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Abstract

We obtain precise asymptotics for the weighted number of domino tilings of an L-shaped
subset of the Aztec diamond, obtained by removing an approximate rectangle in a corner of
the Aztec diamond. By tuning the size of the removed corner, we observe different types of
asymptotics. For a small removed corner, the number of tilings is close to that of the full Aztec
diamond. Enlarging the removed corner to a critical size, a phase transition described in terms
of the Tracy-Widom distribution occurs. Further increasing the size of the removed region, we
observe a sharp decrease of the number of tilings, until it is finally approximated by the number
of tilings of two smaller disjoint Aztec diamonds. We obtain uniform asymptotics for the number
of domino tilings which fully describe these transitions.

AMS Subject Classification (2020): 41A60, 60F10, 60G55.
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1 Introduction and main results
Domino tilings of L-shaped domains. The Aztec diamond AN of order N is a two-dimensional
region consisting of the union of all 2N(N + 1) squares Sj,k := [j, j + 1] × [k, k + 1] ⊂ R2 for which
j, k ∈ Z and Sj,k ⊂ {(x, y) ∈ R2 : |x| + |y| ≤ N + 1}. A domino is a rectangle covering two adjacent
unit squares: vertical dominoes have the form [j, j + 1] × [k, k + 2], while horizontal dominoes have
the form [j, j + 2] × [k, k + 1]. A horizontal domino is called a north or south domino depending
on whether j + k + N is even or odd, respectively. Similarly, a vertical domino is called an east
or west domino depending on whether j + k + N is even or odd, respectively. A domino tiling T
of AN consists of a collection of dominoes covering exactly the region AN while the interiors of the
dominoes are disjoint, see Figure 1.

Domino tilings of the Aztec diamond as well as lozenge tilings of hexagons have been investigated
intensively over the past decades because of their intriguing large N asymptotic behavior and their
connections with statistical physics models and random matrix theory, see e.g. [3, 7, 21, 31, 27, 28].
Determinantal structures underlying the tiling models have provided a powerful framework to study
their asymptotics and to identify phase transitions.

In the present work, we consider domino tilings of reduced, approximately L-shaped, Aztec dia-
monds, of the form illustrated in Figure 2. More precisely, for m = 1, . . . , N and k = 1, . . . , m + 1,
Am,k

N is the union of all unit squares Si,j for which i, j ∈ Z and

Si,j ⊂ {(x, y) ∈ R2 : |x| + |y| ≤ N + 1 and y ≤ max{2m − 1 − N − x, x − 2m − 1 + N + 2k}}.
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Figure 1: Left: a domino tiling of A5. The north, south, east and west dominoes are shown in red,
yellow, green and blue, respectively. Right: a domino tiling of A300 chosen uniformly at random.

We also consider a slightly modified domain Ãm,k
N as

Ãm,k
N =

{
Am+1,k+1

N \ vm,k, if m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1},

AN , if m = N,

where vm,k is the vertical segment from (2m + k − N − 1, k − 1) to (2m + k − N − 1, k).
A domino tiling of Am,k

N or Ãm,k
N , i.e., a collection of dominoes covering exactly the domain while

the interiors of the dominoes are disjoint, can be canonically extended to a domino tiling of AN by
completing it with north dominoes.

Colomo and Pronko [13, 14] initiated the study of this model in order to compute the free energy
of the fermionic six-vertex model on an L-shaped domain. Domino tilings of a different type of
perturbations of Aztec diamonds have been studied in [16, 20, 33]. Our objective is to understand
the large N asymptotics for

F m,k
N (a; ϵ) :=

{∑
T ∈T (Am,k

N
) av(T ), if ϵ = 1,∑

T ∈T (Ãm,k
N

) av(T ), if ϵ = 0,
0 < a ≤ 1, (1.1)

when m is proportional to N , uniformly for k ∈ {1, . . . , m}. (For k ≤ 0, the domains Am,k
N and Ãm,k

N

are not tileable [10, Remark 2.2], whereas for k ≥ m + 1 the removed region is empty.)
For a = 1, F m,k

N (1; ϵ) is equal to the number of domino tilings of the domain Am,k
N if ϵ = 1 and of

the domain Ãm,k
N if ϵ = 0. For 0 < a < 1, it can be seen as the generating function for the number

of domino tilings with a prescribed number of vertical dominoes. For the full Aztec diamond AN , a
celebrated result of Elkies, Kuperberg, Larsen, and Propp [23] states that this generating function is
explicitly given by

FN (a) :=
∑

T ∈T (AN )

av(T ) = (1 + a2)
N(N+1)

2 , 0 < a ≤ 1, (1.2)

such that in particular, the number of domino tilings of AN is 2N(N+1)/2. Observe for k = m + 1
that FN (a; ϵ) = F m,m+1

N (a; ϵ) for any m ∈ {1, . . . , N} and ϵ ∈ {0, 1}.
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Figure 2: Left: a domino tiling of A5,2
7 . Right: a domino tiling of Ã5,2

7 .

Another degenerate situation arises when k = 1: as shown in [10, Equation (1.3) and Remark
2.2], we have the explicit expression

F m,1
N (a; ϵ) = Fm−ϵ(a; ϵ)FN−m(a; ϵ) =

(
1 + a2)N(N+1)

2 −m(N+ϵ−m)
, (1.3)

which reveals that the weighted number of domino tilings is equal to that of two smaller disjoint
Aztec diamonds. It is worth recalling that the domains Am,k

N and Ãm,k
N corresponding to non-positive

integers k ≤ 0 cannot be tiled with dominoes, see also [10, Remark 2.2].

Probability of a large frozen region. Let us introduce a probability measure on the set of
domino tilings of AN : to a domino tiling T ∈ T (AN ), we assign the probability

P(T ) = av(T )

(1 + a2)
N(N+1)

2

, 0 < a ≤ 1, (1.4)

where v(T ) is the number of vertical dominoes in T . For a = 1, this is the uniform measure, while
for a < 1, domino tilings with fewer vertical dominoes are more likely to occur than tilings with
more vertical dominoes. For large N , it is well-known that the vast majority of domino tilings of AN

exhibits regions with qualitatively different behavior: near the four corners of the Aztec diamond, we
observe a frozen region where only one type of dominoes is present, while a rough region containing
a mixture of all types of dominoes is present in the middle of the Aztec diamond. For all values of
a, the rough and frozen regions are separated by the so-called arctic curve. When a = 1, this curve
is a circle (see Figure 1 on the right), while for a < 1, it is an ellipse [30].

For ϵ = 1, the quantity

P m,k
N (a; ϵ) := F m,k

N (a; ϵ)
FN (a) , m = 1, . . . , N, k = 1, . . . , m + 1, (1.5)

is the probability that a random domino tiling of the full Aztec diamond AN contains only north
dominoes in the region AN \ Am,k

N , or equivalently that it has a frozen region containing AN \ Am,k
N .
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For ϵ = 0, it is the probability that the region AN \ Ãm,k
N contains only north dominoes, but with

the additional constraint that the segment vm,k cannot be covered by a south domino. Henceforth,
we will refer to AN \ Am,k

N (for ϵ = 1) or AN \ Ãm,k
N (for ϵ = 0) as the removed corner.

Naturally, for large N , one expects that P m,k
N (a; ϵ) will be close to 1 if the removed corner lies

entirely outside the arctic curve. When the removed corner intrudes the arctic curve, one can expect
however a dramatic decrease in the number of domino tilings of the domain, such that P m,k

N (a; ϵ)
will decay rapidly as N → ∞. In order to capture this transition, we need to scale m, k with N . We
therefore introduce the variables

µ = m

N
∈ [0, 1], κ = k

N
∈ [0, 1]. (1.6)

Given m ∈ N∩
(

a2

1+a2 N, N
)
, this transition where the removed region crosses the arctic curve will

take place for k ∈ N around the value κ2N , with

κ2 = κ2(µ) = a2(2µ − 1) + 2a
√

µ(1 − µ)
1 + a2 , µ = m/N. (1.7)

Observe that for µ = a2

1+a2 , we have κ2 = µ; this corresponds to the point where the arctic curve
touches the boundary of the Aztec diamond. Accordingly, for m ∈ N ∩

(
0, a2

1+a2 N
)
, a removed

corner would immediately cross the rough region, such that the transition described above does not
take place. As k/N decreases further, the number of domino tilings continues to decrease smoothly.
Another phase transition, caused by an almost frozen region in the south corner, occurs when k/N
approaches 0, or in other words when the removed corner hits the horizontal line dividing the Aztec
diamond into halves.

Statement of results. As explained before, the L-shaped Aztec regions Am,k+1
N and Ãm,k+1

N can
only be tiled by dominoes if k is non-negative. For k = 0, we have the largest possible removed corner
such that our domain is still tileable. If k is a fixed non-negative integer (independent of N), we will
say that the removed corner is almost maximal. Our first result decribes the large N asymptotics for
F m,k+1

N (a; ϵ) (or equivalently of P m,k+1
N (a; ϵ)) in such a situation.

Theorem 1.1. (Almost maximal removed corner). Let ϵ ∈ {0, 1}, a ∈ (0, 1] be fixed. As in
(1.6), we write µ = m/N with m ∈ {1, . . . , N} and N ∈ N. Let k be a non-negative integer. As
N → ∞, we have

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) = F2(µ)N2 + F1(k, µ)N − k2

2 log N + F0(k, µ) + O(N−1/2), (1.8)

uniformly in δ ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ and in 0 ≤ k ≤ M , for any fixed M ∈ N and δ > 0, where

F2(µ) =
(

1
2 − µ + µ2

)
log(1 + a2), (1.9)

F1(k, µ) = kφ0(x0) +
(

1
2 − ϵµ

)
log(1 + a2), (1.10)

F0(k, µ) = log G(k + 1) − k2

2 log
(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)

+ ϵk log(1 − ax0) − k

2 log(2π), (1.11)

where G is Barnes’ G-function and

x0 = −a −
√

a2 + 4µ(1 − µ)
2(1 − µ) < −a, φ0(z) = (1 − µ) log(1 − az) + µ log

( z

z + a

)
. (1.12)

4



Almost maximal removed corner
Theorem 1.1

Large removed corner
Theorem 1.4

Figure 3: Left: a domino tiling of A225,10
300 taken uniformly at random. Right: a domino tiling of

A225,102
300 taken uniformly at random.

Remark 1.2. Observe that for k = 0, we have F0(0, µ) = 0 and F1(0, µ) = ( 1
2 − ϵµ) log(1+a2), such

that we have
F m,1

N (a; ϵ) = (1 + a2)( 1
2 −µ+µ2)N2+( 1

2 −ϵµ)N (1 + O(N−1/2)),
as N → ∞, which is in agreement with (1.3). For k ≥ 0 fixed, we can write the above result
alternatively as

F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) = Fm−ϵ(a; ϵ)FN−m(a; ϵ)ekφ0(x0)N N− k2

2

× G(k + 1)
(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)− k2

2 (1 − ax0)ϵk(2π)− k
2 (1 + O(N−1/2)),

as N → ∞. In this expression, we see how the number of tilings, equal to the number of tilings of
two disjoint Aztec diamonds for k = 0, rapidly increases with k, since φ0(x0) > 0. The simulation in
Figure 3 (left) suggests that the increasing number of tilings as k grows, corresponds to the presence
of k apparent paths of unfrozen dominoes connecting the two smaller Aztec diamonds. To the best of
our knowledge, it is the first time that such a phenomenon of unfreezing, via a small number of paths
over a long distance, is observed and quantified, although there are some similarities with a transition
in a model of overlapping Aztec diamonds studied in [1, 2]. It would be interesting to understand not
only the number of tilings, but also the locations and correlations of the unfrozen paths.

Remark 1.3. We verified Theorem 1.1 numerically for some choices of the parameters. In fact, the
numerical results suggest that the O(N−1/2)-term in (1.8) can be improved to O(N−1), see Figure 4
(left and middle).

Our next result is concerned with a removed corner which is slightly smaller, but still has a large
overlap with the rough region. (This case is the most involved out of the four regimes considered in
this paper.) The number of tilings is then bigger than in the regime described above, but still much
smaller than the number of tilings of the full Aztec diamond. This corresponds to µ = m/N ∈ (0, 1)
and κ = k/N ∈ (0, κ2), with κ2 = κ2(µ) ∈ (0, µ) given by (1.7). In this regime, Colomo and Pronko
established the leading order term of order N2 (the free energy) in the large N asymptotic expansion
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Theorem 1.1
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Figure 4: Let log F1
N be the right-hand side of (1.8) without the O-term. The left and middle

figures represent N 7→ N(log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) − log F1

N ) with a = 0.7845, k = 3, m = {0.7N}, µ = µN =
m/N ≈ 0.7, and with ϵ = 1 (left) and ϵ = 0 (middle). Here {x} denotes the nearest integer to x (in
case x is exactly halfway between two integers, then {x} is the nearest even integer to x).
Right: Let log F2

N be the right-hand side of (1.14) without the O-term and without the o(1)-term.
The right figure represents N 7→ log F m,k+1

N (a; ϵ) − log F2
N with a = 0.7845, m = {0.7N}, µ = µN =

m/N ≈ 0.7, k = {0.25N}, κ = κN = k/N ≈ 0.25, and ϵ = 1.

of log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) [13, 14]. We confirm and strengthen their result by computing the subleading

terms proportional to N and to log N as well as the term of order 1, and by extending the uniformity
range.

The constants C2(κ, µ), C1(κ, µ), C0(κ, µ) appearing in Theorem 1.4 below are very involved, but
in essence they only depend on κ, µ and on the unique z0 = z0(κ; µ) in the complex upper half plane
which satisfies 

1 − µ

|z0 − 1
a |

+ µ − κ

|z0|
− µ

|z0 + a|
= 0,

κ + 1 − µ − aµ

|z0 + a|
− 1 − µ

a|z0 − 1
a |

= 0.
(1.13)

This quantity is analyzed in Section 6 and Proposition 6.2 below; in particular we will show that z0
can be expressed in terms of a root of a degree four polynomial equation.

Theorem 1.4. (Large removed corner). Let ϵ ∈ {0, 1}, a ∈ (0, 1] be fixed. We write µ = m/N
and κ+ = 2k+1

2N with k ≤ m ∈ {1, . . . , N} and N ∈ N. There exists M > 0 such that for any δ > 0,
we have

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) = C2(κ+, µ)N2 + C1(κ+, µ)N − 1

12 log N + C0(κ+, µ)

+ O
(

1
N(κ2 − κ)2

)
+ o(1), (1.14)

as N → ∞, uniformly for δ ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ and for M
N ≤ κ ≤ min{κ2 − MN−2/3, µ − δ}. The

functions C2(κ+, µ), C1(κ+, µ) and C0(κ+, µ) are smooth for µ ∈ (0, 1) and κ+ ∈ (0, κ2). Their
explicit forms are given in equations (6.77), (6.78) and (6.80) below, and depend on the functions
G(κ, µ), H(κ, µ), F (κ, µ) given by (6.62), (6.61) and (6.63), respectively.

As κ+ → 0, they satisfy the asymptotics

C2(κ+, µ) =
(

1
2 − µ + µ2

)
log(1 + a2) + κ+φ0(x0) +

κ2
+
2 log κ+
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−
κ2

+
4
(
3 + 2 log(|x0|2φ′′

0(x0))
)

+ O(κ3
+), (1.15a)

C1(κ+, µ) = −−φ0(x0)
2 +

(
1
2 − ϵµ

)
log(1 + a2) − κ+

2 log κ+

+ κ+

2
(
1 + log(|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)) + 2ϵ log(1 − ax0)
)

+O(κ2
+), (1.15b)

C0(κ+, µ) = 1
24 log κ+ − 3

24 log(|x0|2φ′′
0(x0)) − ϵ

2 log(1 − ax0) + ζ ′(−1) + O(κ+), (1.15c)

uniformly in δ ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ, where x0 and φ0 are defined in (1.12), and ζ is Riemann’s zeta function.

Remark 1.5. The condition k ≤ min{Nκ2−MN1/3, N(µ−δ)} means that the corner of the removed
region lies inside the arctic ellipse, at least at a distance MN1/3 away from the ellipse and at least
at distance δN away from the point where the ellipse touches the border of the Aztec diamond. Note
also that the error terms in (1.14) are small if k → ∞ and N−1/2(Nκ2 − k) → ∞.

Remark 1.6. Barnes’ G-function satisfies the asymptotic expansion

log G(k+1) = k2

2 log
(

k + 1
2

)
− 3k2

4 − k

4 + k

2 log(2π)− 1
12 log

(
k + 1

2

)
+ 1

16 +ζ ′(−1)+O
(1

k

)
(1.16)

as k → ∞. Substituting this in Theorem 1.1, we obtain that the asymptotics from Theorem 1.1 are
compatible as k → ∞ with those from Theorem 1.4; more precisely, they match with the expansion
(1.14) with κ+ = 2k+1

2N and in which we substitute the small κ+ asymptotic expansions (1.15).

Remark 1.7. Figure 4 (right) supports the validity of Theorem 1.4 with ϵ = 1. We also verified
Theorem 1.4 numerically for ϵ = 0, although we decided not to include a graph for that case.

Remark 1.8. The simulation in Figure 3 (right) indicates several interesting asymptotic features,
in particular it shows an arctic curve separating frozen and rough regions with two cusp points. This
arctic curve has been computed explicitly in [15]. Finer statistics like local correlation functions have
not been analyzed so far. Like in the full Aztec diamond, one expects behavior described in terms
of the Airy process near the arctic curve [32], except near the cusp points. There, one would rather
expect a behavior related to the cusp-Airy process [22, 34].

For µ > a2

1+a2 and k near Nκ2, P m,k
N (a; ϵ) =F m,k

N (a; ϵ)/FN (a) is the probability to have a frozen
region that extends to a point near the arctic curve. It is well-known that the fluctuations near the
arctic curve are described by the Airy process [32] and the Tracy-Widom distribution. We recall [36]
that the Tracy-Widom distribution F TW(s) is given by

F TW(s) = exp
(

−
∫ +∞

s

(x − s)u(x)2dx

)
, (1.17)

where u(x) is the Hastings-McLeod solution of the Painlevé II equation, i.e.,

u′′(x) = xu(x) + 2u(x)3, u(x) ∼ Ai(x) as x → +∞,

where Ai is the Airy function. As s → +∞, log F TW(s) converges rapidly (faster than exponentially)
to 0,

log F TW(s) = e− 4
3 s3/2

16πs3/2 (1 + o(1)), as s → +∞, (1.18)
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Critical removed corner
Theorem 1.9

Small removed corner
Theorem 1.11

Figure 5: Left: a domino tiling of A225,191
300 taken uniformly at random. Right: a domino tiling of

A225,215
300 taken uniformly at random.

while its tail as s → −∞ is described by [4, 17]

log F TW(s) = −|s|3

12 − 1
8 log |s| + 1

24 log 2 + ζ ′(−1) + O(|s|−3/2), as s → −∞, (1.19)

where ζ is the Riemann zeta function.
The next result is an improvement of existing results [32] describing convergence to the Tracy-

Widom distribution. Compared to [32], we obtain uniform convergence for (m, k) in a slightly bigger
neighborhood of the arctic curve, and with more control over the error term.

Theorem 1.9. (Critical removed corner). Let ϵ ∈ {0, 1}, a ∈ (0, 1] be fixed. For any δ > 0 and
c < 2/5, we have

F m,k
N (a; ϵ) = FN (a)F TW

(
N2/3(κ − κ2)

(c∗)1/3

)
(1 + EN ) , N → ∞,

uniformly for a2

1+a2 (1 + δ)N ≤ m ≤ (1 − δ)N and for Nκ2 − N c ≤ k ≤ N(κ2 + δ). Here c∗ =
c∗(µ, a) > 0, with µ = m

N , is given by

c∗ = µ−κ2+ a3(1 − µ)
(1/x∗ − a)3 − µ

(1 + a/x∗)3 > 0, x∗ = a − (1 + a2)
√

µ(1 − µ)
(1 + a2)µ − 1 ∈ (0, 1/a),

and EN satisfies the following asymptotics as N → ∞:

EN =


O(N−1/3), if N

2
3 (κ − κ2) is bounded,

O
(

e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2

N1/2(κ−κ2)1/4

)
, if N

2
3 (κ − κ2) → +∞,

O(N3(κ − κ2)5), if N
2
3 (κ − κ2) → −∞,

8



for any fixed c′ ∈ (0, 2
3 (c∗)−1/2). In particular, by (1.19), as N → ∞ such that M := N

2
3 (κ2 − κ) →

+∞ and M/N1/15 → 0,

log F m,k
N (a; ϵ) = log FN (a) − M3

12c∗ − 1
8 log M + 1

24 log(2c∗) + ζ ′(−1) + O
(

1
M3/2 + M2

N1/3

)
. (1.20)

Remark 1.10. Note that there is an interval k ∈ [Nκ2 − N c1 , Nκ2 − N c2)], for any 5
15 < c2 < c1 <

6
15 , in which the results of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.9 both hold. The compatibility of both results
in that case suggest the following asymptotics as κ+ → κ2 for C2 and C1,

C2(κ+, µ) = 1
2 log(1 + a2) − 1

12c∗ (κ2 − κ+)3 + O((κ2 − κ+)4), (1.21a)

C1(κ+, µ) = 1
2 log(1 + a2) + O((κ2 − κ+)2). (1.21b)

We will prove these asymptotics in Subsection 6.10.

Finally, for µ > a2

1+a2 (1 + δ) and κ > κ2 + δ, the removed corner lies entirely north of the arctic
curve. Hence, we expect P m,k

N (a; ϵ) to be very close to 1. The next theorem confirms this expectation.
Theorem 1.11. (Small removed corner). Let ϵ ∈ {0, 1}, a ∈ (0, 1] be fixed. There exists c > 0
such that, for any δ > 0,

F m,k
N (a; ϵ) =

(
1 + O(e−cN(κ−κ2)3/2

)
)
FN (a), as N → +∞,

uniformly for a2

1+a2 (1 + δ) ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ and for κ2 + δ ≤ κ ≤ µ.

Outline. The starting point of our asymptotic analysis is a characterization of the quantity F m,k+1
N

(a;ϵ)
F m,k

N
(a;ϵ)

in terms of a 2×2 Riemann-Hilbert (RH) problem established in [10] using a discrete version of Fourier
techniques developed in [8] combined with classical Its-Izergin-Korepin-Slavnov theory [29]. We re-
call this characterization in Section 2. In Section 3, we perform the large N asymptotic analysis
of the RH problem in the situation of a small removed corner. This asymptotic analysis requires
the inspection of a phase function and a suitable deformation of jump contours, but no construction
of parametrices, and it will allow us to prove Theorem 1.11. In Section 4, we continue with the
asymptotic RH analysis in the critical regime where the removed corner hits the arctic curve. Here,
we will need to construct a local parametrix related to the Painlevé II equation, which will lie at the
basis of the proof of the Tracy-Widom asymptotics in Theorem 1.9. In Section 5, we will complete
the asymptotic analysis for an almost maximal removed corner and prove Theorem 1.1. Here we
will need to construct a local parametrix in terms of Hermite polynomials. In Section 6, we finally
analyze the RH problem asymptotically for a large removed corner. In that case, we will need to
construct a suitable g-function and at a later stage local Airy parametrices and a global parametrix.
This will lead us to the proof of Theorem 1.4.

2 Ratio identity and RH problem
The starting point of our analysis is a characterization of F m,k

N (a; ϵ) in terms of a 2 × 2 matrix RH
problem, obtained recently in [10]. By [10, Proposition 3.2, Remark 4.1 and Theorem 4.2], we have

F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ)
F m,k

N (a; ϵ)
= U11(0), (2.1)

where U is the unique solution of the following RH problem, which depends on the parameters
ϵ ∈ {0, 1}, a ∈ (0, 1], N ∈ N, m ∈ {1, . . . , N}, k ∈ {1, . . . , m}.
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RH problem for U

(a) U : C \ (γ0 ∪ γ1) → C2×2 is analytic, where γ0 is a simple positively oriented closed contour
around a but not enclosing −1/a, and γ1 is a simple positively oriented contour encircling γ0
and 0.

(b) U admits continuous boundary values U±(z) as z ∈ γ0 ∪ γ1 is approached from the left (+)
or right (−) according to the orientation of the contour, and they are related by U+(s) =
U−(z)JU (z) for z ∈ γ0 ∪ γ1, with

JU (z) =



(
1 zN−m+k+ϵ−1

(z−a)N−m+ϵ(1+az)m

0 1

)
, z ∈ γ0,(

1 0
− (z−a)N−m+ϵ(1+az)m

zN−m+k+ϵ−1 1

)
, z ∈ γ1.

(c) As z → ∞, U(z) = I + O(z−1), where I is the 2 × 2 identity matrix.

It follows from standard complex analysis arguments that det U(z) ≡ 1. Moreover, the RH solution
U depends on the choice of contours γ0, γ1, but the value U11(0) does not, provided that γ0 and γ1
satisfy the conditions described in the above RH problem.

Remark 2.1. It is well known that domino tilings of the Aztec diamond are connected to discrete
orthogonal polynomials with respect to a Krawtchouk weight, see [31], and this connection can be used
to characterize F m,k+1

N
(a;ϵ)

F m,k
N

(a;ϵ)
in terms of a discrete RH problem, characterizing orthogonal polynomials

with respect to a truncated Krawtchouk weight. In principle, one could attempt to analyze this discrete
RH problem asymptotically using the techniques of [6]. It would however be highly challenging to
obtain subleading terms and uniform error terms in this way. The above RH problem for U is simpler
in the sense that it is a continuous RH problem with simple (rational) jump matrices, which greatly
simplifies asymptotic analysis. We emphasize that the RH problem for U is not directly related to
orthogonal polynomials; it can in fact be interpreted as a RH problem in Fourier space rather than in
position space, and its solution can be expressed in terms of Padé approximants, see [10] for details.

In view of asymptotic analysis, it will be convenient to change variable z 7→ 1/z in this RH
problem. To that end, we define

Y (z) = σ3U(0)−1U(1/z)σ3, σ3 =
(

1 0
0 −1

)
. (2.2)

Under the map z 7→ 1/z, the contour γ1 is sent to a closed negatively oriented loop Σ0 enclosing 0
but not enclosing 1/a, while γ0 is sent to a closed loop Σ1 lying in the exterior of Σ0 and not passing
through 1/a. If γ0 encloses 0, then Σ1 is oriented negatively and encloses −a, 0 but not 1/a; if γ0
does not enclose 0, then Σ1 is oriented positively and encloses 1/a but not −a, 0; if γ0 passes through
0, then Σ1 closes at infinity. While all these choices are admissible, below we will always assume
that γ0 surrounds 0, so that Σ1 surrounds −a, 0 but not 1/a. After changing the orientation of the
contours Σ0 and Σ1, we obtain the following RH problem for Y .

RH problem for Y

(a) Y : C\(Σ0 ∪ Σ1) → C2×2 is analytic, with Σ0 positively oriented and enclosing 0, and Σ1 either
positively oriented and enclosing Σ0 and −a without enclosing 1/a, or negatively oriented and
enclosing 1/a without enclosing nor intersecting Σ0 and without enclosing −a.
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(b) Y+(z) = Y−(z)JY (z) for z ∈ Σ0 ∪ Σ1, with

JY (z) =



(
1 zm−k+1

(1−az)N−m+ϵ(z+a)m

0 1

)
, z ∈ Σ1,(

1 0
− (1−az)N−m+ϵ(z+a)m

zm−k+1 1

)
, z ∈ Σ0.

(2.3)

(c) As z → ∞, Y (z) = I + O(z−1).

Using (2.2), (2.1) and the fact that U(z) = I + O(z−1) as z → ∞, the ratio identity in terms of Y
reads

F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ)
F m,k

N (a; ϵ)
= Y22(0) det U(0) = Y22(0). (2.4)

Let us parametrize m ∈ {1, . . . , N} and k ∈ {1, . . . , m} as follows:

k = κN, m = µN, such that µ ∈ (0, 1] , κ ∈ (0, µ]. (2.5)

In a large part of our analysis, we will fix µ ∈
(

a2

1+a2 , 1
]
. Later on, we will argue that our results

are valid uniformly for µ ∈
(

a2

1+a2 (1 + δ), 1 − δ
]
. On the other hand, we will treat κ ∈ (0, µ] as a

varying parameter throughout our analysis. This is needed in particular because the ratio identity
(2.4) involves two different values of κ. For this reason, in our notations below, we will omit the
dependence on µ of several quantities, while we do indicate the dependence on κ.

For z ∈ C \
(
(−∞, 0] ∪ [ 1

a , +∞)
)
, we write

ϕ(z; κ) = (κ − µ) log z + (1 − µ) log(1 − az) + µ log(z + a), (2.6)

where the principal branch is used for the logarithms, such that the jump matrix JY can be rewritten
as

JY (z) =



(
1 z

(1−az)ϵ e−Nϕ(z;κ)

0 1

)
, z ∈ Σ1,(

1 0
− (1−az)ϵ

z eNϕ(z;κ) 1

)
, z ∈ Σ0.

(2.7)

3 Small removed corner
We assume in this section that µ ∈

(
a2

1+a2 , 1
)

and that κ ∈ [κ2, µ], with κ2 given by (1.7). For
κ ∈ (κ2, µ] and with ϕ given by (2.6), the discriminant of the saddle point equation ϕ′(z; κ) = 0 is
positive, so that we have two real saddle points

x1(κ) = κ + a2(2µ − κ − 1) −
√

−a2(1 + 4κµ − 2κ − 2κ2 − (2µ − 1)2) + κ2 + a4(κ − 2µ + 1)2

2a(1 + κ − µ) ,

x2(κ) = κ + a2(2µ − κ − 1) +
√

−a2(1 + 4κµ − 2κ − 2κ2 − (2µ − 1)2) + κ2 + a4(κ − 2µ + 1)2

2a(1 + κ − µ) .

For κ = κ2, these two saddle points coincide, such that there is a double saddle point at

x∗ := κ2 + a2(2µ − κ2 − 1)
2a(1 + κ2 − µ) . (3.1)
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Note also that x1(µ) = 0 and

0 < x1(κ) < x2(κ) <
1
a

, for all µ ∈
( a2

1 + a2 , 1
)

, κ ∈ (κ2, µ).

By (2.6), we can rewrite ϕ′(z; κ) as follows,

ϕ′(z; κ) = (κ + 1 − µ) (z − x1(κ))(z − x2(κ))
z(z + a)(z − 1/a) .

We can use the theory of critical trajectories of quadratic differentials [35] to understand the
behavior of ℜϕ(z; κ) as a function of z ∈ C. An object of the form ϕ′(z; κ)2dz2 with ϕ′(z; κ)2

rational, is called a quadratic differential. A curve is called a (vertical) trajectory of this quadratic
differential if ϕ′(z; κ)2dz2 < 0 for z on the curve, or equivalently if ℜ

(
ϕ′(z; κ)dz

)
= 0, i.e.

ℜ
(

(z − x1(κ))(z − x2(κ))
z(z + a)(z − 1/a) dz

)
= 0.

By the fundamental theorem of calculus, the real part of ϕ(z; κ) is constant along such trajecto-
ries. There is an extensive literature on the local and global structure of trajectories of quadratic
differentials, see e.g. [35]. We limit ourselves to recalling the main results that we will need for our
specific quadratic differential which has two double zeros x1(κ), x2(κ) if κ > κ2 and three double
poles −a, 0, 1/a. Trajectories going through one of the zeros x1(κ), x2(κ) are called critical trajecto-
ries. These critical trajectories consist locally near that zero of two orthogonal curves making angles
±π/4 with the real line. Other, non-critical trajectories, are smooth curves without self-intersections.
If κ = κ2 such that x1(κ) = x2(κ), the critical trajectory through this point consists of three curves
making angles −π/6, π/6, π/2 with the real line. Moreover, a trajectory of ϕ′(z; κ)2dz2 can only
contain a closed loop if it encloses at least one of the poles −a, 0, 1/a; otherwise the maximum and
minimum principles applied to the harmonic function ℜϕ(z; κ) would imply that ℜϕ(z; κ) is constant
in the interior of the closed loop, which is impossible. We denote the trajectory of level h as

Th := {z ∈ C : ℜϕ(z; κ) = h}.

Of course, trajectories corresponding to different levels cannot intersect, and they are invariant under
complex conjugation since ϕ′(z; κ) = ϕ′(z; κ). It will be useful to observe that

ℜϕ(∞, κ) = ℜϕ(0, κ) = +∞, ℜϕ(−a, κ) = ℜϕ( 1
a , κ) = −∞. (3.2)

The next result summarizes the global structure of the critical trajectories, both for κ > κ2 and
for κ = κ2. We don’t need the latter in this section, but we will need it later when studying the
transition where κ ≈ κ2.

Proposition 3.1. 1. Let κ > κ2. Denote h1 = ℜϕ(x1(κ); κ) and h2 = ℜϕ(x2(κ); κ). For h1 <
h < h2, the trajectory Th = Γ1(h) ∪ Γ2(h) ∪ Γ3(h) consists of three disjoint simple closed curves
Γ1(h), Γ2(h), Γ3(h), symmetric under complex conjugation; Γ1(h) encloses 0 but neither of the
points −a, x1(κ), x2(κ), 1/a; Γ2(h) encloses −a, 0, x1(κ) but does not enclose x2(κ), 1/a; Γ3(h)
encloses 1/a but neither of the points −a, 0, x1(κ), x2(κ). See Figure 6 (left).

2. Let κ = κ2. Denote h = ℜϕ(x∗; κ2). The critical trajectory Th = Γ1 ∪ Γ2 ∪ Γ3 is the union
of three simple closed curves intersecting only at x∗; Γ1 encloses 0 but neither of the points
−a, 1/a; Γ2 encloses Γ1 and −a, 0 but not 1/a; Γ3 encloses 1/a but neither of the points −a, 0.
See Figure 6 (right).
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Figure 6: In all images, the shaded regions correspond to {z : ℜϕ(z; κ) > h} and the white regions
to {z : ℜϕ(z; κ) < h}. The orange dots are −a, 0, 1/a, and the green dots are x1(κ), x2(κ). Left:
a = 0.75, µ = 0.808 ∈ ( a2

1+a2 , 1), κ = 0.95κ2 + 0.05µ > κ2, h = (h1 + h2)/2. Right: a = 0.75,
µ = 0.808 ∈ ( a2

1+a2 , 1), κ = κ2, h = ℜϕ(x∗; κ2).

Proof. For h large and positive, we easily conclude from (3.2) that Th consists of a small closed curve
C1(h) around 0 and a large closed curve C2(h) enclosing all of the points −a, 0, x1(κ), x2(κ), 1/a.
As h decreases, C1(h), C2(h) are homotopically deformed in C \ {−a, 0, x1(κ), x2(κ), 1/a}, until h =
ℜϕ(x2(κ); κ).

Suppose first that κ > κ2, such that h1 < h2. Since Th2 contains two orthogonal curves going
through x2(κ) and since it can only contain a closed loop if it encloses at least one of the poles
−a, 0, 1/a, necessarily x2(κ) belongs to C2(h2) which turns from a simple closed loop into an eight-
shaped contour as h → h2. As h decreases further, C2(h) splits into two disjoint simple closed loops,
the right one going around 1/a and the left one going around C1(h) and −a. (As h → h1, the left
one connects with C1(h), and for h < h1, they become one closed curve around −a not enclosing 0.)

Next, suppose that κ = κ2, such that h1 = h2. Then, the critical trajectory Th consists locally
near x∗ of three curves. Since closed loops in T (h) need to enclose a pole, this can only happen if
x∗ belongs to both of the components C1(h), C2(h). In other words, C2(h) = Γ2 ∪ Γ3 is eight-shaped
with intersection at x∗, and C1(h) = Γ1 also contains x∗ while it lies inside the leftmost loop Γ2 of
C2(κ2).

Corollary 3.2. 1. There exists c > 0 such that for any κ ∈ (κ2, µ], there exist h ∈ R and disjoint
contours Σ0 and Σ1, with Σ0, Σ1 as specified in the RH problem for Y , such that

ℜϕ(z; κ) − h ≥ c(κ − κ2)3/2, z ∈ Σ1,

ℜϕ(z; κ) − h ≤ −c(κ − κ2)3/2, z ∈ Σ0.

2. Let κ = κ2. There exist contours Σ0, Σ1 intersecting only at x∗, with Σ0, Σ1 as specified in the
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RH problem for Y , such that the following holds: for any δ > 0, there exists c > 0 such that

ℜϕ(z; κ2) − ℜϕ(x∗; κ2) > c, z ∈ Σ1 \ {|z − x∗| ≤ δ},

ℜϕ(z; κ2) − ℜϕ(x∗; κ2) < −c, z ∈ Σ0 \ {|z − x∗| ≤ δ}.

Proof. For κ = κ2, we take Σ0 in the region between Γ1 and Γ2 (thus Σ0 passes through x∗).
Since −a lies in that region and since ℜϕ(−a; κ2) = −∞, we then have ℜϕ(z; κ2) < ℜϕ(x∗; κ2) on
Σ0 \ {x∗}. Further, we take Σ1 outside Γ2 and going around Γ3 (thus Σ1 also passes through x∗).
Since ℜϕ(∞; κ2) = +∞, we have ℜϕ(z; κ2) > ℜϕ(x∗; κ2) on Σ1 \ {x∗}.

For κ > κ2, we use the notations of Proposition 3.1 and let h1 < h′ < h < h′′ < h2. Since
h2 − h1 ≥ 3c(κ − κ2)3/2 for some c > 0, we can take h′, h′′ moreover such that h − h′, h′′ − h ≥
c(κ − κ2)3/2. We take Σ0 = Γ1(h′) and Σ1 = Γ3(h′′). Then we have

ℜϕ(z; κ) − h = h′′ − h ≥ c(κ − κ2)3/2, z ∈ Σ1,

ℜϕ(z; κ) − h = h′ − h ≤ −c(κ − κ2)3/2, z ∈ Σ0.

This proves the result.

We will now prove that the RH problem for Y is equivalent to a small-norm RH problem for
κ ∈ (κ2, µ], with jump matrices exponentially close to identity as N → ∞.

In the remaining part of this section, we let κ > κ2 + δ for some δ > 0 and we choose Σ1, Σ0 such
that they satisfy the inequalities in Corollary 3.2, part 1, for some h ∈ R. We define

T (z) = e
N
2 hσ3Y (z)e− N

2 hσ3 . (3.3)

Then T solves the following RH problem, whose jumps are exponentially close to the identity.

RH problem for T

(a) T : C \ (Σ0 ∪ Σ1) → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) T+(z) = T−(z)JT (z) for z ∈ Σ0 ∪ Σ1, with

JT (z) =



(
1 z

(1−az)ϵ e−N(ϕ(z;κ)−h)

0 1

)
, z ∈ Σ1,(

1 0
− (1−az)ϵ

z eN(ϕ(z;κ)−h) 1

)
, z ∈ Σ0.

(3.4)

(c) As z → ∞, T (z) = I + O(z−1).

We obtain from Corollary 3.2 that, for sufficiently small c > 0,

JT (z) = I + O(e−cN(κ−κ2)3/2
), as N → +∞,

uniformly for z ∈ Σ0 ∪ Σ1. It then follows from general RH theory [18, 19] that

T (z) = I + O(e−cN(κ−κ2)3/2
), as N → +∞,

uniformly for z ∈ C \ (Σ0 ∪ Σ1). In particular, we obtain that

T22(0) = Y22(0) = 1 + O(e−cN(κ−κ2)3/2
), as N → +∞,

such that (2.4) implies the following result.
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Proposition 3.3. There exists c > 0 such that, for any δ > 0,

F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ)
F m,k

N (a; ϵ)
= 1 + O(e−cN(κ−κ2)3/2

), N → ∞,

uniformly for N(κ2 + δ) < k ≤ N .

It is straightforward to verify that all the error terms appearing above are uniform for a2

1+a2 (1+δ) ≤
µ ≤ 1 − δ, for any fixed δ > 0. We now easily prove Theorem 1.11 by taking a telescoping product
of the ratios F m,ℓ+1

N
(a;ϵ)

F m,ℓ
N

(a;ϵ)
for ℓ = k, . . . , m, since F m,m+1

N (a; ϵ) = FN (a; ϵ) = (1 + a2)
N(N+1)

2 .

4 Critical removed corner
In this section, we let µ = m/N ∈

(
a2

1+a2 , 1
)

and κ = k/N ∈ [κ2 − N c−1, κ2 + δ] for some c ∈ (0, 2/5)
and for some small but fixed δ > 0.

4.1 Transformation Y 7→ T

We denote

x∗ := κ2 + a2(2µ − κ2 − 1)
2a(1 + κ2 − µ) , ϕ∗ := ϕ(x∗; κ2).

In other words, x∗ is the double saddle point of ϕ for κ = κ2 (recall the discussion around (3.1)),
and ϕ∗ is the value of ϕ at this double saddle point. We define T as in (3.3) with h = ϕ(x∗; κ), such
that it satisfies the following RH problem.

RH problem for T

(a) T : C \ (Σ0 ∪ Σ1) → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) T+(z) = T−(z)JT (z) for z ∈ Σ0 ∪ Σ1, with

JT (z) =



(
1 z

(1−az)ϵ e−N(ϕ(z;κ)−ϕ(x∗;κ))

0 1

)
, z ∈ Σ1,(

1 0
− (1−az)ϵ

z eN(ϕ(z;κ)−ϕ(x∗;κ)) 1

)
, z ∈ Σ0.

(4.1)

(c) As z → ∞, T (z) = I + O(z−1).

Recall from Corollary 3.2 (part 2) that for κ = κ2, we can choose the jump contours Σ0, Σ1 such
that they intersect at x∗, with Σ0 enclosing 0, Σ1 enclosing 1/a but not enclosing −a nor Σ0, and
moreover such that

JT (z) = I + O(e−cN ), z ∈ (Σ0 ∪ Σ1) \ {|z − x∗| ≤ δ}, (4.2)

as N → +∞. For κ = κ2, we have

ϕ(z; κ2) = ϕ∗ + ϕ′′′(x∗; κ2)
6 (z − x∗)3 + O((z − x∗)4), z → x∗, (4.3)
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which implies that we can choose these curves Σ0, Σ1 such that they intersect each other and the
real line at x∗ with angles, for instance, ±π/3. If we take κ sufficiently close to κ2, then we easily
see that there exists δ > 0 such that the estimate (4.2) remains valid, uniformly in z and κ.

By (2.6) and (4.3), we have

ϕ(z; κ) − ϕ(x∗; κ) = ϕ′′′(x∗; κ2)
6 (z − x∗)3 + (κ − κ2) log z

x∗ + O((z − x∗)4), z → x∗. (4.4)

(Note that x∗ remains bounded away from 0 when µ remains bounded away from a2

1+a2 .) This implies
cubic exponential behavior of the jump matrix JT near x∗ for κ close to κ2. Analogies with similar
situations in e.g. [5, 9, 11, 12] suggest that we need to construct a local parametrix near x∗ built out
of a model RH problem associated to the Painlevé II equation, which we describe next.

4.2 Painlevé II model RH problem
The general RH problem characterizing solutions to the Painlevé II equation

u′′(s) = su(s) + 2u3(s) (4.5)

depends on four parameters s, a1, a2, a3 and is as follows, see [25, 26].

(
1 0
a1 1

)
(

1 a2
0 1

)

(
1 0
a3 1

)
(

1 a3
0 1

)

(
1 0
a2 1

)
(

1 a1
0 1

)

Figure 7: The jump contour Σ =
⋃5

j=0{xei( π
6 +j π

3 ) : x > 0}, together with the corresponding jump
matrices.

RH problem for Φ = Φ(·; s, a1, a2, a3)

(a) Φ : C \ Σ → C2×2 is analytic, and Σ consists of 6 semi-infinite rays starting at the origin, as
shown in Figure 7.

(b) Φ has the jump relation Φ+ = Φ−JΦ on Σ, with JΦ as shown in Figure 7.
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(
1 1
0 1

)(
1 0
1 1

)

(
1 1
0 1

)(
1 0
1 1

)

Figure 8: The jump contour ΣΨ =
⋃

αj= π
3 , 2π

3
{xeiαj : x ∈ R}. The orientations are indicated by

arrows, and the matrices along the rays are the corresponding jump matrices.

(c) As ζ → ∞, we have

Φ(ζ) =
(

I + 1
ζ

(
− 1

2i q(s) 1
2i u(s)

− 1
2i u(s) 1

2i q(s)

)
+ O(ζ−2)

)
e−i( 4

3 ζ3+sζ)σ3 , (4.6)

where
q(s) =

∫ s

∞
u2(s′)ds′, (4.7)

and where u is a solution to the Painlevé II equation (4.5).

As ζ → 0, we have
Φ(ζ) = O(1). (4.8)

If
a1a2a3 + a1 + a2 + a3 = 0, (4.9)

this RH problem is solvable for s ∈ C, except at isolated singularities which are poles of the relevant
Painlevé II solution u. The Painlevé II solution depends on the values of the Stokes parameters
a1, a2, a3.

The Hastings-McLeod solution u(s) of the Painlevé II equation is characterized by its rapid decay
u(s) ∼ Ai(s) as s → +∞, and it corresponds to a1 = 1, a2 = 0, a3 = −1. It has no poles on the
real line. It is the RH problem corresponding to this solution that we will use to construct a local
parametrix. We define

Ψ(ζ; s) = σ3σ1Φ(ζe
iπ
2 ; s, a1 = 1, a2 = 0, a3 = −1)σ1σ3, (4.10)

where σ1 =
(

0 1
1 0

)
is the first Pauli matrix. Then, Ψ solves the following RH problem.

RH problem for Ψ

(a) Ψ : C \ ΣΨ → C2×2 is analytic, and ΣΨ consists of 4 semi-infinite rays as shown in Figure 8.
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(b) Ψ has the jump relation Ψ+ = Ψ−JΨ on ΣΨ, with JΨ as shown in Figure 8 (note that we have
reversed the orientation of two rays).

(c) As ζ → ∞, we have

Ψ(ζ) =
(

I + 1
ζ

(
− 1

2 q(s) − 1
2 u(s)

1
2 u(s) 1

2 q(s)

)
+ Ψ2(s)ζ−2 + O(ζ−3)

)
e( 4

3 ζ3−sζ)σ3 , (4.11)

where Ψ2(s) is a 2 × 2 matrix depending on s.

As ζ → 0, we have
Ψ(ζ) = O(1). (4.12)

Observe that, by (1.17) and (4.7), we have

∂s log F TW(s) = −q(s). (4.13)

The asymptotic analysis of the RH problem for Φ as s → ±∞ has been carried out in [26] (with
[26, Chapter 11] being particularly relevant to our setting). However, the specific estimates required
for our purposes do not appear to be directly available in the literature. We will therefore perform
two nonlinear steepest descent analyses on Ψ, inspired by [26]: first in the regime s → +∞, and then
in the regime s → −∞.

4.2.1 Asymptotic analysis for Ψ as s → +∞

As s → +∞, not only the Painlevé II solution u(s) decays rapidly (faster than exponentially), but
the same is true for the functions q(s) and Ψ2(s) in the expansion (4.11). To show this, we first
consider Ψb(ζ) = Ψ(

√
sζ)e−s3/2( 4

3 ζ3−ζ)σ3 . We then apply the transformation

Ψc(ζ) = Ψb(ζ)



(
1 e2s3/2( 4

3 ζ3−ζ)

0 1

)
, if ζ ∈ Ωr,(

1 0
e−2s3/2( 4

3 ζ3−ζ) 1

)
, if ζ ∈ Ωl,

I, otherwise,

(4.14)

where

Ωr = {z = reiθ : r ∈ (0, 1), θ ∈ (− π
3 , π

3 ), ℜz ∈ (0, 1
2 )}, Ωl = −Ωr.

The jump contour for Ψc is shown in Figure 9 (left). The jump matrices for Ψc satisfy

I + O(e−2s3/2|ℜ( 4
3 ζ3−ζ)|), as s → +∞

uniformly for ζ on the contour ΣΨc . It is also easy to check that |ℜ( 4
3 ζ3 − ζ)| ≥ 1

3 for all ζ ∈ ΣΨc
.

It then follows from standard theory for small norm RH problems [19, 18] that

Ψc(ζ) = I + O

(∫
ΣΨc

e−2s3/2|ℜ( 4
3 z3−z)||dz|

1 + |ζ|

)
= I + O

(s−3/4e− 2
3 s3/2

1 + |ζ|

)
, as s → +∞,

uniformly for ζ ∈ C \ ΣΨc . Since Ψ(ζ) = Ψc(ζ/
√

s)e( 4
3 ζ3−sζ)σ3 for all |ζ| >

√
s, we conclude that

Ψ(ζ) =
(

I + O
(s−1/4

ζ
e− 2

3 s3/2
))

e( 4
3 ζ3−sζ)σ3 , as s → +∞ (4.15)
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(
1 e2s3/2( 4

3 ζ3−ζ)

0 1

)(
1 0

e−2s3/2( 4
3 ζ3−ζ) 1

) (
1 e2|s|3/2g(ζ)

0 1

)

(
1 e2|s|3/2g(ζ)

0 1

)

(
1 0

e−2|s|3/2g(ζ) 1

)

(
1 0

e−2|s|3/2g(ζ) 1

)

(
0 1

−1 e|s|3/2(g+(ζ)−g−(ζ))

)

Figure 9: Left: The shaded regions correspond to {ζ : ℜ( 4
3 ζ3 − ζ) > 0} and the white regions to

{ζ : ℜ( 4
3 ζ3 − ζ) < 0}. The jump matrices for Ψc are uniformly close to I on the contour as s → +∞.

The vertical segments pass through ± 1
2 . Right: The shaded regions correspond to {ζ : ℜg(ζ) > 0}

and the white regions to {ζ : g(ζ) < 0}. The jump matrices for Ψ̃c are uniformly close to I on the
contour as s → −∞, except on the vertical segment [ −i√

2 , i√
2 ] and in small neighborhoods of ± i√

2 .

uniformly for |ζ| >
√

s. Comparing (4.15) with (4.11), we conclude that

u(s) = O
(

s−1/4e− 2
3 s3/2

)
, q(s) = O

(
s−1/4e− 2

3 s3/2
)

, Ψ2(s) = O
(

s1/4e− 2
3 s3/2

)
, (4.16)

as s → +∞.

4.2.2 Asymptotic analysis for Ψ as s → −∞

The expansion (4.11) does not hold uniformly as s → −∞. This is connected to the fact that
q, u, Ψ2 and further terms in the expansion blow up in this limit. The goal of this subsection is
to obtain an expansion for Ψ(ζ) as ζ → ∞ that is valid uniformly for large negative s. We first
define Ψ̃(ζ) = Ψ(

√
−sζ). Then, we analytically continue Ψ̃ from each of the 4 sectors, in order to

construct a new function Ψ̃b with jumps on the contour shown in Figure 9 (right - note that the
jump matrices shown in the figure are not the ones for Ψ̃b; they correspond to Ψ̃c defined below).
The transformation Ψ̃ 7→ Ψ̃b can be made explicit in a similar way as in (4.14), but since this explicit
transformation will not play any role for us, we omit it here. By (4.11), as ζ → ∞ we have

Ψ̃b(ζ) =
(

I + 1
ζ
√

−s

(
− 1

2 q(s) − 1
2 u(s)

1
2 u(s) 1

2 q(s)

)
+ Ψ2(s)ζ−2|s|−1 + O(ζ−3)

)
e(−s)3/2( 4

3 ζ3+ζ)σ3 . (4.17)

Define g(ζ) = 4
3 (ζ2 + 1

2 )3/2, where the branch cut is chosen so that g is analytic in C except on the
vertical segment [− i√

2 , i√
2 ], and such that

g(ζ) = 4
3ζ3 + ζ + 1

8ζ
+ O(ζ−3), as ζ → ∞. (4.18)
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Let us orient [− i√
2 , i√

2 ] upwards. We directly verify that

g+(ζ) + g−(ζ) = 0, g+(ζ) − g−(ζ) < 0, for all ζ ∈ (− i√
2 , i√

2 ).

We next apply the transformation

Ψ̃c(ζ) = Ψ̃b(ζ)e−(−s)3/2g(ζ)σ3 .

By (4.17)–(4.18), we have

Ψ̃c(ζ) = I + 1
ζ

(
− |s|3/2

8 σ3 + 1
|s|1/2

(
− q(s)

2 − u(s)
2

u(s)
2

q(s)
2

))
+ O(ζ−2) as ζ → ∞. (4.19)

The jump matrices for Ψ̃c are shown in Figure 9 (right); they are uniformly close to I on the contour
as s → −∞, except on the vertical segment [ −i√

2 , i√
2 ] and in small neighborhoods of ± i√

2 . To handle
the jump matrix on (− i√

2 , i√
2 ), we use the global parametrix

Q∞(ζ) =
(

1 −1
−i −i

)(ζ + i√
2

ζ − i√
2

)σ3/4(
1 −1

−i −i

)−1
, for ζ ∈ C \ [− i√

2 , i√
2 ], (4.20)

where the branchs are chosen so that Q∞ is analytic on C \ [− i√
2 , i√

2 ] and behaves as

Q∞(ζ) = I + 1
2
√

2ζ

(
0 −1
1 0

)
+ O(ζ−2) as ζ → ∞. (4.21)

It is easy to verify that

Q∞
+ (ζ) = Q∞

− (ζ)
(

0 1
−1 0

)
, ζ ∈ (− i√

2 , i√
2 ),

so that Ψ̃c(ζ)Q∞(ζ)−1 has uniformly small jumps, except near ± i√
2 . To handle the jumps of Ψ̃c for

ζ close to i√
2 , we construct a local parametrix Q

( i√
2

)(ζ), defined for |ζ − i√
2 | ≤ 1

10 such that P
( i√

2
)

has the same jumps as Ψ̃c on this disk, and such that

Q
( i√

2
)(ζ)Q∞(ζ)−1 = I + O(|s|−3/2), as s → −∞

uniformly for |ζ − i√
2 | = 1

10 . Q
( i√

2
) can be constructed in terms of Airy function as in [18], but since

this expression will not play any role for us, we do not provide details here. We then define

R̃(ζ) =


Ψ̃c(ζ)Q∞(ζ)−1, if |ζ − i√

2 | > 1
10 and |ζ + i√

2 | > 1
10 ,

Ψ̃c(ζ)Q( i√
2

)(ζ)−1, if |ζ − i√
2 | < 1

10 ,

Ψ̃c(ζ)Q( i√
2

)(ζ)
−1

, if |ζ + i√
2 | < 1

10 .

The jumps for R̃ are I + O(|s|−3/2e−|ζ|) as s → −∞ uniformly for ζ on the contour, and therefore,
by standard theory for small norms RH problems [19, 18],

R̃(ζ) = I + O
(

1
(1 + |ζ|)|s|3/2

)
, as s → −∞, (4.22)
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uniformly for ζ ∈ C. Since Ψ̃c(ζ) = R̃(ζ)Q∞(ζ) for all |ζ| ≥ 1, (4.19), (4.21) and (4.22) imply that

u(s) =
√

−s/2 + O(s−1), q(s) = −s2

4 + O(1/s), as s → −∞. (4.23)

In fact, by [26, Theorem 10.2 (part 3 with s2 = 0)], the first formula in (4.23) can be improved,
while by (4.13) and (1.19), the second formula in (4.23) can be improved (more precisely, we need
to use here the fact that the s-derivative of the O-term in (1.19) is O(s−5/2), which follows from the
analysis in [4, 17]). This gives

u(s) =
√

−s/2 + O(s−5/2), q(s) = −s2

4 + 1
8s

+ O(s−5/2), as s → −∞. (4.24)

Inverting the transformations Ψ → Ψ̃ → Ψ̃b → Ψ̃c → R̃, we obtain

Ψ(ζ) = Ψ̃c( ζ
|s|1/2 )e|s|3/2g(ζ/|s|1/2)σ3 = R̃( ζ

|s|1/2 )Q∞( ζ
|s|1/2 )e|s|3/2g(ζ/|s|1/2)σ3

for all |ζ| ≥
√

|s|. By (4.22), we thus have

Ψ(ζ) =
(

I + O
(

1
|s|3/2ζ

))
Q∞( ζ

|s|1/2 )e 4
3 (ζ2−s/2)3/2σ3 , as s → −∞ (4.25)

uniformly for |ζ| ≥
√

|s|. By expanding (ζ2 − s/2)3/2 and Q∞( ζ
|s|1/2 ) as ζ/|s|1/2 → ∞, and by using

the asymptotics (4.24) for u(s) and q(s), we can also rewrite (4.25) as

Ψ(ζ) =
(

I + 1
ζ

(
− 1

2 q(s) − 1
2 u(s)

1
2 u(s) 1

2 q(s)

)
+ O

(
1

|s|3/2ζ

)
+ O

(
s4

ζ2

))
e( 4

3 ζ3−sζ)σ3 , (4.26)

uniformly as ζ → ∞ and s → −∞ such that s2/ζ → 0. In fact, the above asymptotics can be shown
to hold as s → ∞ such as | arg s − π| < δ, see e.g. [26, Chapter 11].

4.3 Local parametrix near x∗

We need to construct a local parametrix P near x∗ satisfying the following conditions. We denote
D for the open disk centered at x∗ with sufficiently small radius η > 0.

RH problem for P

(a) P : D \ (Σ0 ∪ Σ1) → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) P+(z) = P−(z)JT (z) for z ∈ (Σ0 ∪ Σ1) ∩ D.

(c) P (z) = I + O(N−1/3) as N → +∞ uniformly for z ∈ ∂D.

We construct P of the form

P (z) =
(

(1 − az)ϵ

z

)− σ3
2

Ψ
(
N

1
3 f(z); N

2
3 s(z; κ)

)
e

N
2 (ϕ(z;κ)−ϕ(x∗;κ))σ3

(
(1 − az)ϵ

z

)σ3
2

. (4.27)

Here f is a conformal map in a sufficiently small disk D := {z ∈ C : |z − x∗| < η}, given by

f(z) =
(

3
8

)1/3
(ϕ∗ − ϕ(z; κ2))1/3.
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It satisfies

f(z) = f∗(z − x∗)
(
1 + O(z − x∗)

)
, as z → x∗, (4.28)

by (4.3), with

f∗ =
(

− 1
16ϕ′′′(x∗; κ2)

)1/3
> 0. (4.29)

Note that f (and therefore also f∗) is independent of κ. We choose, a posteriori, the jump contours
Σ0 and Σ1 for T locally near x∗ in such a way that z 7→ N

1
3 f(z) maps (Σ0 ∪Σ1)∩D to a subset of the

jump contour ΣΨ for Ψ. By this choice, P has exactly the same jump relation as T on (Σ0 ∪Σ1)∩D,
such that condition (b) of the RH problem for P is satisfied. The function s is defined by

s(z; κ) = ϕ(z; κ) − ϕ(x∗; κ) − (ϕ(z; κ2) − ϕ∗)
2f(z) = (κ − κ2) log z − log x∗

2f(z) . (4.30)

Note that s(z;κ)
κ−κ2

is independent of κ and satisfies

s(z; κ)
κ − κ2

= s∗ + O
(
z − x∗), as z → x∗, s∗ = 1

2x∗f∗ . (4.31)

Hence, using also (4.30), we can (and do) choose η sufficiently small so that
9
10s∗|κ − κ2| ≤ |s(z; κ)| ≤ 11

10s∗|κ − κ2| for all z ∈ ∂D.

As N → +∞, the RH problem for Ψ, more specifically (4.11) together with the strengthened
versions (4.15)-(4.16) as s → +∞ and (4.26) as s → −∞, implies that

P (z) = I + 1
N

1
3 f(z)

(
(1 − az)ϵ

z

)− σ3
2
(

− 1
2 q(N 2

3 s(z; κ)) − 1
2 u(N 2

3 s(z; κ))
1
2 u(N 2

3 s(z; κ)) 1
2 q(N 2

3 s(z; κ))

)(
(1 − az)ϵ

z

)σ3
2

+ 1{|κ−κ2|≤N−2/3}O(N−2/3) + 1{κ<κ2}O
(

N2s(z; κ)4
)

+ 1{κ≥κ2}O(N− 1
2 s(z; κ)1/4e− 2

3 Ns(z;κ)3/2
),

as N → ∞, which can be rewritten as

P (z) = I + 1
N

1
3 f(z)

(
(1 − az)ϵ

z

)− σ3
2
(

− 1
2 q(N 2

3 s(z; κ)) − 1
2 u(N 2

3 s(z; κ))
1
2 u(N 2

3 s(z; κ)) 1
2 q(N 2

3 s(z; κ))

)(
(1 − az)ϵ

z

)σ3
2

+ 1{|κ−κ2|≤N−2/3}O(N−2/3) + 1{κ<κ2}O
(

N2(κ2 − κ)4
)

+ 1{κ≥κ2}O
(

(κ − κ2)1/4

N1/2 e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2
)

.

(4.32)

for any fixed 0 < c′ < 2
3 (s∗)3/2. This expansion is uniform in z ∈ ∂D and the error terms are

uniformly small for a2

1+a2 (1 + δ) ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ and for κ ∈
[
κ2 − 1

Nc , κ2 + δ
]

for δ > 0 sufficiently small
and for c > 1/2.

4.4 Small norm RH problem
Define

R(z) =
{

T (z), z ∈ C \ D,

T (z)P (z)−1, z ∈ D.
(4.33)

R satisfies the following RH problem.
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-1

0

1
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κ > κ2 (s > 0)

-2 -1 0 1 2
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-1

0

1

2

κ < κ2 (s < 0)

Figure 10: In all images, ΣR is the black oriented contour. The shaded regions correspond to
{z : ℜϕ(z; κ) > h} and the white regions to {z : ℜϕ(z; κ) < h}, where h = ϕ(x∗; κ). The orange dots
are −a, 0, 1/a, and the green dots are x1(κ), x2(κ). The jump contour ΣR is independent of s and is
therefore the same in both images.

RH problem for R

(a) R : C \ ΣR → C2×2 is analytic, where

ΣR = ∂D ∪
(
(Σ0 ∪ Σ1) \ D

)
.

The contour ΣR is oriented as shown in Figure 10. In particular, we orient the circle ∂D in the
clockwise direction.

(b) For z ∈ ΣR, we have R+(z) = R−(z)JR(z), where

JR(z) = P (z), z ∈ ∂D,

JR(z) = JT (z), z ∈ ΣR \ ∂D.

(c) R(z) remains bounded as z tends to the points of self-intersection of ΣR.
As z → ∞, R(z) = I + R1

z + O(z−2) for some R1 independent of z.

Observe that we have the symmetry R(z) = R(z), z ∈ C \ ΣR.
On ∂D, by (4.32) and (4.30), we have

JR(z) = I + J
(1)
R (z; N2/3s(z; κ))

N
1
3

+ 1|κ−κ2|≤N−2/3O(N−2/3)

+ 1{κ<κ2}O
(

N2(κ2 − κ)4
)

+ 1{κ≥κ2}O
(

(κ − κ2)1/4

N1/2 e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2
)

, (4.34)

23



as N → ∞ uniformly for z ∈ ∂D and κ ∈
[
κ2 − 1

Nc , κ2 + δ
]
, for some fixed constants δ > 0, c > 1/2

and c′ ∈ (0, 2
3 (s∗)3/2), and for some matrix J

(1)
R (z; s). On the rest of the (bounded) contour, by

Corollary 3.2 (part 2, using also that ϕ(z; κ) vary smoothly with κ) and (4.1), we have

JR(z) = I + O(e−cN ), as N → +∞

uniformly for z ∈ ΣR \∂D and κ ∈
[
κ2 − 1

Nc , κ2 + δ
]
. By small-norm theory of RH problems [19, 18],

we then obtain a similar expansion for R:

R(z) = I + R(1)(z; N2/3s(z; κ))
N

1
3

+ 1|κ−κ2|≤N−2/3O
(

1
N2/3(1 + |z|)

)
+ 1{κ<κ2}O

(
N2(κ2 − κ)4

1 + |z|

)
+ 1{κ≥κ2}O

(
(κ − κ2)1/4e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2

N1/2(1 + |z|)

)
, (4.35)

as N → ∞ uniformly for z ∈ C \ ΣR and κ ∈
[
κ2 − 1

Nc , κ2 + δ
]
. By substituting (4.34) and (4.35)

in the jump relation R+ = R−JR valid on ∂D we obtain the relation (omitting the dependence on
N2/3s(z; κ) in our notations)

R
(1)
+ (z) − R

(1)
− (z) = J

(1)
R (z), z ∈ ∂D.

Since R(1)(z) → 0 as z → ∞, this relation allows us to compute R(1) explicitly as the Cauchy integral

R(1)(z) = 1
2πi

∫
∂D

J
(1)
R (s)
s − z

ds,

where we recall that the orientation of the disk is clockwise. Therefore, for z ∈ C \ D, we have

R(1)(z) = 1
z − x∗ Res

(
J

(1)
R (s); s = x∗

)
.

The above residue can be computed explicitly using (4.31), (4.32) and (4.28):

Res
(

J
(1)
R (s); s = x∗

)
= 1

f0

(
− 1

2 q(N 2
3 (κ − κ2)s∗) − 1

2 u(N 2
3 (κ − κ2)s∗) x∗

(1−ax∗)ϵ

1
2 u(N 2

3 (κ − κ2)s∗) (1−ax∗)ϵ

x∗
1
2 q(N 2

3 (κ − κ2)s∗)

)
. (4.36)

We now have all the ingredients needed to compute the large N asymptotics for F m,k
N (a; ϵ).

Proposition 4.1 (Ratio asymptotics in the Tracy-Widom region). As N → ∞, we have

log F m,k
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,k+1

N (a; ϵ) = s∗

N
1
3

q(N 2
3 (κ − κ2)s∗) + 1{|κ−κ2|≤N−2/3}O(N−2/3)

+ 1{κ<κ2}O
(

N2(κ2 − κ)4
)

+ 1{κ≥κ2}O(N−1/2e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2
),

uniformly for a2

1+a2 (1 + δ) ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ and for κ2 − N−c ≤ κ ≤ κ2 + δ with c > 1/2, c′ ∈ (0, 2
3 (s∗)3/2)

fixed and δ > 0 fixed and sufficiently small.

Proof. By (3.3) (with h = ϕ(x∗; κ)) and (4.33), for z = 0, we have

Y (z) = Y (z; k) = e− Nϕ(x∗;κ)
2 σ3R(z)e

Nϕ(x∗;κ)
2 σ3 .
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Using also (4.35), (4.36) and the fact that for any 0 < c′′ < c′, there exists N0 such that

x1/4e−c′Nx3/2
≤ e−c′′Nx3/2

, for all x ≥ 0, N ≥ N0, (4.37)

we obtain (after renaming c′′ as c′)

Y22(0; k) = R22(0; k) = 1 − 1
N

1
3

1
2f0x∗ q(N− 1

3 (k − Nκ2)s∗) + 1{|κ−κ2|≤N−2/3}O(N−2/3)

+ 1{κ<κ2}O
(

N2(κ2 − κ)4
)

+ 1{κ≥κ2}O
(

e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2

N1/2

)
.

By (2.4) and (4.31), the result follows.

Corollary 4.2. As N → +∞, we have

log F m,k
N (a; ϵ) − log FN (a) = log F TW

(
s∗N2/3(κ − κ2)

)
+ EN ,

uniformly for a2

1+a2 (1 + δ) ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ and for κ2 − N c−1 ≤ κ ≤ κ2 + δ with c < 2/5 fixed and δ > 0
fixed and sufficiently small, where EN satisfies

EN =


O(N−1/3), if N

2
3 (κ − κ2) is bounded,

O
(

e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2

N1/2(κ−κ2)1/4

)
, if N

2
3 (κ − κ2) → +∞,

O(N3(κ2 − κ)5), if N
2
3 (κ − κ2) → −∞,

(4.38)

and where c′ ∈ (0, 2
3 (s∗)3/2) is arbitrary but fixed.

Proof. We take the sum of log F m,j
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,j+1

N (a; ϵ) for j = k, k + 1, . . . , kmax − 1, where we
choose N(κ2 + δ/2) < kmax < N(κ2 + δ). By Proposition 4.1, we get

log F m,k
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,kmax

N (a; ϵ) =
kmax−1∑

j=k

(
s∗

N
1
3

q(N− 1
3 (j − Nκ2)s∗) + 1{|k−κ2N |≤N1/3}O(N−2/3)

+ 1{k<Nκ2}O
(

N−2(Nκ2 − k)4
)

+ 1{k≥Nκ2}O(N−1/2e−c′N−1/2(k−Nκ2)3/2
)
)

,

as N → ∞. We recognize the first part of the sum as a Riemann sum for the (smooth and fast
decaying at +∞) function q:

s∗

N
1
3

kmax−1∑
j=k

q(N− 1
3 (j − Nκ2)s∗)

=
∫ s∗N−1/3(kmax−Nκ2)

s∗N−1/3(k−Nκ2)
q(s)ds + O

(
q(N 2

3 (κ − κ2)s∗)
N

1
3

)
, as N → +∞.

By (4.16) and (4.23), as N → ∞, we have

q(N 2
3 (κ − κ2)s∗)

N
1
3

=


O(N−1/3), if N

2
3 (κ − κ2) is bounded,

O
(

e− 2
3 (s∗)3/2N(κ−κ2)3/2

N1/2(κ−κ2)1/4

)
, if N

2
3 (κ − κ2) → +∞,

O(N(κ − κ2)2), if N
2
3 (κ − κ2) → −∞.
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Observe also that as N → +∞,

kmax−1∑
j=k

1{k<Nκ2} N−2(Nκ2 − k)4 =
{

O(N−1/3), if N
2
3 (κ − κ2) is bounded,

O(N3(κ2 − κ)5), if N
2
3 (κ − κ2) → −∞,

,

kmax−1∑
j=k

1{k≥Nκ2}N−1/2e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2
=

O(N−1/2), if N
2
3 (κ − κ2) is bounded

O
(

e−c′N(κ−κ2)3/2

N1/2

)
, if N

2
3 (κ − κ2) → +∞.

Using also that log F m,kmax
N (a; ϵ) − log FN (a) is exponentially small as N → ∞ by Theorem 1.11, we

obtain

log F m,k
N (a; ϵ) − log FN (a) =

∫ +∞

s∗N2/3(κ−κ2)
q(s)ds + EN , as N → +∞,

where EN satisfies (4.38). Since u2(s) is the derivative of q(s) (with u(s) the Hastings-McLeod
solution of Painlevé II), we can integrate by parts to obtain

log F m,k
N (a; ϵ) − log FN (a) = −

∫ +∞

s∗N2/3(κ−κ2)
(s − s∗N−1/3(k − Nκ2))u2(s)ds + EN

= log F TW
(

s∗N−1/3(k − Nκ2)
)

+ EN , N → ∞.

We finally observe that s∗ = (c∗)−1/3, by (1.12), (2.6), (4.29) and (4.31). This completes the
proof of Theorem 1.9.

5 Almost maximal removed corner
In this section, k ∈ {1, . . . , M} for some fixed M ∈ N, and µ = m/N ∈ (0, 1).

5.1 The RH problem for Y

We start from the RH problem for Y from Section 2, and we deform the contour Σ0 so that it
coincides with Σ1 (here we use the fact that Σ0 is allowed to cross −a). In this way, Y satisfies the
following properties. Note that the jump matrix in (5.1) below is the product of the jump matrices
on Σ1 and Σ0 from (2.7).

RH problem for Y

(a) Y : C\Σ1 → C2×2 is analytic, with Σ1 positively oriented and enclosing 0, −a without enclosing
1/a.

(b) Y+(z) = Y−(z)JY (z) for z ∈ Σ1, with

JY (z) =
(

0 z
(1−az)ϵ z−ke−Nϕ(z;0)

− (1−az)ϵ

z zkeNϕ(z;0) 1

)
, z ∈ Σ1. (5.1)

(c) As z → ∞, Y (z) = I + O(z−1).
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5.2 Transformation Y 7→ T

With our next transformation, we reshuffle and renormalize the entries of the jump matrix by defining

T (z) =

−σ1Y (z)σ3(1 − az)−(1−µ)Nσ3 , inside Σ1,

σ1Y (z)σ1

(z + a

z

)µNσ3
, outside Σ1.

(5.2)

T satisfies the following RH problem.

RH problem for T

(a) T : C \ Σ1 → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) T+(z) = T−(z)JT (z) for z ∈ Σ1, with

JT (z) =
(

(1−az)ϵ

z zk eNφ0(z)

0 z
(1−az)ϵ z−k

)
, z ∈ Σ1,

where

φ0(z) := (1 − µ) log(1 − az) − µ log(z + a) + µ log z

and the principal branch is used for the logarithms.

(c) As z → ∞, T (z) = I + O(z−1).

Note that φ0(z) is not equal to ϕ(z; 0) defined in (2.6): indeed the signs of two terms are different.
The new phase function φ0 has two saddle points, which are given by

x0 = −a −
√

a2 + 4µ(1 − µ)
2(1 − µ) ∈ (−∞, −a), γ0 = −a +

√
a2 + 4µ(1 − µ)

2(1 − µ) ∈ (0, 1
a ).

The relevant saddle point for our analysis is x0. Since φ′′
0(x0) > 0, there are four vertical trajectories

emanating from x0, making angles ± π
4 , ± 3π

4 with respect to R. Since

ℜφ0(∞) = ℜφ0(−a) = +∞, ℜφ0(0) = ℜφ0( 1
a ) = −∞, (5.3)

the two trajectories (say Γ1, Γ2) going into the upper half-plane cannot connect with +∞, −a, 0, 1
a .

By the max/min principle for harmonic functions, these trajectories can neither form closed loops in
the upper half-plane nor intersect each other. Hence they must intersect R at two distinct points.
A direct inspection of x → ℜφ0(x) for x ∈ R then shows that one curve must intersect (−a, 0) and
the other one must intersect ( 1

a , +∞). The symmetry φ0(z) = φ0(z) then implies that Γ1, Γ2 are
symmetric with respect to R (hence they must be closed loops). The graph of x 7→ ℜφ0(x) for x ∈ R
also shows that

{x ∈ R \ {x0} : ℜφ0(x) = φ0(x0)}

consists of exactly two points; hence, by the max/min principle for harmonic functions, the level set

{z ∈ C : ℜφ0(x) = φ0(x0)}

consists exclusively of Γ1 ∪ Γ2, see also Figure 11. The set Γ1 ∪ Γ2 delimits three regions, and the
sign of φ0 within each region is determined by (5.3).

The above discussion shows that we can deform the contour Σ1 of the RH problem for T so that

Σ1 \ {x0} ⊂ {z ∈ C : ℜφ0(x) < φ0(x0)}, (5.4)

see again Figure 11.
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Figure 11: The shaded regions correspond to {z : ℜφ0(z) > h} and the white regions to {z :
ℜφ0(z) < h}, where h = φ0(x0). The orange dots are −a, 0, 1/a, and the green dot is x0. The figure
is drawn for a = 0.75 and µ = 0.808 ∈ ( a2

1+a2 , 1).

5.3 Transformation T 7→ S

Next, in order to create jump matrices close to the identity matrix, we define

S(z) = e− N
2 φ0(x0)σ3T (z)e N

2 φ0(x0)σ3 . (5.5)

S satisfies the following RH problem.

RH problem for S

(a) S : C \ Σ1 → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) S+(z) = S−(z)JS(z) for z ∈ Σ1, with

JS(z) =
(

(1−az)ϵ

z zk eN(φ0(z)−φ0(x0))

0 z
(1−az)ϵ z−k

)
, z ∈ Σ1.

(c) As z → ∞, S(z) = I + O(z−1).

By (5.4), the (1, 2)-entry of JS is uniformly exponentially small on Σ1 as N → +∞, except within a
fixed neighborhood of x0.

5.4 Global parametrix
We now construct a global parametrix P̂ (∞) satisfying the following properties.
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RH problem for P̂ (∞)

(a) P̂ (∞) : C \ Σ1 → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) P̂
(∞)
+ (z) = P̂

(∞)
− (z)

(
(1−az)ϵ

z zk 0
0 z

(1−az)ϵ z−k

)
for z ∈ Σ1 \ {x0}.

(c) As z → ∞, P̂ (∞)(z) = I + O(z−1).

A solution to the above RH problem is given by

P̂ (∞)(z) =



(
(1−az)ϵ

z−x0
(z − x0)k 0
0 z−x0

(1−az)ϵ (z − x0)−k

)
, if z is inside Σ1,(

(z−x0)k−1

zk−1 0
0 zk−1

(z−x0)k−1

)
, otherwise.

(5.6)

Note that P̂ (∞) has a singularity at x0.

5.5 Local parametrix
We need to construct a local parametrix P near x0 satisfying the following conditions. We denote D
for the open disk centered at x0 with small but fixed radius η > 0.

RH problem for P

(a) P : D \ Σ1 → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) P+(z) = P−(z)JS(z) for z ∈ Σ1 ∩ D.

(c) P (z) = P̂ (∞)(z)
(
I + O(N−1/2)

)
as N → ∞ uniformly for z ∈ ∂D.

We will construct P using the following model RH problem, whose solution can be constructed
using Hermite polynomials.

RH problem for Υ

(a) Υ : C \ R → C2×2 is analytic, where R is oriented from left to right.

(b) For x ∈ R,

Υ+(x) = Υ−(x)
(

1 e−x2/2

0 1

)
.

(c) As ζ → ∞, we have

Υ(ζ) =
(

I + 1
ζ

(
0 i (k−1)!√

2π
−i

√
2π

(k−2)! 0

)
+ O(ζ−2)

)
ζ(k−1)σ3 . (5.7)

This is a special case of the Fokas-Its-Kitaev RH problem characterizing orthogonal polynomials [24],
corresponding to the weight function e−x2/2. The relevant orthogonal polynomials are then Hermite
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polynomials. Writing pj for the normalized Hermite polynomial of degree j and κj = 1
(2π)1/4

√
j!

for
its leading coefficient, and the solution Υ can be constructed as follows,

Υ(ζ) =
(

1
κk−1

pk−1(ζ) 1
2πiκk−1

∫
R pk−1(s)e−s2/2 ds

s−ζ

−2πiκk−2pk−2(ζ) −κk−2
∫
R pk−2(s)e−s2/2 ds

s−ζ

)
.

Then Υ̂(z) := Υ(z)e− z2
4 σ3 has constant jumps. We construct the local parametrix P (z) for z ∈ D\Σ1

as follows:

P (z) = E(z)Υ̂(
√

Nf(z))e− N
2 (φ0(z)−φ0(x0))σ3 Ĝ(z)σ3 ,

where f is the conformal map from D to a neighborhood of 0 given by

f(z) = i
√

2(φ0(z) − φ0(x0)), (5.8)

and E and Ĝ are defined by

E(z) = P̂ (∞)(z)Ĝ(z)−σ3f(z)−(k−1)σ3 , (5.9)

Ĝ(z) =
{

(1 − az) ϵ
2 i−k+1(−z) k−1

2 , if z is inside Σ1,

(1 − az)− ϵ
2 ik−1(−z)− k−1

2 , if z is outside Σ1,
(5.10)

In (5.10), the principal branch is used for the roots, and in (5.8), the branch for the root is chosen
so that

f(z) = i
√

φ′′
0(x0)(z − x0)

(
1 + O(z − x0)

)
, as x → x0.

We also choose the contour Σ1 so that f(Σ1) ⊂ R. It is easy to check that E(z) has no jumps for
z ∈ D. Moreover, by (5.6), E(z) = O(1) as z → x0. Hence E is analytic in D. Using (5.7), we obtain

P (z)P̂ (∞)(z)−1 = N− k−1
2 σ3

{
I + E(z)√

Nf(z)

(
0 i (k−1)!√

2π
−i

√
2π

(k−2)! 0

)
E(z)−1 + O(N−1)

}
N

k−1
2 σ3 , (5.11)

as N → ∞ uniformly for z ∈ ∂D.

5.6 Small norm RH problem
Define

R(z) =
{

N
k−1

2 σ3S(z)P̂ (∞)(z)−1N− k−1
2 σ3 , z ∈ C \ D,

N
k−1

2 σ3S(z)P (z)−1N− k−1
2 σ3 , z ∈ D.

(5.12)

R satisfies the following RH problem.

RH problem for R

(a) R : C \ ΣR → C2×2 is analytic, where

ΣR = ∂D ∪
(
Σ1 \ D

)
and where ∂D is oriented in the clockwise direction.
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(b) For z ∈ ΣR, we have R+(z) = R−(z)JR(z), where

JR(z) = P (z)P̂ (∞)(z)−1, z ∈ ∂D,

JR(z) = P̂ (∞)(z)JS(z)P̂ (∞)(z)−1, z ∈ ΣR \ ∂D.

(c) R(z) remains bounded as z tends to the points of self-intersections of ΣR.
As z → ∞, R(z) = I + R1

z + O(z−2) for some R1 independent of z.

From the matching condition (5.11), we obtain

JR(z) = I + E(z)√
Nf(z)

(
0 i (k−1)!√

2π
−i

√
2π

(k−2)! 0

)
E(z)−1 + O(N−1),

for z ∈ ∂D. It follows from standard theory for small norm RH problems [19, 18] that

R(z) = I + R(1)(z)√
N

+ O
(

1
N(1 + |z|)

)
, N → ∞, (5.13)

uniformly for z ∈ C \ ΣR. For z ∈ C \ D, we obtain by residue computation that

R(1)(z) = 1
z − x0

1√
φ′′

0(x0)

(
0 E11(x0)2 (k−1)!√

2π
−

√
2π

(k−2)!E11(x0)2 0

)
. (5.14)

The quantity E11(x0) can be computed explicitly using (5.9):

E11(x0) = |1 − ax0| ϵ
2

|x0| k−1
2 φ′′

0(x0) k−1
2

> 0.

5.7 Ratio asymptotics and proof of Theorem 1.1
Proposition 5.1 (Ratio asymptotics for a near-maximal removed corner). For any fixed δ, M > 0,
we have

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,k

N (a; ϵ) = Nφ0(x0) −
(

k − 1
2

)
log N + log

(
(k − 1)!

)
−
(

k − 1
2

)
log
(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)

+ ϵ log(1 − ax0) − 1
2 log(2π) + O(N−1/2), (5.15)

uniformly for k ∈ {1, . . . , M} and for δ ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ.

Proof. By (5.2), (5.5), (5.6), (5.12), we have

Y22(0) = T12(0) = eNφ0(x0)S12(0) = eNφ0(x0)N−k+1|x0|−k+1R12(0).

Using the large N asymptotics (5.13) of R, we obtain

log Y22(0) = Nφ0(x0) −
(

k − 1
2

)
log N + log R

(1)
12 (0)

|x0|k−1 + O(N−1/2).

Substituting (5.14) in the above expansion and using (2.4), we obtain the claim.
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Let K > 0 be any fixed number. Summing (5.15) with k running from 1 to K yields

log F m,K+1
N (a; ϵ)
F m,1

N (a; ϵ)
= KNφ0(x0) − K

2 log N + log G(K + 1) − K2

2 log
(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)

+ Kϵ log(1 − ax0) − K

2 log(2π) + O(N−1/2) (5.16)

as N → +∞. By (1.3),

log F m,1
N (a; ϵ) =

(
N2

2 +
(1

2 − m
)

N + m2 − ϵ m

)
log(1 + a2). (5.17)

Summing (5.16) and (5.17) and using m = µN , we obtain

log F m,K+1
N (a; ϵ) = F2(µ)N2 + F1(K, µ)N − K2

2 log N + F0(K, µ) + O(N−1/2)

as N → +∞, where F2, F1, F0 are given by (1.9)–(1.11). This proves Theorem 1.1.

6 Large removed corner
In this section, µ = m/N ∈

(
0, 1
)
, and κ = k/N ∈ (0, κ2). We observe from (1.7) that κ2 < µ for

µ ∈ (0, 1) \ { a2

1+a2 }.

6.1 Construction and analysis of the g-function
Here, we cannot simply deform the jump contours Σ0, Σ1 to arrive at a small-norm RH problem.
Instead, we need to construct a g-function, with a branch cut on a curve S connecting two points
z0, z0, depending on µ, κ and to be determined later. It has to satisfy the following properties.

RH problem for g

(a) g : C \ S → C is analytic.

(b) There exists a constant ℓ ∈ C such that

g+(z) + g−(z) + ℓ = ϕ(z; κ), z ∈ S. (6.1)

(c) g(z) = g1z−1 + O(z−2) as z → ∞, for some g1 ∈ C.

Recall the definition of ϕ from (2.6). Since ϕ contains logarithmic terms, it is convenient to first
solve the RH problem for g′ and afterwards construct g by integrating. The derivative of g needs to
satisfy the following properties.

RH problem for g′

(a) g′ : C \ S → C is analytic.

(b) g′
+(z) + g′

−(z) = ϕ′(z; κ) for z ∈ S.

(c) g′(z) = −g1z−2 + O(z−3) as z → ∞, for some g1 ∈ C.
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Note that g depends on µ, κ, although this is not visible in our notation. Let R(z) = ((z − z0)(z − z0))1/2,
where the branch cut is on S and such that R(z) > 0 for z ∈ (ℜz0, +∞). Then

g′
+(z)

R+(z) −
g′

−(z)
R−(z) = ϕ′(z; κ)

R+(z) , z ∈ S.

We can construct g′ in such a way that g′(z)
R(z) = O(1) as z → z0 and as z → z0, by setting

g′(z) = R(z)
2πi

∫ z0

z0

ϕ′(s; κ)
R+(s)

ds

s − z
, z ∈ C \ S.

We make the ansatz that S crosses the real axis between 0 and 1
a . With this choice, we have

R (1/a) = |z0 − 1/a| > 0, R(−a) = −|z0 + a| < 0, R(0) = −|z0| < 0.

We can compute g′ explicitly in terms of z0 using residue calculus and obtain

g′(z) = R(z)
(

(κ − µ)
1

R(0) − 1
R(z)

2(0 − z) + (1 − µ)
1

R( 1
a ) − 1

R(z)

2( 1
a − z)

+ µ

1
R(−a) − 1

R(z)

2(−a − z)

)
= ϕ′(z; κ)

2 − R(z)
2

(
µ − κ

|z0|z
+ 1 − µ

|z0 − 1
a |(z − 1

a )
− µ

|z0 + a|(z + a)

)
. (6.2)

We must choose z0 such that g′(z) = O(z−2) as z → ∞, i.e. z0 must be such that
1 − µ

|z0 − 1
a |

+ µ − κ

|z0|
− µ

|z0 + a|
= 0,

κ + 1 − µ − aµ

|z0 + a|
− 1 − µ

a|z0 − 1
a |

= 0.
(6.3)

Existence and uniqueness of z0. The equations in (6.3) can be rewritten as
|z0 + a| = (1 + a2)µ

(a + γ)(κ + 1 − µ) ,

|z0 − 1/a| = (1 + a2)(1 − µ)
a(1 − aγ)(κ + 1 − µ) ,

(6.4)

where

γ := µ − κ

1 − µ + κ

1
|z0|

. (6.5)

This parametrization in terms of γ turns out to be convenient. Given γ > 0, the equations in (6.4)
describe the intersection of two circles with center on the real line, and thus uniquely fix the value
of z0 ∈ C with ℑz0 ≥ 0, provided that

|z0 + a| + |z0 − 1
a | ≥ a + 1

a ,
(
|z0 + a| − |z0 − 1

a |
)2 ≤ (a + 1

a )2. (6.6)

For 0 < κ < κ2 ≤ µ < 1, the next lemma shows that both inequalities hold strictly and simultaneously
if and only if γ ∈ (0, 1

a ).

33



Lemma 6.1. Let µ ∈ (0, 1), and suppose that z0 ∈ C satisfies the two equations in (6.4) for some
γ ∈ (0, 1

a ). Then

|z0 + a| + |z0 − 1
a | > a + 1

a , for all κ ∈ (0, κ2), (6.7)
(a + 1

a )2 > (|z0 + a| − |z0 − 1
a |)2, for all κ ∈ (0, κ2). (6.8)

Moreover, (6.7) does not hold if γ /∈ (0, 1
a ).

Proof. By (6.4),

|z0 + a| + |z0 − 1
a | − (a + 1

a ) = (1 + a2)p1(γ)
a(a + γ)(1 − aγ)(1 − µ + κ) , (6.9)

where

p1(γ) = a(1 + κ − µ)γ2 +
(
a2(1 + κ − 2µ) − κ

)
γ + a(µ − κ).

The discriminant of p1 is < 0 for κ ∈ (0, κ2). Hence p1(γ) > 0 for all γ ∈ R and κ ∈ (0, κ2), and
therefore (6.7) holds if and only if γ ∈ (0, 1

a ). Similarly, using the equations in (6.4), we obtain

(a + 1
a )2 − (|z0 + a| − |z0 − 1

a |)2 = (1 + a2)2p2(γ)p3(γ)
a2(a + γ)2(1 − aγ)2(1 + κ − µ)2 ,

where

p2(γ) = a(1 + κ − µ)γ2 +
(
a2(1 + κ) − κ

)
γ − a(κ + µ),

p3(γ) = a(1 + κ − µ)γ2 +
(
a2(1 + κ − 2µ) + 2µ − 2 − κ

)
γ − a(2 + κ − 3µ).

A direct computation shows that the discriminants of p2 and p3 are negative for any κ ∈ R. Thus
p2(γ) > 0 and p3(γ) > 0 for all γ ∈ R and κ ∈ R, and (6.8) follows.

To finish our proof that z0 is uniquely determined by the condition ℑz0 ≥ 0 and (6.4), it remains
to prove that there exists a unique γ ∈ (0, 1

a ) which is compatible with (6.4) and (6.5). To show this,
we apply the law of cosines to the triangles (−a, 0, z0) and (0, 1

a , z0), and obtain{
|z0 − 1

a |2 = |z0|2 + 1
a2 − 2

a ℜz0,

|z0 + a|2 = |z0|2 + a2 + 2aℜz0.

Using the first equality to eliminate ℜz0 from the second, we find

(1 + a2)(1 + |z0|2) = a2|z0 − 1/a|2 + |z0 + a|2.

Substituting the expressions for |z0|, |z0 + a|, |z0 − 1/a| from (6.4)–(6.5) in terms of γ, we obtain the
following equation for γ,

(1 + a2)(1 − µ)2

(1 − aγ)2 + (1 + a2)µ2

(a + γ)2 − (µ − κ)2

γ2 = (κ + 1 − µ)2. (6.10)

Since 0 < κ < κ2 ≤ µ < 1, we have µ−κ ∈ (0, 1). Hence, the left hand side of (6.10) is 0 at γ = ±∞,
−∞ at γ = 0 and +∞ at γ = −a and γ = 1/a, and therefore this equation has at least one solution
γ1 < −a, one solution −a < γ2 < 0, one solution 0 < γ3 < 1/a, and one solution γ4 > 1/a. We can
also rewrite (6.10) as a polynomial equation p(γ)q(γ) = 0, with

p(γ) = aγ4(κ + 1 − µ) + γ3 (a2κ + a2 − κ + 2µ − 2
)

− 3aγ2 + γ
(
a2(κ − 1) + (2µ − κ)

)
+ a(µ − κ),

(6.11)
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q(γ) = a(κ + 1 − µ)γ2 + (a2(κ − 2µ + 1) − κ)γ + a(µ − κ).
The discriminant of the quadratic equation q(γ) = 0 is negative for κ1 < κ < κ2, such that
γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4 are the (only) roots of the degree 4 polynomial p. If κ1 > 0 and κ ∈ (0, κ1), then q has
two distinct roots, which can be computed explicitly, and both are bigger than 1

a . For κ = κ1 > 0, q
has a double root, which coincides with the root of p lying on ( 1

a , +∞).
We conclude that there is a unique γ ∈ (0, 1

a ) which is compatible with (6.4) and (6.5).
We obtain the following result.

Proposition 6.2. Let µ ∈
(
0, 1
)

and κ ∈ (0, κ2). There exists a unique z0 = z0(κ) ∈ C with ℑz0 > 0,
smooth in µ ∈ (0, 1) and κ ∈ (0, κ2), such that (6.3) holds. We have the expansions

z0 = z̃
(0)
0 + iz̃

(1/2)
0

√
κ2 − κ + z̃

(1)
0 (κ2 − κ) + iz̃

(3/2)
0 (κ2 − κ)3/2

+ z̃
(2)
0 (κ2 − κ)2 + O((κ2 − κ)5/2), as κ → κ2, (6.12)

for some z̃
(0)
0 , z̃

(1/2)
0 , z̃

(1)
0 , z̃

(3/2)
0 , z̃

(2)
0 ∈ R, and

z0 = z
(0)
0 + iz

(1/2)
0

√
κ + z

(1)
0 κ + iz

(3/2)
0 κ3/2 + z

(2)
0 κ2 + O(κ5/2), as κ → 0, (6.13)

for some z
(0)
0 , z

(1/2)
0 , z

(1)
0 , z

(3/2)
0 , z

(2)
0 ∈ R. Both (6.12) and (6.13) hold uniformly for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] for

any fixed δ > 0. The coefficients of the leading terms are given by

z̃
(0)
0 = a − (1 + a2)

√
µ(1 − µ)

(1 + a2)µ − 1 ∈ (−a, 1
a ), z

(0)
0 = −a −

√
a2 + 4µ(1 − µ)

2(1 − µ) ∈ (−∞, −a),

z̃
(1/2)
0 =

√
2(1 + a2)3/2((1 − µ)µ

)1/4

√
a
(
1 − (1 − a2)µ + 2a

√
(1 − µ)µ

) ,

and moreover z
(1/2)
0 > 0.

Remark 6.3. All constants appearing in (6.12) and (6.13) can be computed explicitly. However,
since these expressions are rather lengthy, we omit them.

Remark 6.4. If µ − κ2 ≥ δ for some fixed δ > 0, then z̃
(0)
0 remains bounded away from 0. Thus, by

(6.12),

z0 = z̃
(0)
0 (1 + O(

√
κ2 − κ)), as κ → κ2, (6.14)

uniformly for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] with µ − κ2 ≥ δ.
Proof. The existence and uniqueness of z0 follows from the discussion above. The smoothness directly
follows from (6.3). The expansions (6.12) and (6.13) require a technical and involved analysis, which
we omit; in particular, we first need to show that z0(κ, µ)−z̃

(0)
0 and z0(κ, µ)−z

(0)
0 are small as κ → κ2

and as κ → 0, respectively; the coefficients in the expansions can then be obtained recursively using
a long but straightforward computation.

Remark 6.5. The expansions (6.12) and (6.14) imply that

|z0| = z̃
(0)
0 +

(
(z̃(1/2)

0 )2

2z̃
(0)
0

+ z̃
(1)
0

)
(κ2 − κ) + O((κ2 − κ)2), as κ → κ2

uniformly for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] and µ − κ2 ≥ δ for any fixed δ > 0. Using the fact that γ(κ2) = z0(κ2) =
z̃

(0)
0 , we then obtain

γ = µ − κ

(1 − µ + κ)|z0|
= z̃

(0)
0 + C2(κ2 − κ)+O((κ2 − κ)2), as κ → κ2, (6.15)

for some C2 ̸= 0 uniformly for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] and µ − κ2 ≥ δ. We will use this later on.
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Construction of the g-function Integrating (6.2) from ∞ to z ∈ C \ (S ∪ [z0, z0 − i∞)) yields

g(z) =
∫ z

∞
g′(s)ds, z ∈ C \ (S ∪ [z0, z0 − i∞)) .

A residue computation, which uses (6.3), then shows that g can be analytically continued across
(z0, z0 − i∞), as desired.

We define, with the constant ℓ ∈ C as in the RH conditions for g,

ξ(z) = g(z) − 1
2ϕ(z; κ) + ℓ

2 , z ∈ C \
(
S ∪ (−∞, 0] ∪ [ 1

a , +∞)
)
. (6.16)

By (6.2), we have

ξ′(z) = −R(z)
2

(
µ − κ

|z0|z
+ 1 − µ

|z0 − 1
a |(z − 1

a )
− µ

|z0 + a|(z + a)

)
(6.17)

We can rewrite this as

ξ′(z) = −Q(z)R(z), Q(z) = κ + 1 − µ

2
z − γ

z(z + a)(z − 1/a) , (6.18)

where γ is given by (6.5). As z → −a, 0, 1/a, we have that g′(z) is bounded, such that ξ′(z) ∼
− 1

2 ϕ′(z). Moreover, by (6.17), ξ′(x)/R(x) increases from −∞ to +∞ as x ∈ (0, 1
a ) increases, so we

must have γ ∈ (0, 1/a), which is consistent with the discussion surrounding (6.9).
By (6.18), we have

ξ′(z)2 = (κ + 1 − µ)2

4
(z − γ)2(z − z0)(z − z0)

z2(z + a)2(z − 1/a)2 . (6.19)

In a similar way as in Section 3, we now analyze the vertical trajectories of the quadratic differential

(z − γ)2(z − z0)(z − z0)
z2(z + a)2(z − 1/a)2 dz2,

in terms of the parameters γ ∈ (0, 1/a) and z0 with ℑz0 > 0, i.e. the curves on which

ℜ
(

(z − γ)R(z)
z(z + a)(z − 1/a)dz

)
= 0.

Instead of a quadratic differential with two double zeros, we now have a quadratic differential with
one double zero γ and two simple zeros z0, z0. Note that the trajectories are independent of the
choice of the branch cut S for R. Since ξ+ + ξ− = 0 on S, we have ξ(z0) = ξ(z0) = 0, and thus we
can write

ξ(z) =
∫ z

z0

ξ′(z)dz, z ∈ C \
(
S ∪ (−∞, 0] ∪ [ 1

a , +∞)
)
, (6.20)

where the path of integration does not cross S ∪ (−∞, 0] ∪ [ 1
a , +∞). Note that for any h ∈ R, the

level set

Th := {z ∈ C : ℜξ(z) = h}

depends on the choice of the branch cut. (However, for h = 0, the connected component of T0
containing z0 is independent of the branch cut, since ξ+ = −ξ− on S.) It is therefore important to
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specify S. We will define it in terms of a horizontal trajectory. For this, first recall that the horizontal
trajectories of ξ′(z)2dz2 are the curves on which

ℑ
(

(z − γ)R(z)
z(z + a)(z − 1/a)dz

)
= 0.

Since ξ′(x) ∈ R for x ∈ R\{−a, 0, 1
a }, ℑξ is piecewise constant on R. In particular, the two horizontal

trajectories of ξ′(z)2dz2 emanating from any x ∈ R \ {−a, 0, γ, 1
a } must follow the real line. Since

γ is a simple zero of ξ′, there are four horizontal trajectories emanating from γ, two of which are
subsets of R, and the other two make angles ± π

2 with R. Let Γh,+ and Γh,− be the trajectories going
into the upper and lower half-plane, respectively. By the above discussion, Γh,+ cannot intersect
R \ {−a, 0, 1

a }. Moreover, for any 0 ≤ α1 ≤ α2 ≤ π, we easily check that as ϵ → 0+,

ξ(−a + eα1iϵ) − ξ(−a + eα2iϵ) = µ(α2 − α1)i
4 (1 + o(1)),

ξ(eα1iϵ) − ξ(eα2iϵ) = (κ − µ)(α2 − α1)i
4 (1 + o(1)),

ξ( 1
a + eα1iϵ) − ξ( 1

a + eα2iϵ) = (1 − µ)(α2 − α1)i
4 (1 + o(1)). (6.21)

Equations (6.21) with α1 = 0 and α2 = π show that for 0 < κ < κ2 ≤ µ < 1, Im ξ+ assumes four
distinct values on the four connected components of R \ {−a, 0, 1

a }. Equations (6.21) also imply that
Γh,+ cannot intersect {−a, 0, 1

a }. Hence Γh,+ must connect with z0. (By (6.20), this also shows
that Im ξ = 0 on (0, 1

a ).) Since ξ(z) = ξ(z) holds for all z ∈ C, we have Γh,− = Γh,+. We define
S := Γh,+ ∪ Γh,− with the orientation going from z0 to z0, see also the orange curves in Figure 12.
The next result establishes the structure of T0.

Proposition 6.6. Let µ ∈
(
0, 1
)

and κ ∈ (0, κ2). Then the level set T0 satisfies

T0 = Γ1 ⊔ Γ2 ⊔ Γ3 ⊔ {z0, z0},

where the contours Γ1, Γ2, Γ3 are disjoint, have no self-intersections, and

• Γ1 connects z0 with z0 and crosses the real line at a point smaller than −a;

• Γ2 connects z0 with z0 and crosses the real line at a point between −a and 0;

• Γ3 connects z0 with z0 and crosses the real line at a point bigger than 1/a.

Moreover,

• ℜξ > 0 in the region delimited by Γ1 and Γ2, and in the region delimited by S and Γ3;

• ℜξ < 0 in the region delimited by Γ2 and S, and in the outer region.

Proof. Since ξ′(z) vanishes as a square root at z0, there are three vertical trajectories emanating
at z0, which we denote by Γ1, Γ2, Γ3. By the max/min principle for harmonic functions, the curves
Γ1, Γ2, Γ3 cannot form a closed loop in the upper-half plane. They also cannot connect with infinity,
since ℜξ(∞) = −∞. So they must intersect R \ {−a, 0, 1

a } at three distinct points. Since ξ(z) = ξ(z)
holds for all z ∈ C, the branches must obey the symmetries Γj = Γj , j = 1, 2, 3, and therefore they
must connect z0 with z0.

By inspection of the sign of ℜξ′(x) for x on the real line, we also see that the level set T0 must
contain exactly one point x1 < −a, exactly one point −a < x2 < 0 and exactly one point x3 > 1/a.
In addition, since ℜξ′(x) > 0 for all x ∈ (0, 1

a ) \ {γ} and ℜξ is possibly discontinuous at x = γ, there

37



-2 -1 0 1

-2

-1

0

1

2

+
−

+

−

S

Γ1

Γ2

Γ3

-4 -2 0 2 4 6

-4

-2

0

2

4

+ − +

−

S

Γ1

Γ2

Γ3

Figure 12: In each image, the blue curves are Γ1, Γ2, Γ3, and the orange curve is S. Together, these
curves delimit four regions in the complex plane, with the sign of ℜξ in each region indicated by ±.
The orange dots are −a, 0 and 1

a ; the black dot is γ; and the green dots are z0 and z0. The figures
are drawn for a = 0.78, µ = 0.76, and with κ = 0.44 (left) and κ = 0.08 (right).

must be 0, 1 or 2 points of the level set between 0 and 1/a (if there are two points, one must be on
(0, γ) and the other one must be on (γ, 1

a )). In fact there cannot be 1 point, otherwise we again find
a contradiction using the max/min principle for harmonic functions. There also cannot be 2 points.
To see this, note that Im ξ is constant along S. Since z0 is the only critical point of ξ′(z)2dz2 in the
upper half-plane C+, ℜξ± must be monotone on S ∩ C+. This, together with a local analysis of ξ′

around z0, implies that ℜξ+(z) (resp. ℜξ−) is decreasing (resp. increasing) as z follows S from z0
to γ. In particular,

ℜξ(γ − 0+) < 0, ℜξ(γ + 0+) > 0,

and therefore Γ1, Γ2, Γ3 cannot intersect (0, 1
a ). By construction, the curves Γ1, Γ2, Γ3 and S divide

C into four regions where the sign of ℜξ remains constant. These signs can be determined from

ℜξ(−a) = +∞, ℜξ(0) = −∞, ℜξ( 1
a ) = +∞, ℜξ(∞) = −∞.

The following is a direct corollary of Proposition 6.6.

Corollary 6.7. Let µ ∈
(
0, 1
)

and κ ∈ (0, κ2). For any δ > 0, there exist c, η > 0 and a contour
ΣT = Σ̃0 ∪ Σ̃1 ∪ S ∪ {z0, z0} as shown in Figure 13, such that the following holds for z ∈ ΣT :

ℜξ(z; κ) < −c, z ∈ Σ̃1, |z − z0| ≥ η, |z − z0| ≥ η,

ℜξ(z; κ) > c, z ∈ Σ̃0, |z − z0| ≥ η, |z − z0| ≥ η,

ℜξ+(z; κ) < −c, z ∈ S, |z − z0| ≥ η, |z − z0| ≥ η,

uniformly for κ ∈ [δ, κ2 − δ] and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ].
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Figure 13: In each image, the black curves are Σ̃0, Σ̃1, the blue curves are T0, and the orange curve
is S. The orange dots are −a, 0 and 1

a ; the black dot is γ; and the green dots are z0 and z0. The
figures are drawn for a = 0.78, µ = 0.76, and with κ = 0.44 (left) and κ = 0.08 (right).

We can compute g and ℓ explicitly in terms of z0 as follows. Integrating (6.2) from ∞ to z ∈ C\S,
we find

g(z) =
∫ z

∞
g′(s)ds

= κ − µ

2|z0|

{
− (ℜz0) log

(
z + R(z) − ℜz0

i Im z0

)
+ |z0| log

(
(ℜz0)z − |z0|2 + |z0|R(z)

i Im z0

)}
− 1 − µ

2| 1
a − z0|

{
( 1

a − ℜz0
)

log
(

z + R(z) − ℜz0

i Im z0

)
− | 1

a − z0| log
( ( 1

a − ℜz0)z − ℜz0
a + |z0|2 + | 1

a − z0|R(z)
i 1

a Im z0

)}
+ µ

2|a + z0|

{
− (a + ℜz0) log

(
z + R(z) − ℜz0

i Im z0

)
+ |a + z0| log

(
(a + ℜz0)z − a ℜz0 − |z0|2 + |a + z0|R(z)

iIm z0

)}
− ℓ

2 , (6.22)

where

ℓ = (1 − µ) log a − (κ + 1 − µ) log 2 + (1 − µ) log
( 1

a − ℜz0 + | 1
a − z0|

)
+ (κ − µ) log

(
ℜz0 + |z0|

)
+ µ log

(
a + ℜz0 + |a + z0|

)
. (6.23)

In (6.22) and (6.23), the principal branch is used for the logarithms. Note that the first line of
equation (6.22) defines a single-valued function, because the integral of g′ along any closed loop
surrounding S is 0.
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6.2 First transformation: Y 7→ T

Our first transformation consists in deforming the contours: according to the results obtained in
Corollary 6.7, we deform Σ0, Σ1 in such a way that they coincide along S, and we denote Σ̃0, Σ̃1 for
the parts of these deformed contours away from S, as shown in Figure 13. We construct the solution
of the resulting RH problem by analytically continuing the RH solution Y from the region inside
Σ0 and from the region outside Σ1 respectively. As a result of the fact that the two jump contours
coincide on S, the jump matrix for T on S is the product of the jump matrices for Y on Σ1 and on
Σ0. We obtain the following RH problem.

RH problem for T

(a) T : C \ ΣT → C2×2 is analytic, with

ΣT =
(
Σ̃0 ∪ Σ̃1 ∪ S

)
∪ {z0, z0}.

(b) T+(z) = T−(z)J
Ŷ

(z) for z ∈ Σ̃0 ∪ Σ̃1 ∪ S, with

JT (z) =



(
1 e−Nϕ(z) z

(1−az)ϵ

0 1

)
, z ∈ Σ̃1,(

1 0
−eNϕ(z) (1−az)ϵ

z 1

)
, z ∈ Σ̃0,(

0 e−Nϕ(z) z
(1−az)ϵ

−eNϕ(z) (1−az)ϵ

z 1

)
, z ∈ S.

(6.24)

(c) As z → ∞, T (z) = I + O(z−1).
As z → z0 and as z → z0, we have T (z) = O(1).

6.3 Second transformation: T 7→ S

We now define

S(z) := e
Nℓ
2 σ3T (z)e−Ng(z)σ3e− Nℓ

2 σ3 . (6.25)

Using (6.1), we infer that S satisfies the following RH problem.

RH problem for S

(a) S : C \ ΣT → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) S+(z) = S−(z)JS(z) for z ∈ Σ̃0 ∪ Σ̃1 ∪ S, with

JS(z) =



(
1 e−N(ϕ(z)−2g(z)−ℓ) z

(1−az)ϵ

0 1

)
, z ∈ Σ̃1,(

1 0
−eN(ϕ(z)−2g(z)−ℓ) (1−az)ϵ

z 1

)
, z ∈ Σ̃0,(

0 z
(1−az)ϵ

− (1−az)ϵ

z eN(g+(z)−g−(z))

)
, z ∈ S.

(6.26)
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(c) As z → ∞, S(z) = I + O(z−1).
As z → z0 and as z → z0, S(z) = O(1).

In terms of the function ξ defined in (6.16), we can rewrite the jump matrix JS as

JS(z) =



(
1 e2Nξ(z) z

(1−az)ϵ

0 1

)
, z ∈ Σ̃1,(

1 0
−e−2Nξ(z) (1−az)ϵ

z 1

)
, z ∈ Σ̃0,(

0 z
(1−az)ϵ

− (1−az)ϵ

z e2Nξ+(z)

)
, z ∈ S.

(6.27)

By Corollary 6.7, we now easily see that for z bounded away from z0, z0, the jump matrix JS(z)
converges as N → ∞ to the identity matrix on Σ̃1 and on Σ̃0, and to the N -independent matrix(

0 z
(1−az)ϵ

− (1−az)ϵ

z 0

)
on S. We will deal with this N -independent matrix by constructing a global

parametrix which has exactly this jump matrix, and we will afterwards deal with small neighborhoods
of z0, z0 by constructing local parametrices there.

6.4 Global parametrix
First, we will construct the global parametrix P (∞), which needs to satisfy the following conditions.

RH problem for P (∞)

(a) P (∞) : C \ S → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) P
(∞)
+ (z) = P

(∞)
− (z)

(
0 z

(1−az)ϵ

− (1−az)ϵ

z 0

)
for z ∈ S.

(c) As z → ∞, P (∞)(z) = I + O(z−1).

A solution is given by

P (∞)(z) = G−σ3
∞

(
β(z)+β(z)−1

2
β(z)−β(z)−1

2i
β(z)−β(z)−1

−2i
β(z)+β(z)−1

2

)
G(z)σ3 , z ∈ C \ S, (6.28)

where β(z), G(z) = G(z; ϵ) and G∞ = G∞(ϵ) are given by

β(z) = (z − z0) 1
4

(z − z0) 1
4

, (6.29)

G(z) = exp
(

R(z)
2πi

∫
S

ϵ log(1 − as) − log s

R+(s)
ds

s − z

)
, (6.30)

G∞ = exp
(

−1
2πi

∫
S

ϵ log(1 − as) − log s

R+(s) ds

)
> 0, (6.31)

and the branch cuts in (6.5) are such that β : C \ S → C is analytic and satisfies limz→+∞ β(z) = 1.
The branch of the logarithms in (6.30)–(6.31) is the principal one. Note that this solution is not
unique because we did not specify how P (∞) must behave around z0 and z0.

The following lemma simplifies the expressions of G(0) and G∞.
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Lemma 6.8. We have the identities

G(0) =
(

|z0| + ℜz0

2|z0|2

) 1
2
( |z0| + 1

a − |z0 − 1
a |

|z0| + |z0 − 1
a | − 1

a

|z0| − ℜz0

|z0| + ℜz0

) ϵ
2

, (6.32)

G∞ =
(

2
|z0| + ℜz0

) 1
2
(

a(Im z0)2

2(|z0 − 1
a | + ℜz0 − 1

a )

) ϵ
2

. (6.33)

Proof. By (6.30) and the definition of R,

log G(0) = −|z0|
2πi

∫
S

ϵ log(1 − as) − log s

R+(s)
ds

s
= |z0|

4πi

∫
CS

ϵ log(1 − as) − log s

R(s)
ds

s
,

where CS is a closed loop surrounding S once in the positive direction, but not enclosing 0 and 1
a .

Let M > 1
a be a large but fixed constant, and let δ > 0 be a small but fixed constant. By deforming

CS into C(0, M) ∪ (−C(0, δ)) ∪ (−M + i0+, −δ + i0+) ∪ (−δ − i0+, −M − i0+) ∪ (M − i0+, 1
a − i0+) ∪

( 1
a + i0+, M + i0+), where ±C(c′, R′) denotes the positively (resp. negatively) oriented circle centered

at c′ of radius R′ > 0, we obtain

log G(0) = |z0|
2

{∫
C(0,M)

ϵ log(1 − as) − log s

R(s)
ds

2πis
+
∫

C(0,δ)

log s

R(s)
ds

2πis

+
∫ −δ

−M

−1
R(x)

dx

x
+
∫ M

1
a

−ϵ

R(x)
dx

x

}
.

Letting M → +∞ in the above expression, we find

log G(0) = |z0|
2

{∫
C(0,δ)

log s

R(s)
ds

2πis
+
∫ −δ

−∞

1
|R(x)|

dx

x
+
∫ +∞

1
a

−ϵ

R(x)
dx

x

}
. (6.34)

Using primitives, we obtain∫ −δ

−∞

1
|R(x)|

dx

x
= 1

|z0|
log
(√

(Im z0)2 + (δ + ℜz0)2 + δ − |z0|√
(Im z0)2 + (δ + ℜz0)2 + δ + |z0|

)
= log δ

|z0|
+ 1

|z0|
log
(

ℜz0 + |z0|
2|z0|2

)
+ O(δ), as δ → 0.

Since ∫
C(0,δ)

log s

R(s)
ds

2πis
= − log δ

|z0|
+ O(δ), as δ → 0,

by letting δ → 0 in (6.34) we obtain

log G(0) = |z0|
2

{
1

|z0|
log
(

ℜz0 + |z0|
2|z0|2

)
+
∫ +∞

1
a

−ϵ

R(x)
dx

x

}
. (6.35)

The remaining integral can also be evaluated explicitly using primitives:∫ +∞

1
a

−ϵ

R(x)
dx

x
= ϵ

|z0|
log
( |z0| + 1

a − |z0 − 1
a |

|z0| + |z0 − 1
a | − 1

a

|z0| − ℜz0

|z0| + ℜz0

)
.

Substituting the above in (6.35), we find (6.32). The proof of (6.33) is similar (and slightly simpler)
and we omit it.
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Figure 14: The solid curves are Σ̃0, Σ̃1, S, ∂Dz0 and the thin dashed curves are T0. The curves
Σ̃0, Σ̃1, S divide Dz0 in three regions which are denoted by [1], [2] and [3]. The green dot is z0. The
figure is drawn for a = 0.78, µ = 0.76 and κ = 0.44.

6.5 Local parametrix near z0

We let Dz0 be a sufficiently small disk around z0, with radius at most 1
2 ℑz0, such that Dz0 lies entirely

in the upper half plane. We will construct a local parametrix P (z0) in Dz0 \ΣT , which satisfies exactly
the same jump relations as S on ΣT ∩ Dz0 , and which is close to the global parametrix P (∞) on the
boundary ∂Dz0 of the disk.

RH problem for P (z0)

(a) P (z0) : Dz0 \ ΣT → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) P
(z0)
+ (z) = P

(z0)
− (z)JT (z) for z ∈ ΣT ∩ Dz0 .

(c) P (z0)(z) = P (∞)(z)
(
I + o(1)

)
as N → +∞ uniformly for z ∈ ∂Dz0 .

We will construct the local parametrix using a model RH solution related to the Airy function. Such
a construction of a local Airy parametrix is rather standard, see e.g. [18]. We recall this construction
here, but without going into much detail.

First, define the complex-valued functions {yj(ζ)}2
j=0 by

yj(ζ) = e
2πij

3 Ai(e
2πij

3 ζ), j = 0, 1, 2,

where Ai is the Airy function, and let the 2 × 2-matrix valued functions {Aj(ζ)}3
j=1 be given by

A1(ζ) = −2i
√

π

(
−y2(ζ) −y0(ζ)
−y′

2(ζ) −y′
0(ζ)

)
, (6.36)

A2(ζ) = −2i
√

π

(
−y2(ζ) y1(ζ)
−y′

2(ζ) y′
1(ζ)

)
, (6.37)
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A3(ζ) = −2i
√

π

(
y0(ζ) y1(ζ)
y′

0(ζ) y′
1(ζ)

)
. (6.38)

These functions satisfy

A1(ζ) = A2(ζ)
(

1 −1
0 1

)
, A2(ζ) = A3(ζ)

(
1 0
1 1

)
, A1(ζ) = A3(ζ)

(
1 −1
1 0

)
.

Moreover,

Ak(ζ) = ζ− σ3
4

(
1 i
1 −i

)[
I + 1

8 ζ3/2

(
− 1

6 −i
−i 1

6

)
+ O(ζ−3)

]
e

2
3 ζ3/2σ3 (6.39)

as ζ → ∞ in the sector Sk for k = 1, 2, 3, with

Sk =
{

ζ ∈ C : 2k − 3
3 π + δ ≤ arg ζ ≤ 2k + 1

3 π − δ

}
, k = 1, 2, 3, (6.40)

and the branches of the complex powers in (6.39) are such that ζu = eu log |ζ|+iu arg ζ where arg ζ
belongs to (−π/3, π), (π/3, 5π/3), and (π, 7π/3) for ζ in S1, S2, S3, respectively.

We construct the local parametrix P (z0) for ζ ∈ Dz0 \ ΣT of the following form:

P (z0)(z) = E(z)Ak

(
− N

2
3 f(z)

)
e−Nξ(z)σ3

(
(1 − az)ϵ

z

)σ3
2

, z ∈ [k], k = 1, 2, 3, (6.41)

where the principal branch is used for the roots. Here, the regions [k], k = 1, 2, 3, denote the three
components of Dz0 \ ΣT as shown in Figure 14, f is the conformal map from Dz0 to a neighborhood
of 0 defined by

f(z) = −
(

3
2ξ(z)

) 2
3

, (6.42)

and E denotes the 2 × 2-matrix valued function analytic on Dz0 defined by

E(z) = P (∞)(z)
(

(1 − az)ϵ

z

)− σ3
2
(

1 i
1 −i

)−1 (
− N

2
3 f(z)

)σ3
4

. (6.43)

As z → z0, we have

f(z) = −c0(z − z0)
(
1 + c1(z − z0) + O((z − z0)2)

)
, (6.44)

where
c0 = (2ℑz0)1/3(−e

πi
4 Q(z0))2/3, c1 = 2

5(log Q)′(z0) − i

10ℑz0
, (6.45)

and the principal branch is used for (−e
πi
4 Q(z0))2/3. Note that we need to take Dz0 sufficiently small

so that f is conformal on Dz0 .
From (6.39) and (6.41), we obtain the matching condition

P (z0)(z)P (∞)(z)−1

= P (∞)(z)
[
I + 1

8N (−f(z))3/2

(
− 1

6 −i z
(1−az)ϵ

−i (1−az)ϵ

z
1
6

)
+ O(N−2)

]
P (∞)(z)−1, (6.46)
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as N → ∞ uniformly for z ∈ ∂Dz0 . This matching condition is also uniform in κ ∈ [δ, κ2 − δ] and
in µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ], for any fixed δ > 0. As κ → 0, we need to replace the error term O(N−2), using
(6.13), (6.39), (6.44) and (6.45), by

O(N−2f(z)−3) = O
(
N−2(ℑz0)−4) = O

(
N−2κ−2) . (6.47)

On the other hand, as κ → κ2 with µ − κ2 ≥ δ, we use (6.12), (6.15), (6.39), (6.44) and (6.45) to
replace the error term O(N−2) by

O(N−2f(z)−3) = O
(
N−2|z0 − γ|−2(ℑz0)−4) = O

(
N−2(κ2 − κ)−3) . (6.48)

This extends the analysis to the range

M

N
≤ κ ≤ min{κ2 − M

N2/3 , µ − δ}, δ ≤ µ ≤ 1 − δ

for sufficiently large but fixed M > 0, and for any fixed δ > 0.

6.6 Local parametrix near z0

Near z0, we need to construct a local parametrix satisfying the following conditions.

RH problem for P (z0)

(a) P (z0) : Dz0 \ ΣT → C2×2 is analytic.

(b) P
(z0)
+ (z) = P

(z0)
− (z)JT (z) for z ∈ ΣT ∩ Dz0 .

(c) P (z0)(z) = P (∞)(I + O(N−1)
)

as N → +∞ uniformly for z ∈ ∂Dz0 .

We can simply use the local parametrix near z0 for this, and define

P (z0)(z) = P (z0)(z), z ∈ Dz0 \ ΣT (6.49)

By (6.46) and by the symmetry P (∞)(z) = P (∞)(z), we obtain the matching condition

P (z0)(z)P (∞)(z)−1 = P (∞)(z)
[
I + 1

8N (−f(z))3/2

(
− 1

6 i z
(1−az)ϵ

i (1−az)ϵ

z
1
6

)
+ O(N−2)

]
P (∞)(z)−1,

(6.50)

as N → ∞ uniformly for z ∈ ∂Dz0 and for κ ∈ [δ, κ2 − δ] for any fixed δ > 0. If κ → 0 (respectively
κ → κ2 with κ ≤ µ−δ), then the error term O(N−2) in (6.50) must be replaced by (6.47) (respectively
(6.48)).

6.7 Small norm RH problem
Define

R(z) =


S(z)P (∞)(z)−1, z ∈ C \ (Dz0 ∪ Dz0),
S(z)P (z0)(z)−1, z ∈ Dz0 ,

S(z)P (z0)(z)−1, z ∈ Dz0 .

(6.51)

R satisfies the following RH problem.
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Figure 15: In each image, the solid black curves are ΣR and the dashed curves are T0. The orange
dots are −a, 0 and 1

a ; the black dot is γ; and the green dots are z0 and z0. The figures are drawn
for a = 0.78, µ = 0.76, and with κ = 0.44 (left) and κ = 0.08 (right).

RH problem for R

(a) R : C \ ΣR → C2×2 is analytic, where

ΣR = ∂Dz0 ∪ ∂Dz0 ∪
(
ΣT \ (Dz0 ∪ Dz0)

)
The contour ΣR is oriented as shown in Figure 15. In particular, we orient the circles ∂Dz0

and ∂Dz0 in the clockwise direction.

(b) For z ∈ ΣR, we have R+(z) = R−(z)JR(z), where

JR(z) = P (z0)(z)P (∞)(z)−1, z ∈ ∂Dz0 ,

JR(z) = P (z0)(z)P (∞)(z)−1, z ∈ ∂Dz0 ,

JR(z) = P (∞)(z)JS(z)P (∞)(z)−1, z ∈ ΣR \
(
∂Dz0 ∪ ∂Dz0

)
.

(c) R(z) remains bounded as z tends to the points of self-intersections of ΣR.
As z → ∞, R(z) = I + R1

z + O(z−2) for some R1 independent of z.

Observe that we have the symmetry R(z) = R(z), z ∈ C \ ΣR.
On ∂Dz0 ∪ ∂Dz0 , by (6.46) and (6.50), we have

JR(z) = I + J
(1)
R (z)
N

+ O(N−2), as N → +∞ (6.52)

uniformly for z ∈ ∂Dz0 ∪ ∂Dz0 , κ ∈ [δ, κ2 − δ] and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ], for any fixed δ > 0 and for some
matrix J

(1)
R that can be explicitly computed. On the rest of the contour, using Corollary 6.7, we

obtain

JR(z) = I + O(e−cN ), as N → +∞, (6.53)
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uniformly for z ∈ ΣR \ (∂Dz0 ∪ ∂Dz0), κ ∈ [δ, κ2 − δ] and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ], for some c = c(δ) > 0 and
any fixed δ > 0. By small-norm theory for RH problems [19, 18], we thus have

R(z) = I + R(1)(z)
N

+ O
(

N−2

1 + |z|

)
, as N → +∞, (6.54)

uniformly for z ∈ C \ ΣR, where

R(1)(z) = 1
2πi

∫
∂Dz0 ∪∂Dz0

J
(1)
R (s)
s − z

ds,

and we recall that the orientation of the circles is clockwise. Therefore, for z ∈ C \ (Dz0 ∪ Dz0), we
have

R(1)(z) = 1
z − z0

Res
(

J
(1)
R (s); s = z0

)
+ 1

(z − z0)2 Res
(

(s − z0)J (1)
R (s); s = z0

)
+ 1

z − z0
Res
(

J
(1)
R (s); s = z0

)
+ 1

(z − z0)2 Res
(

(s − z0)J (1)
R (s); s = z0

)
. (6.55)

The above residues can be computed explicitly using (6.44) and (6.49):

Res
(

(s − z0)J (1)
R (s); s = z0

)
= 5

√
Im z0 e

πi
4

48
√

2 c
3
2
0

(
1 −iG−2

∞
−iG2

∞ −1

)
,

Res
(

(s − z0)J (1)
R (s); s = z0

)
= Res

(
(s − z0)J (1)

R (s); s = z0

)
,

Res
(

J
(1)
R (s); s = z0

)
= e− πi

4

64
√

2 c
3
2
0

√
Im z0

(
−3 − 10i c1Im z0 (− 19

3 i − 10 c1Im z0)G−2
∞

(− 19
3 i − 10 c1Im z0)G2

∞ 3 + 10i c1Im z0

)

+ g1

4
√

2c
3
2
0

 e
πi
4

√
Im z0 g1

√
2+e

πi
4

√
Im z0 g1

iG2
∞√

2−e
πi
4

√
Im z0 g1

−iG−2
∞

−e
πi
4

√
Im z0 g1


Res
(

J
(1)
R (s); s = z0

)
= Res

(
J

(1)
R (s); s = z0

)
,

where G∞ is given by (6.33) and

g1 = −e− πi
4

√
2

√
Im z0

2π

∮
C

ϵ log(1 − as) − log s

R(s)
ds

s − z0
.

Here, the principal branch is used for the logarithms, and C ⊂ C \
(
(−∞, 0] ∪ [ 1

a , +∞)
)

is a closed
contour surrounding S once in the positive direction. Using contour deformation, it is possible to
simplify g1 as in (6.64) below; the proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 6.8 and we omit it.

We can again extend the range of validity of our asymptotic analysis as κ → κ2 with κ ≤ µ − δ
and as κ → 0: since P (∞) remains bounded near z0, z0 in these limits, we have that (6.53) holds
uniformly for M/N ≤ κ ≤ min{κ2 − MN−2/3, µ − δ} with M large, if we replace the error term
O(e−cN ) by O(e−cκN ) as κ → 0, and by O(e−c(κ2−κ)3/2N ) as κ → κ2 with κ ≤ µ − δ. Similarly,
(6.52) and (6.54) hold uniformly for M/N ≤ κ ≤ min{κ2 − MN−2/3, µ − δ} with M large, if we
replace the error terms O(N−2) by

O(N−2ξ(z)−2) = O
(
N−2|ℑz0|−4) = O

(
N−2κ−2) , (6.56)
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as κ → 0, and by

O(N−2ξ(z)−2) = O
(
N−2(z0 − γ)−2|ℑz0|−4) = O

(
N−2(κ2 − κ)−3) , (6.57)

as κ → κ2 with κ ≤ µ − δ. All of these error terms are also uniform in µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ], for any fixed
δ > 0.

6.8 Ratio asymptotics
Proposition 6.9 (Ratio asymptotics in the rough region). For any δ > 0 and for sufficiently large
M > 0, we have

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,k

N (a; ϵ) = NG(κ, µ) + H(κ, µ) + 1
N

F (κ, µ)

+ O
(
N−2(κ2 − κ)−3)+ O

(
N−2κ−2) ,

as N → ∞, uniformly for δ ≤ µ ≤ 1−δ and for M/N ≤ κ ≤ min{κ2 −MN−2/3, µ−δ}, with µ = m
N ,

κ = k/N . Here,

G(κ, µ) = −g(0; κ, µ), (6.58)

H(κ, µ) = log G∞

G(0) + log cos
(arg z0

2

)
, (6.59)

F (κ, µ) = R
(1)
22 (0) + R

(1)
21 (0)
G2

∞
tan

(arg z0

2

)
. (6.60)

Proof. By the construction of T , (6.25), and (6.51) (note that 0 ∈ C \ (Dz0 ∪ Dz0)), we have

Y22(0) = e−Ng(0)S22(0)

= e−Ng(0)
(

R21(0)P (∞)
12 (0) + R22(0)P (∞)

22 (0)
)

.

By (6.28) and (6.5), we have

P
(∞)
22 (0) = G∞

G(0) cos
(arg z0

2

)
, P

(∞)
12 (0) = 1

G(0)G∞
sin
(arg z0

2

)
.

Using the large N asymptotic expansion (6.54) of R, we obtain

Y22(0) = e−Ng(0) G∞

G(0) cos
(arg z0

2

)(
1 + 1

N

[
R

(1)
22 (0) + R

(1)
21 (0)
G2

∞
tan

(arg z0

2

)]
+ O(N−2)

)
,

where we need to replace the error term by O
(
N−2(κ2 − κ)−3) or by O

(
N−2κ−2) as κ → κ2 or as

κ → 0, respectively (see (6.56) and (6.57)). So

log Y22(0) = −Ng(0) + log G∞

G(0) + log cos
(arg z0

2

)
+ 1

N

[
R

(1)
22 (0) + R

(1)
21 (0)
G2

∞
tan

(arg z0

2

)]
+ O(N−2),

again with modified error term as κ → κ2 or as κ → 0. The result now follows from (2.4).
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We can evaluate G, H, F explicitly in terms of z0. For H, we use (6.32)–(6.33) and obtain

H(κ, µ) = ϵ

2 log
((

a(Im z0)2

2(|z0 − 1
a | + ℜz0 − 1

a )

)( |z0| + |z0 − 1
a | − 1

a

|z0| + 1
a − |z0 − 1

a |
|z0|+ℜz0

|z0|−ℜz0

))
+ log

(
2|z0|

|z0| + ℜz0

)
+ log cos

(arg z0

2

)
. (6.61)

For G, we evaluate (6.22) at z = 0 and use (6.23) to obtain

G(κ, µ) = µ − κ

2

{
log
(

4|z0|2

(Im z0)(|z0| + ℜz0)

)
− ℜz0

|z0|
log
(

|z0| + ℜz0

Im z0

)}
− 1 − µ

2

{
log
( |z0| |z0 − 1

a | + 1
a ℜz0 − |z0|2

Im z0
2 (|z0 − 1

a | + 1
a − ℜz0)

)
+

ℜz0 − 1
a

|z0 − 1
a |

log
(

|z0| + ℜz0

Im z0

)}
− µ

2

{
log
(

|z0| |z0 + a| + |z0|2 + a ℜz0
Im z0

2 (|z0 + a| + a + ℜz0)

)
− ℜz0 + a

|z0 + a|
log
(

|z0| + ℜz0

Im z0

)}
. (6.62)

Finally, for F , we use (6.55) and obtain

F (κ) =
√

Im z0

2
√

2

{
tan

(arg z0

2

)
Im
(

5
12

1
z2

0e0
+ 5

8
e1

z0e0
− g2

1
z0e0

)
− Re

(
5
12

1
z2

0e0
+ 5

8
e1

z0e0
− g2

1
z0e0

)}
−

Im ( 3
16

1
z0e0

)
2
√

2
√

Im z0
+ tan

(arg z0

2

){ Im ( 19
48

1
z0e0

)
2
√

2
√

Im z0
+ Im

[
e− πi

4 g1

2z0e0

]}
, (6.63)

where e0, e1 and g1 are given by

e0 = −
√

2
√

Im z0Q(z0), e1 = 2
5

Q′(z0)
Q(z0) − i

10 Im z0
,

Q(z) = κ + 1 − µ

2
z − γ

z(z + a)(z − 1/a) , γ = µ − κ

1 − µ + κ

1
|z0|

,

g1 = e
πi
4

√
2
√

Im z0

(
1

z0 + |z0|
+ ϵ

1
a − z0 + | 1

a − z0|

)
. (6.64)

Note that all the quantities defined above have a highly nontrivial dependence on κ and µ, via
z0 = z0(κ, µ).

It is crucial for us to understand the asymptotics of the quantities H(κ, µ), F (κ, µ) and G(κ, µ)
as κ → 0 and as κ → κ2.

Proposition 6.10. Let µ ∈ (0, 1). As κ → 0, we have

G(κ, µ) = G0 + G∗κ log κ + G1κ + O(κ2), ∂κG(κ, µ) = G∗ log κ + G∗ + G1 + O(κ),
∂j

κG(κ, µ) = O(κ−j+1) for j = 2, 3, 4,

H(κ, µ) = −1
2 log κ + H0 + O(κ), F (κ, µ) = F−1

κ
+ O(1),

∂j
κH(κ, µ) = O(κ−j), ∂j

κF (κ, µ) = O(κ−j−1) for j = 1, 2, 3, 4,

with

G0 = φ0(x0), G∗ = 1, G1 = −1 − log
(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)
. (6.65)
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H0 = 1
2 log

(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)

+ ϵ log(1 − ax0), F−1 = 1
12 , (6.66)

The error terms are moreover uniform for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] for any fixed δ > 0.

Proof. Using (6.61) and Proposition 6.2, we obtain after a straightforward computation that

H(κ, µ) = −1
2 log κ + H0 + O(κ) as κ → 0,

for some H0 ∈ R, and that ∂κH(κ, µ) = O(κ−j) as κ → 0 for j = 1, 2, 3, 4. Similarly, by (6.63) and
Proposition 6.2, we can prove that

F (κ, µ) = F−1

κ
+ O(1) as κ → 0,

for some F−1 ∈ R, and that ∂j
κF (κ, µ) = O(κ−j−1) as κ → 0 for j = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Finally, by (6.62) and Proposition 6.2, we find after a lengthy computation that

G(κ, µ) = G0 + G∗κ log κ + G1κ + O(κ2),

and that ∂κG(κ, µ) = G1 log κ + G∗ + G1 + O(κ), ∂j
κG(κ, µ) = O(κ−j+1) for j = 2, 3, 4, as κ → 0,

for some constants G0, G∗, G1 ∈ R.
To compute the constants H0, F−1, G0, G∗, G1, we can now use Proposition 5.1 for k fixed but

sufficiently large: this gives

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,k

N (a; ϵ) = Nφ0(x0) −
(

k − 1
2

)
log N + log

(
(k − 1)!

)
−
(

k − 1
2

)
log
(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)

+ ϵ log(1 − ax0) − 1
2 log(2π) + O(N−1/2),

as N → ∞, which we can rewrite in terms of κ = k/N as

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,k

N (a; ϵ) = Nφ0(x0) + Nκ log κ − κN − κN log
(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)

− 1
2 log κ

+ 1
2 log

(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)

+ ϵ log(1 − ax0) + S(k) + O(N−1/2), (6.67)

with
S(k) = log

(
(k − 1)!

)
− (k − 1

2) log k + k − 1
2 log(2π),

which is 1
12k + O(1/k3) as k → ∞ by Stirling’s approximation.

Now we compare this with Proposition 6.9 in which we substitute the above expansions for
H(κ, µ), F (κ, µ), G(κ, µ): this gives

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,k

N (a; ϵ) = NG0 + G∗Nκ log κ + G1Nκ − 1
2 log κ + H0 + F−1

k

+ O(k2N−1) + O(kN−1) + O(N−1) + O(k−2),

as N → ∞ for k large. Comparing the latter with (6.67), we obtain (6.65)–(6.66).

Proposition 6.11. As κ → κ2, we have

G(κ, µ) = G̃2(κ2 − κ)2 + O((κ2 − κ)3),
∂κG(κ, µ) = O(κ2 − κ), ∂j

κG(κ, µ) = O(1) for j = 2, 3, 4,
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H(κ, µ) = O(κ2 − κ), F (κ) = F̃−1

κ2 − κ
+ O(1),

∂j
κH(κ, µ) = O(1), ∂j

κF (κ, µ) = O((κ2 − κ)−j−1) for j = 1, 2, 3, 4,

with

G̃2 = (s∗)3

4 , F̃−1 = 1
8 . (6.68)

The error terms are moreover uniform for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] \ ( a2

1+a2 − δ, a2

1+a2 + δ) for any fixed δ > 0.

Proof. We proceed similarly as in the proof of Proposition 6.10. Using (6.61) and Proposition 6.2,
we obtain

H(κ, µ) = O(κ2 − κ), ∂j
κH(κ, µ) = O(1), as κ → κ2, j = 1, 2, 3, 4.

By (6.63), Proposition 6.2 and (6.55), we find

F (κ, µ) = F̃−1

κ2 − κ
+ O(1) as κ → κ2,

for some F̃−1 ∈ R, and ∂j
κF (κ, µ) = O((κ2 − κ)−j−1) as κ → κ2 for j = 1, 2, 3, 4. By (6.62) and

Proposition 6.2, we obtain after a long computation that

G(κ, µ) = G̃2(κ2 − κ)2 + O((κ2 − κ)3),

and that ∂κG(κ, µ) = O(κ2 − κ) as κ → κ2, for some constant G̃2 ∈ R, as well as the fact that
∂j

κG(κ, µ) is bounded for j = 2, 3, 4.
To compute the constant G̃2, we use Proposition 4.1 and (4.24) for κ2 − κ = N− 2

3 +η with
η ∈ ( 1

15 , 1
6 ). We get

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,k

N (a; ϵ) = (s∗)3

4 N− 1
3 +2η

+ 1
8N− 1

3 −η + O
(

N− 2
3 +4η + N− 1

3 − 5
2 η
)

, (6.69)

as N → ∞. We compare this with Proposition 6.9 in which we substitute the above expansions of
H(κ, µ), F (κ, µ), G(κ, µ),

log F m,k+1
N (a; ϵ) − log F m,k

N (a; ϵ) = G̃2N− 1
3 +2η + F̃−1N− 1

3 −η + O(N−1+3η + N− 2
3 +η + N−3η),

(6.70)

as N → ∞. Comparing the latter with (6.69), we find the expression for G̃2 in (6.68). Note that
F̃−1 cannot be obtained by comparing (6.69) with (6.70), because η cannot be chosen in such a way
that the O-terms in both (6.69) and (6.70) are simultaneously small. However, a long and tedious
computation, which uses the explicit expressions of the constants z̃

(0)
0 , z̃

(1/2)
0 from Proposition 6.2,

shows that F̃−1 = 1
8 .

6.9 Proof of Theorem 1.4
We will now sum the result from Proposition 6.9 over k running from k− to k+, where k−, k+ ∈
[M + 1, N(κ2 − MN−2/3)] ∩ N. We will explicitly evaluate the summation of the main terms, and
estimate the summation of the error terms. The key will be to recognize the sums as Riemann sums
of integrals. We record the following elementary lemma to estimate the difference between Riemann
sums and integrals.
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Lemma 6.12. Let k− < k+ be integers and let N ∈ N. Write

κ− =
k− − 1

2
N

, κ+ =
k+ + 1

2
N

. (6.71)

Let h be C4 on [κ−, κ+]. We have

k+∑
k=k−

h(k/N) = N

∫ κ+

κ−

h(x)dx − 1
24N

(h′(κ+) − h′
−(κ−)) + O(N−4Σh(4)), N → ∞,

where

Σf :=
k+∑

k=k−

max
κ∈[k/N,(k+1)/N ]

|f(κ)|.

Proof. Using a mid-point rule for the integrals of h and h′′, we obtain that∫ κ+

κ−

h(x)dx = 1
N

k+∑
k=k−

h(k/N) + 1
24N3

k+∑
k=k−

h′′(k/N) + O(N−5Σh(4)),

∫ κ+

κ−

h′′(x)dx = 1
N

k+∑
k=k−

h′′(k/N) + O(N−3Σh(4)),

as N → ∞. This implies that∫ κ+

κ−

h(x)dx = 1
N

k+∑
k=k−

h(k/N) + 1
24N2

∫ κ+

κ−

h′′(x)dx + O(N−5Σh(4))

= 1
N

k+∑
k=k−

h(k/N) + 1
24N2 (h′(κ+) − h′(κ−)) + O(N−5Σh(4)).

Consequently,
k+∑

k=k−

h(k/N) = N

∫ κ+

κ−

h(x)dx − 1
24N

(h′(κ+) − h′(κ−)) + O(N−4Σh(4)).

Lemma 6.13. Let M ∈ N be fixed but sufficiently large, and let δ > 0 be fixed. As N → +∞, we
have

k+∑
k=k−

NG(κ = k
N , µ) = N2

∫ κ+

κ−

G(κ, µ)dκ − ∂κG(κ+, µ) − ∂κG(κ−, µ)
24 + O(κ−2

− N−2), (6.72)

uniformly for k−, k+ ∈ [M + 1, min{N(κ2 − MN−2/3), N(µ − δ)}]∩N and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ], and where
κ+, κ− are as in (6.71). In particular, the following hold.

• As N → +∞, we have
k+∑

k=M+1
NG( k

N , µ) = N2
∫ κ+

0
G(κ, µ)dκ − G0

(
M + 1

2

)
N − 6M2 + 6M + 1

12 log 2M + 1
2N
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− ∂κG(κ+, µ)
24 + 5

48 − G1

12 + 1
4
(
M2 + M

)
(1 − 2G1) + O

(
1

M2 + M3

N

)
, (6.73)

uniformly for k+ ∈ [M + 1, min{N(κ2 − MN−2/3), N(µ − δ)}] ∩ N and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ].

• Let k+ = ⌊N(κ2 − M
N2/3 )⌋. As N → +∞, we have

k+∑
k=k−

NG( k
N , µ) = N2

∫ κ2

κ−

G(κ, µ)dκ + ∂κG(κ−, µ)
24 − G̃2

3 M3 + O
(

1
κ2

−N2 + M2

N1/3

)
. (6.74)

uniformly for k− ∈ [M + 1, N(κ2 − MN−2/3)] ∩ N and for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] \ ( a2

1+a2 − δ, a2

1+a2 + δ).

Proof. The result (6.72) follows from Lemma 6.12 applied to the function h(κ) = G(κ, µ) and from
the estimates for ∂4

κG(κ, µ) obtained in Propositions 6.10 and 6.11.
To derive (6.73), we again use Proposition 6.10, with k− = M + 1. We use it to obtain

k+∑
k=k−

NG( k
N , µ) = N2

∫ κ+

κ−

G(κ, µ)dκ − ∂κG(κ+, µ) − ∂κG(κ−, µ)
24 + O(M−2)

= N2
∫ κ+

0
G(κ, µ)dκ − N2

∫ κ−

0
G(κ, µ)dκ + 1

24

(
−∂κG(κ+, µ) + log 2M + 1

2N
+ 1 + G1

)
+ O(M−2),

which yields the result after a straightforward computation. We obtain (6.74) similarly using Propo-
sition 6.11.

Lemma 6.14. Let M ∈ N be fixed but sufficiently large, and let δ > 0 be fixed. As N → +∞, we
have

k+∑
k=k−

H(κ = k
N ) = N

∫ κ+

κ−

H(κ, µ)dκ + O
(

1
κ−N

)
. (6.75)

uniformly for k−, k+ ∈ [M + 1, min{N(κ2 − MN−2/3), N(µ − δ)}]∩N and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ], and where
κ+, κ− are as in (6.71). In particular, the following hold.

• As N → +∞, we have

k+∑
k=M+1

H(κ = k
N , µ) = N

∫ κ+

0
H(κ, µ)dκ + 2M + 1

4 log 2M + 1
2N

− 2M + 1
4 (2H0 + 1) + O

(
1

M
+ M2

N

)
,

uniformly for k+ ∈ [M + 1, min{N(κ2 − MN−2/3), N(µ − δ)}] ∩ N and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ].

• Let k+ = ⌊N(κ2 − M
N2/3 )⌋. As N → +∞, we have

k+∑
k=k−

H(κ = k
N , µ) = N

∫ κ2

κ−

H(κ, µ)dκ + O
(

1
κ−N

+ M2

N1/3

)

uniformly for k− ∈ [M + 1, N(κ2 − MN−2/3)] ∩ N and for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] \ ( a2

1+a2 − δ, a2

1+a2 + δ).

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 6.13, we apply Lemma 6.12, but now with h(κ) = H(κ, µ).
To estimate the error term, we use the bounds for ∂κH(κ, µ) and ∂4

κH(κ, µ) from Propositions 6.10
and 6.11. The two special cases are obtained in a similar way as in the proof of Lemma 6.13, using
Propositions 6.10 and 6.11.
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Lemma 6.15. Let M ∈ N be fixed but sufficiently large, and let δ > 0 be fixed. As N → +∞, we
have

1
N

k+∑
k=k−

F ( k
N , µ) =

∫ κ+

κ−

F (κ, µ)dκ + O
(

1
N2κ2

−
+ 1

N2(κ2 − κ+)2

)
.

uniformly for k−, k+ ∈ [M + 1, min{N(κ2 − MN−2/3), N(µ − δ)}]∩N and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ], and where
κ+, κ− are as in (6.71). In particular, the following hold.

• As N → +∞, we have

1
N

k+∑
k=M+1

F ( k
N , µ) = − 1

12 log 2M + 1
2N

+
∫ κ+

0

(
F (κ, µ) − 1

12κ

)
dκ

+ 1
12 log κ+ + O

(
1

M2 + M

N

)
,

uniformly for k+ ∈ [M + 1, min{N(κ2 − MN−2/3), N(µ − δ)}] ∩ N and µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ].

• Let k+ = ⌊N(κ2 − M
N2/3 )⌋. As N → +∞, we have

1
N

k+∑
k=k−

F ( k
N , µ) = 1

12 log N − 1
8 log M + 1

8 log(κ2 − κ−)

+
∫ κ2

κ−

(
F (κ, µ) − 1

8
1

κ2 − κ

)
dκ + O

(
1

N2κ2
−

+ 1
MN1/3

)
,

uniformly for k− ∈ [M + 1, N(κ2 − MN−2/3)] ∩ N and for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] \ ( a2

1+a2 − δ, a2

1+a2 + δ).

Proof. The proof is again a straightforward application of Lemma 6.12, now with h(κ) = F (κ, µ).

Now we are going back to Proposition 6.9 and sum that result from k = M + 1 to k+: this yields

log F
m,k++1
N = log F m,M+1

N + N

k+∑
k=M+1

G( k
N , µ) +

k+∑
k=M+1

H( k
N , µ) + 1

N

k+∑
k=M+1

F ( k
N , µ)

+ O(M−1 + N−1(κ2 − κ+)−2)

as N → ∞ for M large, where κ+ is as in (6.71). Then we substitute the results from Lemmas
6.13–6.15 as well as the expressions for G0, G1, H0 from Proposition 6.10 and obtain as N → +∞,

log F
m,k++1
N = log F m,M+1

N + A2(κ+, µ)N2 + A1(κ+, µ)N +
(

M2

2 − 1
12

)
log N + A0(κ+, µ)

+ O
(

1
M

+ M3

N
+ 1

N(κ2 − κ+)2

)
, (6.76)

uniformly for k+ ∈ [M + 1, min{N(κ2 − MN−2/3), N(µ − δ)}] ∩ N, where

A2(κ+, µ) =
∫ κ+

0
G(κ′, µ)dκ′,
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A1(κ+, µ) =
∫ κ+

0
H(κ′, µ)dκ′ − ( 1

2 + M)φ0(x0),

A0(κ+, µ) =
∫ κ+

0

(
F (κ′, µ) − 1

12κ′

)
dκ′ + 1

12 log κ+ + 1 − 6M2

12 log(M + 1
2 ) −

∂κ+G(κ+, µ)
24

+ M + 3M2

4 − 1
16 + 3M2 − 1

6 log(|x0|2φ′′
0(x0)) − ϵ(1 + 2M)

2 log(1 − ax0).

Now we substitute the asymptotics of Theorem 1.1 for log F m,M+1
N in (6.76). This yields

log F
m,k++1
N = C2(κ+, µ)N2 + C1(κ+, µ)N − 1

12 log N + Ĉ0(κ+, µ) + O
(

1
M

+ M3

N
+ 1

N(κ2 − κ+)2

)
,

with

C2(κ+, µ) = A2(κ+, µ) + F2(µ),
C1(κ+, µ) = A1(κ+, µ) + F1(M, µ),
Ĉ0(κ+, µ) = A0(κ+, µ) + F0(M, µ)

In other words,

C2(κ+, µ) =
(

1
2 − µ + µ2

)
log(1 + a2) +

∫ κ+

0
G(κ′, µ)dκ′, (6.77)

C1(κ+, µ) =
∫ κ+

0
H(κ′, µ)dκ′ − 1

2φ0(x0) +
(

1
2 − ϵµ

)
log(1 + a2), (6.78)

Ĉ0(κ+, µ) =
∫ κ+

0

(
F (κ′, µ) − 1

12κ′

)
dκ′ + 1

12 log κ+ + 1 − 6M2

12 log(M + 1
2 ) −

∂κ+G(κ+, µ)
24

− M

2 log(2π) + −1 + 4M + 12M2

16 − 1
6 log(|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)) − ϵ

2 log(1 − ax0) + log G(M + 1).
(6.79)

Here we observe that the asymptotics (1.16) of log G(M + 1) as M → ∞ imply that

log G(M + 1) + 1 − 6M2

12 log(M + 1
2 ) − M

2 log(2π) + −1 + 4M + 12M2

16 = ζ ′(−1) + O(1/M).

This implies that we can set

C0(κ+, µ) =
∫ κ+

0

(
F (κ′, µ) − 1

12κ′

)
dκ′ + 1

12 log κ+ −
∂κ+G(κ+, µ)

24

−1
6 log(|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)) − ϵ

2 log(1 − ax0) + ζ ′(−1), (6.80)

and obtain

log F
m,k++1
N = C2(κ+, µ)N2 + C1(κ+, µ)N − 1

12 log N + C0(κ+, µ) + O
(

1
M

+ M3

N
+ 1

N(κ2 − κ+)2

)
.

(6.81)

Since we can choose M arbitrarily large, the error term is

o(1) + O
(

1
N(κ2 − κ+)2

)
,

which finishes the proof of (1.14). By Proposition 6.10, we obtain the κ+ → 0 asymptotics (1.15).
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.4.
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6.10 Consistency check and proof of (1.21)
Alternatively, we can obtain asymptotics by summing the result of Proposition 6.9 from k− = k + 1
to a value k+ = k+(N) defined by

k+ + 1 = N

(
κ2 − MN

N2/3

)
,

for some MN satisfying limN→∞ MN = +∞, and which we will determine later. By Proposition 6.9,
we get

log F m,k+1
N = log F

m,k++1
N − N

k+∑
j=k+1

G( j
N , µ) −

k+∑
j=k+1

H( j
N , µ)

− 1
N

k+∑
j=k+1

F ( j
N , µ) + O

(
M−2

N N1/3
)

+ O
(
k−1) (6.82)

as N → ∞, uniformly for k ∈ [M + 1, N(κ2 − δ)] ∩ N and for µ ∈ [δ, 1 − δ] \ ( a2

1+a2 − δ, a2

1+a2 + δ), for
some fixed δ > 0 and some fixed but large M > 0.

Let κ− = k−− 1
2

N = k+ 1
2

N . Now we use again Lemmas 6.13–6.15 to obtain

log F m,k+1
N = log F

m,k++1
N − N2

∫ κ2

κ−

G(κ, µ)dκ − N

∫ κ2

κ−

H(κ, µ)dκ −
∫ κ2

κ−

(
F (κ, µ) − 1

8
1

κ2 − κ

)
dκ

− ∂κG(κ−, µ)
24 + G̃2

3 M3
N − 1

12 log N + 1
8 log MN

κ2 − κ−
+ O

(
M2

N N−1/3 + M−2
N N1/3 + k−1

)
.

Substituting the Tracy-Widom asymptotics (1.20), we obtain

log F m,k+1
N = N2

2 log(1 + a2) − N2
∫ κ2

κ−

G(κ, µ)dκ + N

2 log(1 + a2) − N

∫ κ2

κ−

H(κ, µ)dκ

−
∫ κ2

κ−

(
F (κ, µ) − 1

8
1

κ2 − κ

)
dκ − M3

N

12c∗ − 1
8 log MN + 1

24 log(2c∗) + ζ ′(−1) − ∂κG(κ−, µ)
24

+ G̃2

3 M3
N − 1

12 log N + 1
8 log MN

κ2 − κ−
+ O

(
M2

N N−1/3 + M−2
N N1/3 + k−1

)
.

Here one should note that we need M2
N = o(N1/15) as N → ∞ in order to apply (1.20). Let us set

MN = N
1

15 − η
2 for a sufficiently small η > 0. We obtain

log F
m,k−+1
N = N2B2(κ−, µ) + NB1(κ−, µ) + O(N 1

5 +η + k−1), (6.83)

where

B1(κ−, µ) = 1
2 log(1 + a2) −

∫ κ2

κ−

G(κ, µ)dκ, (6.84)

B2(κ−, µ) = 1
2 log(1 + a2) −

∫ κ2

κ−

H(κ, µ)dκ. (6.85)

Comparing this with (6.81), we see that B1(κ, µ) = C1(κ, µ) and that B2(κ, µ) = C2(κ, µ). In other
words, we have the integral identities∫ κ2

0
G(κ, µ)dκ = µ(1 − µ) log(1 + a2), (6.86a)
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∫ κ2

0
H(κ, µ)dκ = φ0(x0)

2 + ϵ µ log(1 + a2). (6.86b)

We can now substitute the results from Proposition 6.11 in (6.84)–(6.85) to obtain (1.21).

Remark 6.16. Both identities (6.86) have been verified numerically. In fact, we even verified
numerically that∫ κ2

0

(
F (κ′, µ) − 1

12κ′ − 1
8

1
κ2 − κ′

)
dκ′ = − 5

24 log κ2 + 1
6 log

(
|x0|2φ′′

0(x0)
)

+ ϵ

2 log(1 − ax0) + 1
24 log(2c∗).

We can however not prove this because the error term in (6.83) is bigger than O(1).
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Math. Surveys Monogr., 128 American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2006.
[27] V. Gorin, Lectures on random lozenge tilings, Cambridge Stud. Adv. Math., 193, Cambridge University Press,

Cambridge, 2021.
[28] J. Huang, F. Yang and L. Zhang, Pearcey universality at cusps of polygonal lozenge tilings, Comm. Pure Appl.

Math. 77 (2024), no. 9, 3708–3784.
[29] A. Its, A.G. Izergin, V.E. Korepin and N.A. Slavnov, Differential equations for quantum correlation functions, In

proceedings of the Conference on Yang-Baxter Equations, Conformal Invariance and Integrability in Statistical
Mechanics and Field Theory, Volume 4, (1990) 1003–1037.

[30] W. Jockusch, J. Propp and P. Shor, Random domino tilings and the arctic circle theorem, arXiv:math/9801068.
[31] K. Johansson, Non-intersecting paths, random tilings and random matrices, Probab. Theory and Related Fields

123 (2002), 225–280.
[32] K. Johansson, The arctic circle boundary and the Airy process, Ann. Prob. 33 (2005), no. 1, 1–30.
[33] M. Nicoletti, Temperleyan Domino Tilings with Holes, arXiv:2503.12082.
[34] L. Petrov, Asymptotics of uniformly random lozenge tilings of polygons. Gaussian free field, Ann. Probab. 43

(2015), 1–43.
[35] K. Strebel, Quadratic differentials, Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (3), Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1984.
[36] C. Tracy and H. Widom, Level-spacing distribution and the Airy kernel, Commun. Math. Phys. 159 (1994),

151–174.

58


	Introduction and main results
	Ratio identity and RH problem
	Small removed corner
	Critical removed corner
	Transformation YT
	Painlevé II model RH problem
	Asymptotic analysis for  as s+ 
	Asymptotic analysis for  as s- 

	Local parametrix near x*
	Small norm RH problem

	Almost maximal removed corner
	The RH problem for Y
	Transformation YT
	Transformation TS
	Global parametrix
	Local parametrix
	Small norm RH problem
	Ratio asymptotics and proof of Theorem 1.1

	Large removed corner
	Construction and analysis of the g-function
	First transformation: Y T
	Second transformation: TS
	Global parametrix
	Local parametrix near z0
	Local parametrix near z0
	Small norm RH problem
	Ratio asymptotics
	Proof of Theorem 1.4
	Consistency check and proof of (1.21)


