¥,
as t — —oo and 0 < o < ¢|t| =2~ for any ¢, e > 0 (so in particular for the values of o with 0 < ot < ¢ for
any fixed ¢ > 0). We thus proceed with the necessary local analysis and the following two model problems:

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 6.5. Find P(™)(z) € C**? such that
(1) P(®)(2) is analytic for z € C \ (—o0,0].
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(2) P()(2) attains square-integrable limiting values on (—oo,0] and those are related by the jump con-
dition
0 1

P (2) = P™(z) {_1 0

} , 2z € (—00,0).

(3) As z — oo,
oo —00 _10—3 1 1 1 _110_3
P! )(z):{]l—i—(’)(z )}z 1 7 {_1 l}e 193,

with the principal branch for z* : C\ (—o0,0] — C such that z* > 0 when z > 0.
As in (5.44), a direct computation verifies that
1 1 1 1
(o0) — ,—103___
P)(z) =271 7 {_1 1

has the properties listed in RHP 6.5. Next, in a vicinity of z = 0, we require a solution to the following
model problem.

} e 159 2 eC\ (—o0,0], (6.9)

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 6.6. Let —t > t be sufficiently large and o > 0 such that 0 < ot? < c for
any fired ¢ > 0. Now find P(O)(z) = PO (2;t,0) € C**2 such that

(1) PON(2) is analytic for z € D (0) \ S with the open disk D, (z0) := {z € C: |z — 20| < r}.

(2) P(O)(z) has the following local jump behavior, see Figure 6 for contour orientations:

1 (1— ®(2))e 2000
0 1

0 0 _( )(72 )eII(z;t) ()( Z)
( ) ( ) s o
P z —P I
+ ( ) N (Z) —l_q)(zg) q)(o-z)e (Z;t)

M1 0
(0) _p0)
P/ (2) =P "(2) 200

PP () =P (z) ] , z€T4ND(0);

] , Z2€X, ﬂ]D)l(O);

:| , € (22 UZg) ﬂDl(O)

(3) When —t > to and o > 0 such that 0 < ot? < ¢ for any fived ¢ > 0, we have the following asymptotic
matching between PO (2) and P(*)(z),

PO () = {11 +O(at) + Ot }P<°°>(z), (6.10)
which holds uniformly for 0 < 1 < |z| < 2 < 1. Here, MYV () is as in RHP A.3, condition (4).
In order to solve Problem 6.6 we consider the conformal change of coordinates
(2)==2, zeDy(0),

and in turn the function
2 .
PO (z) = g iMPV <<(z); —ty/o — Bzﬁ) e9EDIs 2 e Dy(0) \ T, (6.11)

defined in terms of the generalized Bessel parametrix MV ((; 2), the unique solution of RHP A.3. Note that
(6.11) is well-defined in the indicated domain for all —¢ sufficiently large and o > 0 such that 0 < ot? < ¢,
compare Lemma A.4, condition (i). Moreover, the same function is analytic in z € D;(0) \ ¥t by RHP A.3
and it attains continuous limiting values on Y. Using RHP A.3, condition (2), one then checks that these
limiting values are as desired, so we are left to establish that (6.11) obeys (6.10). To that end, if —t > ¢
and o > 0 are such that 0 < § < ot? < ¢ is bounded away from zero, then (6.10) is immediate from (6.9),
(6.11) and (A.5), given that (A.5) holds uniformly in any small disk centered on the positive half ray and
given that —t,/o is bounded away from zero, compare Lemma A.4. In fact, for those values of (¢,c) we have

2
PO)(z) = {1+ o4 MY (—t\/E - 3zﬁ> ot (2)

g

g (%) }P(2), (6.12)
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uniformly for 0 < i <zl < % < 1. If however —t > tg and ¢ > 0 are such that 0 < ot? < ¢ tends to zero,
then (A.5) is no longer applicable since —ty/o | 0. Instead we now use (A.6) and RHP A.2, condition (4),
and obtain

PO () = {11+ -z (—t _ 232)503 [ s ! ] (—t— 232>;03 /Oo (Xoooy (1) — ®(w)) du  (6.13)

-9 _3
64 8 —0o0

308 9 _1 —303 -2
- (—t - 2;) [ 128 5 ] (—t — 2;) ! <—t - 2;) +0(t%0%) + O(a)}P(OC>(z),

71024 128 z

uniformly for 0 < 1 < |z| < 3 < 1. Combining (6.12) and (6.13) we arrive at (6.10), i.e. (6.11) constitutes a
solution of RHP 6.6. Having completed the necessary local analysis with (6.9) and (6.11) we now compare
both functions to S(z) in the following way. Define

(PO(zt,0)) ", 2e€Dy(0)\ Sy
(PCI) 7 2gDy(0)\Sr
and recall RHP 6.3, 6.5 and 6.6. The defining properties of R(z) are as follows:

R(z;t,0) :=S(z;t,0) { (6.14)

Riemann-Hilbert Problem 6.7. Let —t > to and 0 > 0 such that 0 < ot®> < c. The function R(z) =
R(z;t,0) € C2*2 defined in (6.7) is uniquely determined by the following properties:
(1) R(z) is analytic for z € C\ Er where

S = D, (0) U Boo) U (ooﬂ U (82 \ Dy (0)) U (S5 \ D4 (0))

is shown in Figure 7. Moreover, on each connected component of C\ Xr there is a continuous
extension of R(z) to the closure of the same component.

(2) The continuous limiting values R1(z) on g > z obey the constraint Ry (z) = R_(2)Gr(z;t,0)
where, for z € [%,oo),

— P(2))e29(30) 1
GR(z;t,a)zP(O")(z) [(1) (1 (b(”i) }(P(Oo)(z)) )

and for z € (—o0, —%],

Gr(z:t,0) = P(fo)(z) l - (%) —@((Z,)eﬂ(z;t)] P(fo)(z))_l.

1
P(2)e =D 14 P(2)

Additionally, for z € (25U X3) \ D1(0),

oo 1 0 oo -1
Gr(ait.) = PO [ ) ] (PI) ™

and for z € 9D1(0),
Gr(z:t,0) =PO(zt,0) (P(‘X’)(z))_1
(3) As z — o0 and z ¢ ¥R,
R(z) =I+Riz7 "+ Raz 2+ O(27?),
with R1, Ry equal to, compare (6.6) and (6.9),

Rlle(t,U):Sl(t,U)7 RQZRQ(t,U):SQ(t,O’).

Remark 6.8. By construction, compare RHP 6.6, R(z) is analytic in the disk D%(O).

By Proposition 6.4 and (6.10), as soon as t — —oo and o > 0 is such that 0 < ot? < ¢, the jump matrix
in the R-RHP is close to the identity matrix on all of ¥g. In detail, we have the following small norm
estimates.
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EQ\]D)%(O)

3\ Dy (0)

FIGURE 7. The oriented jump contours for R(z) in the complex z-plane.

Proposition 6.9. For any c > 0 there exist tg,d > 0 such that
IGRr(:5t,0) = || Lo (ng) < dmax {Ut, til}, IGRr(:5t,0) = 1| 12(ng) < dmax {Ut, til} (6.15)
for all —t >ty and all o > 0 such that 0 < ot? < c.

Proof. Since P(fo)(z) is bounded on the four rays extending to infinity and independent of (¢, o), the same
four rays yield exponentially small contributions of Ggr(z;t, o) to the identity by (4.2) and (6.7),(6.8). Hence,
(6.15) is a direct consequence of (6.10). O

In turn, (6.15) implies that RHP 6.7 is asymptotically solvable, cf. [30]:

Theorem 6.10. Let ¢ > 0. There exist to,d > 0 such that the RHP for R(z) defined in (6.14) is uniquely
solvable in LQ(ER) for all —t >ty and all 0 > 0 such that 0 < ot?> < c. We can compute the solution of the
same problem iteratively via the integral equation

1
R(zt,0) =14+ — R_(\t,0)(Gr(A;t,0) — 1) , z€C\ZXg, (6.16)
27 Jopn A—z
using that, for all —t >ty and o > 0 such that 0 < ot? < ¢, we have
IR-(;t,0) =I||L2(zg) < dmax {at,t_l}. (6.17)

At this point we are prepared to prove Corollary 1.15.

Proof of Corollary 1.15. We choose ¢ > 0 and —t > t together with 0 < ot? < ¢ as in Theorem 6.10. After
that we recall the explicit and invertible sequence of transformations

X(2) 9 v(z) ©F z) O si2) WY R(2),

that converts the differential identities in (5.8) into the following two exact formulee,

0 1
5 Fy(t) = th — R{%(t,0), (6.18)
and, using en route that tr R; = 0 because det R(z) = 1,
0 1 1 t 2
—InF,(t) = — — —R?(t,0) — —R}*(t,0) — ZR3*(t,0). (6.19)
0o 160 o 20 o
Next, by (6.16) with ¢ > 0,
Ry(t,0) = L% R_(\t,0)(Gr(\it,0) — 1) N LdA+ O (e*C‘tl) . ke{1,2),
2T Jin=4
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so in particular by (6.13) and (6.17), as t = —oo and ¢ > 0 is such that —t\/o | 0,

ag 1 3 1 °
Ri(t.o) =500 | 5 )07 [ (o)~ 0(0) dy
64 8 —o00
o 1 )
+ (—t)2s [_122 _S] (=t)7273t72 + O(t?0°) + O(0) + O(max {(0t)*, t7*}),
1024 128

Rs(t,0) =0(t?0?) + O(0) + O(max {(ot)?,t2}).
In turn, by (6.18) and (6.19) after indefinite integration, as t — —oo, with a numerical constant 1, € R,
1
InF,(t) = 158 In[t| +m + O(max {ot>,t7'}), t > —00, 0 >0: —t /o 0. (6.20)
On the other hand, by (6.13) and (6.17), as t — —oo and ¢ > 0 is such that 0 < § < —¢y/o < ¢ is bounded
away from zero yet finite,

Ri(t,0) = 07%”3M11)V(7t\/3)0%030 + O(J%) + O(max {(ct)®,t2}),
Ro(t,0) z(’)(a%) + O(max {(ct)*,t7%}).

Moreover, from the workings in Lemma A.4, leading to (A.6), as x | 0,

1., [ 2 1] i, [
MEV () = ot | 5 et [ (o) - 9(0) dy
64 8 —o0
1 9 _1 1 9 1 2 1
+at [ 5o }xw +aE0(a)a e, (6.21)
T 1024 128
where O(z?) is to be understood entrywise. Thus, setting
MPY(z) =: [p(x) q(x)y ,q,7:(0,00) = R,

1 ( ) 7’(17) —p(x) b, q ( )

we derive from (6.18) and (6.19) by indefinite integration, as ¢ — —oo, with a numerical constant ns € R,

1 —tVe 1
lnFU(t):E—glnM—&—/o (q(w)—l—8x> de+m+0(t™"), 0>0: 0<d<—ty/o<c, (6.22)

using en route that

1 oz [~
00+ =3 [ (oo lo) - 20) dy+ O(), =40, (623
is integrable at © = 0. Consequently, combining (6.20) and (6.22) we arrive at (1.31), modulo the integral
term, after fixing —t > to and then letting o | 0, while using (6.23),(1.16) and the numerical constant

51 1
li lim F,(t) — — + =1 =—In2+ (-1
 im [01?5 ot) =15t nltl] 5z 02+ ¢ (=1),
known from [10, (9)] and [28, (3)]. We are now left to establish that the integral term in (6.22) is indeed of
the type as in (1.31) with the asymptotics (1.32) in place. To this end, set u(x) := 2p(z) — ¢*(x) and obtain
from Lemma A.4, part (iii) and (6.21) that

1 1 [
u@) =q @) 2> 0 u@) =gz ty [ (@ - Bw)dy+OE), wlo. (620
Consequently,
Y 1 Y 1
[ (04 &) o= ["w—a) (o) - g5 ) a v>0.
and this completes our proof of (1.31). O

APPENDIX A. USEFUL MODEL FUNCTIONS

We assemble a few model functions that are useful in our asymptotic analysis. Most of these are very
well-known in nonlinear steepest descent literature.
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A.l. The Airy parametrix. Let w = Ai(z),z € C denote the Airy function, cf. [56, 9.2.2]. Define the
unimodular Wronskian matrix
Ai(Q) €T Ai(eTF ()

Ma(©)i=Vame™ | 0) et are % 0)

, ¢eC, (A1)

which is an entire function, and in turn the Airy parametrix M*1(¢) = MAi((;¢p) for any fixed ¢y € R and
a€(0,5):

I, arg (¢ — Co) € (0,7 — )
Ar ) = [ 4 9], arg (¢ — ¢o) € (7 —a,m)
M (CvCOv ) MO(C) [(1)_11}7 arg((—(o) c (—7T-|—04,0) (A2)
(6 H][19], arg(¢—Go) € (-7, —7 + )

The relevant analytic and asymptotic properties of MA! are summarized below.

Riemann-Hilbert Problem A.1. The Airy parametriz MAi(¢) = MA(¢; (o, a) in (A.2) has the following
properties.

(1) MAY(Q) is analytic for ¢ € C \ (U?:1 I; U{¢}) with

F1 = (CO) OO), FS = (_007 CO)a FQ = e—ia(_oo7 CO)a F4 = eia(_oo7 C0)7

and all four rays are oriented “from left to right” as shown in Figure 8.

)

F3 Fl

Iy
FIGURE 8. The oriented jump contours for the Airy parametrix M#!(¢) in the complex (-plane.

(2) The limiting values from from either side of the jump contours I'; are related via the jump conditions
{Mf(@ =ME(Q[§1], Cely
ML) = MA(Q)[19], ¢eTUTy;
(3) MAY(() is bounded in a neighbourhood of ¢ = (o.
(4) As ¢ — o0, valid in a full neighborhood of infinity off the jump contours,

MAl(g) ~ {H+ ) |: O 8:| C_Sm_l +’le:O |:8 a278+1:| <—3m—2 + Z |:a’20’m bQOm:| C_Sm}

1
0 MA(Q) = MM 2 8], CeTs.
1

me+1
m=1

1, 1
x ¢ -1 1

1\}5{11

- 9.3
efleBefng ‘73’
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with ¢* : C\ (—00,0] = C denoting the principal branch such that (¢ > 0 for ( >0 and

o3 1= [(1) 0 ] as well as a,, = <§> Uy by 1= (2) U

with the coefficients {tm, v, }35_; from [56, 9.7.2]. In particular, by = — % and a; = 2.

A.2. The Bessel parametrix. Let w = Iy(z),z € C and w = Ky(z),z € C\ (—00,0] denote the modified
Bessel functions of order zero, cf. [56, 10.25.2,10.25.3]. Define the unimodular Wronskian matrix
1 i 1
No(¢) := e 503303 To(¢ 2)1 ;KO(CQ
imC2I}(C2

with principal branches throughout, in particular for ¢z : C \ (—00,0] — C such that ¢ 2 =/ > 0 when
¢ >0, and in turn the Bessel parametrix MB°(¢):

] , ¢eC\ (—o0,0] (A.3)

- I, arg( € (— f ‘%’T)
M0 = | Ly { M@ ][4 0), mece (m) (Ad)
s [%(1)}7 argCG( a_%)

The relevant analytic and asymptotic properties of MB® are summarized below.
Riemann-Hilbert Problem A.2. The Bessel parametriz MB¢(¢) in (A.4) has the following properties.
(1) MPBe(¢) is analytic for ( € C\ (U?Zl ¥; U{0}) with

31 = (—00,0), Yo = e_i%(—oo,O)7 Y3 = ei%(—oo,O),

and all three rays are oriented “from left to right” as shown in Figure 9.

X2

DM

33
FIGURE 9. The oriented jump contours for the Bessel parametrix MP¢(¢) in the complex ¢-plane.

(2) The limiting values from either side of the jump contours ¥; are related via the jump conditions
MP(C) =MP(O)[ % 8], ¢eZy MY () =MP(Q)[19], ¢(eXpuUs.
(3) As¢ —0,

O e Gl %



with the principal branch for the logarithm In : C\ (—o0,0] — C and where ¢ — 1\//IE(C) is analytic
at ¢ =0. In detail, for |(] <,

Io(¢?) LHIo(¢h)m2+ X vk + 1) er )

inCEI(CE) —(CHIHCH) 2 — To(Ch) + 5, 2k v+ 1)'EE ) |

— . 1
MBe(C) — e"%USWi‘TB

with

Lo (50F 1 I'(¢)
IO(CQ):E (Z')Q 5 2 ZQk k' ) CEC, ¢(C) = F(C)? CEC\{O’_L_Za"'}'
(4) As ¢ — o0, valid in a full neighbhorhood of infinity off the jump contours,

Be(¢ azm (0) azm-1(0) m
M {H - Z [b2m+1 — %a%’n(o) bom (0) — ;a2m—1(0):| ¢ }

using the principal branch for (¢ : C\ (—00,0] — C such that ¢* > 0 for ¢ > 0 and where
{am (), b (v)}os_y denote the coefficients in [56,10.17.1,10.17.8]. In particular, a;(0) = — %, a2(0) =

128’b2(0) —% and bs(0) = %'

A.3. A generalized Bessel parametrix. The following generalization of RHP A.2 was first studied in
[22, Section 7.1], albeit in slightly disguised and broader fashion. Let w = ®(z),z € C be as in (4.1).

Riemann-Hilbert Problem A.3. For any x > 0, determine MYV (¢) = MPV(¢;z) € C?*2Y such that
(1) MPV(C) is analytic for ¢ € C\ (U?:1 ¥; U{0}) with
21 = (—00,0), ¥y i=e 1 (—00,0), Y3 := el (—00,0), ¥4 = (0,00),
and all four rays are oriented “from left to right” as shown in Figure 10. MYV (C) attains continuous

limiting values MYV (¢) on ;3 C.

3o

21 E4

>3

FIGURE 10. The oriented jump contours for the generalized Bessel parametrix MYV (¢) in
the complex (-plane.

IThe superscript PV is used to reiterate Remark 1.16: The solution to RHP A.3 relates to an integro-differential general-
ization of the Painlevé-V, PV, equation.
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(2) The limiting values from either side of the jump contours ¥; are related via the jump conditions

MY (O =MV e ] cemn MO =MV Q1] CeSauTs,

MY () =MPY(Q[ 1] e

(3) MFPV(() is bounded in a neighbourhood of ¢ = 0.
(4) As ¢ — o0, valid in a full neighborhood of infinity off the jump contours,
1 1 1 1 i 3
PV _ PV —1 —2 — 303 _— —iZo3, (203
M) = {14 MV o(c ) bt | 1 ettt (A5)
with (% : C\ (—00,0] — C denoting the principal branch such that (¢ > 0 for { > 0 and where the
scalar entries of MY = MYV (2) are (-independent.

The unique solvability of RHP A.3, for any « > 0, can be established as in [22, Appendix A], after
collapsing the rays ¥p and Y3 with ¥;. We therefore take the existence of MYV (¢) = MPV((; z) for granted
and concern ourselves instead with some of its properties:

Lemma A.4. Let MYV ((;z) denote the unique solution of RHP A.3 defined for ¢ € C\ (Uj.=1 ¥, u{0})
and x > 0.

(i) For any x > 0, there exists € > 0 so that MYV ((;2) exists for all 2 € D(x) = {2 € C: |z — 2| < €}
and solves the same RHP A.3. In particular, condition (3) in the same problem holds uniformly for
the same z € Dc(x) and D.(x) 3 2 — MYV (2) is analytic.

(ii) Asz 0,

MY (Ga) =t {14 o | : L [ oo - ey ar+o (f)}MBw?), (A.6)

uniformly for |Cx?| > % and ( ¢ X1 U Xy U X3 U3y, compare Figure 9.
(iil) Setting

_9
64 8l J—oo

MY (z) = [ﬁg; q]()fi)} , p,q,7: Ry - R, (A7)
we have that ¢'(z) = 2p(z) — ¢*(x),z > 0 and
4
U(¢x) = [q(lx) (1’] MPV(¢x), ¢eC\ (JL:JI 2;U{0}), z>0, (A.8)
satisfies
() = { ) ‘1} (¢:) (A-9)
or dp(z) —2¢*(x) ¢ 0 e '

Proof. Property (i) is a consequence of the analytic Fredholm theorem used in the solvability proof of
RHP A.3, see for instance [71]. For property (ii), we argue very much as in [22, 7.2], so we first fix
¢ €Di(0)\ (U;_; B U{0}) and define

L arg¢ € (=, %)

1 0 1 m(Gx -

POGa) = |y § Moy G714 amce Em (A10)
[19],  arg¢e (—m —3F)

in terms of (A.3) and the function

[e%s} )\72 7(1))\72
i/ X[0,00) (Az ™) — @(Ax )d)\, CEC\R

mGa) =55 ) A= ¢
Observe that P(9)(¢; x) satisfies properties (1), (2) and (3) in RHP A.3, up to the rescaling ¢ — ¢z ~2. Hence,
with (4.2) and (A.4) in mind, we then study the ratio function

(MB(0))™", ¢ e(C\Di(0)\ Er

(POG2), CeDy0)\Sr
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where Y is shown in Figure 6. This function, for any > 0, is analytic in ¢ € C\ ((—o0,—%] U oD1(0) U
[, 00)), see Figure 11 for the corresponding jump contour ¥y, and it obeys

3G = 3-Gone @ [y 1M e s

as well as
3G =3- (G0 | G n ) T o) c< g,
and
3i(Ga) = I (GaPOGa)(MP(Q) = 1 (A12)

Moreover, by RHP A.2, condition (4), and RHP A.3, condition (4), we have that

J(G2)=I+0(¢T"), ¢(—oo, CER.
Thus, if G3(¢;z) denotes the underlying jump matrix of J({;z), then by (4.2) and RHP A.2, with some
c>0,

1Gs(G2) — 1)l <ey/[Cle s/ VI, (e (—oo, —i) N (1 OO) :

47

|Gs(¢z) = 1| <c|m(Ca)|,  [¢l=~

where ( 2) ( 2)
1  X[0,00)(ATT%) — P(Az™ (4-2)

m(Gia)| = 5| [ X0 < &=

27 | oo A=¢ [¢] C | 4

But %@(w) decays super exponentially fast at +o00, so the last estimate also holds near ( = +
the reasoning in [22, Section 6.3], i.e. we have all together, with some ¢, z¢ > 0,

1Ga(52) — 1|12y < cx?, 1Ga(:52) = I oo (sy) <cx’ YO0<zx< . (A.13)
These small norm estimates show that J(¢;z) is computable via the integral equation
dA
)ﬁ,
for all 0 < z < xg, cf. [30], using that in the same parameter regime

||J_(,J3) — ]I”LQ(E‘]) S 01'2. (A14)

dA

IS¢ > 6 > 0.

i, compare

3Ga) =T+ 5 [ 3 (ea)(@a(ha) -1

by
7 ¢(eC\ Xy,

Consequently,

A13) 1 . dA xt
(C7 ) A14) +27Ti%‘)\_ (GJ()\,x)—I[))\_C—I-O(H_q), 33\1,0,

1
1
which holds uniformly in ¢ € C\ 3. Since by (A.12),

1 0 0 1 -1(1 0
Gatva) 1=y fIm |y o M) |3 ffmova =g
8 8
and also ) -
x
mAiz) =~ / (X[0,00) () — @(y)) dy + 0(954)’ z 10,
uniformly in [A| = %, an explicit residue computation yields for |¢| > %, while using property (3) in RHP
A2,
2 1 0 mem [0 1] ~mmeian-t [1 0] [ *
w12 S0l Y00 ) /" mot-srro(2)
2 [ 2 1 o x?
=14+ = { 8 3} / (X[0,00) () — @(y)) dy + O < > x|0. (A.15)
2 -3 i/ . €]

It now remains to recall (A.11), i.e. (A.6) follows at once from (A.15) after changing variables.
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FIGURE 11. The oriented jump contours for the function J({; ) in the complex (-plane.

Finally, for property (iii) we can adapt the arguments in [22, Section 7.5], i.e. we first notice that

AGE) = g MYV GOMY(Ga) T (Gr) €T xR,

is entire in ¢ by RHP A.3, in fact by (A.5), with some x-dependent functions x,
—q(x) -1 ] 1 [* ¢ (z) + ¢*(z) — 2p() 2
A ) = + = + @ ) — )

and so for ( away from the jump contour shown in Figure 10, with = > 0,

0 LN —q(z) -1 . / _
MV (Gr) = [Zp(x) Ze q(x)] M"Y (¢z), ¢ (x) =2p(z) — ¢*(x).

The last system shows that (A.8) satisfies (A.9) and this completes our proof of the Lemma. O

APPENDIX B. AUXILIARY RESULTS
We collect a series of auxiliary results which are used in the main body of the text.

B.1. Isometry property of ;. The linear transformation Q; : L?(0,00) — L?(R) defined in (3.3) is likely
known to be an isometry, we now supplement a short proof for the same fact. To this end, let S(R) denote
the Schwartz space on R, i.e. the set of all smooth functions f so that f and all its derivatives are rapidly
decreasing. The Fourier transform of a function f € S(R) is defined by

ﬂ@:5[ f(z)e € dz, €CR,

and we recall that f € S(R) for any f € S(R), cf. [67, Theorem 1.3]. Also, if f € S(R) then
£ 12y = V2 || £llL2 ), (B.1)
see [67, Theorem 1.12], and we let C§°(R) denote the set of compactly supported, smooth functions. Note
that C§°(R) is dense in L?(R).
Lemma B.1. Define
@)w)i= [ Ailw+y+0f()dy (B.2)

for f € C5°(R) and fized t € R. Then ||Q¢fll2r) = IIfll2®)-
Proof. When f € C§°(R), then f € S(R) with supp(f) C [—a,a], say. Consequently, (B.2) is well-defined
and we have by Fubini’s theorem and (2.3),
<11 L1y 1 L1y A
@i = [ o [ v a - JENTERNFC N (B3)
oo 27 JRyis 27 Jr+is
However, by [63, Theorem 11.1.3], f is an entire function so that for all n € Z>;, there is ¢,, > 0 with
|fa+1iy)] < cn(l + |z] + [y) e,
Thus, we can use Cauchy’s theorem to deform R + i to R in (B.3) resulting in the identity
1 (> _.a A ; 1
@)@ = 5= [ BN e B dv = (o), s ek,

T or oo 2m

where g(\) := e~i(5X’ ) f(\) is entire with good decay properties at 400, in fact g € S(R). Thus,

1. (B1) 1 1 A (B.1)
2 = — 2 = — 2 = — 2 = 2 s te R,
Q¢ flL2(r) 27T||9||L (R) \/%HQHL (R) \/ﬁ”fHL (R) Il w)
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as claimed above. O

Corollary B.2. If f € L3(R), we define
A
ye(f) == lim Ai(z +y+1)f(y)dy, (B.4)

A—00 —\

where the limit is understood in the L?>(R) norm. Then, with Q¢ : L?(R) — L?(R) given by f — y:(f), we
have |Q¢f|l L2y = IIflL2(r), so in particular

1Qefllz2) = L2 0,00) ¥ f € L*(0,00). (B.5)
Proof. The limit in the right hand side of (B.4) exists in L?(R) by the fact that Q¢ fl|lr2w) = [If]lr2r)
for all f € C§°(R), see Lemma B.1, with Q;f as in (B.2). But since C§°(R) is dense in L*(R), we find in

turn [|Q¢fllL2) = |l 22wy for all f € L*(R), and thus also the restriction of the same norm equality to
f € L?(0,00) holds true. The proof is complete. O

B.2. Monotonicity of the complementary error function. It is well-known that w = erfc(z) constitutes
a monotonically decreasing function on R 3 z, cf. [56, 7.2.2]. Below we state a certain generalization of this
behavior for the modulus of the complementary error function in a sector of the complex plane.

Lemma B.3. For any x < 0,7 >0 and 0 € [3F, 2F],

474
‘erfc(x + reie)‘ > erfe(z). (B.6)
Proof. We have for any z,r,0 € R,
. 2 (% 2 ot 2 [ :
erfc(z +rel?) = — et dt:2——/ et dt:2——/ e " dt
( ) ﬁ z+reif \/E —0o0 ﬁ —z—rel?
2 i i
= 22 [ o) qy, (B.7)
™

—T

with the integration path along R in the last integral. However, once < 0,7 > 0 and 6§ € [3
> i6y2 2 o 2 o0 2
/ e—(t—rc ) dt| <e™" cos(29)/ et +2tr cos 0 dt < / et dt,
—x —xT —x

and so with the triangle inequality back in (B.7), for the same x, 7,0 as in the last estimate,

erfc(x + reie) >2— —

2 /Oo —(t— ) ‘ 2 2 /Oo —t2
e~ (t=re >2-— dt = — e”" dt = erfe(z).

s

This concludes our proof of (B.6). O
B.3. Large o expansion of g; = g;(¢,0) in (5.29) and (5.30). Given ¢,o0 > 0, the equation
L T e A DY t
20 = — 3 / ° ) W=, (BS)
(71'0')5 _ 1—‘13(/\—(.4}) \/Z()—)\ g

admits a unique real-valued solution zg = zo(t, o) < 0, compare Proposition 5.10. More is true, as o — +00,
uniformly in ¢ > 0, we have z(t,0) = o(1) as made precise in the following asymptotic expansion:

Lemma B.4. There exist ¢,09 > 0 so that

(fo@;g P B2) fo(w)ff(w() +)J:§(w)fz(w) o) B9

for o > o¢ and all t > 0. The coefficients f, equal

1[0 o [ e Ow? dx
fn(w)~—a _OOW{l—(D(/\—w) — n € Z>o,

20(t,0) = —

and the error term r1(t,o) is such that

o0 oo
/ |7‘1(5,cr)|d5§ccr757 / |r1(t,s)|ds§ct75 Yo >oqp, t>0.
t o
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Proof. If
e~ (A-w)? dA
—dA—y) Vo -\

y >0,

(—00,0) 32— f(x,y) := /j: 1

then by Taylor expansion, as x T 0, uniformly in y > 0,

> 1[0 o [ e dx
~ S e faw) =~ [ 9 . B.10
P9~ LS ) n!/wwil—w—y) = (8.10)
On the other hand, Ry 3 0 — 2¢(¢,0),t > 0 is increasing for o > g and so lim,_, 1« 20 (¢, o) exists uniformly
in ¢ > 0. In fact, from (B.8) we find at once

lim zy(t,0) =0,

o——+oo
uniformly in ¢ > 0, and so upon iteration of (B.10), as ¢ — 400,

20(t, o) an __Jow) + folfilw)  fo(w) R (w) + fF(w)fa(w) N i anf)-
n=0

(mo)3 (mo)? (ro)3 n=4 9°

Here, F,, is a multivariate polynomial in the variables {f;(w)}’/Z "~y of degree n and with 1 — ®(z) > 1 for all
z < 0 we obtain at once the coarse estimates

/OO F, (f)‘dsgcna, /OO Fn<é) d3n <cp tlf*, cp >0,
. o - s/| g2
valid for all ¢,0 > 0 and n € Z>5. This completes the proof of (B.9). O
Equipped with (B.9) we now return to (5.29).
Corollary B.5. There exist c,09 > 0 so that
gi(t,o) = — (l::i‘;) + ?jg‘)’g _ f&izu;:;gw) + ra(t, 0) (B.11)

for o > o¢ and allt > 0. The coefficients f,(w) are as in Lemma B.4, the coefficients h,(w) equal

1 0 o e—()\—w)2

and the error term ro(t, o) satisfies

o0 o0
/ lrg(s,a)ldsgca_5, / lrg(t,s)ldsgct_5 Yo >og, t>0.
t o

Proof. Similar to the workings in Lemma B.4, we have by Taylor expansion as 0 — +o00, uniformly in ¢ > 0,

(5.29) 1 zo —(A-w)? 1,
q(t,o) =" — B 7001_@ \/ Adh — nz:h )25 (t,0) 4z0(t,cr),

(ro)?

in terms h,(w) as in the formulation of the Corollary. Hence, with (B.9), as 0 — +oo, uniformly in ¢ > 0,

ho(w) | m(w)fo(w) - 13w (W) fow)fi(w) + he(w) f§ (W) — 55 (w)fi(w) N i Hy(w)

3n bl

(mo)2 (mo)? (mo)2 = o7

gl(t70') ~ =

where H,, is a multivariate polynomial in the variables {h;(w) ;;11 U{fi(w) ?;02 of degree n. Noting that,
via integration by parts, h,(w) = ﬁfn_l(w) for all n € Z>1, the leading terms simplify to

it~ 10e) @) BN Sy

(ro):  (mo)? 4(7r0 2 — o
and we record the coarse estimates

& t

/ 1, (2)]as < euor / lHn()

- s

valid for all ¢,0 > 0 and n € Z>». Estimate (B.11) follows at once. O
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ds

3n
S2

3n
< cntl’T, cn >0,




Next, we have the following result for (5.30).
Corollary B.6. There exist ¢,a9 > 0 so that

bolw)  F)hi(w) — Ew)
3(ro)2 A(ro)?

for o > oo and all t > 0. The coefficients fn(w) and h,(w) are as in Lemma B.4 and B.5, the coefficients
kn(w) equal

g2 (ta U) = + 73 (ta U) (B12)

1 [0 o e~ (A—w)? 3
kp(w) == — —— T ¢ (=A)zd), Z>y,
() nl J_ oo 0N | 1— 3\ —w) (=A)2 ™ E 20
and the error term r3(t,o) satisfies
/ r3(s,0)|ds < co™?, / [r3(t,s)|ds < ct™ Vo >o9, t>0.
t o

Proof. By Taylor expansion, as ¢ — 400, uniformly in ¢ > 0,
nit.0) 2 L S k)b - e 3 (@) (1) = 1570:0),
and hence with (B.9), in the same limit,
ko(w)  gfow)ki(w) — 3 fo(w)ho(w)
3(wo)2 (mo)3
3 (k1 (w) fo(w) f1(w) + f§ (w)ka(w)) — 5(f§ (@)h1(w) + fo(w) fi(w)ho(w)) + 51 i K 3(

(mo)?

g2 (t,J)

+

with a multivariate polynomial K, in the variables {f;(w) ;;;02 U {h;(w) ;‘;g’ U {k;(w) ;-L;l of degree n.
However, via integration by parts, k,(w) = %hn_l(w) for all n € Z>1, and so after simplification

koo (w) f@(w)hl(w)—%fg(w)+§:Kn(W).

92 t7 g)n~ 3n
(t.2) 3(no)? A(ro)? — o
Given the coarse estimates
> t ds 1—3n
‘K ( )‘ds<cn Kn(f) — <cpt T2, ¢y >0,
. S S2
valid for all t,0 > 0 and n € Z>2, we arrive at the above expansion for gs(t, o). O
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