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We consider N x N random matrices of the form H=W + V
where W is a real symmetric or complex Hermitian Wigner matrix
and V is a random or deterministic, real, diagonal matrix whose
entries are independent of WW. We assume subexponential decay for
the matrix entries of W, and we choose V' so that the eigenvalues
of W and V are typically of the same order. For a large class of
diagonal matrices V', we show that the local statistics in the bulk of
the spectrum are universal in the limit of large N.

1. Introduction. A prominent class of random matrix models is the
Wigner ensemble, consisting of NV x N real symmetric or complex Hermi-
tian matrices, W = (w;;), whose matrix entries are random variables that
are independent up to the symmetry constraint W = W*. The first rigor-
ous result about the spectrum of random matrices of this type is Wigner’s
global semicircle law [60], which states that the empirical distribution of the
rescaled eigenvalues, ()\;), of a Wigner matrix W is given by

1

N
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as N — oo, in the weak sense. The distribution pg. is called the semicircle
law.
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Let piY-(A1, ..., An) denote the joint probability density of the (unordered)
eigenvalues of W. If the entries of the Wigner matrix W are i.i.d. (indepen-
dent and identically distributed) real or complex Gaussian random variables,
the joint density of the eigenvalues, p{,VV = pg, is given by

1 _ N 2
(1.2) pg(Ah,,,,AN):Z_NH‘,\Z._AJ.‘/BQ BN 3L i /4

G i<y
with 8 = 1,2, for the real, complex case, respectively. The normalization
zY =ZY(B) in (1.2) can be computed explicitly. The real and complex
Gaussian matrix ensembles so defined are known as the Gaussian orthogo-
nal ensemble (GOE, f=1) and Gaussian unitary ensemble (GUE, 5 = 2),
respectively, and as noted above we denote the corresponding joint densities
as pg instead of p{,VV.

The n-point correlation functions are defined by

oW (A5 An) :=/N P (A, Az, AN) dAng1 dAnga -+ dAw,
]R —n

1 <n < N. Using orthogonal polynomials the correlation functions of the
GUE and GOE have been explicitly computed by Dyson, Gaudin and Mehta,;
see, for example, [44]. For the Gaussian unitary ensemble, their results assert
that the limiting behavior on small scales at a fixed energy E in the bulk of
the spectrum, that is, for |E| < 2, satisfies

1
13) [psc(E)]"
— det(K (a; — o))},

(5]
psc(E)N’

(0% (0%
ggn(EJr E+—2 ...,E+7n)

pSC(E)N’ psc(E)N

as N — oo, where K is the sine-kernel
sinm(z —y)
m(z —y)

Note that the limit in (1.3) is independent of the energy F as long as FE is
in the bulk of the spectrum. The rescaling by a factor 1/N of the correla-
tion functions in (1.3) corresponds to the typical separation of consecutive
eigenvalues, and we refer to the law under such a scaling as local statistics.
Similar but more complicated formulas were also obtained for the Gaussian
orthogonal ensemble; see, for example, [1, 44] for reviews. Note that the
limiting correlation functions do not factorize, reflecting the fact that the
eigenvalues remain strongly correlated in the limit of large N.

The Wigner—-Dyson—Gaudin—-Mehta conjecture, or bulk universality con-
jecture, states that the local eigenvalue statistics of Wigner matrices are
universal in the sense that they depend only on the symmetry class of the

K($7y) =
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matrix, but are otherwise independent of the details of the distribution of
the matrix entries. The bulk universality can be formulated in terms of weak
convergence of correlation functions or in terms of eigenvalue gap statistics.
This conjecture for all symmetry classes has been established in a series
of papers [22-24, 28, 31, 33]. After this work began, parallel results were
obtained for complex Hermitian matrices and certain symmetric matrices
in [55, 56]; see [30] for a more detailed review.

In the present paper, we consider deformed Wigner matrices. A deformed
Wigner matrix, H, is an N x N random matrix of the form

(1.4) H=V+W,

where V is a real, diagonal, random or deterministic matrix and W is a

real symmetric or complex Hermitian Wigner matrix independent of V.

The matrices are normalized so that the eigenvalues of V' and W are order

one. If the entries, (v;), of V' are random we may think of V' as a “random

potential”; if the entries of V' are deterministic, matrices in the form of (1.4)

are sometimes referred to as Wigner matrices with external source.
Assuming that the empirical eigenvalue distribution of V',

1
Vi=—2% 0,
v

converges weakly, respectively, weakly in probability, to a nonrandom mea-
sure, v, it was shown in [46] that the empirical distribution of the eigenvalues
of H converges weakly in probability to a deterministic measure. This mea-
sure depends on v and is thus in general distinct from ps.. We refer to it as
the deformed semicircle law, henceforth denoted by pg.. There is no explicit
formula for pg in terms of v. Instead, pg is obtained as the solution of a
functional equation for its Stieltjes transform; see (2.9) below. It is known
that pg admits a density [6]. Depending on v, ps. may be supported on sev-
eral disjoint intervals. For simplicity, we assume below that v is such that pg.
is supported on a single bounded interval. Further, we choose 7 such that
all eigenvalues of H remain close to the support of pg.; that is, there are no
“outliers” for N sufficiently large.

If W belongs to the GUE, H is said to belong to the deformed GUE. The
deformed GUE for the special case when V' has two eigenvalues +a, each
with equal multiplicity, has been treated in a series of papers [2, 8, 9]. In this
setting the local eigenvalue statistics of H can be obtained via the solution to
a Riemann—Hilbert problem; see also [17] for the case when V' has equispaced
eigenvalues. Bulk universality for correlation functions of the deformed GUE
with rather general deterministic or random V' has been proved in [51] by
means of the Brezin—-Hikami/Johansson integration formula.

In the present paper, we establish bulk universality of local averages of
correlation functions for deformed Wigner matrices of the form H =V + W,
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where W is a real symmetric or complex Hermitian Wigner matrix and V' is
a deterministic or random real diagonal matrix. We assume that the entries
of W are centered independent random variables with variance 1/N whose
distributions decay sub-exponentially; see Definition 2.1. If V' is random,
we assume for simplicity that its entries (v;) are i.i.d. random variables.
We assume that 7 converges weakly, respectively, weakly in probability, to
a nonrandom measure v; see Assumption 2.2. We further assume that the
corresponding deformed semicircle law pg. is supported on a single compact
interval and has square root decay at both endpoints. Sufficient conditions
for these assumptions to hold have appeared in [52] and are rephrased in
Assumption 2.3. Under these assumptions, our main results in Theorem 2.5
and in Theorem 2.6 assert that the limiting correlation functions of the de-
formed Wigner ensemble are universal when averaged over a small energy
window. Note that our results hold for complex Hermitian and real symmet-
ric deformed Wigner matrices.

Before we outline our proofs, we recall the notion of 8-ensemble or log-gas
which generalizes the measures in (1.2). Let U be a real-valued potential,
and consider the measure on RY defined by the density

(15) :ug()‘la ERRE) )‘N) = % H |)‘Z - )\]|ﬂe_ﬂN 27521()\12/24'[]()\1'))/2’

U i<y
where >0 and Z}) = Z}/(B) is a normalization. Bulk universality for
[-ensembles asserts that the local correlation functions for measures in the
form of (1.5) are universal (for sufficiently regular potentials U) in the sense
that for each value of 5> 0 they agree with the local correlation functions
of the Gaussian ensemble with U = 0.

For the classical values § € {1,2,4}, the eigenvalue correlation functions
of ,ug can be explicitly expressed in terms of polynomials orthogonal to the
exponential weight in (1.5). Thus the analysis of the correlation functions
relies on the asymptotic properties of the corresponding orthogonal polyno-
mials. This approach, initiated by Dyson, Gaudin and Mehta (see [44] for
a review), was the starting point for many results on the universality for
B-ensemble with 8 € {1,2,4} [7, 1820, 37, 42, 43, 49].

For general 8 > 0, bulk universality of S-ensembles has been established
in [10-12] for potentials U € C*. Recently, alternative approaches to bulk
universality for [J-ensembles with general 5 have been presented in [50]
and [4] under different conditions on U.

We emphasize at this point that the eigenvalue distributions of the de-
formed ensemble in (1.4) are in general not of the form (1.5), even when W
belongs to the GUE or the GOE.

Returning to the random matrix setting, we recall that the general ap-
proach to bulk universality for (generalized) Wigner matrices in [24, 28, 33|
consists of three steps:
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(1) establish a local semicircle law for the density of eigenvalues;

(2) prove universality of Wigner matrices with a small Gaussian compo-
nent by analyzing the convergence of Dyson Brownian motion to local
equilibrium;

(3) compare the local statistics of Wigner ensembles with Gaussian divisible
ensembles to remove the small Gaussian component of step (2).

For an overview of recent results and this three-step strategy, see [30].
Note that the “local equilibrium” in step (2) refers to measure (1.2), with
8 =1,2, respectively, in the real symmetric, complex Hermitian case.

For deformed Wigner matrices, the local deformed semicircle law, the ana-
logue of step (1), was established in [39] for random V. However, when V'
is random, the eigenvalues of V + W fluctuate on scale N~/2 in the bulk
(see [39]), but their gaps remain rigid on scale N~!. To circumvent the
mesoscopic fluctuations of the eigenvalue positions, we condition on V', con-
sidering its entries to be fixed. The methods of [39] can be extended, as
outlined in Section 3, to prove a local law on the optimal scale for “typical”
realizations of random as well as deterministic potentials V.

Our corresponding version of step (2), a proof of bulk universality for de-
formed Wigner ensembles with small Gaussian component, is the main nov-
elty of this paper. The local equilibrium of Dyson Brownian motion in the
deformed case is unknown but may effectively be approximated by a “refer-
ence” [-ensemble that we explicitly construct in Section 4. In Section 5, we
analyze the convergence of the local distribution of the deformed Wigner
ensemble under Dyson Brownian motion to the “reference” [-ensemble.
However, since the “reference” [-ensemble is not given by the invariant
GUE/GOE, it also evolves in time. Using the rigidity estimates for the de-
formed ensemble established in step (1) and the rigidity estimates for general
B-ensembles established in [12], we obtain, in Section 5, bounds on the time
evolution of the relative entropy between the two measures being compared.
The idea to estimate the entropy flow of the Dyson Brownian motion with
respect to the “global equilibrium state” given by the GUE/GOE was ini-
tiated in [28] and [29]. On the other hand, the idea to use “time dependent
local equilibrium states” to control the entropy flow of hydrodynamical equa-
tions was introduced in [61]. There it is observed that the change of relative
entropy is negligible provided that the time dependent local equilibrium is
chosen in agreement with the density predicted by the hydrodynamical equa-
tions. In this paper, we combine both methods to yield an effective estimate
on the entropy flow of the Dyson Brownian motion in the deformed case. This
global entropy estimate is then used in Section 6 to conclude that the local
statistics of the locally-constrained deformed ensemble with small Gaussian
component agree with those of the locally-constrained reference S-ensemble.
Relying on the main technical result of [31], we further conclude that the



6 LEE, SCHNELLI, STETLER AND YAU

local statistics of the locally-constrained reference [-ensemble agrees with
the local statistics of the GUE/GOE. Once this conclusion is obtained for
the locally-constrained ensembles, it can be extended to the nonconstrained
ensembles. This completes step (2) in the deformed case.

In Sections 7 and 8, we outline step (3) for deformed Wigner matrices;
the proof is similar to the argument for Wigner matrices in [32]. The main
technical input is a bound on the resolvent entries of H on scales N ~!17¢ that
can be obtained from the local law in step (1). In Section 8, we then combine
steps (1)—(3) to conclude the proof of our main results, Theorems 2.5 and 2.6.

We remark that our arguments in step (2) do not rely on V' being diagonal.
Step (3) depends only on the deformed local semicircle law of step (1); in
principle, step (3) is independent of whether or not V' is diagonal, as long
as a deformed local semicircle law is given. Currently, our proof for the
deformed local semicircle law uses that V' is diagonal.

In Section 9, we prove that, in addition to bulk universality, the edge
universality also holds for our model, that is, that the local statistics at the
spectral edges are given by the Tracy—Widom—Airy statistics. From the main
technical result of [12], the proof of the edge universality follows the same
three-step program as the proof of bulk universality. A detailed discussion of
our edge universality result, Theorem 2.10, and related results can be found
in Section 2.4.

In the Appendix, we collect several technical results on the deformed semi-
circle law and its Stieltjes transform. Some of these results have previously
appeared in [52] and [39, 40].

2. Assumptions and main results. In this section, we list our assump-
tions and our main results.

2.1. Definition of the model. We first introduce real symmetric and com-
plex Hermitian Wigner matrices.

DEFINITION 2.1. A real symmetric Wigner matrix is an N x N random
matrix, W, whose entries, (w;;) (1 <4,j < N), are independent (up to the
symmetry constraint w;; = wj;) real centered random variables satisfying

2 1
2 2 .,
(2.1) Ewj; = N Ewj; = N (i #J).
In case (wj;) are Gaussian random variables, W belongs to the Gaussian
orthogonal ensemble (GOE).

A complex Hermitian Wigner matrix is an N x N random matrix, W,
whose entries, (w;;) (1 <1i,j < N), are independent (up to the symmetry
constraint w;; = wj;) complex centered random variables satisfying

1 1 .
(2.2) Fw? = — E|w;;|* = N Ew?j =0 (1 # 7).

[ N’
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For simplicity, we assume that the real and imaginary parts of (wj;) are
independent for all 4, j. This ensures that Ew% =0 (i#j). In case (Rew;;)
and (Imw;;) are Gaussian random variables, W belongs to the Gaussian
unitary ensemble (GUE).

Irrespective of the symmetry class of W, we assume that the entries (w;;)
have a subexponential decay, that is,

(2.3) P(VN|wij| > x) < Coe™""",

for some positive constants Cy and 6 > 1. In particular,
(Op)*

(24) E|ww |p < C Np/2 (p > 3)

Let V =diag(v;) be an N x N diagonal, random or deterministic matrix,
whose entries (v;) are real-valued. We denote by 7 the empirical eigenvalue
distribution of the diagonal matrix V = diag(v;),

1 N
(2.5) D= N;%.

AsSuMPTION 2.2. There is a (nonrandom) centered, compactly sup-
ported probability measure v such that the following holds:

(1) If V is a random matrix, we assume that (v;) are independent and
identically distributed real random variables with law v. Further, we assume
that (v;) are independent of (wj;).

(2) If V is a deterministic matrix, we assume that there is oy > 0, such
that for any fixed compact set D C C* (independent of N) with dist(D,
suppv) > 0, there is C' such that

/ dﬁ_(v) - / du_(v)

Note that (2.6) implies that 7 converges to v in the weak sense as N — 0.
Also note that condition (2.6) holds for large N with high probability for
0 <ap<1/2if (v;) are i.i.d. random variables.

(2.6) max

<CON™9,
z€D

for N sufficiently large.

2.2. Deformed semicircle law. The deformed semicircle can be described
in terms of the Stieltjes transform: for a (probability) measure w on the real
line we define its Stieltjes transform, m,,, by

my(z) == / dw(v) (zeCH).

v—Zz
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Note that m,, is an analytic function in the upper half plane and that
Immy,(z) >0, Imz > 0. Assuming that w is absolutely continuous with re-
spect to Lebesgue measure, we can recover the density of w from m,, by the
inversion formula

(2.7) w(E) = lim % Immy,(E+in)  (E€R).

We use the same symbols to denote measures and their densities. Moreover,
we have
w(v)do

v —

limRemw(E—l—in):][ (E eR),

n™\0

whenever the left-hand side exists. Here the integral on the right is under-
stood as principal value integral. We denote in the following by Rem,(FE)
and Imm,,(F) the limiting quantities

Remy(E) = lim Rem,, (E + in),
7™\0

(2.8)
Imm,(E) = lim Imm,,(E + in),
N0
F € R, whenever the limits exist.

Choosing w to be the standard semicircular law pgc, the Stieltjes transform
M, = Mse can be computed explicitly, and one checks that my. satisfies the
relation

~1

_ I sc(2) > .
) 12 mmg(z) >0 (zeC™M)

Mge(z) =

The deformed semicircle law is conveniently defined through its Stieltjes
transform. Let v be the limiting probability measure of Assumption 2.2.
Then it is well known [46] that the functional equation

(2.9)  mig(z) = / dv(v)

v—2z—mg(z)’
has a unique solution, also denoted by my., that satisfies, for all ' € R,
lim sup,\ o Immy.(E +in) < co. Indeed, from (2.9), we obtain that

Immg(z) >0 (zeC™),

dv(v)  Immyg(2)

(2.10) 7= <1 (z€C™),

v — 2z — mg(2) Immg.(2) +n

thus |mg.(2)| <1, for all z€ C™*.
The deformed semicircle law, denoted by pg, is then defined through its
density

1
pte(E) := lim —Immy.(E +in) (EeR).
O T
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The measure pg. has been studied in detail in [6]. For example, it was shown
there that the density pg. is an analytic function inside the support of the
measure.

The measure pg. is also referred to as the additive free convolution of
the semicircular law and the measure v. More generally, the additive free
convolution of two (probability) measures w; and weq, usually denoted by
w1 B wo, is defined as the distribution of the sum of two freely independent
noncommutative random variables, having distributions wq, we, respectively;
we refer, for example, to [1, 59] for reviews. Similar to (2.9), the free con-
volution measure wi Hwy can be described in terms of a set of functional
equations for the Stieltjes transforms; see [5, 16].

Our second assumption on v guarantees (see Lemma 3.5 below) that pg
is supported on a single interval and that pg. has a square root behavior at
the two endpoints of its support. Sufficient conditions for this behavior have
been presented in [52]. The assumptions below also rule out the possibility
that the matrix H has “outliers” in the limit of large N.

ASSuMPTION 2.3. Let I, be the smallest interval such that suppv C I,,.
Then there exists @ > 0 such that

(2.11) 3&/% >1+w.

Similarly, let I; be the smallest interval such that suppv C I;;. Then:

(1) for random (v;), there is a constant t > 0, such that

(2.12) P inf/M>1+w >1-NY,
eely | (v—1)2
for N sufficiently large;
(2) for deterministic (v;),
. dv(v)

zely

for N sufficiently large.

We give two examples for which (2.11) is satisfied:

(1) Choosing v=1(6_q+6,), a >0, we have I, = [—a,a]. For a <1, one
checks that there is a w = w(a) such that (2.11) is satisfied and that the
deformed semicircle law is supported on a single interval with a square root
type behavior at the edges. However, for a > 1, the deformed semicircle law
is supported on two disjoint intervals; for further details, see [2, 8, 9].
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(2) Let v be a centered Jacobi measure of the form
(2.14) v(v) = 2710 — 1)2(1 - 0)’d(0) 11y (0),

where d € C*([-1,1]), d(v) >0, =1 < a,b < o0 and Z, a normalization con-
stant. Then for a,b < 1, there is w > 0 such that (2.11) is satisfied with
I, =[—1,1]. However, if a > 1 or b > 1, then (2.3) may not be satisfied. In
this setting the deformed semicircle law is still supported on a single interval;
however, the square root behavior at the edge may fail. We refer to [39, 40]
for a detailed discussion.

LEMMA 2.4.  Letv satisfy (2.11) for some w > 0. Then there are L_, L,
with L_ < =2, 2 < Ly, such that supp pte = [L_, Ly|. Moreover, pg has a
strictly positive density in (L_,L.).

Lemma 2.4 follows directly from Lemma 3.5 below.

2.3. Results on bulk universality. Recall that we denote by g%m the n-
point correlation function of H =V 4+ W, where V is either a real deter-
ministic or real random diagonal matrix. We denote by Qg,n the n-point
correlation function of the GUE, respectively, the GOE.

A function O:R™ — R is called an n-particle observable if O is symmetric,
smooth and compactly supported. Recall from Lemma 2.4 that we denote
by L. the endpoints of the support of the measure pg.. For deterministic V'
we have the following result.

THEOREM 2.5. Let W be a complex Hermitian or a real symmetric
Wigner matriz satisfying the assumptions in Definition 2.1. Let V' be a
deterministic real diagonal matriz satisfying Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. Set
H=V+W. Let E,E' be two energies satisfying E € (L_, L), E' € (—2,2).
Fixn e N, and let O be an n-particle observable. Let 6 >0 be arbitrary, and
choose b="by such that N=% >by > N0 Then

A}iinoo - dag -+ da, O(aq, ..., o)
(2.15) 20 Jp b [pre(B)" T\ p(E)YNTTT T pr(E)N

1 N < / a1 / On, ):|
- rFr+— 4+ ———
[psc(E,)]nQGm psc(E,)N psc(E/)N
—0,

where pg. denotes the density of the deformed semicircle law and ps. denotes
the density of the standard semicircle law. Here, Qg,n denotes the n-point
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correlation function of the GUE in case W is a compler Hermitian Wigner
matriz, respectively, the n-point correlation function of the GOE in case W
1 a real symmetric Wigner matrix.

For random V' we have the following result.

THEOREM 2.6. Let W be a complex Hermitian or a real symmetric
Wigner matrix satisfying the assumptions in Definition 2.1. Let V' be a ran-
dom real diagonal matriz whose entries are i.i.d. random variables that are
independent of W and satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.53. Set H=V +W. Let
E,E' be two energies satisfying E € (L_,L,), E' € (=2,2). Fix n €N, and
let O be an n-particle observable. Let § >0 be arbitrary, and choose b=by
such that N=° > by > N~1/2+9. Then

lim dag -+ da, O(aq,. .., ap)
N—o0 Rn

><[1/E+b dx N < L™ L Om >
— — ot ——, . T ——
20 Jpy [pre(E)m 10 pre(E)N prc(E)N

1 N
— —[psc (E,)]n QG7n <El +

(2.16)

aq ’ (079
PSC(E,)N’ o PSC(E/)N>}
= 07

where pg. denotes the density of the deformed semicircle law and ps. denotes
the density of the standard semicircle law. Here, Qg,n denotes the n-point
correlation function of the GUE in case W is a complexr Hermitian Wigner
matriz, respectively, the n-point correlation function of the GOE in case W
s a real symmetric Wigner matriz.

REMARK 2.7. Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.6 show that the averaged
local correlation functions of H =V + W are universal in the limit of large N
in the sense that they are independent of the diagonal matrix V' and also
independent of the precise distribution of the entries of W. Both theorems
hold for real symmetric and complex Hermitian matrices. For the former
choice, gg,n stands for the n-point correlation functions of the GOE. For

the latter choice, ng stands for the m-point correlation functions of the
GUE.

Note that we can choose by of order N~119 § > 0, for deterministic V'
in Theorem 2.5, while we have to choose by of order N~Y2t9 § > 0, for
random V in Theorem 2.6. The latter condition is technical and not optimal.
It is related to our next comment.

For random V' with (v;) i.i.d. bounded random variables, the eigenvalues
of H fluctuate on scale N~/2 in the bulk [39]. Yet, under the assumptions
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of Theorem 2.6, the eigenvalue gaps remain rigid over small scales so that
the universality of local correlation functions, a statement about the eigen-
value gaps, is unaffected by these mesoscopic fluctuations. We thus expect
Theorem 2.6 to hold with by > N~!. Relying on explicit integration formu-
las in the complex Hermitian setting, we suppose that the averaging over an
energy window can be dropped; cf. the results for the deformed GUE in [51].

REMARK 2.8. The main ingredient of our proofs of Theorem 2.5 and
Theorem 2.6 is an entropy estimate; see Proposition 5.3. Once such an esti-
mate is obtained, the method in [31] also implies the single gap universality
in the sense that the distribution of any single gap in the bulk is the same
(up to a scaling) as the one from the corresponding Gaussian case. More
precisely, fix a > 0, and let k € N be such that aN <k <(1—«)N. Let O
be an n-particle observable. Then there are x > 0 and C' such that

BT O((N pre i) Ak = A1)y (N pre ) Ok = Aeya)s -+ (N pre ) Ak = Akn)
= E*CO((Npsc,k) (M = Me+1)s (N pse ) (A = M) -
(N psee) (M = Akn))|
<CN™X,
for N sufficiently large, where ¢ is the standard GOE or GUE ensemble,
depending on the symmetry class of H. Here py j, stands for the density of

the measure pg. at the classical location, 7, of the kth eigenvalue defined
through

(2.17) /_% pre(z) da = & _N1/2'

Similarly, pscr stands for the density of the standard semicircle law pg. at
the classical location of the kth eigenvalue of the Gaussian ensembles.

REMARK 2.9. To conclude, we mention two extensions of the above
results. In Theorem 2.6 we may relax the assumption that (v;) are indepen-
dent among themselves: our results can be extended to dependent random
variables provided that (v;) satisfy (2.6), (2.11) and (2.12) for some con-
stants o, @, t> 0, and provided that (v;) are independent of (w;;). In such
a setting the required lower bound on by depends on «y.

The assumption that V' is diagonal can be relaxed by assuming in turn
that W belongs to the GUE/GOE. Then using the invariance of W, we
can diagonalize V' and apply our approach for diagonal potentials. For W a
Wigner matrix and V' a nondiagonal matrix, we expect that similar results
hold by slowly changing W to a GUE/GOE. This, however, involves many
more technical steps.
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2.4. Results on edge universality. In this subsection, we show that our
model also satisfies the edge universality. Edge universality states that the
statistics of the extremal eigenvalues of many random matrix ensembles are
universal: let Ay denote the largest eigenvalue of a Wigner matrix W. The
limiting distribution of Ay was identified for the Gaussian ensembles by
Tracy and Widom [57, 58]. They proved that

(2.18) A}iinoo]P’(NQ/g(/\N —2) < )= Fp(s) (Be{1,2,4}),

s € R, where the Tracy-Widom distribution functions Fj are described by
Painlevé equations. The edge universality can also be extended to the k
largest eigenvalues, where the joint distribution of the k largest eigenvalues
can be written in terms of the Airy kernel, as first shown for the GUE/GOE
in [34]. These results also hold for the k£ smallest eigenvalues.

Edge universality for Wigner matrices was first proved in [54] (see also [53])
for real symmetric and complex Hermitian ensembles with symmetric distri-
butions. The symmetry assumption on the entries’ distribution was partially
removed in [47, 48]. Edge universality was proved in [55] under the condition
that the distribution of the matrix elements has subexponential decay, and
its first three moments match those of the Gaussian distribution; that is,
the third moment of the entries vanish. The vanishing third moment condi-
tion was removed in [33]. Finally, edge universality for generalized Wigner
matrices was proved only recently in [12].

Edge universality for the deformed GUE was obtained for the special
case when V has two eigenvalues +a, each with equal multiplicity, via a
Riemann—Hilbert approach in [2, 8|. For general V, the joint distribution
of the eigenvalues of the deformed GUE can be expressed explicitly by the
Brezin-Hikami/Johansson formula that may be used to prove the edge uni-
versality various choices and ranges of V; see [14, 36, 51].

Our result on the edge universality for real symmetric and complex Her-
mitian deformed Wigner matrices is as follows.

THEOREM 2.10. Let W be a complex Hermitian or a real symmetric
Wigner matrix satisfying the assumptions in Definition 2.1. Let V be either
a random real diagonal matriz whose entries are i.i.d. random variables that
are independent of W, or a deterministic real diagonal matriz. Assume that
V' satisfies Assumptions 2.2 and 2.8. Set H=V +W.

Then there are x> 0,x > 0,c9 > 0 such that the following result holds
for any fized n € N. For any n-particle observable O and for A C [1,N*],
respectively, A C [N — N*,NJ, with |A| =n, we have

(219) IEZO((coN*3513 (), = %)) jen) — EFCO((N*351/3 () — Yi))jen)l
' <CoN™X,
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for N sufficiently large, for some constant Co (depending on O), where jug
is the standard GUE/GOE, depending on the symmetry class of W. Here,
the constant cy is a scaling factor so that the eigenvalue density at the edge
of H can be compared with the Gaussian case. It only depends on v. Fur-
ther, 7j, v; denote here the classical locations of the jth eigenvalue with
respect to the measure pg. introduced in (3.8) below, respectively, with re-
spect to the standard semicircle law psc.

Theorem 2.10 shows that the local statistics of the k largest, respec-
tively, smallest, eigenvalues of our model are given by the Tracy—Widom—
Airy statistics.

The measure gt depends solely on the empirical eigenvalue distribution, 7,
of V, and so do the classical locations (7). The scaling factor ¢y in (2.19)
may be computed explicitly [51].

Theorem 2.10 is proved in a similar way to Theorems 2.5 and 2.6. Using
the Dirichlet form bound obtained in Proposition 5.3 below, we invoke the
edge universality result for localized [-ensembles, Theorem 3.3 of [12], and
follow the same strategy as for the bulk universality. The proof of Theo-
rem 2.10 is given in Section 9.

To conclude, we mention that Theorem 2.10 has recently been proved
in [41] using a completely different approach based on the Green function
comparison theorem; see, for example, [32] for earlier ideas of using the
Green function comparison for edge universality.

2.5. Notation and conventions. In this subsection, we introduce some
more notation and conventions used throughout the paper. For high proba-
bility estimates we use two parameters £ =&y and ¢ = pn: we let

(2.20) ap < & < Aploglog N, ¢ = (log N)“1,
for some constants ag > 2, Ag > 10, Cy > 1.

DEFINITION 2.11. We say an event = has (£, v)-high probability if
P(E°) < e vlosN) (45 0),
for N sufficiently large. We say an event = has ¢-exponentially high proba-
bility if
PE)<e™  (¢>0),

for N sufficiently large. Similarly, for a given event =y we say an event =
holds with (&, v)-high probability, respectively, ¢-exponentially high proba-
bility, on =, if

P(ENEy) <evleN)  (,50),  PE‘NZ)<e ™  (¢>0),

respectively, for NV sufficiently large.
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For brevity, we occasionally say an event holds with exponentially high
probability, when we mean ¢-exponentially high probability. We do not keep
track of the explicit value of v or ¢ in the following, allowing v and ¢ to
decrease from line to line such that v,¢ > 0.

We use the symbols O(-) and o(-) for the standard big-O and little-o
notation. The notation O,0, <, >, refers to the limit N — oo, if not in-
dicated otherwise. Here a < b means a = o(b). We use ¢ and C' to denote
positive constants that do not depend on N. Their value may change from
line to line. We write a ~ b if there is C' > 1 such that C~1[b| < |a| < C|b],
and occasionally we write for N-dependent quantities an < by if there exist
constants C,c > 0 such that |ax| < C(pn)<|by|.

Finally, we abbreviate

(@) N

> O=> 0,

j j=1
i

and we use double brackets to denote index sets, that is,
[n1,n2] :=[n1,n2l N Z,

for ni,ny € R.

3. Local law and rigidity estimates. Recall the constant w > 0 in As-
sumption 2.3. Set @’ := w/10. In this section we consider the family of
interpolating random matrices

(3.1) H? =9V +W, 9€04,:=[0,1+w],

where V and W are chosen to satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3, respectively,
the assumptions in Definition 2.1. Here 1) has the interpretation of a possibly
N-dependent positive “coupling parameter.”

We define the resolvent or Green function, G”(z), and the averaged Green

function, m?(z), of HY by

1 1
A m¥(z) == N TrGY(2),
z € C*. Frequently, we abbreviate GV = GV(z), m%, = m¥(z), ete.

To conveniently cope with the cases when (v;) are random, respectively,
deterministic, we introduce an event 2 on which the random variables (v;)
exhibit “typical” behavior. Recall that we denote by my and m,, the Stieltjes
transforms of 7, respectively, v.

(3.2) G(2)=(G}(2)):

DEFINITION 3.1. Let Q= Q(N) be an event on which the following
holds:
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(1) There is a constant ag > 0 such that, for any fixed compact set D C
C* (independent of N) with dist(D,suppv) > 0, there is C such that

(3.3) |my(2) —my(2)| <CN™*,

for N sufficiently large.
(2) Recall the constant @ > 0 in Assumption 2.3. We have

(3.4) inf/(d”#>1+w, inf/(diVQ>1+w,

eel; | (v —x)? zel, | (v—1)

for N sufficiently large.

In case (v;) are deterministic, 2 has full probability for N sufficiently
large by the Assumptions in 2.2.
Similar to the definition of my., we define m}i and ffL?C as the solutions to
the equations
9
(35) mhe) = [

dV(’U)ﬂ( 7 Immg:(z) >0 (zeCh)

ﬂv—z—mfc z

and

(3.6) mi(z) /79 Immb(z) >0, (zeCh),
v—z— mfC z)’

respectively. Following the discussion of Section 2.2, m?c and ﬁl?c define two
probability measures p?c and f)‘?c through the densities

1
(3.7) pL(E) := K% p Immi (E+in)  (E€R)
and

(3.8) Pre(E) = lim ;Immﬁ(E +in)  (E€R);

cf. (2.7). More precisely, we have the following result which follows directly
from the proofs of Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 below. Recall the definition of O
n (3.1).

LEMMA 3.2. Let U and v satisfy the Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. Then,
for any ¥ € © and N € N, equations (3.5) and (3.6) define, through the
inversion formulas in (3.7) and (3.8), absolutely continuous measures pl,
and f)}i Moreover, the measure pg: 18 supported on a single interval with
strictly positive density inside this interval. The same holds true on € for
the measures /’5}96, for N sufficiently large.
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Note that if (v;) are random, then so are ’r/f\Lg:, respectively, f)}i As noted
above, we use the symbol ~ to denote quantities that depend on the em-
pirical distribution 7 of the (v;), while we drop this symbol for quantities
depending on the limiting distribution v of (v;).

We denote by Eﬂ, respectively, Li, the endpoints of the support of /3}96,
respectively, pl. Let Ep > 1+ max{|LL|,L}}, and define the domain

(3.9) Dp:={2=E+ineC:|E| < Ey, (pn)' < Nnp<3N},

with L = L(N), such that L > 12¢; see (2.20).
The following theorem is the main result of this section.

THEOREM 3.3 (Strong local deformed semicircle law). Let H? =9V +
W, 9 €Oy [see (3.1)], where W is a real symmetric or complex Hermi-
tian Wigner matriz satisfying the assumptions in Definition 2.1 and V s
a deterministic or random real diagonal matriz satisfying Assumptions 2.2

and 2.3. Let
A 1
(3.10) g= Aot oll)

Then there are constants v > 0 and c1, depending on the constants Ejy
in (3.9), ag in (3.3), Ag, ag, C1 in (2.20), 0, Cy in (2.83) and the mea-
sure U such that the following holds for L > 40&. For any z € Dy, and any
Y € O, we have

(3.11) Im(2) — l(2)] < <¢N>015Nin,

loglog N.

with (§,v)-high probability on €.
Moreover, we have, for any z € Dr,, any ¥ € O and any i,j € [1, N],
ImmY (2) 1
12 V)= 5. a7 < a0 e\~
3121656~ 0l )] < (on ([ RE 4 1),
with (§,v)-high probability on ), where we have set
1

(3.13) 37 (2) = PER— Tt

The study of local laws for Wigner matrices was initiated in [25-27]. For
more recent results, we refer to [23]. For deformed Wigner matrices with
random potential, a local law was obtained in [39].

Denote by A7 = (A, A,...,A%) the ecigenvalues of the random matrix
H” =9V + W arranged in ascending order. We define the classical loca-
tion, 77, of the eigenvalue \? by

g -
(3.14) M wde= =2 <N
. N
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Note that (37) are random in case (v;) are too. We have the following rigidity
result on the eigenvalue locations of HV:

COROLLARY 3.4. Let H' =9V + W, ¥ € O, where W is a real sym-
metric or compler Hermitian Wigner matriz satisfying the assumptions in
Definition 2.1, and V' is a deterministic or random real diagonal matriz sat-
isfying Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. Let & satisfy (3.10). Then there are con-
stants v >0 and c1,c2, depending on the constants Ey in (3.9), ag in (3.3),
Ap, ag, C1 in (2.20), 6, Cy in (2.3) and the measure U, such that

(3.15) XY — 77| S(SDN)ng (1<i<N),
N 1

(3.16) Y N AP < (en)
i1

with (§,v)-high probability on ), for all ¥ € O, where we have abbreviated
&; :=min{i, N — i+ 1}.

In the rest of this section we sum up the proofs of Theorem 3.3 and
Corollary 3.4.

3.1. Properties of m?c and T?L?C. In this subsection, we discuss properties
of the Stieltjes transforms m}i and T?L?C. We first derive the desired properties

for m}i (Lemma 3.5 and Corollary A.2 in the Appendix) and then show in a

second step that m}i is a good approximation to ﬁz}i so that fﬁ}i also shares
these properties; see Lemma 3.6.
For Ej as in (3.17), we define the domain, D', of the spectral parameter z

by
(3.17) D :={2=E+in:E € [-Ey, Ey],n € (0,3]}.

The next lemma, whose proof is postponed to the Appendix, gives a

qualitative description of the deformed semicircle law p?c and its Stieltjes

transform m?c.

LEMMA 3.5. Let v satisfy Assumption 2.3, for some w > 0. Then the
following holds true for any ¥ € ©4. There are Lf,Lﬁ eR, with LV <0<

Lﬁ, such that suppp}gC = [Lf,Lﬁ], and there exists a constant C' > 1 such
that, for all ¥ € O,

(3.18) C'rE<pp(E)<Cyrp  (E€[L”,LY)),

where kg denotes the distance of E to the endpoints of the support of p}i,
that is,

(3.19) kp:=min{|E—L"|,|E — LY|}.



BULK UNIVERSALITY FOR DEFORMED WIGNER MATRICES 19

The Stieltjes transform, m?c, of pg: has the following properties:
(1) forallz=E+ineD,
] vE+n,  BelL? LY,
(3.20) Immi,(z) ~ n 7 EelL?, L1);
VE+D
(2) there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for all z€ D' and all z € I,,,
(3.21) Cl <z —z—mi(2)| <C.

Moreover, the constants in (3.18), (3.20) and (3.21) can be chosen uniformly
m Y E Oy

Next, we argue that ’r/f\Lg: behaves qualitatively in the same way as mg:

on () for N sufficiently large. Lemma 3.6 below is proven in the Appendix.

LEMMA 3.6. Let U satisfy Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3, for some w > 0.
Then the fglloging holds forAall 9 e @Aw and all sufficiently large N on Q.
There are LY L'9 eR, with LY <0< Li, such that suppf)}9 =LY, Lﬂ] Let

kp =min{|E— Lﬂ| |E— LY Y|} Then (3.18), (3’ 20) and (3.21) ofLemma 3.5,
hold true on 2, for N suﬂiczently large, with mfC replaced by m mfc, pfc replaced
by pY Pier €lc. Moreover the constants in these inequalities can be chosen uni-
formly in ¥ € ©45 and N, for N sufficiently large.

Further, there is ¢ >0 such that for all z € D' we have

(322)  |Mg(z) —mp(z)| S NTO2|LL — LL| < N7,
on Q for N sufficiently large and all ¥ € ©4

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4. The proof of Theorem 3.3
follows closely the proof of Theorem 2.10 in [39]. The difference between The-
orem 3.3 of the present paper and Theorem 2.10 in [39] is that we presently
condition on the diagonal entries (v;); that is, we consider the entries of V/
as fixed. Accordingly, we compare [on the event §2 of typical (v;)] the aver-
aged Green function m” with mZ, [see (3.6)] instead of mY; see (3.5). For
consistency, we momentarily drop the ¥ dependence form our notation. To
establish Theorem 3.3, we first derive a weak local deformed semicircle law
(see Theorem 4.1 in [39]) by following the proof in [39]. Using the Lemma 3.5,
Lemma 3.6 and the results in the Appendix, it is then straightforward to
obtain the following result.

LEMMA 3.7. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.3, there are ¢1 and
v >0 such that

. 1 1
[ (2) = ige(2)] < (pn) as

(N1’ |Gij(2)] < (¢n) TN
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with (£,v)-high probability on ), uniformly in z € D, and ¥ € O.

To prove Theorem 3.3 we follow mutatis mutandis the proof of Theo-
rem 4.1 in [39]. But we note that in the corresponding equation to (5.25)
in [39], we may set A = 0 in the error term, at the cost of replacing mg. by M.
In the subsequent analysis, we can simply set A =0 in the error terms. In
this way, one establishes the proof of Theorem 3.3. Similarly, Corollary 3.4
can be proven in the same way as is Theorem 2.21 in [39]. It suffices to set
A =0 in the analysis in [39]. We leave the details aside.

4. Reference (3-ensemble.

4.1. Definition of B-ensemble and known results. We first recall the no-
tion of B-ensembles. Let N € N, and let F ™) c RY denote the set

(4.1) FO) = {x = (21, 29,...,25) 21 <29 < --- <N}

Consider the probability distribution, puy = ,ug ,on FN) given by

1
(4.2) pN(dx):= Z—efﬁNH(x) dx, dx:=1(x e F™M)daz;dasy - - day,

N
U
where 8 > 0,
43 =Y (U@ +Z) -1 T logle; - a0
) =25 x; 5 N 2 loglwj-
i=1 1<i<j<N

and Z[]]V = Zé,v (8) is a normalization. Here U is a potential, that is, a real-
valued, sufficiently regular function on R. In the following, we often omit
the parameters N and S from the notation. We use P*V and E*V to denote
the probability and the expectation with respect to uy. We view pp as a
Gibbs measure of N particles on R with a logarithmic interaction, where
the parameter 8 > 0 may be interpreted as the inverse temperature. (For
the results in the present paper, we choose 5 =2 in case W is complex
Hermitian Wigner matrix and 8 =1 in case W is a real symmetric Wigner
matrix.) We refer to the variables (z;) as particles or points, and we call the
system a log-gas or a 3-ensemble. We assume that the potential U is a C*
function on R such that its second derivative is bounded below; that is, we
have

(4.4) in& U"(z) > —2Cy,

e

for some constant Cy > 0, and we further assume that

22
(4.5) U(m)+§>(2+€)log(1—|—\m|) (x €R),



BULK UNIVERSALITY FOR DEFORMED WIGNER MATRICES 21

for some € > 0, for large enough |z|. It is well known (see, e.g., [13]) that
under these conditions the measure is normalizable, Z}) < co. Moreover, the
averaged density of the empirical spectral measure, p;;, defined as

N
1
N . __
(4.6) PU = E“UN ‘51 Oz

converges weakly in the limit N — oo to a continuous function pg7, the
equilibrium density, which is of compact support. It is well known that py
can be obtained as the unique solution to the variational problem

[ (5 +06)) dote) — [ 0g o~ i) doto):

(4.7)
p is a probability measure}

and that the equilibrium density p = py satisfies

(4.8) Uz)+z= —2][ Ply)dy (x € supppy).
R Y—ZT

In fact, (4.8) holds if and only if = € supp py. We will assume in addition
that the minimizer py is supported on a single interval [A_, A;] and that
U is “regular” in the sense of [38]; that is, the equilibrium density of U is
positive on (A_, Ay) and vanishes like a square root at each of the endpoints
of [A_, A,]. Viewing the points x = (x;) as points or particles on R, we define
the classical location of the kth particle, yx, under the S-ensemble uy by

(4.9) /j:o pu(z)de = #

For a detailed discussion of general S-ensemble we refer, for example, to [1,
12].

For U =0, we write ug = ,ug instead of pg, since pg is the equilibrium
measure for the GUE (8 = 2), respectively, the GOE (8 = 1). More precisely,
setting

1 1
(4.10) Ha(x) = Z Zx? N Z log(z; — x;),
i=1 1<i<j<N

the GUE, respectively, GOE, distribution on £ ™) are given by

1
(4.11) iy (dx) = Z_ge_ﬁNHG(X) dx,

where Zév = Zév(ﬁ) is a normalization, and we either choose 8 =2 or 8 =1.
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We are interested in the n-point correlation functions defined by

(4.12) gﬁn(a:l,...,mn) :/N M#(X)dl‘n+1"' dzy,
RN—N

where ,u# is the symmetrized version of pgr given in (4.2) but defined on RV

instead of the simplex ),
1
(4.13) ,uﬁ(dx) = ﬁ,uU(dx(”)), dz=dz;--- dzy,

where x(7) = (To(1)s s To(ny)s With 251y <+ < x4y The following uni-
versality result is proven in [12].

THEOREM 4.1 (Bulk universality for S-ensembles, Theorem 2.1 in [12]).
Let U be a C* regular potential with equilibrium density supported on a
single interval [A_, AL] that satisfies (4.4) and (4.5). Then the following

result holds. For any fized 5 >0, E€ (A_,Ay), |[E'| <2, neN, 0<< %

and any n-particle observable O, we have with b:= N~119,

lim dag -+ da, O(a, ... o)
N—oo Rn

) |:/E+bd_x 1 o (1;4_ oy - o >
By 2b [pu(E)n 0" Npy(E)”7"  Npy(E)
()|
- N+ E+—" )| =0
[pSC(E’)]” G’ NPSC(E/) NPSC(E/)

Here, pse. denotes the density of the semicircle law, and Qg,n 1s the n-point
the correlation function of the Gaussian [-ensemble, that is, with U = 0.

Theorem 4.1 was first proved in [11] under the assumption that U is
analytic, a hypothesis that was only required for proving rigidity. The ana-
lyticity assumption has been removed in [12]. Recently, alternative proofs of
bulk universality for S-ensembles with general 8 > 0, that is, results similar
to Theorem 4.1, have been obtained in [50] and [4]. In the present paper, we
will not use Theorem 4.1; it is stated here for completeness.

To conclude this subsection, we recall an important tool in the study of
[-ensembles, the “first order loop” equation. In the notation above it reads
(in the limit N — o0)

(4.14) my(z)? = /

where my denotes the Stieltjes transform of the equilibrium measure py,
that is,

z+U'(z)

r—z

pu(z)dz  (2€CT),

r—Zz

my(2) =my, (2) = / pu(@) dr  (z€CH).
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The loop equation (4.14) can be obtained by a change of variables in (4.2)
(see [35]) or by integration by parts; see [49].

4.2. Time-dependent modified 3-ensemble. In this subsection, we intro-
duce a modified S-ensemble by specifying potentials U and U that depend,
among other things, on a parameter ¢ > 0 which has the interpretation of
a time. The potential U also depends on N, the size of our original matrix
H=V +W, yet the N dependence is only through the fixed random vari-
ables (v;). Recall that we have defined T?L?C, respectively, m?c, as the solutions
to the equations

. dv(v)
4.15 Y(z) = / , / ,
(4.15)  mie(2) Jv; — 2 — Y (z) mi(z Y —z— mfC 2)

z € C*, subject to the conditions Immy,(z), Imm,(z ) >0, for Imz > 0. Re-
call from (3.1) that we denote O4 = (0,1 + w'], @’ = w/10. We then fix
some o > 0 such that e'/2 € ©_ and let

(4.16) I=09(t) :=e 02 (t>0).

In the following we consider ¢ > 0 as time, and we henceforth abbreviate

m?c( )(z) = my(t,z), etc. Equation (4.15) defines time dependent measures
Pic(t), pee(t), respectively, whose densities at the point = € R are denoted by
Pre(t, @), respectively, pg(t, ).

We denote by U'(t,z), U™ (t, ) the first, respectively, the nth derivative
of ﬁ(t, x) with respect to =, and we use the same notation for U. We define U
and U (up to finite additive constants that enter the formalism only in
normalizations) through their derivatives U and U’. For t > 0, we set

~ Dre(t
(4.17) U'(t,2) + x = —2][ Pre(ty) 4,
R Yy—2Z

for x € supp pe(t), respectively,

(4.18) Ult,z) +x:= —2][ pre(t,y) dy,

R Yy—T
for z € supp prc(t). Outside the support of the measures prc(t) and pg(t), we
define U’ and U’ as C3 extensions such that they are “regular” potentials
satisfying (4.4) and (4.5) for all ¢ > 0. The definitions of such potentials are
obviously not unique. One possible construction is outlined in the Appendix
in the form of the proof of the next lemma.

LEMMA 4.2. There exist potentials ﬁ, U:RT" xR—R, (t,7)— ﬁ(t,x),
U(t,z) such that forn € [1,4], U™ (t,z), U™ (t,z), o0 (t,z), U™ (t,x)
are continuous functions of x € R and t € RY, which can be uniformly

bounded in x on compact sets, uniformly in t € RY and sufficiently large N .
Moreover the following holds for all t >0 on Q for N sufficiently large:
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(1) U'(t,x) and U'(t,x) satisfy (4.17) and (4.18) for @ € supp prc(t), re-
spectively, x € supp pe.(t). For x ¢ supp pe.(t), respectively, x ¢ supp ps(t),
we have

\U'(t, ) + x| > 2[Redge(t, )],  |U'(t,z) + x| > 2[Remy(t, )|

(2) There is a constant ¢ >0 such that for all x € R and all t >0, we
have

(4.19) U (t, ) — U'(t,2)| < N—0/2,

where ag > 0 is the constant in (3.3).
(3) The potentials U and U satisfy (4.4) and (4.5). In particular, there
is Cy >0 (independent of N ), such that
4.20 inf U"(t,2) > —2Cyp, inf  U”(t,z) > —2Cyp.
( ) $€I§§€R+ ( m) B v xeﬂégeRJr ( m) o v

Moreover, U and U are “reqular”; see the paragraph below (4.8) for the
definition of “regular” potential.

Below, we are mainly interested in 3-ensembles determined by the poten-
tial U. For ease of notation, we thus limit the discussion to U.
For N € N we define a measure on f (V) by setting

~ 1 _ N F (s
(421) Guxpa(dn) = e EVPEL T gax)  (xe ™),
Pt
where Z 5= 4 o (B) is a normalization, and we usually choose = 1,2. By
Lemma 4.2, QZtuG is a well-defined -ensemble, and from the discussion in

Section 4.1 we further infer that the equilibrium density of ¥;ug, that is,
the unique measure solving the minimization problem in (4.7), is for any

t >0, p(t). Viewing Ui as a Gibbs measure of N (ordered) particles (x;)
on the real line, we define the classical location of the ith particles, 7;(t), as
in (4.9), that is,

i (t) i —(1/2
(1.22) [ hetmar =282 e,
. N

From [12] we have the following rigidity result.
PROPOSITION 4.3. Let ﬁ(t, -), with t >0 and N € N, be given by Lem-

ma 4.2. Then the following holds on . For any 6 > 0, there is ¢ > 0, such
that for any t > 0,

(4.23)  PUHG(|z; — 5,(t)] > N~ D73 <oV (1<i<N),

for N sufficiently large, where PYhG stands for the probability under 1//1\t,ug
conditioned on V. Here, &; :=min{i, N —i+ 1}.
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ProOOF. The rigidity estimate (4.23) is taken from Theorem 2.4 of [12].
To achieve uniformity in ¢ > 0 and N sufficiently large, we note that esti-
mate (4.23) depends on the potential mainly through the convexity bounds
(4.4) and (4.5). Starting from the uniform bounds of Lemma 4.2, one checks
that Proposition 4.3 holds uniformly in ¢ and N large enough. [J

__In the rest of this section, we derive equations of motion for the potential
U(t,-) and the classical locations (7;(t)). To derive these equations we ob-
serve that the Stieltjes transform my. (¢, z) can be obtained from my.(t =0, 2)
as the solution to the following complex Burgers equation [46]:

(4.24) Oyie(t, 2) = 10, [Mge(t, 2) (Me(t, 2) +2)] (2 €CHt>0).

This can be checked by differentiating (4.15). Combining the complex Burg-
ers equation (4.24) and the loop equation (4.14) we obtain the following
result.

LEMMA 4.4. Let N € N. Assume that U satisfies the Assumptions 2.2
and 2.3. Then the following holds on Q) for N sufficiently large. For t >0,
we have

(4.25) 0A:(t) = 30" (£, 3:(1)),
respectively,
~ ﬁfc(t>y> 1. .
4.26 0 it:—][i,\d — =7;(t 1€ [1,N]).
(4.26) i (t) a0 Y ;) (e [LN])

Further, the potential U satisfies

. U'(t,y)pe(t R
(427)  oU(t,x) :][ W dy (= €supppr(t))-
® _
Moreover, there exist constants C,C" such that the following bounds hold
on )
(4.28) oA <0, |80 (tx)| <,
foralli € [1,N], uniformly int >0, x € supp pr.(t) and N, for N sufficiently
large.
Finally, U(t,-) and (v;(t)), share the same properties.

PrROOF. Combining (4.24) and (4.14), we find, for z € C*, ¢ >0,
1 U’ t D (t
8tmfc(tvz) = §8z <_ / wﬁfe(t7v) dv + Z/ 7Pfc( ,7)) dv>

v—Zz v—Zz

~

1 U'(t,v) -
—§az<_/ v— 2 pfc(tav)dv_1>

~

1 "(t,v) -
= —_8z/ ( ’v)pfc(tvv) do.
2 v—z
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Hence, for Imz > 0, we get

~

8tﬁ1fc(t,z) = —% / (Z/(_%Q;)Qﬁfc(tﬂ}) dv — _%/ (U’(t,(:j)ffcz()t,v))/ o

Clearly ﬁ’(t, v)pre(t,v) is a C2 function inside the support of pg.(z) that has
a square root behavior at the endpoints. Thus we obtain from the Stieltjes
inversion formula that

1 1 ~
(4.29)  Oypre(t, E) = = lim Im Oy (t, 2) = —= (U’ (¢, E)ﬁfc(t7E))/,
T n\0 2

for all E € (L_(t), Lo (t)), where L. (t) denote the endpoints of the support

of b\fc (t)
On the other hand, differentiating (4.22) with respect to time, we obtain

i (t)
/ BBte(t, v) dv = —pre(t, 5i(1))OAN(E).

—0o0

Substituting from (4.29), we get

11 e
8m(t)=§m/_w dv(UL(t,0)pre(t,v))’.
Hence
OAUE) = 2 —— 0" (15 (0) e (15 1),

2 pre(t,7i(t))

and (4.25) follows. Using that U satisfies (4.17), we can recast this last
equation as

~ Pre(t, 1.
A (t) = —]i % dy — 57(t),

and we find (4.26). Equation (4.26) follows in a similar way by differentiat-
ing (4.17) with respect to time. By a similar computation we obtain (4.27).
The bound in (4.28) follows from Lemma 4.2. [

Starting from the relations in (4.15), we derived via the time dependent
potential U, an equation of motions for the classical locations (3;(t)). The
points (;(t)) may also be viewed as the classical locations of the eigenvalues
of a family of random matrices which is parametrized by the times ¢y and ¢.
This is the subject of the next section.
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5. Dyson Brownian motion: Evolution of the entropy.

5.1. Dyson Brownian motion. Let Ho= (hi;o) be the matrix
Hy:=e/2y 4w,

where V' satisfies Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3, and W is real symmetric or
complex Hermitian satisfying the assumptions in Definition 2.1. Here, tg > 0
is chosen such that 0 = e'0/? € O, [see (3.1)], and we consider ¥ as an a
priori free “coupling parameter” that we fix in Section 8 below. Let B =
(bij) = (bij+) be a real symmetric, respectively, a complex Hermitian, matrix
whose entries are a collection of independent, up to the symmetry constraint,
real (complex) Brownian motions, independent of (h;; ). More precisely, in
case W is a complex Hermitian Wigner matrix, we choose the entries (b;; ;) to
have variance t; in case W is a real symmetric Wigner matrix, we choose the
off-diagonal entries of (b;;+) to have variance ¢, while the diagonal entries are
chosen to have variance 2t. Let H; = (h;; ;) satisfy the stochastic differential
equation

db;; 1
(5.1) dh;j = \/—N] - §hij e (t>0).
It is then easy to check that the distribution of H; agrees with the distribu-
tion of the matrix

(5:2) o2y o2 4 (1 e ) AW,

where W is, in case W is a complex Hermitian, a GUE matrix, independent
of V and W, respectively, a GOE matrix, independent of V' and W, in
case W is a real symmetric Wigner matrix. The law of the eigenvalues of
the matrix W' is explicitly given by (4.11) with 8 =2, respectively, 5 = 1.
Denote by A(t) = (A1(t), Aa(t), ..., An(t)) the ordered eigenvalues of H;. It
is well known that A(t) satisfy the following stochastic differential equation:

VBN 2 TN LN

where (b;) is a collection of real-valued, independent standard Brownian
motions. If the matrix (b;;) in (5.1) is real symmetric, we have 5 =11n (5.3),
respectively, § = 2, if (b;;) is complex Hermitian. The evolution of A(t) is
the celebrated Dyson Brownian motion [21].

For t > 0, we denote by fiug the distribution of A(t). In particular,
[ frdpe = [ fiA)pa(dX) = 1. Note that fiue depends on V' through the
initial condition fyoug. In the following we always keep the (v;) fixed; that

(i)
(5.3) d)\izﬁdbi—i—(—)\i—klz ! >dt (i € [1,N]),
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is, we condition on V. For simplicity, we omit this conditioning from our
notation. The density f; is the solution of the equation

Ocfe =Lf: (t>0),

where the generator £ is defined via the Dirichlet form

N
(6:4) Duo$) =~ [ $£1ana =Y g [@iPPdue  @i=0s).
=1

Formally, we have £ = ﬂLNA —(VHg) -V, that is,
(i)

(5.5) a—ziaui T P )
‘ BN 2T NN T

=1 7

We remark that we use a different normalization in the definition of the
Dirichlet form D, (f) in (5.4) (and the generator £) than in earlier works,
as in, for example, [30], where the Dirichlet from is defined as Ef\i 1 ﬁ X

J(8:f)?dpc.

LEMMA 5.1 (Dyson Brownian motion). The equation O¢ft = Lfi, with
initial data fi|i—o = fo has a unique solution on L'(ug) =LY (RN, ug) for
all t > 0. Moreover, the domain F™) is invariant under the dynamics; that
is, if fo is supported in FN)| then is f, for all t > 0.

(Strictly speaking, the eigenvalue distribution of Hy may not allow a den-
sity fo, but for t > 0, H; admits a density f;. Our proofs are not affected by
this technicality.)

We refer, for example, to [1] for more details and proofs. To conclude, we
record one of the technical tools used in the next sections.

LEMMA 5.2.  Denote by ft(A)pua(dX) the distribution of the eigenvalues
of matriz (5.2) with t >0. Then, for any 0 < a<1/2, we have

(5.6) / i i(» — )2 dp(A) < N1
. Stlzlg) N — i — Vi t M = 3

on Q for N sufficiently large, where (3;(t)) denote the classical locations with
respect to the measure pg.(t); that is, they are defined through the relation

i (t) i—
(5.7) | taar=202 asicw),

[They agree with the classical locations of (4.22).]
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PrROOF. The random matrix Wy = (w;ij,) := e /2W + (1 — e~)V/2W"
satisfies the assumptions in Definition 2.1: the entries are centered and have
variance 1/N. Moreover, since the distributions of (w;; ), satisfies (2.3) and
since (ng) are real, respectively, complex, centered Gaussian random vari-
ables with variance 1/N, respectively, 2/N, the distributions of (w;;.) also
satisfy (2.3). The claim now follows from (3.15) of Corollary 3.4 and the
moment bounds ETr W < C), (see, e.g., [1]), as well as the boundedness of
(v;). O

5.2. Entropy decay estimates. Let w and v be two (probability) measures

on RY that are absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure. We

denote the Radon—Nikodym derivative of v with respect to w by S—Z, define

the relative entropy of v with respect to w by

(5.8) S(v|w) ::/ — log—w dw,
and, in case v = fw, f € LY(RY), abbreviate

Su(f) = S(fwlw).

The entropy S, (f) controls the total variation norm of f through the in-
equality

(5.9) / = 1dw < V5, ().

a result we will use repeatedly in the next sections.

Besides the dynamics (f;):>0 generated by L introduced in Section 5.1,
we also consider a (a priori undetermined) time dependent density, (ijt)tzo,
with respect to pug. We assume that @t # 0, almost everywhere with respect
to pg and abbreviate g, := % Setting w; := Yy, we can write

frA)pc(dX) = ge(A)wr(dA).

A natural choice for @Ztug is the time dependent (-ensemble, @Ztug, intro-
duced in (4.21). Yet, following the arguments of Erdds et al. [29] we make a
slightly different choice for 1/~}t: for 7 > 0, we define a measure @tug on V)
by setting

- 1 N oy s g
(5.10) V(N pg(dA) == e NBY L (Mi—Fi(1)? /(2 V(N (dN),

e
where Z:/?t = Z’ZZ)t (B) is chosen such that fl/;t()\)ug(d)\) = 1. In the following,

we mostly choose 7 to be N-dependent with 1> 7 > 0.
We call the measure ¢1ug the instantaneous relaxation measure. The
density ¢, depends on V = diag(v;) via the initial condition vy. As for the
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distribution f;, we condition on V' and omit this from the notation. We may
write the measure ¥, in the Gibbs form
- 1 ~
BNa(AA) = —e X (xe rth),
b
with

~

N ~
(5.11) Ho(A) = Ho () +Z<(Ai —27;(15))2 . U(t,/\i)>’
i=1

2

where H¢ is defined in (4.10) and Z; = Z; (B) is a normalization. Then we
compute

N i
Vu - (VQﬁt) -Vu > Z(c?iu)Q <l + M + 1>

T 2 2
i=1
1 N (3 1
12 — —  (Oiu— O;u)?
(5.12) +N;;(xi—xj)2(8“ dju)
N
(azu)Z
>
; 2r

for u € CY(RY) and 7 sufficiently small (independent of N), where we use
that " (t,-) is uniformly bounded below by Lemma 4.2. Then, by the Bakry—
Emery criterion [3], there is a constant C' such that the following logarithmic
Sobolev inequality holds for all sufficiently small 7 > 0:

(513) Sl:)t (Q) < CTD&&(\/&) (t > 0)7

where g € L*(d@y) is such that [ ¢dad, =1. We refer, for example, to [28—
30, 33] for more details.

Recall the definition of @Zt te in (4.21). Let L, denote the generator defined
by the natural Dirichlet form with respect to &, that is,

N
1 N N
G.1) Dol =5 [Orddi=- [dlds  (¢>o0)
i=1
The main result of this section is the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 5.3. Let Gy := ft/{/;t, and set Wy := {b\tuG such that

S(finclepc) = Sz, (Gr)-

Then there is a constant C (independent of t) such that, for all0 <a <1/2,
we have

(5.15) 9,55,(G1) < —4Dg,(\/G) + CN'=2 (> 0),
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for N sufficiently large on €.

The results of Proposition 5.3 resemble the relative entropy estimate of
Theorem 2.5 in [30] for Wigner matrices. However, due to the fact that
both distributions fiug and ta,ug are not close to the glollal equilibrium for
the Dyson Brownian motion, u¢, the reference ensemble ;g changes with
time, too. Thus to establish (5.15), we need to include additional factors
coming from time derivatives of @Ztug. These can be controlled using the
definition of the potential U(t). The idea of choosing slowly varying time
dependent approximation states and controlling the entropy flow goes back
to the work [61].

The relative entropy Sz, and the Dirichlet form Dg, do not satisfy the
logarithmic Sobolev inequality (5.13). However, we have for ¢ > 0 the esti-
mates

o~ ~ N2
(5.16) Dy (/i) < 205, (Vi) + 252
and
= —~ BN?
(517 D3, (/i) < 205,/ + 22
respectively,
~ ~ N2
(5.18) Se (9) = Sz, (9¢) + O <ﬁ TQt>7
where we have set
1 X
[ A ()2
(5.19) Qi =E WGN izl()‘z 3i(t))”

Estimates (5.16), (5.17) and (5.18) can be checked by elementary computa-
tions, which we omit here. In the following we always bound Q; < CN~1—2¢
[t >0, ae(0,1/2)]; see Lemma 5.6. Using (5.16), (5.17) and (5.18) in com-
bination with the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (5.13) and with Proposi-
tion 5.3, we can follow [30] to obtain a bound on the Dirichlet form Dg, (/).

COROLLARY 5.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.3, the follow-
ing holds on Q for N sufficiently large. For any & >0 and t > TN with
1> 7> N~2% we have the entropy and Dirichlet form bounds

R 1—2a — N1-2a
(5:20) 56,@) <C——.  Dg,(Va)<C—p—,

where the constants depend on g’.
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Before we prove Proposition 5.3, we obtain rigidity estimates for the time
dependent [-ensemble 1. Recall that we denote by (7;(¢)) the classical
locations with respect to the measure pg.(t). Also recall the notation &; =
min{i, N —i+1}.

LEMMA 5.5. Let ﬁ(t, ), t >0 be as in Lemma 4.2. Then the following
holds on Q) for N sufficiently large:
For any 6 > 0, there is ¢ >0 such that

(5:21) BUHG (X = Fi(0)] > N~ a1 <o,
for allt>0,1<i< N, where ]P”Z”‘G, stands for the probability under 1//1\t,ug

conditioned on Q. Moreover, for any 0 <a<1/2, we have

1 & -
622 swp [ 3= A(0) BN k(dN) < NI,

20 i=1

for N sufficiently large.

ProoF. The rigidity estimate (5.21) follows from Proposition 4.3 by
choosing N € N sufficiently large. Estimate (5.22) is a direct consequence

of (5.21) and the fast decay of the distribution ¢;(A)ug(A). O

For brevity, we often drop the ¢-dependence of 7;(t) from the notation.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5.3. Recall that we have set g; = ft/@zt and
Wt = Yp. The relative entropy S(fipuc|vipa) = Sy, (g) satisfies [61],

~ 1 VG~ (£ —3y)
(5.23) S (frnclina) = ﬁN/ " %d#G-i'/ ) Jedug.

t
We note that the first term on the right-hand side of (5.23) equals

=12
(5.24) - ﬁiN/ |V§| dedpe =—4Dg,(v/G0).
To bound the second term on the right-hand side of (5.23), we write

(£ —Aat)l/)t Fode
(5.25) '
- 1 ~
— [(Egai+ 5 [ S0 2)@03N @) ~ [ Gdridue.
i=1

with £; defined in (5.14).
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Note that the first term on the right-hand side of (5.25) vanishes since, by
construction, @; is the reversible measure for the instantaneous flow gener-
ated by L. The last term on the right-hand side of (5.25) can be computed

explicitly as (recall that the normalization Z ) in the definition of 1//1;#@ also
depends on t),

(5.26) - / G0 duc = B — R W’[ Zat (t,A) ]

To deal with the second term on the right-hand side of (5.25), we integrate
by parts to find

/ZU/ (t, A:)(9ige (X)) ddo(N)

(5.27) = Rftne

1 -
—§ZU (t,/\i)]

i=1
()

ZU/t)\ (U’t)\) + i _%zj:&'i%‘)]'

Setting g; = 1 in the above computation, we also obtain the identity

+ Eftltc;

~ 1 N -
0 =EVtre —§ZU”(t,)\i)]
(5.28) =
N (@)
e | PN S~ o [ 6 _2 1
+E 0 ;U(t,AJ(U(t,/\) + )\ ZA Y

Equation (5.28) may alternatively be derived from the “first order loop equa-
tion” for the B-ensemble Y,ua. Equation (5.27) can thus be rewritten as

1K
: / g 0 (£, ) (0, (A)) d@y(A)

N
~ 1 R
_ St Pt " .
_ [Bfino — EPnc) [—5 >0 m]
(5.29) ~ B
+ [Efmc _ Ewwa]
(@)

[ ZU/t)\ (U/t)\) /\—%j Ai&-)]'
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Next, to control the second and third terms on the right-hand side of (5.25),
respectively, the right-hand side of (5.29), we proceed as follows. We expand
the potential terms U’ (t, i), respectively, U (t,\i), in Taylor series in A; to
second order around the classical location 7;. The resulting zero order terms
cancel exactly since the classical locations of the ensembles fiuqg, and Y
agree by construction. The first order terms in the Taylor expansion can (1)
either be bounded in terms of the expectations of Efi L (\i —79i)? (which can
be controlled with the rigidity estimates in Lemmas 5.5 and 5.2); or (2) they
cancel exactly due to the definition of the potential U (t,-) and its equation
of motion in (4.27). Finally, the second order terms in the Taylor expansion
can be bounded by the rigidity estimates in Lemmas 5.5 and 5.2. The details
are as follows.

Expanding 0;U (¢, \;) to second order around 7;, we obtain from (5.26)
that

- //g\tat{b\t dpg = [Ef”‘G _ ETZWG]

Zat +—Zat (7)) (N =)

+ O(N172a)’

(5.30)

on {2, where we use the rigidity estimates in Lemmas 5.5 and 5.2, and that
0,U ”( ,+) is uniformly bounded on compact sets by Lemma 4.2.
To save notation, we introduce a function G: Rt x R2 — R by setting

U'(t,2) = U'(t.y)
T—y ’
with G(t;z,z) := U"(t,z). Note that G(t;z,y) = G(t;y,z) and that G is C2

in the spatial coordinates by Lemma 4.2. Recalling the equation of motion
for 8,U(t,-) in (4.27), we can write

=, =R
atU(t,.T) :][ U (tay) dpfc(tvy)

(5.31) G(t;x,y) ==

y—x
(5.32) ~ -
ty) = Ut x) _ A (t,
:/U( 7y) U( 7x) dpfc(t,y)—l—U/(t,x)][ pr( y)’
y—x Yy—x

for x inside the support of the measure pg.. Thus, recalling (4.17) and (5.31),
we obtain

~

(5:33)  a0(ta) = [ Gltw.9)ddily) — 50" (0.2)(00,3) + o),

for x inside the support of the measure py.



BULK UNIVERSALITY FOR DEFORMED WIGNER MATRICES 35

We hence obtain from (5.30) that

_/gtat{/)\td#G
= (B - wa%][ / & (15 Pes) —w]
CRT e o e ) >+%><Ai—m«>]
L =1

N
> N S~ ~
— [Efthe —E¥ike] —54 > U (8,7:)(U" (t,79:) + 1) (i — %‘)]
L =1

+O(NT),

on Q, where we denote by G'(t;x,y) the first derivative of G(t;x,y) with
respect to x.

Next we return to (5.29). Using the rigidity estimates of the Lemmas 5.5
and 5.2, we find

/ZU/ (t, M) (0ige(A)) diwg(X)

—~ N ~
= [Efitc — EYurc] [_% Z U”(t,%(t))]

=1
(5'35) + [Eftuc _ E@tuc]
N (@)
AR NN N ) 1
X [ . ;U(t,/\z) U'(t,\) + N N;Ai_Aj
+O(N1/2_a),

on 2, where we use a Taylor expansion of the first term on the right-hand side
of (5.29). Here we also use that U’ is three times continuously differentiable
with uniformly bounded derivatives on compact sets. Note that the first
term on the right-hand side of (5.35) vanishes.

Using the definition of G(¢;-,-) in (5.31), we can recast (5.35) as

1 X
: / ;Ufu,xi)(@@t(x))d@t(k)
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fuir et | BN S=Fr, 4
= [Bftre — EVHa] TZU (t, ) (T (1, M) + \)
=1

(5.36)
; P BN &L 1 (@)
+ [EHHG — EPke] _T;N;G(t;)‘i’)\j)

+O(NV/2ey,

where we use the symmetry G(t;z,y) = G(t;y,z). Expanding the second
term on the right-hand side (5.36) to second order in (A, A;) around (7;,7;),
we obtain

[Eftuc _ Elﬁtuc]

BN L1
- § —2 G(t;)\i,)\j)]
(5.37) = [Efwc — ]

J
N1k, _
—% > (N > Gl(#%%)) (Xi — %‘)]
i=1 j=1

+ O(Nl/Zfa) + O(leZa)’

on Q, where we use G(t;z,y) = G(t;y,x), G(t;z,x) = ﬁ’/(t,m) and that
G(t;z,y) is C? in the spatial variables. Thus, also expanding the first term
on the right-hand side of (5.36) in A; around 7;, we obtain

1
: / ;U/(t,&)(aﬁt()\))d@t@)

5 N1 I _
= [Efue — E¥ue) [—% > (N ZG/(YZ%%‘O (Ni — %‘)]
i=1 j
~ i N N N .
(5:38) 4 [E/HC — V] % DU A (07) +3) (A — %)]
L =1

+ [Eftuc _ E@tuc]

N
Z U'(t,3:) (0" (t,75:) + 1) (A — %)]

+ O(Nl/Q—a) + O(N1_2a),

on €2, where we use the rigidity estimates in Lemmas 5.5 and 5.2.
Adding up (5.34) and (5.38), we hence obtain

(£ — D)y '
‘/ {b\t ft d/JfG



BULK UNIVERSALITY FOR DEFORMED WIGNER MATRICES 37

BN N/ X
N gine |- S (L3 6 4:3,5;
< 5 Et#c[ .1<N, lG(t,’YZ,’Y])
1= =

—/G’(t;%y) dﬁfc(y)> (Ai —%)]

— E{/;tﬂG

N 1 N
SIS
J

i=1 =1
—/G’(t;%y) dﬁﬁ:(.ﬂ)) (A _%)”

+ O(Nl/Zfa) + O(leZa)’
on 2. To finish the proof we observe that for all 7;,

N
1 o~ ~ ~ _
NZG'(t;%,vj)Z/G’(t;%,y)dpfc(t,y)+0(N Y,
j=1

on Q, where we use that ;41 —7; ~ N~23a; ! (& = min{i, N —i+1}), and
the square root decay of pg.(t) at the edges of the support. Thus

(5.39) / %f} djig; = O(NV2-9) £ O(N1-9),
t

for N sufficiently large on €2, where we use one last time the rigidity esti-
mates. Using that N'/27¢ < N1=2¢ g€ (0,1/2), we get from (5.23), (5.24)
and (5.39) the desired estimate (5.15). O

Before we move on to the proof of Corollary 5.4, we give a rough estimate
on Sz, (g¢) for ¢ >0.

LEMMA 5.6.  There is a constant m such that, for >0 and t > 7, we
have

(5.40) S (Gt) = S(funclibene) < CN™
on S, for N sufficiently large. Here the constant C' depends on 7.

PROOF. From the definition of the relative entropy in (5.8), we have

S(ftMG‘{/)\tMG)

(5.41) N

EDY J TN 10 V)| +108 2,

i=1

< S(finalpa) +
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Since the potential U (t) is bounded below, we have (for N sufficiently large
on ) log Z5, <CBN 2. Similarly, using the rigidity estimate (5.6), we can
bound the second term on the right-hand side of (5.41) by C'N2. To bound
the first term on the right of (5.41), we use that S(fiuc|ug) < S(HJW') <
N?max S(hij|wi;) + N max S(hi; ¢ |wj;), where (hij;) are the entries of the
in (5.2) and wj; are the entries of the GOE, respectively, GUE, matrix W’
By explicit calculations, remembering that the diagonal entries (v;) are fixed,
one finds max S(hij+|gij) < CN for t > 7; see, for example, [22]. (Note that
we choose t > 0; otherwise the relative entropy may be ill defined.) O

To complete the proof of Corollary 5.4 we follow the discussion in [30].

PrROOF OF COROLLARY 5.4. Using an approximation argument, we can
assume that §; € L°°(da;). Using first the entropy bound (5.15) and then
the Dirichlet form estimate in (5.17), we obtain

9:Sz,(G1) < —4Dg,(\/G;) + CN'1~20

1o N1—2a
< —2Dg, (Vi) + ON'72 + C—
1—2a
< _CTilstDt (gt) + C 5
T

for N sufficiently large on 2. To get the third line we use the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality (5.13) and that, by assumption, 7 < 1. Using the entropy
estimate (5.18), we thus obtain

1—2a

(5.42) 0055,(3) < ~Cr'52,(3) + O~

for N sufficiently large on 2. Integrating (5.42) from 7 to ¢/2, we infer

o Ve e Ot g oy o
(gt/2) >e€ Wr (gT) + r

Sa

/2
for N sufficiently large on €. Bounding S5 _(g;) by (5.41), we get

1—2a
(/g\t/Q) < CNme_CT_l(t/2_T) + C’NT ,

So

t/2

for N sufficiently large on €. Recalling that ¢ > 79 = 7N¢ and using the
monotonicity of the relative entropy, we obtain the first inequality in (5.20).
Integrating (5.15) from ¢/2 to t, we obtain

t t
/ D5 (VGs)ds < — | 8.55.(gs)ds + CtN'—2e,
t/2 /2
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Thus, using the above estimate on the relative entropy and the monotonicity
of the Dirichlet form,

1—2a

+CN—2e,
tT

Dz, (Vi) <C

Recalling that ¢ > 79 = N 7, we get the second inequality in (5.20). O

6. Local equilibrium measures. The estimates on the relative entropy
and the Dirichlet form obtained in Corollary 5.4 do not directly imply that
the local statistics of the measures fiug and ¥y ug agree in the limit of large
N. However, the averaged local gap statistics of fiug, taug and pg can
be compared (for 1>t > N~1/2) for large N as is asserted in the main
theorems of this section, Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.2, below. We first
state these results and give a short outline of their proofs in Section 6.1
before going into the details in Sections 6.2-6.5.

6.1. Awveraged local gap statistics for small times. Recall that we call
a symmetric function O:R"™ — R, n € N; an n-particle observable if O is
smooth and compactly supported. For a given observable O, a time ¢t > 0,
a small constant o >0 and j € [aN, (1 — a)N], we define an observable
Gjnt(x) =G, n(x), by setting

6.1) Gjn(x):=O(Npj(zjy1— ), Npj(xjra —25),. ..,
Npj(Tjns1 — x5)),

x = (z;)_, € F™M)| where we set Gj, =0 if j+n> (1 — a)N. Here p;
denotes the density of the measure pg.(t) at the classical location of the jth
particle at time t, that is, p; := p.(¢,7;(t)). We also set

( ) Gj,msc(x) = O(Npsqj(l‘]qu —.Ij),NpSCJ(.TjJrQ —l‘j),...,
6.2
N psc,j(Tj4nt1 — 25)),

x € F ) where Psc,; denotes the density of the semicircle law at the classical
location of the jth particle with respect to the semicircle law.

In the following, we denote constants depending on O by Co. Recall the
definition of the density ¢; in (4.21). We have the following statement on
the averaged local gap statistics.

THEOREM 6.1. Let n € N be fized, and consider an n-particle observ-
able O. Fiz a small constant o> 0, and consider an interval of consecutive
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integers J C [aN, (1 —a)N] in the bulk. Then, for any small § >0, there is
a constant § >0 such that, for t > N~1/2+0,

‘/mzc“‘ 9 0atx) 15732 G009 o)

<CoN~ f

for N sufficiently large on Q). The constant Cop depends on o and O, and
the constant § depends on o« and 4.

We can also compare the averaged local gap statistics of f;ug, with the
averaged local gap statistics of the Gaussian unitary, respectively, orthogo-
nal, ensemble.

THEOREM 6.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 6.1 and with
stmilar constants, we have

—f
L/R‘J‘ZE:(;gn dﬂ(? L/F|J|:£:(;]nsc (hiG( ) EZCXDDJ

JjeJ jed

for N sufficiently large on ).

The proofs of Theorem 6.1 and Theorem 6.2 proceed in two steps. We first
localize the measures fiug and ¥, ug; that is, we study the statistics of IC,
1 <« K < N, consecutive particles inside the bulk—the interior particles—
with the remaining particles—the exterior particles—being fixed; for details,
see Section 6.2. For most configurations of the exterior particles (boundary
conditions), we can compare the statistics of the localized versions of fiug
and ta, e This is accomplished in Proposition 6.4 of Section 6.3 by using
that (1) the localized [-ensemble satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev inequal-
ity (6.23) with constant CIC/N and that (2) the localized Dirichlet form
can be controlled by the global Dirichlet form [see (6.24)], the latter being
estimated in Corollary 5.4.

In a second step, we use Theorem 4.1 of [31] that, roughly speaking,
assures that the local gap statistics of localized [-ensembles are essentially
independent of the boundary conditions and indeed agree with the local
gap statistics of the Gaussian ensembles. Putting this universality result to
work in Section 6.4, we conclude that the local gap statistics of the localized
version of the measure fijug are universal, for 1>> ¢ > N~1/2 and for most
boundary conditions. Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 are then proven in Section 6.5
by integrating out the boundary conditions.

We conclude this subsection with the following two remarks: once the
entropy estimate of Proposition 5.3 has been established, one can apply
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the methods of [31] to prove the gap universality in the bulk for deformed
Wigner matrices; see Remark 2.8 above for an explicit statement; we leave
the details to the interested readers.

As an alternative to the approach outlined above, one could combine the
approach from [30] with Theorem 2.1 in [12] (see Theorem 4.1 above), to
prove Theorems 6.1 and 6.2.

6.2. Preliminaries. Let a,0 > 0 be two small positive numbers, and
choose two integer parameters L and K such that

(6.4) LelaN,(1—a)N], K e[N°, NY4].

We denote by I, g :=[L— K, L+ K] aset of K := 2K +1 consecutive indices
in the bulk of the spectrum. Below we often abbreviate I = I, . Recall the
definition of the set £ ) c RY in (4.1). For A€ ™), we write

(6'5) A: (y17"'?yL—K—l)'/EL—K7"'7xL+K?yL+K+17"‘7yN)7

and we call A a configuration (of N particles or points on the real line). Note
that on the right-hand side of (6.5) the points keep their original indices and
are in increasing order so that

X = (J:Lwa i ,.’EK+L) € F(’C)7
(6.6)
Y=Yl Yoo K1y YLt K415 -, YN) € F VR

We refer to x as the interior points or particles and to y as the exterior
points or particles.

In the following, we often fix the exterior points and consider the condi-
tional measures on the interior points: let w be a measure on F ) with a
density. Then we denote by w¥ the measure obtained by conditioning on y;
that is, for A in the form of (6.5),

_ wNdx w(xy)dx
C JwN)dx [w(x,y)dx’

wY(dx) = w¥ (x)dx

where, with slight abuse of notation, w(x,y) stands for w(A). We refer to
the fixed exterior points y as boundary conditions of the measure wY. For
fixed y € F (V=K) all (z;) lie in the open configuration interval

I=1r k= (Yr-K-1,YL+K+1)-

Set §:= (Yyr—Kk-1+ Yr+x+1)/2, and let
_ J—L .
. A I
(6.7) o =g+l Uelik)

denote K equidistant points in the interval I.
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Let U € C*(R) be a “regular” potential satisfying (4.4) and (4.5). We then
consider the -ensemble

(6.8) p(dA) = pg (dX) = Zie—ﬂNHW dx (B> 0),
with [cf. (4.2)]

2
69 =Y 3000+ ) -y X toely -l

1<i<j<N

and with Zy = Zy(8) a normalization. For K, L and y fixed, we can write pu¥
as the Gibbs measure

1
(6.10) ¥ (dx) = —ye_ﬂNHy(x) dx,
ZU
where
1 1
(6.11) H() = 3 2V ()~ 3 logley i),
iel ijel
1<j
with
v 2 2
(6.12) v (:L‘):U(a:)%—?—NZlogM—yﬂ
il

an external potential and with Z}, = ZJ(3) a normalization. Following [31],
we next introduce the notion of regular external potential:

DEFINITION 6.3. An external potential V = VY of a f-ensemble of K
points in a configuration interval I = (a,b) is called KX-regular if the follow-
ing bounds hold:

K KX
(o1 1= m o)
b dy(x) KX
(6.14) V'(a) = pl)log 5 + o(N d@;))’
(6.15) V() >1+inf U”(z) + %,

for x € I, with some ¢ > 0 and for some small y > 0, where
d(x) :=min{|z — al, |z — b|}
denotes the distance to the boundary of I,
d_(x) = d(x) + p(7)N 'K
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and
d. () = max{|z — al, |z — b} + p(F) N~ KX,

The main technical result we use in this section is Theorem 4.1 of [31];
see Theorem 6.5 below. It asserts that the local gap statistics of pY are
essentially independent of y and U, provided that V¥ is KX-regular for
some small y > 0.

6.3. Comparison of local measures. Fix small a,0 >0, and let K and L
satisfy (6.4). Recall that we denote by fiug the distribution of the eigen-
values of the matrix in (5.2) and by Pepic the reference B-ensemble defined
n (5.10). Following the discussion in Section 6.2, we introduce the condi-
tioned densities

(6.16) ft 'UG (fira)¥, Q/Jt 'UG (Q/)t,UG)

Recall that we denote by pg.(t) the equilibrium density of Jt,ug and by
Yk = Ak (t) the classical location of the kth particle with respect to pg. =
Pic(t); cf. (3.14). Let g9 > 0 and define the set of “good” boundary conditions,
Ri,x =Rr k(c0,),

( )RLK _{AEF |/\k—'yk\<N 420 VkEHaN (1—&)N]]\ILK}
6.17
N{xe F M |n, =3k < N72/3%%0 vE e [1,N]}.

The next result compares the local statistics of fY ., and 1/)t Yy, for y €
Rr,K. Recall that a stands for any number in (0,1/2).

PROPOSITION 6.4. Fiz small constants a,0 >0 [see (6.4)] and g9 > 0;
see (6.17). Let K satisfy (6.4), and let O be an n-particle observable. Let
¢’ >0, and choose T satisfying 1> 71> N~"2%. Then, for any t > N7 and
any constant ¢ € (0,1), there is a set of conﬁgumtzons G =0r.k(e0, ) C
7—‘)'L,I:('(E()v Oé), with

N*C

(6.18) Pitrc(G) > 1~ 5

such that

6190 | 00U 6~ R G)ax)| < CoV RN,

t> N¢'r, for N sufficiently large on Q. The constant Co, depends only
on¢e, a and O.

Moreover, there is v > 0, such that
(6.20) PG ({|ay — Ap(t)| < N ke Iy g }) > 1 — e 0en))

t> Ne'7, for N sufficiently large on Q, with &€ = Agloglog N/2; see (2.20).
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Proor. We follow closely the proof of Lemma 6.4 in [31]. Let 7 satisfy
I1>7> N*Q‘1 and choose t > N¢'7. We estimate

\ [ 067 ) = T k()| < Coll ¥t — B,
621

< COVS@M)C,;(/@%’)’

where we use (5.9) and set gy := ft/@zt. For y € Rr, K, we consider the locally

constrained measure @y u‘é, explicitly given by

P (dx) = e VRO ax,

7y
with
~ Ult,zp) a2
y — Z\0R) Tk
HY (t,%) Z( -+
kel
— LS toglok— il — = 3 logla —
N g|TE — | N STk — Yi|-
kel kel
k<l 1¢1
Here I = I}, . From (5.20) of [31], we know that
(6.22) V2HY (t,x) > cN/K  (y € Rpx),

for some ¢ > 0 independent of t. Here, V2 denotes the Hessian with re-
spect the variables x. Thus the Bakry—Emery criterion yields the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality

(6.23) Sw 2, @) < C]\fwa y (@) (y €RLK),

where the constant C' can be chosen independent t.
For k € [1, N], denote by D Do k the Dirichlet form of the particle k, that

is, wac L(f) = ﬁ [0k f *ttuc, and by D@'ué,k‘ its conditioned analogue
(with k € I, k). Using the notation of (6.5), we may write

B Dy (V&) = [ Dy, (V) 50y

and we can bound

fi ~y\ _mf ~y
B Dy i (V) =B 3~ Dy o (V37

kel

(6.24) <Dj .. (Vi)
< N1
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for N sufficiently large, where we use Corollary 5.4 in the last line. Thus
Markov’s inequality implies, for ¢ > 0, that there exists a set of configurations
G! C R, with P/t (G1) > 1 — N~¢, such that, for y € G,
(6.25) Dy, (/3 ) < ONZNIZ20772

t G

holds for N sufficiently large on Q. Substituting (6.25) into (6.23) and then
into (6.21), we find that

/ O)(fY — B )(dx)

on € for N sufficiently large. This proves (6.19).
To prove (6.20) note that the rigidity estimates of Lemma 5.6 imply

ESthe PRI ({ |2y, — A(t)] > N~ k € T}))
= PTG ({|ay, — Ap(8)| > N~ ke T}) < e ven),

for some v > 0, where we have chosen £ = Agloglog N/2. By Markov’s in-
equality we conclude that there is a set of configurations, G2, such that (6.20)
holds with (¢, v)-high probability. Finally, set G := G! N G2, and note that G
satisfies (6.18). [

<CoVEN‘N~°r~ 1,

6.4. Gap universality for local measures. In Section 6.3, we show that
the local gap statistics of the measure f}uy, agree with those of ¢y uy, for
boundary conditions y in the set Ry x. In this subsection, we are going

to show that the local statistics of 1/@' ,u)G’ are essentially independent of the
precise form of y, as is asserted by the main theorem of [31]. Recall the
notion of external potential introduced in (6.12).

THEOREM 6.5 (Gap universality for local measures, Theorem 4.1 in [31]).

Let L, L and K =2K +1 satisfy (6.4) with a,0 > 0. Consider two boundary
conditions y, ¥y such that the configuration intervals coincide, that is,

(6.26) I=(yo-rk—1,Y+k+1) = (U7 _ g 1: U1 k41)-
Consider two measures p and fi in the form of (6.8), with possibly two differ-

ent potentials U and U, and consider the constrained measures p¥ and .
Let x >0, and assume that the external potentials VY and VY [see (6.12)]
are KX-regular; see Definition 6.5. In particular, assume that I satisfies

(6.27) | = Ng’s(y) +o<%>.

Assume further that

(6.28) max [E" 7 — o] + max B 2; — ;| < CNT'KX,
VASEY N ¢ VASESS

LK
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Let p € Z satisfy |p| < K — K¥X'| for some small X' > 0. Fiz n € N. Then
there is a constant xo, such that if x,Xx’ < xo, then for any n-particle ob-
servable O, we have

B O(N(2L4pt1 = TLip)s s N(@Liprn = TL4p))

—EFON(xL1pr1 —TL4p)s- s N@Lypin — 2L4p))| < CoOK ™,

for some constant b > 0 depending on o, a, and for some constant Cp
depending on O. This holds for N sufficiently large [depending on the x, X', «
and C in (6.28)].

Recall that the measure @y ,u’é can be written as the Gibbs measure

1 _
(6.29) Y p(dx) = e VIR dx,
Pt
where
(6.30) Z —VY(t, ;) Zlog\xj x|,
el ,]EI
1<j

with the external potential
(6.31) VY¥(t,z)=U(t )+”v2 221 2 — il

. ,r) = , L 5 N < og |T — Yi|-

i¢l

Using Theorem 6.5 we first show that the local statistics of ¢y pf, are vir-
tually 1ndependent of y; that is, we apply Theorem 6.5 with p¥ = (wtug)
and i = ({ypc)?.

We first check the regularity assumption of the external potential VY.
Recall the definition of KX-regular potential in Definition 6.3.

LEMMA 6.6. Fiz small constants a,o > 0; see (6.4). Let x >0, and
consider y € Ry, k(xo/2,a/2). Then, on the event ), the external poten-
tial VY (t,xz) in (6.31) is KX-reqular on 1= (yr—x—1,Yr+K+1)-

The proof of Lemma 6.6 follows almost verbatim the proof of Lemma 4.5
in the Appendix A of [31], and we therefore omit it here.

To check that assumption (6.28) of Theorem 6.5 holds, we use the follow-
ing result. Recall the set of configurations G of Proposition 6.4.

LEMMA 6.7. Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.4 the following
holds. Lety € G. Then, for all k € I}, i,

2¢

KN ,
(6.32)  |EFHbgy, — B9 HE g <O N=l (4> 7N,
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for N sufficiently large on €.

PrOOF. We follow the proof of Lemma 6.5 of [31]. Fix t > 7N¢', where
1>7>N"2 Let y €G. Denote by LY the generator associated to the
Dirichlet form Dwﬂy, that is,

t G

1
[retoR a5 > [osoel aw (=100
1€l
Let g5 be the solution of the evolution equation 9sqs = L g5, s > 0, with
initial condition go:=g} = fY/1{. Note that ¢4 is a density with respect to
the reversible measure, 1 ,u)é, of this dynamics. Hence, we can write

o0
B 1y — BV G | = ‘/ ds/xkﬁtyqs@y dpg;
0

1 o ~
= '5—]\7/0 ds/@kqs@bf dH)c’;
Recall that 1//1\2' py, satisfies the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (6.23) with

constant 7 := CK /N, provided that y € Ry, k. Thus, upon using Cauchy—
Schwarz and the exponential decay of the Dirichlet form D@uy (V@) we
t G

obtain for some v’, ¢ > 0,

¥ &Y ¥, 1oV Yoy —eNY'
|E/t He gy — BVt Hogy| = 5—N/0 ds/@kqsl/)t dug| +O(e ).

Using
|0kqs| = 2|\/@50k /G| < R(9p/5)? + R g,

where R > 0 is a free parameter, we obtain

1 NU, dsTg N
‘5—]\[/0 /@c%ﬂ){? d#)é;

NU/TK 1 ,
R[/o dsttyﬂg(\/g)] +§R*1N*1+UTK

IN

SRS@:

[ 1 —1 pr—1+0"
SCRTKD@H%( gf)—l—iR N —H)TK7

where in the second line we use that the time integral of the Dirichlet form
is bounded by the initial entropy (see, e.g., Theorem 2.3 in [30]) and in

. 1 i
PACARE INTH g
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the final line we used the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (6.23). Optimizing
over R, we get

, 1/2 y
B ¥y, — B | < Cmie (N Dy (1)) +O(e™N)

<O i (7)) 00,

where we used that 7x = CK/N. Using (6.25) we finally obtain

KN?*

|Efty”émk — —I-(’)(e_CNU ),

for N sufficiently large on 2. [

LEMMA 6.8.  Fiz small constants o,c > 0. Fize' >0 and t > 7N¢, where
T satisfies 1> 1> N"2% Fiz n €N, and consider an n-particle observable
O. Let x',x >0, with X', x < xo0, where xo is the constant in Theorem 6.5.
Then the following holds.

Assume that 0 <a<1/2, 0<c<1, N2 <7< 1 and K € [N?,N'/4]
are chosen such that

KNQC
N

Let p be an integer satisfying |p| < K — KX Letye gL,K(XQT", 5). Then,
for the observable G, as defined in (6.1), we have

(6.33)

KX
N*a —1 < -
TSN

(6.34)

/ o () it — D1 duc)| < CoK ™ + CoVENN—57-1,

for N sufficiently large on ), where the constant Co depends on O and €,
and the constant b >0 depends on o and o.

PROOF. We follow [31]. Fix t > 7N¢ and x > 0. Let y € G (5%, ) C
G,k (%7, ). Then by Proposition 6.4 and the assumption in (6.33),

[BF 1wy, — Fp ()] < CEXN,
for all k € I =1, . Further, from Lemma 6.7 and the assumption in (6.33)
we get
(6.35) [E7 #6 ), — Fu(t)] < CEKXN T,

for all k € I. Recall from (6.7) that we denote by §:= $(yr—x—1+ Yr+K+1)
the midpoint of the configuration interval I and that () denote 2K + 1
equidistant points in I. As shown in Lemmas 4.5 and 5.2 of [31], we have

Ak(t) — x| <CKXN1,
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for all k € I, provided that y € G,k (%7, ). We hence obtain

(6.36) B 2y, — agy| < CKXN™L,

for N sufficiently large on 2.
Proposition 6.4 implies that there is Cp such that

[ Grinn (U7 ity B )| < CoVRNN -7
(6.37) /
(t>N°eT),
for y € Gr k(% , ), N sufficiently large on .
For a,e9,61 > 0 and a B-ensemble px on F V), define a set of particle
configurations R}, = R}, (g0, @) by

Ry ={ye€ F(N-K) PP (| — | > NOHEO) < e~ (1/2N yp o Inxh,

where 7 denotes the classical location of the kth particle with respect to
the equilibrium measure of p.

As in the proof of Proposition 6.4, it follows from Markov’s inequality
and the rigidity bound for the S-ensemble 9;/1 in Lemma 5.5 that we can

choose R:.  C Rp and that PYee (R ) >1 — ce” /AN for some
(el ’ (e]

¢ > 0, possibly after decreasing ¢; by a small amount. For y € R:Z . (%U, 3),
tHG
Lemma 5.1 of [31] implies that

(6.38) BV e 2y, — o] < CKXN™L,
for N sufficiently large on 2. Thus together with (6.36), we have on 2

(6.39) IEY 1 0y, — cug| + |E¥ oy — a| < CKXNTL,

2

We now apply Theorem 6.5: let ¥y and y be as above. By the scaling
argument of Lemma 5.3 in [31], we can assume that the two configuration
intervals T and T agree, so that assumption (6.26) of Theorem 6.5 holds.
Moreover, by Lemma 6.6 we know that VY and V¥ are KX-regular external
potentials. The assumption in (6.28) of Theorem 6.5 is satisfied by (6.39).
Thus Theorem 6.5 implies that there is b > 0, depending on ¢ and «, such
that

(6.40) ' [ G GO et~ 0 | < Cor ™,

for N sufficiently large, for all y € G(3,a) and all § € ijg(xg—“ 2).

for N sufficiently large on ). Since estimate (6.40) holds for all y € RZ‘Z e’

tHG

and since PV#c (R;%u ) >1—e (/2N " we can integrate over ¥ to find
tHG
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that
‘/GL—HJ, x) (9) Ay, — drdug)| < CoK ™",

for N sufficiently large on €. In combination with (6.37), this yields (6.34).
O

6.5. Proof of Theorems 6.1 and 6.2. Lemma 6.8 compares the local
statistics of the locally-constrained measure f; iy, with the S-ensemble 1 puc.

In order to compare with local statistics of the measure fiug with Ysuq, we
next integrate out the boundary conditions y.

LEMMA 6.9. Under the assumptions of Lemma 6.8 the following holds.
Let J C [aN,(1 — a)N] be an interval of consecutive integers in the bulk.
Then

‘/|J|ZG“‘ (o dng — v duc)

(6.41)
<Co(N“+ K "+ KX/ 4+ CoVKN N~°r 1,

for N sufficiently large on €.
PROOF. For a small y’ > 0 as in Lemma 6.8, set K := K — K17X'/2. We

first assume that .J is such that |.J| < 2K + 1. We then choose L such that
J CI;  CIpL k- Recall the set of configurations G in Proposition 6.4. Using

the conditioned measure f ,u‘é we estimate

Eftuc "
[\J\ 2 Gi ]

jeJ
(6.42)

1
—e| 2 [5G0} (@) + o),
JjEJ
where we used (6.18). Next, using Lemma 6.8 we obtain on (2

|_;| / Zaj,n<x>fz (%) d(x)1(9)

-7 / NGt dug + O(K ) + O(VENN-7-1),

jeJ

on 2. For the special case |.J| < 2K + 1, this yields (6.41).
If |J| > K + 1, there are L, € [[aN (1 — )N], with a € [1,My], such
that the 1ntervals I,k =[Ls — K,L, + K] are nonintersecting with the
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properties that J C Ufl\@l It x and JN I, g # @, for all a € [1, My]. Note
that My < % + 2. For simplicity of notation we abbreviate [ (@ =7 Lo, K =
[Lo — K,Ly+ K] and I = [L, — K, L, + K]]. We also label the interior
and exterior points of a configuration A € F ) accordingly,
x(@ = (TL,—Ky-- s TK4L,) € F(’C),
respectively,
Y = (1, YLK UYLtk un) € F TR

cf. (6.6). We let G\ =Gr. x(c0,) C Ry, i (€0, ) denote the set of config-
urations obtained in Proposition 6.4. Using this notation we can write

1
o | 6]

jeJ
1 a (@) (a) @
03 = X el [ 6 e)n 1)
a: I(NJ#£z jer@ng
+O(N™F),

on (2, where the first summation on the right-hand side is over indices a €
[1, Mo] such that the intervals (I(®)) satisfy I(® N.J # @. Here, we also use
the probability estimate on G(® in (6.18). In (6.43) we may further restrict,
for each a, the summation over the index j from I(®) to I®) at an expense of
an error term of order |I(®\ [(@)| < K1=X'/2_ Then summing over a € [1, My],
with My~ |J|/K, we get

1
EftNG [m Z G],n:|

jeJ

(6.44) _ m Z Eftna [ Z G%n(x(a)) ty(a) dué(a)ﬂ(g(a))
a: I@NJ£z jeltang
+O(N~) +O(EX/?),

on 2. Since for each choice of the index a the term in the expectation on
the right-hand side of (6.44) can be dealt with as in the case |J| <2K +1
above, this completes the proof of (6.41) for general J. [

We can now give the proof of Theorem 6.1.

Proor orF THEOREM 6.1. Let a > 0. We first choose the constants
a € (0,1/2), c€(0,1) and £ >0, and the parameter K € [N?, N'/4] ap-
propriately: let § >0 be a small constant. Then we set a=1/2 -4, c=6/4,
K =N%* ¢ =6, 0=0§/8. Note first that for this choice of K condition (6.4)
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is satisfied. Second, for sufficiently small § > 0, we observe that
KNQCN—GT—I _ N35/4N—a7_—1 < KX,

holds, for example, for 7> N°N~® and y > 0 (with x < xo). Thus (6.33) is
satisfied with the above choices.
Hence, for t > N2°7, Lemma 6.9 yields, for some b > 0,

‘/ % ZGj,n(X)(ft dpc — e dpe)

jeJ
<CoK™ "+ CoN~ + CoKX/? 4 CoV/KN N1,

for N sufficiently large on €. Thus, choosing 7 > N9 N9, there is a constant
f > 0 such that (6.3) holds. This completes the proof of Theorem 6.1. [

Next, we sketch the proof of Theorem 6.2.

ProOOF oF THEOREM 6.2. The proof of Theorem 6.2 is almost identi-
cal to the proof of Theorem 6.1. In fact, it suffices to establish Lemma 6.8
with ug replacing vy ug on the left-hand side of (6.34). This can be ac-
complished by applying Theorem 6.5 with ug instead of Yrug: let y €
R (x%0/2,a/2), and let y € G(x?0/2,/2). Using the arguments of Propo-
sition 5.2 in [31], we can rescale p¢ such that (6.26) and (6.27) are satisfied
for y and y. It is also straightforward to check that the external potentials
leading to pf., ¥ € R}, (x*0/2,a/2), are KX-regular. By Lemma 5.1 of [31]
we obtain

\E’%wk —ay| <CKXNL.

Hence, using estimate (6.35), we conclude that assumption (6.28) is also
satisfied. Thus Theorem 6.5 yields

64) | [ Grapn 0T i~ [ Grpnatx)auf] < Cok

for N sufficiently large on Q. We refer to the proof of Proposition 5.2 in [31]
for more details.

Since R}, (x%0/2,a/2) has exponentially high probability under pg, we
can integrate over y to find

/GL+p,n(x)$2’ d”é_/GL+p,n,sc(x) dHG SCOK_ba

for N sufficiently large on 2.
The proof of Theorem 6.2 is now completed in the same way as the proof
of Theorem 6.1. [J
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7. From gap statistics to correlation functions. In this section, we trans-
late our results on the averaged local gap statistics into results on averaged
correlation functions. Since this procedure is fairly standard (see, e.g., [29]),
we refrain from stating all proofs in detail. We first need to slightly generalize
the setup of Section 6.

Fix n € N, let O be an n-particle observable and consider an array of
increasing positive integers,

(71) m:(ml,mg,...,mn)EN".

Let a > 0. We define for j € [aN, (1 —a)N] and t > 0 an observable G m+ =
Gjm by

Gjm(x) = O(Npj(Tjtmy — ), Npj(Tjpmy — Tj), -,

Npj(xj1m, —xj)),

(7.2)

where p; = pi(t,7;(t)) denotes the density of the measure pg(t) at the clas-
sical location of the jth particle, 7;(t), with respect to the measure pg(t).
We set Gjm =0 if j+my > (1 —«)N. Similarly, we define G m sc by replac-
ing p; by the density of the standard semicircle law at the classical locations
of the jth particle with respect to the semicircle law; cf. (6.2). The following
theorem generalizes Theorem 6.2.

THEOREM 7.1. Letn € N be fized, and let O be an n-particle observable.
Fix small constants o, d > 0, and consider an interval of consecutive integers
J C [[aN,(1 — «)N] in the bulk. Then there are constants §,8' >0 such that
the following holds. Let m € N™ be an array of increasing integers [see (7.1)]
such that my, < N‘S/, and consider the observable Gj m, respectively, Gjmsc;
see (7.2). Assume that t > N~Y240  then

‘/|J|ZG]m x) due(x /|J|ZGamsc x)dug(x)| < CoNT,

jeJ jed

for N sufficiently large on Q). The constant Co depends on o and O, and
the constants § and &' depend on « and §.

Theorem 7.1 is proven in the same way as Theorem 6.2. We remark that ¢’
is chosen such that N < K ; that is, m,, is much smaller than the size of
the interval I, k.

For n > 1, define the n-point correlation function, g}\t’ 0 by

Q%,n(l‘la-.-,xn) = /N (ft,uG)# dxn+1 de’
RN—n
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where (fipug)™ denote the symmetrized versions of fijug. Similarly, we de-
note by

Qg,n(xlv"'vxn) ::/N #§d$n+1"'dea
RN—n

the n-point correlation functions of the Gaussian ensembles; see (4.13) with
U=0.

Recall that we denote by L4 (t), respectively, Ly (t), the endpoints of
the support of the measure pg.(t), respectively, the measure pg.(t). Recall
that the two densities f; and v are both conditioned on V; that is, the
entries (v;) of V are considered fixed. We have the following result on the

averaged correlation functions of fiug and @Ztug.

THEOREM 7.2. Fizn €N, and choose an n-particle observable O. Fiz a
small § >0, and let t > N~Y2%9 Let & > 0 be a small constant, and consider

two energies E € [L_(t) + &, Ly (t) — &) and E' € [-2+ &,2 — &|. Then we
have, for any e >0 and for b=by satisfying &/2 > by >0,

/dal"-danO(al,...,an)
ey 20 pre(t, B) 2\ N6, B) T Npgelt, B)

— ——————=0 T+ ——f
b 2b [psc(E)]" e Npse(E') Npse(E')
< CONZE(bleflJrs + fo_i_ N*COZO)7

for N sufficiently large on ). Here a is the constant in the rigidity esti-
mate (5.6), and | is the constant in Theorem 7.1. Moreover, ps.(t, E) stands
for the density of the (N -independent) measure pg.(t) at the energy E. The
constant Co depends on O and &. Further, ag is the constant appearing in
Assumption 2.2. The constant ¢ depends on the measure v.

(7.3)

Theorem 7.2 follows from Theorem 6.2. This is an application of Section 7
in [29]. The validity of Assumption IV in [29] is a direct consequence of the
local law in Theorem 3.3. Further, we remark that the parameter by in
Theorem 7.2 and the interval of consecutive integers J in Theorem 7.1 are
related by J = {i:75;(t) € [E — by, E + by]}, where 7;(t) are the classical
locations with respect to the measure pg.(t). This explains, up to minor
technicalities, by > N~!. Then Section 7 of [29] yields (7.3) formulated in
terms of pg.(t) instead of pg.(t). Using (3.22) and the smoothness of O, we
can replace pg. by pg. at the expense of an error of size CoN . This
eventually gives (7.3) with pg(1).
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8. Proofs of main results. Theorem 7.2 shows that the averaged local
correlation functions of ensembles of the form

Hy=e=(70)2y 4 e PW 4 (1 — ™) /P07,

with some small to > 0, and with W’ a GUE/GOE matrix independent of W
and V', can be compared with the averaged local correlation functions of the
GUE, respectively, GOE, for times satisfying ¢ > N2, In this section, we
explain how this can be used to prove the universality at time ¢ = 0.

8.1. Green function comparison theorem. We start with a Green function
comparison theorem. Assume that we are given two complex Hermitian or
real symmetric Wigner matrices, X and Y, both satisfying the assumptions
in Definition 2.1. Let V' be a real random or deterministic diagonal matrix
satisfying Assumptions 2.3 and 2.2. Consider the deformed Wigner matrices

(8.1) HY =V +X, HY .=V +Y,

of size N. The main theorem of this subsection, Theorem 8.2, states that
the correlation functions of the two matrices HX and HY , when conditioned
on V| are identical on scale 1/N provided that the first four moments of X
and Y almost match. Theorem 8.2 is a direct consequence of the Green
function comparison Theorem 8.1.

Denote the Green functions of HX, HY | respectively, by

1 1
X (o) Y
G (z).—HX_Z, G' (2):= HY (ze C\R),
and set m-(2) ;== NP Tr GX(2), m¥(2) ;== N~ Tr GY (2). From Theorem 3.3,
we know that, for all z € Dy, [see (3.9)], Wlth L > 40¢,
1
(8:2) iy () = ()] < (o) 57
and
. Immy.(z) 1
) X0\ — 5.0 < € SHel\ ) 2

83166 - g < (o) ([ 4 ),
with (£, v)-high probability on Q for some v >0 and ¢ > 0, where

—~ 1

9i(z) = (€ C\R).

v — 2 — Myge(2)

Here, my., is the Stieltjes transform of the measure pg., which agrees with f)}i
for the choice ¥ =1 and with pg.(¢) for the choice ¢t = ty. The identical
estimates hold true when X is replaced by Y.

Recall that we denote by L4 the endpoints of the support of pg., and

that we denote by kg =k the distance of F € [E_, E+] to the endpoints L.
Adapting the Green function theorem of [32] we obtain the following theo-
rem.
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THEOREM 8.1 (Green function comparison theorem). Assume that X
and Y satisfy the assumptions in Definition 2.1, and let V' satisfy Assump-
tions 2.2 and 2.3. Assume further that the first two moments of X = (x;j)
and Y = (y;j) agree and that the third and forth moments satisfy

_ 3— _ 3— 5=
(8.4) |E$zpj$ij P Eyijij PI<N o2 (pe[0,3]),
respectively,
(8.5) [Ezfzy — Byl <N (g€ [0.4]),

for some given 6 > 0.

Let € >0 be arbitrary, and let N~17¢ <n < N~!. Fiz N-independent in-
tegers ki,...,k, and energies E},...,Efj, j=1,...,n, with K > & for all
EJk with some fired & > 0. Define z;“ = Ef =+ in, with the sign arbitrarily
chosen. Suppose that F' is a smooth function such that for any multi-index
o=(01,...,00), with 1 <|o| <5, and any £ > 0 sufficiently small, there is
a Co >0 such that

max{|8UF(x1,...,mn)| ‘max |z;| < NE/} < N,
j

max{\@”F(wl,...,xnﬂ:max|xj\ §N2} < N%,
J

for some Cj.
Then there exists a constant Cy, depending on ), kn, Co and the con-
stants in (2.3), such that for any n with N~17¢ <np< N1,

k1 kn
1 X/, 1 1 || X/.n
Jj=1

=1

k1 kn
1 1
J=1 j=1

< CIN—I/Q—FCU:‘ + ClN_1/2+5+0157

for N sufficiently large on €.

Theorem 8.1 is proven in the same way as Theorem 2.3 in [33] with
the following modifications. Fix some labeling of {(i,7):1 <i<j < N} by
[1,v(N)], with v(N) := N(N + 1)/2, and write the vth element of this
labeling as (i, j,). Starting with W©) = X inductively define W) by re-
placing the (i, ), (jy,iy) entries of W=D by the corresponding entries of
Y. Moreover set H := V +W®) . Thus we have H® = X, FOW) — ¥
and H® — HO=Y is zero in all but two entries for every ~. In short, we use
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a Lindeberg-type replacement strategy: we successively replace the entries
of the matrix X by entries of the matrix Y. Note, however, that the entries
of the matrix V are not changed.

The main technical input in the proof of Theorem 2.3 in [32] is esti-
mate (2.21) in that publication. For the case at hand the corresponding
estimate reads as follows: let £ satisfy (2.20). Then, for all 6 > 0, and any

N 1/2>>y>N 1 5,wehave
<H —1E— )
@) W/ gk

on €2 for N sufficiently large, where v > 0 depends only on &, § and the
constants in (2.3). Estimate (8.7) follows easily from the local law in (8.3),
the stability bound (3.21) and Lemma 3.6. The rest of the proof of Theo-
rem 8.1 is identical to the proof in [32]. (The matching conditions in (8.4)
are weaker than in [32], but the proof carries over without any changes.)

Lindeberg’s replacement method was applied in random matrix theory
in [15] to compare traces of Green functions. This idea was also used in [56]
in the proof of the “four moment theorem” that compares individual eigen-
value distributions. The four-moment matching conditions (8.4) and (8.5)
appeared first in [56] with 6 = 0. The “Green function comparison theorem”
of [32] compares Green functions at fixed energies. Since the approach in [56]
requires additional difficult estimates due to singularities from neighboring
eigenvalues, we follow the method of [32], where difficulties stemming from
such resonances are absent. For deformed Wigner matrices with determinis-
tic potential the approach of [56] was recently followed in [45] where a “four
moment theorem” was established. It allows one to compare local correlation
functions of the matrices V + W and V + W' for fixed V', where W and W’
are real symmetric or complex Hermitian Wigner matrices, provided that
the moments of the off-diagonal entries of W and W' match to fourth order.

The Green function comparison theorem leads directly to the equivalence
of local statistics for the matrices HY and HX.

]P’( max max sup 2N25>

Y<Y(N)  k EiRp>a

_ 3
<e v(eN) ,

THEOREM 8.2. Assume that X, Y are two complex Hermitian or two
real symmetric Wigner matrices satisfying assumptions in Definition 2.1.
Assume further that X andY satisfy the matching conditions (8.4) and (8.5),
for some 6 > 0. Let V be a deterministic real diagonal matriz satisfying the
Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. Denote by ng,n’ggy,n the n-point correlation
functions of the eigenvalues with respect to the probability laws of the ma-
trices HX, HY | respectively. Then, for any energy E in the interior of the
support of ps. and any n-particle observable O, we have
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lim dag -+ da, O(aq, ..., ap)

N—oo JrE
N aq (679 N aq (679
X |:QHX,n<E+N”E+ W) _QHY’n<E+W7’E+W>:|
:0’
for any fired n € N.

Notice that this comparison theorem holds for any fixed energy E in the
bulk. The proof of [32] applies almost verbatim. The only technical input in
the proof is the local law for mﬁ, respectively, m%, on scales n ~ N~1F¢
which we have established in Theorem 3.3; see also (8.3).

8.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5. In the remaining subsections, 8.2 and 8.3,
we complete the proofs of our main results in Theorems 2.5 and 2.6. The
proofs for deterministic and random V differ slightly. We start with the
case of deterministic V' in this subsection; the random case is treated in
Section 8.3.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5. Assume that W = (w;;) is a complex Hermi-
tian or a real symmetric Wigner matrix satisfying the assumptions in Defini-
tion 2.1. Let V =diag(v;) be a deterministic real diagonal matrix satisfying
Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. (Note that the event €2 then has full probability.)
Set H = (hijj) =V + W. Let E € R be inside the support of ps.. Note that
by Lemma 3.6, E is also contained in the support of pg., for N sufficiently
large. (Here we have pg. = f)‘?czl and similarly for pg.) Fix ¢ > 0, and set
t=N—12+9 We first claim that there exists an auxiliary complex Hermi-
tian or real symmetric Wigner matrix, U = (u;;), satisfying the assumptions
in Definition 2.1 such that the following holds: set

(8.8) Yi=e 20U + (1 —/?)W,

where W’ is a GUE/GOE matrix independent of W. Then the moments of
the entries of Y satisfy

_ 3— _ 3— — 4— _ 4—
(8.9) Eyijij P — wajwij b |Eygjyij a_ sz‘quzj 1 <Ct,

for p € [0,3], ¢ € [0,4], where (w;;) are the entries of the Wigner matrix W.
Assuming the existence of such a Wigner matrix U, we choose tg =t and
set

Hyi=e 02y o720 4 (1— e~ 20
=V _’_eft/QU_i_ (1 _eft)l/QW/'
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Then the matrices H; and H =V + W satisfy the matching conditions (8.4)
and (8.5) of Theorem 8.1 (with, say, § =1/4 — 24"). This follows from (8.9).
Thus Theorem 8.2 implies that the correlation functions of H; and H agree
in the limit of large N, that is,

lim dag -+ da, O(a, ... o)
N—oo Rn

y |:i /E+b dz QN <x n aq p Ay >
(8.10) 20 Jpy [prc(B)n 1" pre(E)YN 7 pre(E)N

1 (B qp N ( N o N o >}
B— — ol Tt —, T ——
20 Jp_y lpre(E) T pre(E)N pec(E)N
—0,

where (g%n) denote the correlation functions of H =V + W and where
(ggt’n) denote the correlation functions of H;. [In fact, (8.10) holds even
without the averages in the energy around E.]

On the other hand, for small § > 0, Theorem 7.2 assures that the local
correlation functions of the matrix H; agree with the correlation functions
of the GUE (resp., GOE), when averaged over an interval of size b, with
1>>b> N7 that is, for any E' with |E’| < 2,

lim dag -+ de, O(a, ... ap)
N—oo Rn

20 Jp_y [pre(E)] 0" pic(E)YN"""77 0 pre(E)N

(8.11)

1 N < ’ ai / Qn >}
———0 Frt———— 4+ ——
[pSC(E/)]n Gn psc(E/)N pSC(E’)N

=0,
where (ggn) denote the correlations functions of the GUE, respectively,
GOE. Combining (8.10) and (8.11), we get (2.15).
Thus to complete the proof we need to show the existence of a Wigner

matrix U with the properties described above. For a real random variables (,
denote by my(¢) =E¢*, k € N, its moments.

LEMMA 8.3 (Lemma 6.5 in [32]). Let ms3 and my be two real numbers
such that
my—m3—1>0,  my<Cy,

for some constant Cy. Let (g be a Gaussian random variable with mean 0
and variance 1. Then for any sufficient small v > 0, depending on Cy, there
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exists a real random variable ¢, with subexponential decay and independent
of Ca, such that the first three moments of

¢ = (1 =NV +4Y%¢

are m1(¢") =0, mao(¢") =1, ms(¢") =ms, and the forth moment m4({’) sat-
1sfies

Ima(¢) —ma| < C,
for some C' depending on C.

Since the real and imaginary parts of W are independent, it is sufficient
to match them individually; that is, we apply Lemma 8.3 separately to the
real and imaginary parts of (w;;). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.5
for deterministic V. [

8.3. Proof of Theorem 2.6. Next, we prove Theorem 2.6. Assume that
W = (w;;) is a complex Hermitian or a real symmetric Wigner matrix sat-
isfying the assumption in Definition 2.1. Let V' = diag(v;) be a random real
diagonal matrix satisfying Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3. Denote by fiug the
distribution of the eigenvalues of the matrix

Hy:=V+e PW4+(1-e)?W  (t>0),
where W’ is a GUE/GOE matrix independent of V and W. Let EV stand
for the expectation with respect to the law of the entries (v;) of V. Recall
the definition of the event ) in Definition 3.3. Following the notation of

Section 5, fiug = fY pe denotes the density conditioned on V. For an n-
particle observable O and for G m as in (7.2), we may write

/ |_<1J| > CGim(X)fi(x) duc(x)
jeJ

1
5| ([ 5 3 Gam et )1@)| + 00,
jed
where t > 0 is the constant in (2.12) of the Assumptions in 2.3. Here we
use the definition of €. Since (v;) are i.i.d., (3.3) holds with exponentially
high probability. Estimate (3.4) holds with probability large than 1 — N~
by Assumption 2.3. Hence PV (Q°¢) < ¢N~4, for some ¢ > 0 and N sufficiently
large.
Using Theorem 7.1, we find that

/ % Z G (%) fr(x) dpg(x)
(8.12) <

B / |_<1]| ZGj,m,sC(X) d:uG(X) + O(N_f) + O(N_t)v
jeJ
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where we use once more the estimates on the event ). Here § > 0 is the
constant appearing in Theorem 7.1.

To establish the equivalent result to Theorem 7.2, we need a local de-
formed semicircle law for the setting when the entries (v;) of V' are not
fixed. Recall that we denote by myg. the Stieltjes transform of the deformed
semicircle law pg. = p?jl.

LEMMA 8.4 (Theorems 2.10 and 2.21 in [39]). Let W be a complex
Hermitian or a real symmetric Wigner matriz satisfying the assumptions
in Definition 2.1. Let V be a random real diagonal matriz satisfying As-
sumptions 2.2 and 2.5. Set H:=V + W, G(z) := (H — 2)~! and my(z) :=
N-'TrG(z), (€ C"). Let £ = Agloglog N/2; see (2.20). Then there exists
v >0 and ¢ [both depending on the constants in (2.3), the constants Ay, Ey
in (3.9) and the measure v], such that for L > 40¢, we have

(.13) |mN<z>—mfc<z>|s«oN)Cf(min{Niw — jﬁ}win)

and

(8.14) |Gij(z)—5ijgz‘(2)\<(<PN)C§< mmele) | o >,

Nn N—n
i,j € [1,N], with (§,v)-high probability, for all z= E +in € Dr,; see (3.9).
Here, we have set

1

vy — 2 — myc(2)

gi(z) = (zeC*ie[1,N]).

Moreover, fizing o > 0, there is ¢; [depending on the constants in (2.3), the
constants Ao, Eg in (3.9), the measure v and o, such that

1
8.15 i — i < al
( ) ‘ Y ‘ (QON) \/N
with (&,v)-high probability, for all i € [aN, (1 —«)N]. Here (\;) denote the
eigenvalues of H =V + W, and (~;) are their classical locations with respect
the deformed semicircle law pye.

Using the local law in Lemma 8.4, we obtain from (8.12) equivalent results
to Theorem 7.2.

THEOREM 8.5. Fizn €N, and consider an n-particle observable O. Fix
8>0, and let t > N7Y/49 Let &> 0 be a small constant, and consider two
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energies E € [L_(t) + &, Ly (t) — &) and E' € [-2+ &,2 — &]. Then, for any
e >0 and for b=by satisfying &/2 > by > 0, we have

/dal---danO(al,...,an)

[/EH’ dz 1 N ( o o )
X -0 (2t —
By 2b [pfc(t7E)]n frn prc(tvE) prc(tvE)

/E'/er dz 1 N < n o I Qp >:| '
— — 0 T4+ — . Tt —
b 2b [psc(E)|™ o Npsc(E") Npse(E")

< CoN=EBINTYV2He L NTT N~ N1/,

for N sufficiently large. Here, f >0 is the constant in Theorem 7.1. More-
over, pg.(E) stands for the density of the (N -independent) measure pg. at
the energy E. The constant Co depends on O, & and the measure v. The
constant | depends on d and &.

The proof of Theorem 8.5 is an application of Section 7 in [29]. The
validity of Assumption IV in [29] is a direct consequence of the local law in
Lemma 8.4. Here and also below, we use that the local laws of Lemma 8.4
are only used on very small scales 7 ~ N~'*¢ in the bulk. For such small n
the first error term in (8.13) is negligible compared to the second error
term. Also note that the first term on the right-hand side of the estimate
in Theorem 8.5 is bigger than the corresponding term in (7.3). This is due
to the weaker rigidity bounds in case V is random; see (8.15). We therefore
have to impose that b>> N~1/2 in order to have a vanishing error term in the
limit of large N. Finally, we mention that the error term Co N2 N~1/4 stems
from replacing pe.(t, E) by pe(t, E); see the comment below Theorem 7.2.

PrROOF OF THEOREM 2.6. The proof Theorem 2.6 follows now along the
lines of the proof of Theorem 2.5. First, we check that the Green function
comparison Theorem 8.1 holds true for HX =V + X, respectively, HY =
V +Y with random V. This is indeed the case, since the only input we
used is estimate (8.7), which also holds for random V' by the local laws in
Lemma 8.4 and the stability estimate (3.21). Note that we are using that
bound (8.7) is only required on scales < N—1/2. Similarly, we can establish
Theorem 8.2 for random V' using the Green function comparison theorem
for random V', the local laws in Lemma 8.4 and the stability estimate (3.21).
Finally, we note that the construction of the matrix U and Y [see (8.8)] and
the moment matching in (8.9) do not involve V. We can thus complete the
proof of Theorem 2.6 in the same way as the proof of Theorem 2.5. [
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9. Edge universality for deformed Wigner matrices. In this section we
prove Theorem 2.10. Its proof is a combination of Corollary 5.4 (bounds
on the global Dirichlet form) and the method of [12]. In fact, the proof of
the edge universality is very similar to the proof of the bulk universality:
we first establish the edge universality for our model with a small Gaussian
component (cf. Section 6 for the bulk), and then remove the small Gaussian
component using Green function comparison and a moment matching; cf.
Section 8 for the bulk.

9.1. Edge universality with a small Gaussian component. We mainly fol-
low the exposition in Section 3 of [12]. We consider the local statistics at
the lower edge; the upper edge is treated in exactly the same way.

9.1.1. Preliminaries. Recall the definition of the S-ensemble p; in (4.2)
for a given potential U that is C* and “regular.” To study the local statistics
at the lower edge, we introduce two auxiliary measures, o and &, on f V)
as follows. By a shift and a rescaling, we can assume that the equilibrium
density, oy, of py is supported on [0, A4], for some A, > 0. Fix a small
gg >0, and set

9.1 o(dN) = e BN dX,
Z
with
9 N
Ho(N) = HN) + - > ey,
=1
(9.2)

O(x):= (z +1)*1(z < —1),

where H is given in (4.3) and where Z, = Z, () is a normalization. Similarly,
we introduce

1
(9.3) F(dA) := Ze—ﬂNW” dA,
with
1 N
(94) Ha(A) =HN) + 5 D ONP0),
=1

with Zs; = Z3(f) a normalization. The potential © is added to avoid that
the (z;) deviate too far to the left, yet its influence on the local statistics
at the edge is negligible; see Lemma 4.1 in [12]. Below, we choose f=1,2
depending on the symmetry class of our original matrix.
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Following Section 3 of [12], we choose a small § > ¢y and an integer K such
that K € gN‘S,le‘s]]. Denote by I = [1, K] the set of the first K indices.

For A e F W), we write
(95) (/\1,)\2,...,)\]\[) = (.Tl,...,l‘K,yKJrl,...,yN),
and

(96)  x=(z1,.ozx) €F,y=(yxi1,..yn) € F VTR

cf. (6.5) and (6.6). We further denote I := (—o0, yx41]. For fixed y, we define
the localized measures ,u%, oY and &Y as in Section 6.2. (For simplicity of
notation, we do not indicate the U and ¢y dependences in the measures o,
g.)

We introduce the set of “good” boundary conditions
(9.7)  Rleo)=R:={ye FrVN =) |y — | < N3+ k¢ T},

with k& =min{k, N — k}, where (7;) denote the classical locations with re-
spect to the equilibrium density. With our choices of § and g;, we have

yre —y1 ~ (K/N)?/3.

9.1.2. Comparison of the local measures at the edge. Fix t > 0. Recall
that we denote by f;ug the distribution of A(t) under the flow generated
by (5.3). As in Section 6, we fix (v;), and condition of the event ; see
Definition 3.1. Also recall from (4.21) the definition of the time dependent
reference $-ensemble Jt,ug, whose equilibrium density is 9¢.(¢). By a simple
shift and a scaling, we may assume, for fixed ¢, that supp of. = [0, E+ (t)] and
that

99 Die(t,) = Va1 +0(x)),

as  \(0. This can easily be checked from the proofs of the Lemmas A.1
and 3.6 in the Appendix. For y € R, we then introduce the localized mea-
sures 1y 1, and fY 117, in the obvious way. For technical reasons, we also use
the measures o and &, with the choice U = U (t). (The Hamiltonians of the
measures @Ztug. and o, &, agree up to the confining potential ©.)

In a first step, we compare the statistics of 1/@' ,u‘é and oY. This is the
analogue result to Proposition 6.4 above, respectively, to Lemma 5.4 in [12].

LEMMA 9.1. Let 0 <a<1/2. Fiz small constants § >eg > 0. Let K €
|IN5,N1_5]], and let O be an n-particle observable. Let € >0, and choose T
satisfying 1> 1 > N 2%, Then, for any t > N7 and any constant ¢ € (0,1),
there is a set of configurations G(g9) =G C R, with

(9.9) PG (G) > 1 — N;,
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such that

(9.10)

[ 060 g (x) - ¥ )| < Cor NN

t> N7, for N sufficiently large on €.
Moreover, there is v > 0, such that

(011)  BFEC({log —Fu()] < N7 ke T}) 21— e,
t> N7, for N sufficiently large on Q, with &€ = Agloglog N/2; see (2.20).

Proor. We follow the proof of Proposition 6.4 with some modifications.
First, introduce the density ¢; by demanding

o = fipa-
Then we note that, at the lower edge

—Z >ch/3/K1/3
keIC z = k(t

for 2 > —N~2/3+¢0 and y € R. We thus have V2HY (x) > ¢N'/3 /K1/3; cf. (6.10)
for H¥. Hence the logarithmic Sobolev inequality

Sosat) < CR D (),

with the Dirichlet form D,y (f) = ﬂ—N >ier J 10if (x)[?6¥ (dx) holds. To bound
the Dirichlet form, we proceed as in (6.24),

E° Dy (@) < Dy (V@)

N
<2Dg . (VG) + ONYB Y EVHe |0 (N2 <0g;)|”
=1

N1—2a
_N¢
+e ,

<C

T

for some ¢ > 0, with g, = f;/ Q/Jt, where we used the definitions of D, D~ Do to

get the second line. The third line follows from Corollary 5.4 and Lemma 5.5.
To complete the proof, we now follow mutatis mutandis the proof of
Proposition 6.4. We leave the details aside. [

Eventually, we are going to apply Theorem 3.3 of [12], which shows that
the statistics of oY are universal for most boundary conditions y. In order
to apply it, we need the analogue of Lemma 6.7 above.
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LEMMA 9.2.  Under the assumptions of Proposition 9.1 the following
holds. Lety € G. Then, assuming that

(912) K1/3N—1/3N2C—a7_—1 SN&oK—1/3N—2/37
we get, for all k €1,
(9.13) B He gy, — B 2| < CNOK—Y/3N—2/3,

for N sufficiently large on €.

PrROOF. Replacing the constant 7 = CK/N in the logarithmic Sobolev
inequality 6.23 by CK'/3/N1/3_ we can copy the proof of Lemma 6.7 (see
also Lemma 5.5 in [12]) almost word by word. [

From (9.13), we immediately get, for y € G, the estimate
(9.14) [E7 (2, — 3(1))| < CNON=2/3~1/3,
provided that (9.12) holds.

9.1.3. Unaversality of the localized measures at the edge. In this subsec-
tion, we establish the following result.

LEMMA 9.3. Fiz an integer n > 0. Then for any 1/4 > s the following
holds on the event Q. For any § >0, there is a constant | >0 such that, for
t> N7 and for A C [1, N*] with |A| =n,

[B/#6O((ce N353 (X; = 7;(t))) ;en)
(9.15) —BFSO((N*B 3 (N = 77))je)]
<CNT,

where ¢; depends only on pg(t). Here, (7;) denote the classical locations with
respect the measure gy, and (7y;) denote the classical locations with respect
the semicircle law ogc.

PrOOF. We follow the proof of Lemma 5.1 in [12]. We consider the case
n =1 only; the general case is proved in the same way. By a shift and a
scaling, we may assume that ¢; =1 [see (9.8)], and we may replace 7;(t) by
the 7;. [Here, we implicitly use that we fixed (v;) and conditioned on the
event 2.]

We will need two modifications of the set R(eg) of “good” boundary
conditions. Let o, & be given by (9.1), respectively (9.3) (with a generic
potential U). Then set

(9.16) R*(c0) := {y € R(e0):Vk € I,|E” xj, — | < N~2/3Fe0f=1/3,
9.16
P77 (21 >~y — N72/3+€0) > 1/2}.
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We further need the set
(9.17) R¥(c0) :={y € R(c0/3): [yx 11 — yr 42| > N30 K ~1/3},

While the set R*(gp) incorporates rigidity estimates in the sense that 7y is
a good approximation in expectation to xj and that x; is not too much on
the left, the set R¥ (o) incorporates a level repulsion estimate. It has no
counterpart in Section 6 above.

We now choose a =1/2—¢', ¢=4'/2 and 7 = N9 for some small 1/12 >
8" > 0. With this choice, we have for K < N1/4-60" that

(9.18) KNN3 Ne—ar=1 < N—80,
respectively,
(919) K1/3N—1/3N2C—a7_—1 SN&oK—1/3N—2/37

for a small g9 > 0 (with ¢’ > ¢).
Then, from Lemma 9.1 we have, for y € G,

(9.20)

[ O jta; =) it~ o) < CoNTX (G )

for some x > 0. Here, the measure o is given by (9.1) with the potential
Ut).

Let 6 denote the measure given by (9.1) with the potential U = 0. For
¥y € R(go) (where the classical locations are taken with respect the semicircle
law), we introduce the localized measure &Y. We now apply Theorem 3.3
of [12]: for y € R¥(g9) N R*(£0), respectively, ¥ € R (e9) N R*(g0), we have

021 | [0 -2y — a5 < Con

for sufficiently large N, by choosing x > 0 sufficiently small. From Lemma 4.1
of [12], we know that P%(R#(g9) N R*(0)) > 1 — N~¢, for some ¢ > 0. We
further know from Lemma 4.1 of [12] that, for any bounded observable O,
|[E°O — EFGO| < Coexp(—N€), ¢ >0, where ug denotes the GUE/GOE.
Thus, integrating out the boundary conditions y and replacing ¢ with ug,
we get from (9.20) and (9.21),

02 | [ ORia; (Y i - )| < CoN

for sufficiently small y > 0, where y € G(g¢) N R¥(g9) N R*(g0). Once we
have established that

(9.23) P/tHG (G(eo) NR¥ (e9) NR*(0)) > 1 — N,

for some ¢ > 0, we integrate out the boundary condition y in (9.22), and we
get (9.15) for n=1.
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To prove (9.23) we follow the two steps of the proof of (5.23) in [12]. In a
first step, one controls the probability of R (q) using the rigidity estimates
for fiue (see Lemma 3.4), the level repulsion estimates for the measure oY in
Theorem 3.2 of [12], Lemma 9.1 and the condition (9.19). In a second step,
one shows that G(g¢) C R*(ep). This follows from (9.2) and the arguments
given in the proof of Lemma 5.1 of [12]. In this way (9.23) can be established;
we leave the details to the interested reader. [

9.2. Removal of the Gaussian component. In this subsection we prove
Theorem 2.10. We use the following version of the Green function comparison
theorem at the edge. It is the counterpart to Theorem 8.1 above.

THEOREM 9.4. Suppose we have two Wigner matrices X and Y sat-
isfying the conditions in Definition 2.1. Set HX ==V + X, HY .=V +Y;
see (8.1). Denote by PX, PY the probability distributions of X,Y . Then on
the following holds true. For any € > 0, there is 6 > 0 [depending on € and
the constants Cy, O in (2.3)], such that

PX(N*B(A\ =31) <s— N5 = N7 <PY(N*B(\ — A1) <s)
<PX(N?B3 (A —F)<s+ N°)+ N7, sER,

for N sufficiently large, where (k) denote the classical locations of the mea-
sure Qg = @?C, with 0 = 1. Analogous results hold for the joint distributions
of the eigenvalues \ij, Aiy, ..., i, as long as |i,| < N°®.

Theorem 9.4 is proven exactly in the same way as Theorem 2.4 of [33]
for the Wigner case V = 0. It suffices to note that the entries of V' are fixed
in Theorem 9.4 and that the only input needed in the proof are the local
laws for the Green functions of HX and HY, which have been established
in Theorem 3.3 above.

Given Theorem 9.4, we now complete the proof of Theorem 2.10. Follow-
ing the arguments in Section 8.2, we construct an auxiliary Wigner matrix
U such that the first two moments of the matrix

(9.24) Hy =V +e 12U+ (1—e )W

with t = N7% (§ > 0 as in Lemma 9.3, and W’ an independent GUE/GOE
matrix) and the matrix H = V + W match. By Lemma 9.3 the edge statistics
of H; are universal. By Theorem 9.4 the eigenvalue statistics of H; and H at
the edge agree for large N. The existence of such U is assured by Lemma 8.3.
We have thus established that there is a small y > 0 such that

- [EfoRc O((coNP351/3 (N, —%5)) jen)
_ ENGO((N2/3j1/3()\j _ 'YJ'))jeA)| <CN7X,
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for N sufficiently large on 2, where p¢ is the GUE/GOE.

Finally, we use Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 as well as a simple moment bound
to average over U (the empirical distribution of V') in (9.25). This completes
the proof of Theorem 2.10.

APPENDIX

In this Appendix we prove the auxiliary results used in Sections 3 and 4:
Lemmas 3.5, 3.6 and 4.2. We start with a more extended version of Lemma 3.5.
Recall from (3.1) that we denote O, =[0,1 4+ @], @’ = w/10. Also recall
the definition of the domain D’ of the spectral parameter z in (3.17).

LEMMA A.1. Let v satisfy Assumption 2.3 for some w > 0. Then the
following holds true for any ¥ € O. There are Lf,Lﬁ eR, with LV <0<

L+, such that supppf (LY, Lﬂ], and there is a constant C > 1 such that,
for all 9 € O,

(A1) CNRE<pR(BE)<Cyrp  (BEe[Ll”,LY)),

where kg denotes the distance of E to the endpoints of the support of p}i,
that is,

(A.2) kg =min{|E — LY |,|E — LY|}.
The Stieltjes transform, m}i, of p?c has the following properties:
(1) for all z=F +ine Ct,
p \//Q‘i"'?, EE[L_,L+],
(A.3) Immg.(z) ~ U E c
9 € L—aL 5
\/m [ +]

(2) there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for all z € D' and for all
rel,,

(A.4) C7l < Wz — 2z —mi(2)| < C;
(3) there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for all z € D',

(A5) O NWeIn<|i- / = j”_(:z? e CVETT

(4) there are constants C > 1 and ¢y > 0 such for all z=FE +ine D’
satisfying kg +n < co,

(A.6) o< / dv(v) <
(Vv —z—mi(2))3

moreover, there is C > 1, such that for all ze D',

A7 <C.

(A7) ‘/ ﬁv—z—mfc(z))3 -
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The constants in statements (1)—(4) can be chosen uniformly in 9 € O .

PROOF. We follow the proofs in [39, 51]. Let ¥ € O. Set ( = z +ml.(2),
and let

(A8) FiQy=¢- [ S gech)

Then the functional equation (3.5) is equivalent to z = F'(¢). As is argued
in [51], a point £ € R is inside the support of the measure p?c if and only
if (g = E+ mY (E) satisfies Im F(¢g) = 0 and Im(g > 0. Accordingly, the
endpoints of the support are characterized as the solutions of

o dv(v)

(A.9) H(¢) .—/(1%_02 =1 (CeR).

Note that H({) is a continuous function outside ¥/, = {x:x =Jy,y € I,,}
which is decreasing as |(| increases. Since ¥ € O, =[0,1 + @’|, with @’ =
w /10, we obtain from Assumption 2.3 that H({) > 1+ w/2, for all { € 91,,.
It thus follows that there are only two solutions, (¥ € R\ 91, to H({) = 1,
¢ € R. In particular, ¢¥ <0, C_'z > 0, and there is a constant g > 0, depending
only on v, such that

. . 9
. ) > g
(A.10) o dist({¢3}01) 2 g

As argued in [39, 51], the set v:={¢ € CT:Im F'({) = 0,Im¢ > 0} is, for
each fixed ¥ € O, a finite curve in the upper half plane that is the graph
of a continuous function which only connects to the real line at (7.

Since dist({¢{},91,} > g >0, F(C) is analytic in a neighborhood of ¢Y.
Thus for ¢ in a neighborhood of Cf, we may write
F _F J F/ J J F//(C}i) 92 O 93
()= F(C) + (¢ — ) + T2 = ¢+ O((¢ — ¢,
Note that F’ (Cj’i) =0 by the definition of (}i. Moreover, we know that
Im F(¢) =0, for ¢ in a real neighborhood of (¥, but we also have Im F'(¢) = 0,

for ( € yU#~. Thus F”(C}ﬁ) # 0. We can therefore invert F'(¢{) = z in a neigh-
borhood of (1 to obtain

(A11) ((2)=FV () =¢? + ¢ /2 LY (1 +AY (,/z - Li))

[with the convention Im F(~1)(z) > 0], where LY is defined by ¢V = LY +
mfc(Lﬁ’r). Here, ci > () is a real constant, and .Ai is an analytic function that
is real-valued on the real line and that satisfies A7 (0) = 0. Recalling that
¢(z) =z +ml(z) and taking the limit 7 — 0 we obtain (A.1), for fixed ¥.
To achieve uniformity in 9, we use the (uniform) stability bound (A.10) and
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the (pointwise) positivity of |F”(¢?)]: we differentiate (A.9) with respect
to ¥ and observe that 819H(C,19)|C:C£ #£0, for all ¥ € O, since F”(¢Y) #0.

Thus by the implicit function theorem, C}i’i is a C'! function of ¥ € O. Next,
we observe that F”({) is an analytic function of ¢, for ¢ away from 91,.
Thus, using once more (A.10), we can bound |F”(¢Y)| > ¢, for some ¢ > 0,
uniformly in ¥ € ©. In fact, F(”)(C}i), n € N are all continuous functions of
¥ € O4, and we can bound them uniformly in ¥ for each n € N. Repeating
the same argument for ¢ close to (¥, we complete the proof of (A.1).

Statement (2) follows from (A.10) for z close to the edges. For z away
from the edges, Assumption 2.3 assures that the curve ~ stays away from
the real line for all ¥ € © as is readily checked. This implies the stability
bound for that region.

For the proofs of the remaining statements, we refer to the Appendix
of [39]. O

Next, we prove Lemma 3.6.

ProoF OF LEMMA 3.6. It follows from Assumption 2.3 that on  for
all NV sufficiently large,

1
(A.12) inf =3 o >1+w/2,

for all ¥ € O4 =[0,1 + w/10]. The analogous statements of Lemma A.1,
holding on € for N sufficiently large, follow in the same way as in the proof
of that lemma. To get uniformity in V, it suffices to check that the analogous
expression to (A.10) holds uniformly in N, for N sufficiency large: by (A.12)
there are two real solutions Zi to H(¢) = + SV m =1 that both lie
outside of the interval ¥I;. Thus (3.3) and (3.4) imply that

. i ist({C0Y. 9L) >
(A.13) Ry dist({C1},915) > g/2,

on () for all N sufficiently large. Then we can bound
N

~ 2 1
POy L@

i=1

evaluated at Ei, uniformly below in ¥ and N, for N sufficiently large, im-
plying the uniformity in N of the constants in statements (1)—(4).

Next we prove (3.22). For simplicity we drop ¥ from the notation and work
on Q. As above, set ( =z + mg(z) and C=z+ mee(z). From the definitions

of F, F and equations (3.5), (3.6), we have F(C) = F(¢) =z, for all z€ D'.
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Using the stability bound (A.13) and equation (3.3) in the definition of €2,
we get, assuming that | — (| < 1,

[F'(Q)+ON"™)](( - Q)+

=o(1)(C = )* +O(N~),

uniformly in ¥ € O, for all z € D’. From Lemma A.1, we get F'({) ~\/k+17
and F"(¢) < C, for all z€D'. We abbreviate A := | — (| in the following.

We first consider z = F +in € D', such that kg +n> N ¢, for some small
e >0 (with € < ag). Here kg is defined in (A.2). For such z we obtain
from (A.14) that A < CN®(A? + N~2). Thus either A < CuN*N~2 or
CoN—¢ <A, for some constant Cy. We now show that |A| < CoNEN~* for
all z € D’ such that kg +n > N¢. For z € D' with n=2, we have

N

o) = c(2) = = () = ¢(2) O(N 0
&) == 2 G Eaem —c O

where we use (3.3). Since n =2 and ImE,ImC >, we obtain A < iA +
O(N~—20), that is, A(z) < CN~, for n =2. To extend the conclusion to

all 7, we use the Lipschitz continuity of E (z), respectively, ((z). Differen-
tiating z = F(¢), with respect to z we obtain 9.¢ = (F’(¢))~!. Thus using
property (2) of Lemma A.1, we infer that the Lipschitz constant of ((z)
is, for z € D’ satistying kg +n > N~°, bounded above by N¢/2. The same
conclusion also holds for {(z). Bootstrapping, we obtain

(A.15) C(2) = ¢(2)] <CN*N—
on (2 for N sufficiently large, for all z € D’ satistying kg +n> N~¢.

In order to control ((z) — ((z) for z=FE +in € D’ with kg +n < N~°,
£ >0, we first derive the estimate |LY. — LY.| < CN~, for some ¢ > 0, on 2.
We recall that Ei, respectively, L., are obtained through the relations

1 dv(v)
Z 191;1 (1)? -t / (v —Cs)? .

Then a similar argument as given above shows that |Ei — (4| <CN™? and
|L+—Li|<CN~ on Q, N sufficiently large. We refer to Section 4.3 in [40]
for details.

Second, following the arguments in the proof of Lemma A.1, we may write,
for ¢ and ¢ in a neighborhood of (4,

((2) = Ce=Cu\/2—Li(1+O(z — L)),

((z) = o = esv/Z = La(1+ O(z — Ly)).

Pl oy

(A.14)

(A.16)
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We therefore get |C(2) — ((2)| < C/Ep F1 + CN—°/2_ Note that the con-
stants can be chosen uniformly in ¥ € ©. Choosing, for example, € = ag/4,
we get from (A.15) and (A.16) the desired inequality (3.22). O

We now move on to the construction of the potentials U and U. We first
record the following corollary of Lemma A.1. Set B, (p) :={z€C: |z —p| <
r}. Recall the conventions in (2.8) and the definition of kg in (A.2).

COROLLARY A.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 8.5 there are con-
stants ¢, r4 >0, such that for any E € B,, (L})NR,

VEB() +BY(=kp),  E<LY,

A7 Imm2(E) =
( ) mmfc( ) {0’ EZLi;

and
CY(—kE), E<LY,

em19 =
(A-18) Remp,(E) {\/@<ci+3z’;<m>>+ci<w>, B> L,

where Bﬁ,(ﬁ are analytic functions on B, (0) that are real-valued on R and
that satisfy Bfi(O) =0, cﬁ + B}Z > 0, respectively, C}Z <0, on B, (0) NR.
Moreover, for all z € BT+(Li), the functions Bi,C}i, respectively, Immg:,
Re m?c, are continuous in 9 € O.

Similar statements hold at the lower edge LV .

PrOOF. Fix ¢ € ©4. As argued in the proof of Lemma A.1, the func-
tion F(¢) can locally be inverted around ¢¥; see (A.11) above. Thus for ¢

in a neighborhood of C}i, we may write

m?c(z):F_l(z)—z:sz—z—l—cf_ﬂz—Lf’L(l—l—.Af_(y/z—Lﬁ))

=dl\Jz = L (1+BY(z = L))+ CY (2 - LY),

for z in B,(LY), for some r > 0, where BY and CY are analytic in a neigh-
borhood of zero and real-valued on the real line, since Im F~1(E) = 0,
for E € [L?,LY]¢. Equations (A.17) and (A.18) follow. From the proof of
Lemma A.1, it is immediate that cﬁ > 0. Thus cﬁ + B}i > ( in a real neigh-
borhood of zero. Since z — LY —my.(LY) <0, for all x € 91, we must have
CY <0 in a real neighborhood of zero. Since F(z) is analytic on B, (LY ), for
all ¥ € ©,, and since C}i is a C'' function of ¥, the functions B}i and C}Z
are C! in ¥ € ©4. Then it is clear from (A.10) that we can choose 7 > 0
uniformly in ¥ € O. The same arguments apply for ¢ close to ¢?. O
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The analogous result to Corollary A.2 is stated next. Recall the notation
Kp=min{|E — L?|,|E - LY|}.

COROLLARY A.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.6 the following
holds on Q, for N sufficiently large. There are constants E‘j_, o, with vy >
! >0, such that for any E € B, (LY)NR,

=9 | RI (=~ 79
V B (—7p)), E<ILY,
m%i(E)—{ Re( + Bi~ke)) -

(A.19) Im = -
0, E>LY,

and
CV (~Rp), E<LY,

(A.20) Reﬁz?c(E):{ ~ o o -
VEe(@ + Bl (Re)) +Cl(Rr), E>LY,

where B\ﬁ,é\i are analytic functions on BTL(O) that are real-valued on R and
that satisfy B\fi (0)=0 and ’c\ﬁ + lj)’\ﬁ > 0, respectively, é\i <0, on BT; (0)NR.
Moreover, the constant 1, can be chosen independent of ¥ € O5 and N,
for N sufficiently large.

Further, the functions gﬁ,CAﬁ, respectively, Im fﬁ}i, Re ﬁz}i, are continuous
functions in ¥ € Oy, for all z € BT; (Li) There is ¢ > 0, such that

(A21) |BL(z) = BL(z)| S NT0/2 |CL(z) = C(2)| < N7,

for all z € BT; (Li) and all ¥ € O, on Q for N sufficiently large.

Similar statements hold at the lower edge LY.

Proor. Corollary A.3 is proven in the same way as Corollary A.2. The
only things to be checked are that 7/, >0 can be chosen uniformly in N, N
sufficiently large, and the bounds in (A.21). The former statement is an
immediate consequence of the stability bound (A.13). The latter follows from
z2=F(¢) = F((), with ¢ = z + m¥(2) and C = z + @’ (2). Then using (3.3),
the stability bound (A.13) and the uniform lower bound on F"(¢Y), it is
straightforward to derive estimate (A.21) from (3.22). O

Next we prove Lemma 4.2. Recall from (4.16) that we chose ¥ =9(t) :=
—(t—to)/2
e .

Proor or LEMMA 4.2. For ¢ >0 and a measure w on R, we define
supp,w :=suppw + [—¢, ¢]. Recall the constants 7/, > 0 of Corollary A.3. Set
s :=min{r’ 7/ }/2.
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We specify the potentials U and U through their spatial derivatives U’
and U’. For t > 0, we set

ﬁ,(t7$)+x:: —2][ Mdy’ U’(t,x)—i—x:: _2][ Pfc(t>y) dy,
R Y—2Z R Yy—x

for x € supp pr.(t), respectively, x € supp pg(t).
For x € R satisfying |z — L4 (t)| <s, where L4 (t) denote the endpoints of
the support of the measure pg.(t), we set

U'(t,x)+a:=—2C0(ks), ki=z—Ly(t),
(A.22)
U'(t,x) + = —2CY (k), ky=x— Li(t),

where CAi are the functions appearing in Corollary A.3 with 9 = (), and C¥
are the functions appearing in Corollary A.2 with ¥ = 9(¢). From Lemma A.1,
Corollaries A.2 and A.3, we conclude that U’ (t,x), respectively, U'(t,z) are
well defined for x € supp, pr(t), t >0, where s = min{r’_, 7/, }/2.

For x ¢ supp, pg(t), we define U’ as a C3 extension in z such that:
(1) UM (t, ), d;U™(t,z), n € [1,3], are continuous in t; (2) for all £ >0 and
for all = ¢ supp, pe(t), |U'(t,x) + 2| > |2Remy(t,z)| and U”(t,z) > —Cl,
for some constant Cyy > 0; (3) U'(t,z)+2 ~ x for all t > 0, as |z| = co. Simi-
larly, we define U (, ) as C3 extensions such that: (1) U™ (¢, z), ,U™ (¢, z),
n € [1, 3], are continuous in ¢; (2) there is ¢ > 0 such that sup;~ U™ (¢, 2) —
UM (t,x)] < N—¢@0/2 pn e [1,3], for N sufficiently large on €.

We next show that the potential U’(t,z) is a C* function in . For simplic-
ity, we often drop the ¢-dependence from the notation. Let ¢ = z + mg.(2),
and recall from the proof of Lemma A.1 that ¢(z) satisfies ¢(z) = F(-V(2),

where F(¢()=(— [ (gz(fg). Thus, to prove regularity of U’(¢,x) in z in the
support of the measure pg.(t), it suffices to show that F’(¢) # 0 on the curve

4N C* where Im F' = 0. Recall that on v we have
~ dv(v)

A.23 H( =] —=1

(a23) O [,

where ¥ = 9J(t). On the other hand, we have

Yo — (|t
Thus, on the curve 7,

dv(v).

, dv(v Yv — Re()? — (Im()?
felle)= |19v£2|2‘/ ( wvo—d‘*( v
2(Im ¢)?
= ﬁdy(’l))
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From (2.10) we get

dv(v) dv(v) 2_
A2 T Ve

on 7. Since F' # 0 on ~, the inverse function theorem implies that the
real part of mg(t,x) is a smooth function in the interior of supp ps.(t),
whose derivatives are continuous in t. For € B,(LY), we already showed in
Lemma A.2 that C{(z) is a smooth function, whose derivatives are continu-
ous in ¢t. Thus we have shown that U’(¢, z) is smooth in supp; pg.(t). Outside
supp; pre(t), U'(t, ) is manifestly C® by definition: it is a C® extension of
the functions C4(t). Thus R > x + U'(t,z),0,U’(t,z) are C3 functions for
all ¢t > 0.

Clearly, we can bound the derivatives U™ (t,z), ;U™ (t,z), n € [1,3],
uniformly on compact sets. It is also immediate that U (¢, ) are continuous
functions in ¢ > 0. Thus we can bound U uniformly in ¢ and uniformly
in = on compact sets, for n € [1,3]]. For x € supp; ps.(t), we have U"(t,z) >
—C, for some C > 0. For x ¢ supp, pt.(t), a similar bound holds true by
construction. Thus U'(t, x) satisfies (4.4) uniformly in ¢ > 0. Further, since
U't,z) +x ~x, as x| — oo, (4.5) also holds uniformly in ¢ > 0.

On 2, we can extend the reasoning above to ﬁ/(t,m), &I/j/(t,w), for N
sufficiently large. For example, the arguments in (A.23)-(A.24) can be ex-
tended to the finite N case by using (3.3) and Lemma 3.6. Let again s =
min{r’_, 7/ }/2. Then for x € supp, ps(t) we have by Lemma 3.6 that |m(t,z+
in) —mg(t,x +in)| < N7, for some ¢ > 0, on {2 for all n >0 and all ¢ > 0.
Together with (A.21) we can conclude that |U’(t,2) — U'(t,x)| < N—¢@0/2
on §, for x € supp, p.(t). We also have |0, my.(t, z +1in) — Opmyc(t,z +1in)| <
CN~c_for x satisfying min{|z — L |, |x — L_|} > s, as can be checked as in
the proof of Lemma 3.6. Hence, combining this last statement with the reg-
ularity of CY claimed in Lemma A.3, we have |U"(t,z) — U"(t,z)| < N~
for x € supp, prc(t), t >0, on Q for N sufficiently large. This conclusion can
be extended to arbitrary U™ . Similarly, one checks that U™ (¢, z), n € [1,3]
are continuous functions of ¢ > 0. For = ¢ supp; pr.(t), these properties follow
directly from the definition of U’ above. Thus U’(t, z) satisfies (4.4) and (4.5)
with uniform constants for all £ >0 and N sufficiently large on €.

Finally, the potentials U(t) and U(t) are “regular” as follows from Lem-
mas 3.5 and 3.6. U
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