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Abstract

We prove edge universality of local eigenvalue statistics for orthogonal invariant ma-
trix models with real analytic potentials and one interval limiting spectrum. Our start-
ing point is the result of [2I] on the representation of the reproducing matrix kernels
of orthogonal ensembles in terms of scalar reproducing kernel of corresponding unitary
ensemble.

1 Introduction and main results

We study ensembles of n x n real symmetric (or Hermitian) matrices M with the probability
distribution
nB

Po(M)dM = Z, exp{——-TrV (M) }dM, (1.1)

where Z,, g is a normalization constant, V' : R — R is a Holder function satisfying the
condition

[V(A)] > 2(1 4 ¢€)log(1+ |\]). (1.2)

A positive parameter  here assumes the values § = 1 (in the case of real symmetric matrices)
or =2 (in the Hermitian case), and dM means the Lebesgue measure on the algebraically
independent entries of M.

The joint eigenvalue distribution corresponding to (L.I]) has the form (see [14])

n

PO dn) = Q[T eV 2 T 1= NP, (1.3)
i=1 1<j<k<n

where (), 3 is a normalization constant. For both cases (8 = 1,2) the behavior of Normalized
Counting Measure (NCM) of eigenvalues is now well understood. According to [3], [12], NCM
converges weakly in probability to the non random limiting measure N known as Integrated
Density of States (IDS) of the ensemble. The IDS is absolutely continuous, if V’ satisfies the
Lipshitz condition [19]. The non-negative density p()) is called Density of States (DOS) of
the ensemble. IDS can be found as a unique solution of a certain variational problem (see
3, 15, 19]).

To study the local regimes for ensembles (LI) means to study the behavior of marginal
densities

B s N) :/ PO AL AL e A )AL 1A (1.4)

in the scaling limit, when \; = A\g+a;/n" (i = 1,...,1), and & is a constant, depending on the
behavior of DOS p(A) in a small neighborhood of A\g. If p(A\g) # 0, then k = 1, if p(Ag) =0
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and p(A) ~ |A— A\g|%, then kK = 1/(1 4+ «). The universality conjecture states that the scaling
limits of all marginal densities are universal, i.e. do not depend on V and depend only on «
and 5. One of the most known quantity probing the local regime is the gap probability, i.e.,
the probability that there is no eigenvalues in the interval A, (a,b) = [Ao + a/n", Ao + b/n"]

k
Epp(Ana,b)) = E{ T[o- 1An(a,b><xi>>}. (15)

k=1

Thus, results on the universality of local eigenvalue statistics usually include proofs of uni-
versality of the gap probability.

For unitary ensembles all marginal densities can be represented (see [14])) in terms of so
called reproducing kernel

Zw, N (). (1.6)

where
B (V) = exp{-nV(\)/2}p (V) 1=0,... (1.7)

and {pl(n)}lnzo are orthogonal polynomials on R associated with the weight w,(\) = e V),

/ P ()P (A (\)AA = 6. (18)

In particular,
ETL72(ATL((17 b)) = det{l - KAn(a,b)}7

where det{...} is the Fredholm determinant and K An(a,p) 18 the integral operator with the
kernel (L) in L?(A,(a,b)). Hence, the problem to study marginal distributions is replaced
by the problem to study the reproducing kernel K, (A, ) in the scaling limit.

The problem was solved in many cases. For example, in the bulk case (p(\g) # 0) it was
shown in [I5] (see also [17]) that for a general class of V' (the third derivative is bounded
in the some neighborhood of A\g) the scaled reproducing kernel converges uniformly to the
sin-kernel. This result for the case of real analytic V' was obtained also in [7].

Universality near the edge, i.e., the case when A is the edge point of the spectrum and
p(A) ~ |\ — Xg|'/2, as X ~ Ao, was studied in [7]. It was proved that

1
lim — Ky, 2(Ao + 51/, Ao + s2/n%/37) = Q ai(s1, 52),
n— oo n2/3

where y . ) p
Quilon, o) = A BT 0]

This result for GUE (V(A\) = A\?/2) was obtained in [26]. There are also results on universality
near the extreme point, where p(A) ~ (A — Ag)?, as A ~ Ao (see [4] for real analytic V and
[20] for general V).

For orthogonal ensembles (8 = 1) the situation is more complicated. Instead of (L6l we
need to use the matrix kernel

> Sn(Av ) Snd(Av )
() = < ISn(\, 1) —g(A—u) Sn(u,AM) > (1.10)

(1.9)

Here

n—1
3 P MO (e ) (u), (1.11)

i.j=0



where w@(n) are defined by (I77)-(L8) and the matrix M©") is defined as
M= (" e0); MO = (M550 MO = (M3, (1.12)

where € is the integral operator with the kernel

((\) = gsign(\); ef(\) = / e\ — 1) f (u)dp. (1.13)

The symbol d in (LI0) denotes the differentiating with respect to u, and IS, (A, 1) means
the composition of operators € and S,. Similarly to the hermitian case all marginal densities
can be expressed in terms of the kernel K, (see [25]). In particular, the gap probability has
the form

En1(An(a,b)) = det'/?(1 — K, (An(a,b))), (1.14)

where K,,(A,(a,b)) is an integral operator from L2(Ap(a, b)) & L2(An(a, b)) to itself defined
by the matrix kernel (II0) and det means it Fredholm determinant. The matrix kernel (I.10])
was introduced first in [II] for circular ensemble and then in [14] for orthogonal ensembles.
The scalar kernels of (LI0]) could be defined in principle in terms of any family of polynomials
complete in Lo(R, w,,) (see [25]), but usually the families of skew orthogonal polynomials were
used (see [I4] and references therein). Unfortunately, using of skew orthogonal polynomials
for general V rises serious technical difficulties.

The main technical obstacle to study the kernel (LII]) defined in terms of orthogonal
polynomials is that there is no uniform bound for [[(M(©™)=1||. According to Widom (see
[27]), if the potential V is a rational function, then to control (M©™)=1 it is enough to
control the inverse of some matrix of fixed size depending of V' (e.g. if V is polynomial of
degree 2m, then we should control some (2m — 1) x (2m — 1) matrix). In the paper [§] by
constructing of the exact expressions for the entries of the Widom matrix, it was shown that
it is invertible in the case V(A) = A?™. This allowed to prove bulk universality for the case
V(A) = N2 4 n~1/2mgy 1 A?"=1 4 . (in our notations). The same approach was used
in [9] to prove edge universality and in [10] to prove bulk and edges universality (including
the case of hard edge) for the Laguerre type ensembles with monomial V. In the papers
[22] 23] universality in the bulk and near the edges were studied for V' being an even quatric
polynomial. The most general result for the moment was obtained in [2I], where it was
shown that in the one interval case the matrix, which we need to control, is of rank one.
This allowed to study any real analytical potential with one interval support and to simplify
considerably the proof. In the present paper we will use the result of [21] to prove that up
to some small terms (which do not contribute in the limit) the kernel S is the same that for
GOE case (see Lemma [I]). This allows us to use the method of [26] to prove universality of
limiting kernels near the edges. The only difference with [26] is that we use asymptotic of
orthogonal polynomials of [7], instead of classical asymptotic of Hermite polynomials.

Let us state our main conditions.

C1. The support o of IDS of the ensemble consists of a single interval:
o=1[-2,2].
C2. V(z) satisfies (I.2) and is an even analytic function in

Q[dl,dQ] = {Z 2 —-d1 <Rz<2 + dq, |%Z| < d2}, dy,ds > 0. (1.15)



C3. DOS p(\) is strictly positive in the internal points X € (—=2,2) and p(\) ~ |\ F 2|1/2,
as A ~ £2.

C4. The function
u(A) = 2/10g [ = Alp(p)dp — V()
achieves its maximum if and only if A € 0.

Note (see [2]) that under conditions C1-C4 the limiting density of states (DOS) p has
the form

1
p(A) = %P()\)V4—)\21\>\|<27 (1.16)
where the function P can be represented in the form
1 [T V'(z)—V'(2cosy)
P(z)=— dy. 1.1
(2) 2 /_7r z—2cosy 4 (1.17)

If V' is a polynomial of 2mth degree, then it is evident that P(z) is a polynomial of (2m —2)th
degree, and conditions C3 guarantee that

IP(2)| <C, zeQdi/2,ds/2], P(A)>35>0, Ael[-2,2]. (1.18)

We will use also that under conditions C1-C4 the entries of semi infinite Jacoby matrix
J™ | generated by the recursion relations for orthogonal polynomials (L)

T ) + a9 )+ I ) = A (), S =0, 1=0,..  (119)
satisfy the relations (see [1}, 2]): ql(n) =0 and

2 2/3
(n) k| o olkEtn

1— PR k] < 2nt/? 1.2

Jn—l—k -

where P is defined by (LI7]). Here and everywhere below we denote by C, Cy, C1, ¢, ... positive
n-independent constants (different in different formulas).
The main result of the paper is

Theorem 1 Consider an orthogonal ensemble of random matrices (1.3) with f =1, and V
satisfying conditions C1-C4. Set v = P?/3(2), where P is defined by (T.17). Then for even
n we have:

(i) z'fpl(?) is the lth marginal of (1.3), then nl/?’pl(?)(2+a:1/’yn2/3, ooy 24 a1 /yn?/3) converges
uniformly in x; > s > —oo, j = 1,...,1 to the limits coinciding with that for GOE and
given in terms of

Qailaey) = lim n~ 2397 R, (2 4w /yn?%, 2 4 y /), (1.21)
~ Sai(z,y) Dai(z,y) >

i\, = 1.22

Qail,y) ( Li(e,y) —cx —y) Saily,) (1.22)



with

Sule) = Quile) + 5aite) (1 [ aiGs). (1.23)
Dailey) = ~0,Quilr.y) — 3 Aia)Aily),
Luwy) = — /OOQsz,y)dy

% (/xy Ai(2)dz + /:O Ai(2)dz /yoo Az’(z)dz> ,
and Qai(x,y) of (LY);

(i1) if Ey 1 is the gap probability (1.14) of (1.3), corresponding to the semi-infinite interval
(2+ s/n?/3,0), then

lim By (24 5/3%, 00) ) == B9(s) = det! /(I — Quils)), (1.24)

where @Ai(s) is the integral operator, defined in L?(s,00;w)® L?(s,00;w™t) by the 2x 2

matriz kernel (L23), (L.23) with w(z) = z* + 1.

Remark 1 According to the results of [2] and [16], if we restrict the integration in (I.3) by
|A\i| <L =2+4d;1/2, consider the polynomials {plg"’L)}zozo orthogonal on the interval [—L, L]
with the weight eV and set 1/),2"’” = e_"V/2p,(€n’L), then for k < n(1 + ¢) with some € > 0

suppy<z [0 ) — e V)] < eC, i (£L)] < e (1.25)

with some absolute C. Therefore from the very beginning we can take all integrals in (I.3),
(I8), (113) and (I12) over the interval [—L,L]. Note also that since V is an analytic
function in Q[dy,ds] (see (I113)), for any m € N there exists a polynomial V, of the (2m)th
degree such that

Vin(2)] < Co,  |V(2) = Vin(2)] < e ™, 2 €Q[d1/2,d2/2]. (1.26)
Take
m = [log?n] (1.27)
and consider the system of polynomials {p,in’L’m)}ziO orthogonal in the interval [—L, L] with

respect to the weight e ™V Set zpé"’L’m) = pl,(cn’L’m)e_"v’”/2 and construct MO by (1.12)
with w,i"’L’m). Then for any k < n+ 2n'/? and uniformly in \ € [—L, L]
[ () o] < O, g () ey ()] < mCloen
||M7(37”) _ M(O,n)H < e—()logzn7 ||(M1(3,”))—1 _ (M(O’"))_lﬂ < e—Clogzn‘
The proof of the first bound here is identical to the proof of (L.23) (see [16]). The second

bound follows from the first one because the operator ¢ : Lo[—L, L] — C[—L, L] is bounded by
L. The third bound in (I.28) follows from the first, and the last bound follows from the third

one and from the fact that H(MSS’”))—IH is uniformly bounded (see [21)]). Hence
1S m (A 11) = Sp(A, )] < Cnte=Clog’n < =C'log”n, (1.29)

(1.28)

and below we will study Sy m(A, i) instead of Sp(A, ). To simplify notations we omit the in-
dexes m, L, but keep the dependence on m in the estimates. For more detail of the replacement
see [21)].



Our starting point is the representation of the matrix (M(Ovn))_l valid under conditions
C1-C4 (see Corollary 1 in [2I]). To formulate this result we introduce a few Toeplitz matrices.
Consider the infinite matrix P = {P} x}35_ _, in lo[—00, 00] with entries

fﬁk::é% }KZCosy)’U_kwdy, (1.30)
and R = P71,
1 (™ ell=Rrgy
©On) _ R - [ AT
R {7, k}j k=0 Al = B 2r / P(2cosx)’ (1.81)

It is important that (see [21]), Proposition 1)
[Rjl < em7HJ(ROM) 4] < el H, (1.32)

where ¢ > 0 is some n-independent constant. Remark also that if we denote by J* an infinite
Jacobi matrix with constant coefficients

= {1t hemoor ik =01k + 1k (1.33)

then the spectral theorem yields that P = P(J*), R = P~1(J*).
Two more matrices which we use below have the form

DO —{D;, k}] p=0>  Djk =0j11k — 0j—1k- (1.34)

and V(0:) = {Vii}59=0, where

(%WWWW% i1,

Vz—&@ﬂ-ﬁ@) VI ):%{( (1.35)

Here O(e‘mogQ") appears because of the integration by parts and bounds (L.25]), (T.28).
According to Corollary 1 from [21], under conditions C1-C4

n) 1 _
(M© "))J_,i Q;O,; ) 4 §ajbk +0(n"?10g%n), (1.36)
where
i 2| (ROM)=IDOMY 0 for n—2m<j<n,0<k<n. '
and
a; = (RO ep 1), b= (RO ™)y, 1, =R (1.38)

with R; defined by (L31)).
Note that since (R)J_,i =Pjr =0 for |j — k| > 2m — 2, the standard linear algebra yields

that (72(0’”))_1 possesses the same property, i.e.,

(ROM)~L =0, for|j — k| > 2m — 2 = Q4" = 0, for |j — k| > 2m - 2. (1.39)



2 Proof of Theorem (1.

Remark 2 (1.) It is easy to see that the integral operator with the kernel K, (2+x/yn2/3, \o+
y/yn*?) defined in (II0) is not a trace class operator in L*(s,00) @ L?(s,00) (recall that
A Hy — Ho is a trace class operator if ||Al|1 == Tr(A*A)Y/? < o). To take care of this
problem we follow the approach of [26] and use weighted L? spaces. If we take any w such that

—1 ¢ Ly and grows at infinity not faster than exponentially, then Kn is a Hilbert-Schmidt
on L?(s, 00;w)® L%(s,00;w™'). The diagonal entries ofK are finite rank, hence trace class.
Now the definition of determinant extends to Hilbert-Schmidt operator matrices T with trace
class diagonal entries by setting

det(I — T) = deto(I — T)e~ I'T,

where Tr denotes the sum of the traces of the diagonal entries of T and the deto is the
reqularized 2-determinant, defined for the Hilbert-Schmidt operator T with eigenvalues tj as

deto(I —T) = JJ(1 — ti)e
(see [13], Section IV.2). It follows from the identity for 2-determinant
deta(I — T (I — To)e TP T — deto(1 — Ty) deta(I — To)
that for this extended definition we still have the relation
det(I — T1)(I — Ty) = det(I — T) det(I — Tb)

(2.) Consider a rank one kernel u(z)v(y), where u € L*(s,00;ws) and v € L?(s,00;w; ")
and u ® v : L?(s,00;wy) — L%(s, 00; ws)

(u® v h)( / h(y (2.1)

Then we have
[lw @ vl < fJull 2 wa) 0] 201 (2.2)

Introduce the scaled kernels:

Su(z,y) = (0¥39)718,(2+ /3,2 + y/m?/3),
Du(z,y) = (n?34)72Dp(2+ a/yn*3,2 +y/yn*3),
_ 2/3 2/3 (2.3)
To(z,y) = L(2+x/yn*°,2+y/yn*?),
Kn(z,y) = n¥3y)7 Ku(24x/yn%3,2 + y/n?/3),

where S, is defined by (LII)) and K, is defined in (L8]).
We prove first assertion (ii). Observe that the determinant in (I.I4) is the same if we
replace the interval (2 + s/n%/?,2 + ¢) by (s,en?/3) and the kernel K,, by

= o Sn(x7y) Dn($7y)
Konle:y) = ( To(e.y) e —y) Sly.a) > | 24

Lemma 1 If we denote

on (@) = n~V0y 200 (2 4 g /yn?/3), apy(2) = 0~ Vo200 (24 2 /yn?/3), (25)



then

Sulsy) = Kale,) + 3Ua()eon(y) +rae,v)
Dp(z,y) = —%’Cn(w,y)—lwn(x)cpn(y)—a%rn(x,y) (2.6)

Zo(z,y) = IKn(z,y)+ —ezbn( Jeon(y) + (emn) (2, y)
where
|[rn(z, )1, IIa%Tn(w,y)lll, ll(ern) (@, y)l[1 < Cn~ " logf n. (2.7)

Proof. Since (L30]), (Dﬂ)and(ﬂfﬁ)imply for j <n—2m
n) n —clog?n
nZ MO ey (n) = =" () + O™ 8™,

we have
n—2mmn—1 n—2m
—n Y > MmO Z S (1) + O . (2.8)
j=0 k=0

For n —1 < j > n — 2m we need to use the result of [21] (see Eq. (68)), according to which
for any |p — n| < 4log?n we have

< wp-i-l( ) — 61/1,(," (1 > =n ZR ,l% ep(1)

S RO )+ 3 Ry )+ ey, (29
=0 l=n

where the remainder terms e, (u) satisfy the bounds
llepllrej—r,r) < Cn~?log* n.

Therefore the scaled functions €,(x) = n~3¢,(2 + x/yn*3) admit the bounds
lEpllz2(-1) < Cn/2logh .

Hence, using the definition of D™ (34)) and ([23), we obtain

. Z Zw ) (ROTDON) Py = 3w ()

j=n—2m+1 k=0 j=n—2m+1
n n n
+ 56% (1) Z RO DO + 1P (A ), (210)
j=n—2m+1

where Tn ()\ ) collects the terms, which appear because of the second sum in the r.h.s. of
239)), and 2 )()\, p) collects the remainder terms e, of (2.9

n—1 oo

rMOp) = Z STSTROMN AR, W )™ (),

j=n— 2m+1p 0l=n

rPOp) = Z Z ROD) Lyl (N)ey ().

j=n—2m+1 p=0



Definition 1 We will say that some remainder kernel r,(La)()\,u) (e =1,2,...) satisfies the
bound B with exponents k1, ko and k3, if

2/ (2 4 /3,2 4 y /)|y < Cn~ ' 10g™ . ®)
According to the results of [7], we have

n Moy T2 2 a /) = Ai(z 4 (0 - ) /e 1+ 0, (2.11)
‘n—1/67—1/2¢§")(2—i—a:/fynz/g)’ < Ce™,

where ¢, is some constant not important for us. These asymptotic implies, in particular, that

[In =16y =1/28 (2 4 @/ yn23) | 2y < C,

Using the asymptotic, (L32) and ([2.2]), we obtain that r,(Ll)()\,u) satisfies (B) with k1 = 1/3,
R = 1, R3 = 0.

Similarly, using 2.9), 2II), (L32) and [2.2)), we get that rgz)()\,u) satisfies (B) with
K1 = 2/3, Ro = 1, R3 =4.
Moreover, if we denote

n—1

rO O ) = ned® ) S @) - ) ROM) (2.13)
j=n—2m+1
then (2.8) and (2.10) give us
n—1n—1
0 >N M MO ey (1) = K (A, )
j=0 k=0
n n n)\ —

+ 5 e e (RO e, u) + D) + DO +rP (A ), (214)

where u is a vector, whose components are given by
u=1, i€n—-2mmn—-1], wu; =0, i¢[n—2m,n—1], (2.15)

and the remainder term r$) in view of 2I11), (C32) and (22]) satisfies the bound (B) with
K1 = 1/3, Ko = 1, R3 = 0.
Now we consider the term (see (L.30]))

n—1 n—1
n n n
A =5 D a0 D b ().
k=n—2m j=n—2m

Using (2.9) and (2.I1)), similarly to the above it is easy to obtain that

A ) = 5 (@) (bou) iy () o () + 7 (0, ), (2.16)

where u is defined in ([ZI3]), and the remainder r() satisfies the bound (B) with k1 = 1/3,
R = 0, R3 = 0.



Let us find (a,u)(b,u). Making transposition in (L36) and taking into account that
(M©Om)=1 and DO are skew symmetric matrices, we get

_ 1 n n)\— 1 -
—(MOM)TE = =S PO RO+ Sardj + O(n™ 2 logn).

Taking the sum of the equation with (I36]) and applying the result to u we get

(@, u)(b,u) = %([D(O’”), (RO™) M u,u) = =(RO™) ™1, DO u) + O~ *m* log n).

But it is easy to see that
DOMy = —e, 1 + en_om + €n—2m_1
Hence,
(a,u)(b,u) = (RO e, 1 u) — (RO (e _am + en_om-1),u) + O(n~2m2 log n).

Moreover, since P = R~! has only 2m — 2 nonzero diagonals, the standard linear algebra
argument yields that for j < n —2m (R(O™)~le; = Pe;. Then, using (L30) and ZIH), we
obtain

(P(en—2m + en—2m—1)7 u) = P(2)

Finally
(a,u)(b,u) = (RO le,_1,u) — P(2) + O(n"?m?logn). (2.17)

Then, combining (2.14]) with (2ZI7) and bounds (B) for rga)()\,,u) with o = 1,2, 3,4, we get
the first line of (2.6]). The second line of ([Z6]) can be proved similarly, if we use that (ZIT)
can be differentiated. To prove the last line of (26]) we used that (ZII]) implies that for
|k —n| = o(n)

()] < On V2. (2.18)
Hence

et (2 + 2/ yn*?)|| 21y < OV, (2.19)

Using these bounds we get the estimates for er™ (X, u) and er® (X, 1). The bound for

er® (X, ) and er® (), ) follow from (ZJ) Z2), (ZI2) and (L32).
O

Let us transform the kernel K,,. We use the representation

n—1 oo

n oo n n n n
Kaw) =5 2 3 V(T ™) /0 dv (97 O+ ) (4 0) + 9 (0 + ) (04 0))
k=0 j=n
(2.20)
The representation can be obtained by taking % + % from both sides of ([2.20) and using

of (L.35)) to expand %w,&n)()\) with respect to the basis {1/1](-") 21
Using the same trick as above, on the basis of (2.11]) and (2.2)) it is easy to show that

n—1 oo 00
Ka(Ap) = 5 (kzo > V’<J<">>j,k) | (B0 0t
==

D+ e () +rP O ). (220)

10



where rgs)()\,u) satisfies (B) with k1 = 1/3, ko = k3 = 0.
Moreover, using (L.20), we have

n—1 oo n—1 oo oo
Vo= ) VW™ =3 3 V(T + 0™ = Y kVi+ 0™,
k=0 j=n k=0 j=n k=1
where 1 qm
Vi V(2 cos z)e®dg.

:% .

On the other hand, it is evident that if we consider
n—1
V(z) = Z Vi sinkz,
k=0

then
Ve = iV(m)
" dx

But it was proved in [21I] (see Lemma 1) that V(z) = sinxP(2cosz). Thus we get

+0(n™).

z=0

VE=P(2)4+0((n™"),

n

and we obtain from (Z2I)) that the kernel K,, from (23] can be represented in the form

Kn(z,y) = % /Ooo dz (Yn(x + 2)n(y + 2) + Vn(y + 2)dn(z + 2)) + T7(7/6) (z,y), (2.22)

where Hrgj)Hl < Cn~'/3. Hence, the kernel S, is represented in the form

Sules) = [ d(nlie + only+2) + by + nler + )
B @)enw) + o). il € Con VL (223)

Thus we can prove that S, converges in the trace norm to Sg;, repeating almost literally
argument of [26], but using (2.11]) instead of classical asymptotic for Hermite polynomials.
Indeed, relations (2.11]) yield

1 [[n(-+2) = Ai( + 2|2 = Hm [[Yn(-+2) = Ai( + 2|z = 0. (2.24)

Let us prove that K, : L?(w) — L?(w) of [23)) converges in the ||...||; norm to Q 4; : L?(w) —
L?(w). where Q 4, is defined in (L3). Using ZI1)), (L9), and Z.2) we have
1Ky — Qaillx < (2.25)

. /Ooo (llen (- + 2) = Ai- + 2)|l 2wy + |9n(- + 2) = Ai(- + 2)||22(w))

2

X ([len (- + 2l p2@) + a4+ 2l r2@) + [Ai(- + 2)l|12w)) dz

< C/O (llo( +2) = Ai(- + 2)lz2() + (- + 2) = Ai(- + 2)|| L2 () € 7d2
for some n-independent C' > 0. Here we have again used (2.11]), implying

lon (- + 22wy < Ce™, ln (- + 2)l[L2w) < Ce™. (2.26)
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Now we can use the dominated convergence theorem to make the limit n — oo in ([2.25]).
To pass to the limit n — oo in ¥, (x)epy (y), remark that uniformly in y > s

n2/3~/(L—2)
eon(y) = cp — / on(2)dz,
Y

1 n2/3~(L—2) n1/2 L
Con =5 / on(2)dz = — Y (N)dA, (2.27)
—n2/3~(L+2) ~L

where L was defined in Remark [[I But according to the results of [7],

2—p—1/4
nl/2 / Y (N)dA — 0,
—24n—1/4

L —2-—n—1/4
nt/? (/ —I-/ >¢,(1”)()\)d)\—>0, n — 00.
24n—1/4 —L

Thus, (2.11) and the evenness of 1/1,(;1) yield
24n—1/4

lim ¢, = lim n'/? P (N)dA = / Ai(z)dz = 1.

n—oo n—oo 2_n71/4

Moreover, (2.11]) allow us to pass to the limit n — oo in the second term of the representation
221) of ep,. Thus we have uniformly in y > s > —o0

n—o0

lim epy,(y) =1 —/ Ai(z)dz.
y
Now (2.2]) implies

i (Ke.0) + Gutoeen(n) ) = Qute) + i) (1 [ aitaz).

n—oo

where the limit is understood in the || ... ||;-norm.

To prove that —d,K, : L?*(w™!) — L%*(w) converges in the |[|...]|; norm to —9,Qa; :
L?>(w™') — L%*(w), we repeat the argument used in ([Z.25)), taking into account (2.2]) with
w; = w~ ' and wy = w. Besides, we have the relations

len(- + 2|21y £ C'e™* |lthn(- 4+ 2)l| 21y < C'e™%, (2.28)
T [lonl- +2) = AiC-+ D2y = B [l +2) = AiC + 21201y =0
and

lim [[¢], (- + 2) = Ad'( + 2)||2w-1) = Hm ([ ( + 2) = Ad'(- + 2)||2w-1) = 0.

n—oo

We obtain then

lim (=0,KCn(2,y) = ¥n(2)pn(y)) = —0yQui(z,y) — %Ai(w)Ai(y)a

n—oo

where the limit is understood in the [|...||; norm.
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We are left to prove that Z, : L?(w) — L?*(w™') converges in the ||...||; norm to the
operator from L?(w) to L?(w™!), defined by the kernel

[ o a)0uite’ s

To this end denote

D, (x) = /xoo on(z)dx', W, (x) = /:o P (2)dz'

Then
epn(x) = %/_Oo on(2')dz' — ®p(x) = ¢y, — Pn(x),
en(z) = % /_ " () — U (2) = — ()
Kn(z,y) = % /Ooo (et (@ + 2)pn(y + 2) + cpn (@ + 2)n(y + 2))

(e.e]

A=W (@ + 2)puy + 2) + Bl + 2)ibn(y + 2)) + 2 Un(y).

Il

|
N | —
N

Here the second relation follows from the fact that w ~, is an odd function, and the third
one follows from the first, and the second, combined with (2.27). Hence, repeating again the
argument used in (Z25]) and taking into account that (ZI1]) implies

lim (|9, (x / Ai(a )| 21 = Timn ([ (a) — / i) || ey = O,
and
1R (- + 2)llr2-1) < Ce™% [|@n(- + 2)llr20-1) < Ce7,

we obtain

lim Z,( = / Qai(2,y)d

n—o0

+3 ( / Ai(x)da' + / Ai(2')da' / Az’(y’)dy’) ,
y @ y

where the limit is understood in the ||...[|; norm. Thus we have proved assertion (ii).

Note that we have also proved that Ty, 00 Ko (x,y) = Q Ai(x,y) uniformly in x,y €
(s,00). Hence assertion (i) is also proved. O
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