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Transport Maps for S-Matrix Models in the Multi-Cut
Regime

Florent Bekerman *

Abstract

We use the transport methods developped in [3] to obtain universality results for
local statistics of eigenvalues in the bulk and at the edge for S-matrix models in
the multi-cut regime. We construct an approximate transport map inbetween two
probability measures from the fixed filling fraction model discussed in [6] and deduce
from it universality in the initial model.

1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to obtain universality results for local statistics of the eigen-
values for S-matrix models. The analysis of the local fluctuations of the eigenvalues was
first done for the GUE and after the pioneer work of Gaudin, Dyson and Mehta the sine
kernel law was exhibited (see [19]). Universality was then shown for classical values of 3
(8 € {1,2,4}) and smooth potentials through the study of orthogonal polynomials (See
the work of L. Pastur and M. Shcherbina [20] [2I], and P. Deift et al. [12],[13] ).

For non classical values of S and unless the potential is quadratic, there is however
no known matrix representation behind the model and universality results cannot be
obtained through orthogonal polynomial methods. For a quadratic potential, the log-
gases can be viewed as the eigenvalues of tridiagonal matrices (see [14]) and the local
behaviour of the eigenvalues in the bulk and at the edge have been made explicit thanks
to the work of B. Virdg, B. Valké, J. Ramirez and B. Rider [26], [22].

Recently, new techniques have been developed to study universality of the fluctuations.
Thus, P. Bourgade, L. Erdés and H.T. Yau use dynamical methods and Dirichlet form
estimates in [10],[7] to obtain the averaged energy universality of the correlations func-
tions and fixed gap universality in the bulk (for 5 > 0), as well as universality at the
edge (8 > 1, see [9]) for smooth one-cut potentials. In the paper [24], M. Shcherbina
uses change of variables to obtain the averaged energy universality of the correlation
functions in both the one-cut case and multi-cut cases. The fluctuations of the linear
statistics of the eigenvalues in the multi-cut regime where studied in [4] and [23], and
rigidity in the multi-cut regime was recently obtained in [17]. In the paper [3], A.Figalli,
A.Guionnet and the author construct approximate transport maps with an accurate
dependence in the dimension. The dependence in IV allows to compare the local fluc-
tuation of the eigenvalues under two different potentials. The potentials do not need to
be analytic, but an important hypothesis made in this previous article was the connect-
edness of the support of the limit of the spectral measure . Here, we assume that the
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potentials are analytic but remove the one-cut assumption and use the same methods
to construct approximate transport maps in the case where the filling fractions of each
cut is fixed. As a result, we obtain universality of fixed eigenvalue gaps at the edge and
in the bulk . The plan of this paper is as follows: In the first section we intoduce some
notations and state our main results. We reintroduce in section 2 a more general model
discussed in [6] of 3 log-gases with Coulomb interaction and construct an approximate
transport map between two measures from this model when the number of particles in
each cut is fixed. We will see how this approximate transport can lead to universality
results in the fixed filling fractions case, and conclude for the initial model in Section 4.
The main results are Theorems [[.3], [[.4] and

We consider the general S-matrix model. For a subset A of R union of disjoint (possibly
semi-infinite or infinite) intervals and a potential V' : A — R and 8 > 0, we denote the
measure on AV

PY 4 (A1, -+ dAN) ::Z% 11 ‘)\i_)\j’ﬁeXp< > v )HdAZ, (1.1)
VA 1<i<j<N 1<i<N
with
ZY 4= / I1 \A—Ayexp( 3 Vin >Hd)\
1<i<j<N 1<i<N

It is well known (see [1], [2] and [I1]) that under P{} , the empirical measure of the
eigenvalues converge towards an equilibrium measure:

Proposition 1.1. Assume that V : A — R is continuous and if oo € A assume that

V(z)
R Blogla] ~
then the energy defined by
p
E(p) = /V(x)du(x) — 5 loglar — z2|du(z1)du(z2) (1.2)

has a unique global minimum on the space My (A) of probability measures on A.

Moreover, under P]\XA the normalized empirical measure Ly = N1 Zf\il 0y, converges
almost surely and in expectation towards the unique probability measure py which min-
1mizes the energy.

It has compact support A and it is uniquely determined by the existence of a constant C
such that:

8 / log [ — ylduy (y) — V(z) < C ,
A

with equality almost everywhere on the support. The support of py is a union of intervals

A= U lan—;apy] with op, — < oy 1 and if V is analytic on a neighbourhood of A,
0<h<g

dpy
o H¢|x—ah_||x—ah+|



with S analytic on a neighbourhood of A.

We make the following assumptions:

Hypothesis 1.2.

V is continuous and goes to infinity faster than 5 log|z| if A is semi-infinite.

The support of 1y is a union of g+1 intervals A = |J Ay, with Ay = [a, —; ap 4],
0<h<g
ap,— < ap 4 and

duv _

9
T pv(x) = S(x) H \/\x —op ||z —ap4|  with S >0 on [ap_; o 1]

h=0
(1.3)

V' extends to an holomorphic function on a open neighborhood U of A, U =

U Up and Ay C Uy,
0<h<g

The function V(-) — 8 [,log| - —y|duy (y) achieves its minimum on the support
only.

The last hypothesis is useful to ensure a control of large deviations. Before stating the
main theorems, we will introduce some notations.

Notations

For all 0 < h < g, €5 = py(Ap) and €, = (€40, ,€xg)-
For all 0 <h < g, Nop = Neop, No = Ney, and [Ny | = ([Nexol, -+, [Newg]).

For a configuration A € RY, N () denotes the vector such that for all 0 < h < g,
(N(X))n is the number of eigenvalues in Uy,

For an index 4, we introduce the classical location EZV N of the i — th eigenvalue by
V,N

/Oo pv(z)dx = N

In the case where the fraction i/N exactly equals to the sum of the mass of the
first cuts, we consider the smallest F satisfying the equality.

For a configuration XA € RY, let An,i the i-th smallest eigenvalue in Uj,.
For a vector x € R and 0 < h < g, x| =20+ -+, and [x]_; =0.
For a vector x € R9T1, 0 < h < g and i € N we write i[h,x] =i — [x]_1.

For a signed measure v and a function f € L!(d|v|) we will write v(f) = [ fdv.



The main goal of this paper is to prove universality results in the bulk and at the edge.
Fixed eigenvalue gaps have been proved to be universal for regular one-cut potentials
(see [3], [10]), and their convergence can be obtained using the translation invariance of
the eigenvalue gaps as in [15] (see also [25] for the case of the GUE). More precisely, if
V is the Gaussian potential G()\) := )‘742 we have for ¢ away from the edge

Npv (BN )(Aig1 = M) —5— G5 (1.4)

where Gg is some distribution (corresponding to the Gaudin distribution for g = 2).

Our first Theorem states that this result holds for any multi-cut potential satisfying
Hypothesis

Theorem 1.3. Let > 0 and assume that V' satisfies Hypothesis [I.2.

Let i < N such that for some € > 0 and h € [0;9] ,eN < i — [Ny]Jp—1 < Nep —€eN.
Then

Nov(BYN) (i1 — \i) —5— Gg.

We now state the results at the edge. Under a Gaussian potential and for general 3, the
behaviour of the eigenvalues at the edge is described by the Stochastic Airy Operator
(We refer to [22]). J. Ramirez, B. Rider and B. Virag have shown that under the Gaus-
sian potential, the k first rescaled eigenvalues (N2/3(\; +2),--- , N?/3(\; 4+2)) converge
in distribution to (Aq,---, Ax) where A; is the i-th smallest eigenvalue of the stochastic
Airy operator SAOg.

In the following result, ®" are smooth transport maps (defined later).

Theorem 1.4. Assume that V satisfies Hypothesis[1.2. Let I@’%A‘ denote the distribution
of the ordered eigenvalues under ]P’{\/{A.

If for all 0 < h < g fr: R™ — R is Lipschitz and compactly supported we have:

I N2/3 — ).  N2/3 — oy ))dPY
Ngnoo/0<1;[<gfh( (A1 —an—),--, (Arm — an, ))d VA

= [] Esao, fn(@"(=2)A1,--, 2" (=2)A,).
0<h<g

It is also interesting to study the behaviour of the i—th eigenvalue where i = [[ Ny ||p—1+
1. This eigenvalue would be typically located at the right edge of the h-th cut or the left
edge of the h + 1-st cut. The following theorem gives the limiting distribution of such
eigenvalues. We will use the following fact proved by G.Borot and A.Guionnet in [4]:
along the subsequences such that N, mod Z9t! — k where x € [0;1[9"! and under
Pg, 4> the vector N(X) — [INy| converges towards a random discrete Gaussian vector
(not necessarily centered).

Theorem 1.5. Let 0 < h < g, i = [[Ny|ln—1+1 and Ap(X) = [| N |ln—1 — [N(N)]p-1-
Define



En(A) =14, 050 @, + 1a, (<0 Qg

where the expression above simplifies to oy for h = 0. Then along the subsequences Ny
mod ZIt! — k and under ]P’{\,{A

£ — +
é.h EE— 1Ah,f€20 ah + 1Ah,m<0 ah*l ?

L _
N2\ = &) —=— 1a,,50 Aa,, 1 D"(=2) + 14, <0 A_a,, ®"71(2),

where (A;); denote the eigenvalues of SAOg, " is a transport map introduced later and
Ap . is a discrete Gaussian random variable independent from A if 1 < h < g, and
equals to 0 if h = 0.

We could state a similar result about the joint distribution of k consecutive eigenvalues
as well. We note also that using the transport methods of this paper, and adapting the
methods presented in [I6] (notably Lemma 4.1 and the proof of Corollary 2.8), we could
prove universality of the correlation functions in the bulk. This would require rigidity
estimate for the fixed filling fractions model introduced in the next section , which could
be done as in []], [I7]. As this universality result has already been proved in [24], we do
not continue in this direction.

In order to study the fluctuations of the eigenvalues we place ourselves in the setting
of the fixed filling fraction model introduced in [4], in which the number of eigenvalues
in each cut is fixed. The idea is to construct an an approximate transport between our
original measure, and a measure in which the interaction inbetween different cuts has
been removed. This measure can then be written as a product measure and we can use
the results proved for the one cut regime in [3]. We will construct this map in the second
section and show universality in the fixed filling fractions models in Section 3. We will
deduce from it the proofs of Theorems [[.3] [[.4] and in the fourth section.
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2 Fixed Filling Fractions

2.1 Introducing the model

We consider a slightly different model with a more general type of interaction between
the particles and in which the number of particles in each cut is fixed. We will refer
to [6] for the known results in this setting. For each 0 < h < g, let By, = B —; Bn 4]

be a small enlargement of A, = [ap,—;op.4] included in Uy and B = |J Bp . It is
0<h<g

well known (see for instance [0]) that under our Hypothesis, the eigenvalues will leave

B with an exponentially small probability and we can thus study the behaviour of the

eigenvalues under Pg, p instead of Pg, 4 without loss of generality.



We fix N = (No, -+, Ng) € N9*! such that }7_, N, = N and we want to consider a
model in which the number of particles in each By, is fixed equal to Nj. Let e = N/N €
]0; 197! and for T : B x B — R consider the probability measure on B = [7_,(B)V:

g
P?,’E(dk) = Zjlvﬁ H H Ani — Anj|” exp <—% Z Z T(Ah,i,)\h’,j))

B h=01<i<j<N 0<h.h'<g 1<i<N,
122Ny
g Np
11 T e = 2wsl® TT T 18a i)
0<h<h’'<g 1<i<N), h=0i=1

155N,
(2.1)

Note that with T'(A1, A2) = —(V(A\1) + V(A2)) and without the location constraints, we
are in the same setting as in the previous section.

As in the original model, we can prove the following result ( see [6]):

Proposition 2.1. Assume that T : B x B — R is continuous.

Assume also that the energy defined by

1
B(w) =~ [ T(w1.2) + Slog o1 — aald(ar)duoa) (22)
has a unique global minimum on the space MS(B) of probability measures on B satisfy-

ing 1[By] = €.

Then under Pg’g the normalized empirical measure Ly = N1 7o ZzN:h1 O, com-
verges almost surely and in expectation towards the unique probability measure 15 which
minimizes the energy.

Moreover it has compact support A% and it is uniquely determined by the existence of
constants Cg p, such that:

3 /B log |z — yldu§e(y) + /B T(a,y)dpS(y) < Con on By (2.3)

with equality almost everywhere on the support.The support of p$ is a union of I + 1

intervals AS. = U [ai’f;ai’i] with ai’f < ai’i , 1> g and if T is analytic on a

0<h<l
neighbourhood of A% |

dus !
T, T,
2o =St TLle — o lle — a5
h=0
with ST analytic on a neighbourhood of A%.

We point out the fact that the previous theorem is also valid in the unconstrained case.
In that case, we denote by pr the equilibrium measure. Let e, 7 = (ur(Bh))o<h<g-
Then it is obvious that ;7" = pr . It is shown in [6] that we have the following;



Lemma 2.2. If T extends to an analytic function on a neighbourhood of B and the
energy definied in (2.2) has a unique minimizer over M1(B) then for € close enough

from €., the energy has a unique minimizer over M$(B) and the number of cuts of the

T T .
support of u5 and pr are the same. Moreover, ah:f , ah:i and S% are smooth functions

of € (for the L> norm on B).

They also prove a control of large deviations of the largest eigenvalue under IP’¥ -

We define the effective potential as

if%x>=43/;kg|w—-Mdu%un—+/;11xﬁodﬂ%@n-—cgh on By (2.4)

Lemma 2.3. Let T satisfy the conditions of the previous theorem. Then for any closed
F C B\ A% and open O C B\ A% we have

1 ~
lim sup N log IP’QA{’E(EIZ' NeEF)< SEETG(@«).
x

1 -
lim inf — log Pg’g(ﬂi Ai € O) >supT€(x).
N ’ z€O0

We consider a potential V' on A satifying Hypothethis and the potentials Ty(x,y) =
—(V(z) + V(y)) and Ty (z,y) = —(V(x) + V(y) + W(z,y)) where
Blog(zx —y) if x€U,,yeUy h>HN
W(z,y) =X Blog(y—x) if 2€Uy, yeUy h<Hh
0 if velUy,, yeUy

and

»ﬂmzwm—/wwwmww

The key point is that dIP’¥1 "5 is a product measure as the interaction between cuts has
been removed. Moreover, we can check by the characterization (23] that

Wy = 1, = K-
We now consider
Ti=1-0)To+t T , tel0;1]. (2.5)

Still by (23] we can check that for all ¢ € [0; 1] we have:

wg, = (L= 0pg, +tug, = py.



Remark 2.4. Note that, by Lemma 2.2, for € in a small neighbourhood of €, (that we
will denote £) the support A€ of wg, = py, has g+ 1 cut and we can write

g
dus, = dp = 55(z) [ | \/|3: —af _[le—af _|dz | (2.6)
h=0
with S€ positive on A€.
Remark 2.5. Note also that by the last point of Hypothesis and by Lemma 2.2, if
we fix a closed interval FF C B\ A, then for € close enough to €, and all t € [0;1] ,
Tte <0 onF.

The goal is to build first an approximate transport map between the measures d]P’% ’eB for

a fixed € in € i.e find a map va € that satisfies for all f : RN — R bounded measurable
function

log N)3
[ e ey - [ arisl <ol SEN 1)

We will see that we can build a transport map depending smoothly on € and show uni-
versality in the fixed filling model. We will then use this result to prove universality in
the original model.

Proposition 2.6. Assume that V satisfies Hypothesis [L.3, and that T is as defined
previously. Let N = (Np,--- ,Ny) such that € = N/N is in & and Pg’g denote the
distribution of the ordered eigenvalues under Pg’g. Then for a constant C independent

of € and N, and if for all 0 < h < g fr, : R™ — R is Lipschitz supported inside
[— M, M]™ we have:

1. FEigenvalue gaps in the Bulk

‘/ H fh )\hzh-i—l Ahzh) ) ’N(Ah,ih-l—m_)‘hﬂh))d@g,g

0<h<g

/ H fh )\h gntl — )‘hﬂ'h)v T 7N()‘h7ih+m - )‘hvih))d@é\[jB
0<h<g

log N log N)? log N
<Ny gy oqymB NS L o)

IV Fle

2. Figenvalue gaps at the Edge

‘ / H fh (Nz/g()‘hﬂ_a;,f)’ o ’N2/3()‘h7m - aﬁ,—))dpgf;

0<h<g

/ [T AN —ag ), N3Ny — af, 1)) PR
0<h<g
log N) log N)? logN

(
<C—v— N5/6 N1/3

1l + O/ VIV Al



where we defined f: R™IT) — R by f(xg,- - ,x,) = [o<n<g fr(@n)-

We deduce the following corollary from the results obtained in the one-cut regime in 13,
and from the fact that IP’IJYI "5 is a product measure.

Corollary 2.7. Assume the same hypothesis as in the precedent proposition. We write
Y = 20<h<g 3 ,u%,’h where ,u%,’h has connected support . For some transport maps ®€"

from pc to ",

1. FEigenvalue gaps in the Bulk

‘ / H fh )\h g+l — >\h Zh) : aN()‘th-i-m - Ah,lh))d]:@)]\)'t;

0<h<g

0<h<g
(log N)?

(log N)? L gy llos )

M2
N1/2 N1/2 T) vaHoo

<C—" Iflle +C(Vm

2. Figenvalue gaps at the Edge

'/ IT /B 0na—af ) NP — af, ) APy,

0<h<g
< R @Y 200+ 2) - N (-2) +2>>d]f”g">‘
0<h<g
log N log N)?  log N M?
<8N gy om BN N M o

The proof of the theorem will be similar to what has already been done in the one-cut
case, one major difference being the inversion of the operator = introduced in Lemma
3.2 of [3].

2.2 Approximate Monge Ampere Equation

The analysis done in the one-cut regime suggests to look at the transport as the flow
of an approximate solution to the Monge Ampére equation Yiv = (Yév FAEE ,Yé\’[f) :
RY — RY where Y,]ff : RY — R™r solves the following equation:

g N,e N,e N € N,e
. N,e N,e Yh,l,t Y T hit T hyit h,z,t Yh’,j,t
div (Y, ) =¢ —ﬁg E -8 g E L L L Y1
= Ahyi = Anj Ahyi = Antj
h=01<i<j<Np 0<h<h/<g 1<i<Ny ’
1<j<Ny/

( / PN (@MY (Ni) ) N1 = Ai)s - N (@M (A Niy4m — Aiy))d

- N,
Pa

)

- Y OO YR 3 ) N S S [ Wi ()

0<h,h/<g 1<i<Ny 0<h<g 1<i<N,,
1<GENy,

(2.8)




where

_/< >y /W (Nni» 2)dp (= Z > Wi Aw ) )dP%’fB()\)

0<h<g 1<i<Nj, O<h h<g 1<i<N,
1<j<Ny
j— N7€
= (925 log(ZWB).
Let RY€(YN€) the error term defined as
N,e N,e N,e N,e
RY<(y ) Vit = Yni Yhit = Yo
py y YhNd, v s YaiX
h=01<i<j<Nj ’ o/ 0<h<h'<g 1<i<Ny, ’ J
1<5<Ny,
N,e 1
+ > D> (T Ows A )Y - W Anis Aw ) + N >y / (An,i> 2)dpy (2)
0<h,i'<g 1<i<Nj, 0<h<g1<i<Ny

1<j<N,,
+ div (Y NE) —civ’e.
(2.9)
We have the following stability lemma
Lemma 2.8. Let Yiv’e :RY — RN be a smooth vector field and let X™N€ be its flow:
xMe=vrex)Ne xVe=1d (2.10)

Assume that Yiv " wanishes on the boundary of B.
Let f : RV — R be a bounded measurable function. Then

t
N,e N, e N, e € €
‘/f(Xt )dPMB_/f dPThB = oo/o HR?{’ (YN7 )HLI(PIIY’EB) ds.

Proof. Let
1 g 1
N =—xz TI TI Pri—2nsl7exp (—5 >y Tt(Ai,h,)\j,h’))
2B h01<i<j<N) 0<h,h/<g 1<i<Np

1<5SN,

H H A — A sl?

0<h<h'<g 1<i<Nj
1<G<Ny,

and JXtN"E denote the Jacobian of XtN’E. As Yiv’e vanishes on the boundary of B ,
XtN “(B) = B. By the change of variable formula we have

[ 1@ = [ rmxdn - / oy TV
/f XN (XN T X N A .

Thus we have
Ne Ne N,e N,e
[ e ey = [ @l <1l [ 1) - 63, ax

10



Let
Be =0 [ pn(3) = pe(X)%]"“|ax.
B

Using (9t(JXiV’E) = div (Ylf\[’E)JXtN"E we have

At S/ |at <JX£]V7Ept(Xt]V7€)) |dA
B
= [ e (¥ VTN (X)X D) (6] + TNV X)X
B
N.e € N,e
= [ IR apys,

and this gives the lemma.

2.3 Constructing an Approximate Solution

The construction of the approximate solution will be very similar to Section 3 of [3].

We fix t € [0;1] , N = (No,---,Ny) € N9 such that >9_ N, = N and set
€ =N/N €]0; 19+ |

Let 1
LN = NZ(S)\}” ; MN = Z(SAh’i — NM;
hyi h,i
We look for a map Yiv = (Yé\f ft, e ,Y;V]’f,q . RN — RV approximately solving

(238). As in the one-cut regime, we make the following ansatz:
1 1
VGO = 5O + 6 i M)+ €6 My) = [ af(en)dMy() (211

for some functions yf, : R — R and zf : R? — R.

Proposition 2.9. Let V' satisfy Hypothesis[L2 and T} is as in (23) . Then there are
y§: in C®(R) and z§ in C™(R?) such that for a constant C, for allt € [0;1] and € € £:

3
< cloeN)”.

N,e N,e
HRt (Y )Ll(P%fB)_ N

Using the substitution (2.I1]), we have to find equations for yi. and z§. To simplify the

notations,we will write R instead of Riv’e(YN’e). We obtain:

11



N2
R = —7//WdLNdLN+N2/WdLNdu€,

BN // Yis,t(x; : Z’ft(y) dLy(z)dLy(y) + N/ath(x’y)Yit(CU)dLN(ﬂJ)dLN(y)
ﬁN // & (x, MN é“f(y,MN)

dLn(z)dLn(y) + N/@th(x,y)Qe(x,MN)dLN(x)dLN(y)

+Nme+Q—§>/ﬁﬁmN+Q—§>/aﬁuwmmawm+$

where &V is a constant and for any measure v we set

v = [ 2wty y)avty).
We use equilibrium relations to recenter Ly by uf,. Consider f a bounded measurable
function on B and pf,5 = (x + 6 f(x))#u5,. Then as for § small enough pf, 5(Bp) = €,

for all 0 < h < g, we have E(u$, 5) > E(uf,) where we defined the energy in (LZ). By
differentiating at § = 0 we obtain

g// %ﬁ,ﬂ(y)d /ath (z,9) f(@)dpuy (2)dpuy (y) = 0. (2.12)

Thus, if we define the operator = acting on smooth functions f : B — R by

=t = [ o P s oman o) + outite 1) i )

we obtain
ﬁ//f dLN dLN /81Tt X y dLN( )dLN(y)
— 1 (B f(x
:N/:fdMN—FW[E// x_y ( dMN / 81Tt:cy dMN( )dMN(y)

Therefore we can write

R = / [_ylt + (1 - —> /alzt )} dMy

// [“Zt — —W(ﬂz y)] dMy (z)dMy(y) + CN €+ E

with

EﬁumnZ/Fﬁ@”‘ﬁ“”+aﬂ@aﬁwm+@ﬂwaﬁwwd@@)

r—z

12



N . e . .
where C};* is deterministic and E is an error term:

1 . 1 p ¢
~ [ ot ointy @) + (1 - 2) [ viaty

+% (1 - g) / 2 (x, y)dMp (x)d M (y)

+ % // [é Y'ls,t(ﬂiz : ft(y) " 51Tt($,y)y‘it(x)} My (2)dM (1)
v /// [ﬁ zi (7, yx - z§(2,y) +31Tt(x,z)z§(x,y)] dMy (z)dMy (y)dMy ()
(2.13)

To make R small we need
=55 (- )le] = 3 W (o) + i)
=vio= (5 —1) [ st pnt o) 4 v
where k9 and k1 (-,y) are functions on B constant on each By,.

The following lemma shows how to invert = and will give us the desired functions. We
will denote by O(U) the set of holomorphic functions on U.

Lemma 2.10. Let V' satisfy Hypothesis , Ty as in (235) and € = N/N in E. The

support of p5, is a union of g+ 1 intervals A® = O<th< [af, _saf, ] withaf _ < af | and,
<h<g

de
@ [T /le —af _llr—af .|
with S positive on A€.

Let k € O(U) and set for f € O(U)

=t = [ [ =Y Lot + oo anm  wev

Then there exists a unique function ki on U constant on each Uy, such that the equation

=2f =k + kg
has a solution in O(U) . Moreover, for all x € Uy,
a 1 ion(§) k() + ¢) 2
0=~ G e erd] . ew

where the contour surrounds x and Aj, in Uy, and

13



and the constants c}L and ci are chosen in a way such that the expression under the
bracket vanishes at v = af _ and x = of __ for each h (see the following Lemma).

Moreover f satisfies for all j
1 llcis) < Cj Ikl cive(m) (2.15)
for some constants Cj. We will denote f by =~ 'k.

Before proving this lemma we need another lemma

Lemma 2.11. Let V € O(U) and s, as in the previous lemma.

Then for all 0 < h < g the linear operator

@h = (C2 —)(C2

o2 il Uh(g) 2. ol O'h(g) o2
(e )_>< f(&—az,_ﬂ“ ’ f(s—az,+)d“ >

1s invertible and (—);1 s analytic.

Proof. This comes easily from the fact that

/%+\/ O‘h+ y)d asz—afo
(0%

—Oéh, 2

ah + \/ ah Oéh + - y) Oé}eh_ - CVZ’_F
d A ML N
a

ah+

O

Proof of Lemma[210. By the identity (2.12) with f(x ) (z r)~! and 2 outside the
support, we obtain that the Stieltjes transform G(z) = s (y) satisfies

DGEM4GE) [ 0Tt )+ F(z) = 0 with Pz / [ AN = AT iy s )

and this gives

BG(z) + /81Tt(z,y)du€v(y) = —\/</ 81Tt(z,y)dﬂev(y)>2 —2BF ().

As —m1ZG(2) converges towards the density of uf as z goes to the real axis (see
for instance [1], Section 2.4 for the basic properties of the Stieltjes transform) and the
quantity under the square root converges to a real number, this number has to be
negative on the support (otherwise the density would vanish) and thus for x € A€

dus 1 2
W - \frw - (o w)

14



Noticing that ¢ becomes purely imaginary when z converges towards the support, we
may write

6G:) + [ OTu(z)di ) = BrS(2)o (2 (2.16)

where S is an analytic extension of S in U (we can assume S non zero on U by possibly
shrinking U). We will keep writing S for S.

For f analytic in U \ A€ and z € U \ A€ let

2100~ 5 § (2 - oume.01116) ) sterotee

where the contour surrounds z and each Af,. Then Zf € O(U \ A€) and, noticing that
—iS(x +1i0)o(z + id) o dgg}/ , we have

=1 = [ (29 -t st + st e s 5 [ 450)

_1’ w_ 5 o 7f(2)S(z)o(z
-5 f (2 &n(@ﬁ@ﬁS@)@M@+ﬁf<ﬁ()<)
=Z=f(2)

(2.17)

where the contour surrounds each Af (but not z), and we used Cauchy’s formula and
(Z14). If furthermore f € O(U), by continuity this formula extends to z € U.

Let k € O(U). We want to show that the function defined on each Uj, by

flz2)=— ¢ +c}

1 [ 7{ {03 (&) (k(€) +c})
28720 (2)on(2)S(2) (&—2)

where the contour surronds Aj and lays in Uj, and c,l1 and c% are defined as in the
statement of the lemma, is a solution of Zf = k + ki in O(U). The fact that f € O(U)
is clear (the function is meromorphic and the poles are removable by construction of ¢!
and ¢2). Thus, by previous remark, it suffices to prove that = f=k+ k.

By (23] We have 5 . .
=f = (1 —t) SofttEif+ o (218)

where ¢; is a function constant on each U depending on ¢t and

Bi [ F(©a(©)S(E)
>:7f—717”5
FJ;%f@fff@MS

where the first contour surronds z and each A;, whereas the second one surrounds z
and Aj when z € Uj,.

[1]:

15



Let fo and f; be the functions analytic in U \ A€ defined on each U}, \ Af by

N 1 ion (&) (k(€) + ci)
fo(z) = 28120 (2)on(2)S(2) y{ (€—2) *
a3

filz) =~ 2020 (z)op(2)S(2)

So that f= fo+ f1

—_
—
—0

5Zj{fo 5)0)5

¢
! 1 ion(n) (k(n) + cb) )
Zf{zhz—sww a(f)ahos) © (7{ T (-6 dn) S(€)o(€)de

“ 5], L B a

where Cj, surrounds z and A§, (integral in &) , and C}, surrounds Cj, (integral in 7)

Cauchy formula gives

f{, n D) +h) 1 o k() + edyon(€) +f{,, ah(n)(;k(_né;r ) g

(n—2¢)
with Cj, surrounding C}/. Thus:
20 n) +c}) dnd 1 2i7r(k(£)+c}z)d
=0 w227{ 7{ = - )ah<£>”5+4w2;7{ch e ©

Letting each C}, go to infinity, we see that the first integral goes to zero and using Cauchy

formula again we see that the second term equals k(z) + ¢ .
We now prove Zo(f1) =0 .
= )o(€) fé
= = = d =0
W0 =332 f, Tese g% T w8, -

where we let the contours go to infinity.

By the exact same reasoning, we show that Z1(fo) = k + ¢! and Z1(f;) = 0.

By setting ki = ¢; + c}ll on each Up we have the desired result. The unicity of kg is
implied by the previous lemma. Formula (2.I5]) can be easily deduced by (2.14]).
O

Remark 2.12. By Lemma 211 and (2-13) , if k defined on U x U is analytic in each

variable then f defined on U x U and solution of
Ef(y) =k(z,y) + ri(z,y) Vy €U,
each Uy, is analytic in each variable.

with k(.,y) constant on

16



We can now construct our approximate solution of the Monge-Ampeére equation. As we
want the domain B to be fixed by the flow of this approximate solution, we would like
to choose y{, and z§ vanishing at the boundaries of B (and B x B). Fix § > 0 small

and denote B® = |J [Bn_ +6; By — 3]
0<h<g

For a function f : B — R let T(f) be the multiplication of f by a smooth plateau
function equal to 1 on B’ and 0 outside B. If we are given a function k € O(U) and
f € O(U) satisfying Z(f) = k + ki, , then :

e Y(f)=fon B°.
e Y(f)is C* and has compact support in B (and can thus be extended by 0 to R).

e Z(Y(f)) = k+ry, on B (By definition of = and the fact that f and Y(f) coincide
on BY).

o [T(Nllcimy < Cj Ikl iy for some constants Cj.

Note that by Remark 2.5, possibly by shrinking £ we can assume T,° < 0 outside B°.
Thus for N large enough and a constant n > 0

P75 (3i Ai ¢ B®) < exp(—Nn). (2.19)

Moreover

J (=)t (- snan e ( -

The fist term on the right hand side is 0 as kj is constant on each By and the second
term is exponentially small by the large deviation estimate.

We first choose

and then

y.it = T(S’Lt)
With this choice of function and by inequality (2:20) we have that

{Zf(ny) =T (2z{(,y)) Vye B

R:E—i—Ct]V’e—i—o(%). (2.21)

We now have to control the error term E. To do so we will use a direct consequence of
the concentration result proved in Corollary 3.5 of [6] (adapted from a result from [18]):

17
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Proposition 2.13. Let V satisfy Hypothesis[1.2 and T} is as in (2.0). Then there exist
logN

constants ¢ , ¢ and sg such that for N large enough , s > s , and for any

e=N/N €&, tec0;1] we have

]P’ sup d(Ly — u$)(z)| > s | <exp(—cN?s?) +exp(—c'N?). (2.22)
$peCr(B

1¢"ll oo <1

In order to control the error term we will make use of the fqllowing three loop equations.
We recall that My = N(Ly — Np§,) and we will denote My = N(Ln — E%”%[LN]).

Lemma 2.14. Let f € C*(B) such that for all0 < h < g, f(Bn-) = f(Bn+) = 0.
Then

e (v + (1-5) 2ot + 5 [ (BR22LY v oo s ) vty (art(] ) o
(2.23)
If k1 is also in C1(B) then
N,e / - Y /8 ARV
BN (LMfkl) + My (D) + (1- 2 ) Lot )
x| ] (BT s o)) avt @irin (]| st (i ) =o
(2.24)
If kg and k3 are also in C*(B) then
<ZLN fkya) VM (kg (2)) Mn (kg (3)) + M (Ef) My (k1) My (k) My (s3)
v U (FEEZE s oititon s ) ant )ity )] i () () ()
+ (1 — 5) LN(f )MN(kl)MN(kQ)MN(k3)> =0.
(2.25)

where the sum ranges over the permutations of Ss
Proof. Using integration by parts we show

e (] (51222 s omitoans@)) aiy@irs )+ (1-5) Ev(r)) =0
(2.26)

we deduce the first loop equation by using the definition of Z=.

The second loop equation is obtained by replacing in (220) Ti(x,y) by Ti(x,y) —
01 (k1(z) + k1(y)) and differentiating at 6 = 0 .

The third one is obtained by replacing in ([2.26]) T3(x,y) by Ti(x,y) — 61 (k1 (z )—i— k1(y)) —

do(ka(x) + ka(y)) — 03(ks(z) + k3(y)) and differentiating at d; = do = d3 =
U

18



We will now put in use these loop equations and the concentration result of Proposition
[2.13] to obtain some estimates.

Lemma 2.15. Let k be an analytic function on U. Then for some constant C':
N,
| Er,% (Mn(k))| < Clog N |[kllcep) -
By, (M (k)?)

< C(log N) HkHCG(B)
EpnG (My(k)*) < C(log N)* %[l Es () -

Proof. We apply ([2.23)) to f = Y(E k). Using (Z20) we obtain

i (v + [2 [ (B HERDIC T<E_1k)(y)+6m<w,y>r<a1k><x>)dMN<x>dMN<y>}

r—y

#(1-5) Ex(OFE 0] = O (N bl exp(~N).

Let

o™

// (T(E—lk)(;iz - ;f(g—lk)(y) +81Tt(x,y)r(51k)(x)>dMN(x)dMN(y)]

A(k) = %[
+ (1 - g) Ln((Y(E'R))).

Denoting by F the fourier transform operator (for functions of either one or several
variables) we have

/ / TETR @) = YETRW) s oaddy ()

-y
= / < /O 1 da / T AM N () / ei(l_o‘)fydMN(y)> F(YE k) (6)¢ede

/ T (2, y) Y (2~ 2k) () dM (2)d M (y)

= [ ([ eeantsto) [ évartsi) Foim TE e e

Now on the set Q = {supd)ecl |f¢ d(Ly — p,) ()] < s0 IOJgVN} we have
ll¢'l <1

+2Ne N1

‘ / ST dMy (z)

: ‘ Y (') (x)dMn (x)

< C(+|£))y/Nlog N +2Ne V7

consequently, on this set
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' // Y(E"k)(z) - T(Ek)(y) dMy (z)dMny (y)
T —y

< C(NlogN) / [FLETR)EIQ +[€])°de + O(Ne ™).
The integral is bounded by the norm H*(R) of T(Z~'k) and we have:

ITE )y < C(ITE Bl pogey + ]| 0E8) )|

£2(R) >

As YT(27'k) has its support in B, the £2(R) norm can be in turn controlled by the
L>°(R) norm and we can use (2.I5)). Similarly on © we have

'/ 0Ti(x,y) Y (E k) (x)dMy (x)dMy (y)| < C(Nlog N) 1Ellco ) + O(Ne )

Note that here the constant depends on T, but we can make it uniform in ¢ and € € &.
On Q¢ we can use the trivial bound

' / e“TdMy(z)| < 2N

to prove that [A(k)| is bounded everywhere by C'N [|k[| s . By using Proposition 2.13]
we obtain

€ 7082 (0}
ENSAE)] < C((og N) 15l sy + Nem SN 1] o )

and we can conclude the proof of the first inequality.
To prove the second inequality, using (224 and (Z:20) we have

N,e ) N,e ~ —_ _
B S (Ma (k)M (k) = ~Ef% (AG) M (k) Loy (K T(E7H)) ) +ON? k][ ) €7,
By splitting on Q and ¢ we see that
€ Y ,€ Y —cs2N 1o -
B35 (Mn ()W () | < C(10g N ll o iy B S5 (1M ()] ) + o gy (1+ N2emestN 10wy 2= )

We notice that My (k)— My (k) = E%GB(MN(k:)) is deterministic and that E%eB(MN(k))
vanishes. The term on the left is thus equal to ‘E%’% (]\;IN(k)Z) ‘ and we obtain

BN (M (k)2) < € (1og N [kllcogs) JE% (W1 ()2) + 205y (142 s8N 10BN 4 2N} ).

Elementary manipulations show that this implies that E%’; <MN(k)2> < C(log N)? ||k:H%6(B)
with a different constant.
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Writing
B S (M (k)?) < 2 B S (Min (0)?) + 2 BV, (M (k) — My (K))?)
= 2 B (Mn (k)?) + 2 B S (M (K))?
and using the first inequality yields to the second one.
Finally, to prove the last inequality, (2.25]) gives :
EN<, <MN(I<:)4> < C(logN 1Kllco ) B2 <MN( )4)%+||k\|‘(§6(3) ((log N)2+N4e*cséNlogN+N4e*N’7))
which shows E%’} (]\;IN(k:)4) < C(log N)* HkHéG(B)- We conclude by using the identity

ENe (MN(k) ) <8 ENe <MN(k)4> +8 E%’;((]\Zf]\/(k‘) - MN(k))4>.

We will need a last lemma to estimate the error E.

Lemma 2.16. There exists a constant C such that for ¢ € C*®°(R) (resp. ¢ € C(R?),
x € C%®(R?)) of compact support in B (resp. B2, B?) we have

o

£ sty (adt ()] ) < € 6l 1N
v / w<x,y>dMN<x>dMN<y>D < C 9l grs g log N
B /// (., 2)dM () dMy (5)d My (2

) dMN(m)dMN (y)dMN(z)

(@))) < Clollcop ox N

x_

) < Cllen oy g N°

-

Proof. We will prove the last inequality as the other ones are simpler and can be proved
the same way.

///¢ T —2 ) gt ()b () dMv 2)

i [[( / daMy (¢) My (0= ) My () ) F(@r)(€, Q)dédc
and by using Holder 1nequahty we obtain

B (/// e y)de)dMN(y)dMN(z))
// wc&) ) E%; (MN(ei(l_a)g')‘l)iE%fB <MN(ei ) )

< C(log NY? / / (1+ €521 + [CIO)IEF@)E, O)ldedc

) < Clllon o og

r—z

N

VEIF@)(E, ) dedc
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where we used the last identity of Lemma 2151 The last term is controled by the
H?'(R?) norm of ¢ and we have

Il az) < C (1] caaey + s Haﬁzp‘

praany) < Clllcnss) -

O

A direct application of this lemma shows that E%%(‘E!) < CW, and we could
prove similarly using higher order loop equations that for all integer k& > 1

1/2k log N)3
(Ers ()" < o L8N (2.27)

In order to prove Propostion [2.9]it remains to control the deterministic term CtN €. Let

g9
Y. ¥ ey vy Jucdn

j— y y h7 - Ahﬂ] /
h=01<i<j<Np 0<h<h'<g 1<i<Nj
1<j SNy

+ Z Z (01T (Mnjis A ) Yhie) +div (Y).
0<h,h’'<g 1<i<Np
1<j< N,y

Integration by part shows that any vector field Y that vanishes on the boundary of B
satisfies E%GB(E(Y)) = 0. Thus

25 (RC(YN) =Eg ( Yoo W)+ N Yo > /W Ahyi» 2)dpyy (2)

0<h h'<g 1<i<Ny 0<h<g 1<i<Np
1<GEN,,

+ L) =) =0,

and by (221])

€] = [ENS, (RY4(YY)  B)| + o) < LB

2.4 Obtaining the Transport map via the flow

In this section we will discuss the properties of the transport map given by the flow
of the approximate solution Y€ of the Monge-Ampere equation. As the equilibrium
measures of the initial potential and the target potential are the same, this map is equal
to the identity at the first order. The smaller order are then given by the expansion

@II) of YNe .
Lemma 2.17. Let V satisfy Hypothesis[L.2, T; is as in (2.3) and € = N/N € €. Then
the flow XtN"E can be written

XNe_Id+NXN€1+mXN€2 (2.28)

where XtN’e’1 and XtN’e’2 are in O (RYN) supported in B, and for some constant C > 0
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N,e,1 N,e,2 9
su X 0= < Clog N , HX SC\/NION 9.99
oghgg H hiist L4(]P’g7’§) 2 t LQ(P%E) (log N) ( )
1<i<N,,

and with probability greater than 1 — N~ C

sup | X5t ) = XN < CVINTog N|Aw — Al (2.30)
0<h<g
1<0.§ <Ny,
N N.
sup [ X057 () = X052 (A < CNVNlog N Ay — Al (2.31)
0<h<yg
1<i,j <Ny,
sup HXNE L ‘ <CVNlogN , sup HX,]LVZEf ‘ <CNVNlogN  (2.32)
0<h<g 0<h<g bt oo
1<i<Ny, 1<i<Ny,

Proof. The expansion (2.1 suggests to define X&' = (Xé\f 1’3’1,--- ,X;V]’f,;lt) as the
solution of the linear ODE A

" Ne,1 € e 1 ¢ Nye,1
Xy 1o (A) = yi:(Ang) + /Zt (Anis y)dMnN (y) + N Z Z D22 (Anis Anr ) X 57y (A)
0<h'<g 1<) <N,
(2.33)

with initial condition X, Nel — 0. We then define Xiv 2 through the identity 223).
Using the fact that y{; and z§ have compact support and are thus bounded, along with
equation (2.33]), we obtain:

).

d Nel Vel

_< sup HXh o e > < (1+ sup H L \ + sup 2§ (An4, y)dMn(y)

dt \ o<n<g APy B) 0<h<g bt ] pa (PY's)  0<h<g LAPYS)
1<i<Ny, 1<i<N, 1<i<Ny, ’

As in Lemma 2.T6] we can prove that the last term is of order log N. Using Gronwall’s
Lemma, this proves

N,e,1
sup HX = .. <ClogN. 2.34
0<h<g h,i,t L4(P]‘\;”B) g ( )
1<i<N,,

Furthermore, Proposition 2.I3] shows that for some constant C, with probability greater
N
than 1 — N~ ¢ we have

H / alz:c,y)dMN(y)H < OVNlogN

and similarly, this proves (2.30). We now have to bound the norm of XN62 For
s € [0;1] let

XsNe_Id_i_NXNel_i_WXNeQ (1—8)Id+SXN€
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s,N,e

and define the measure M])\ft by

[rwadi = Y 5 e on -~ [ s

0<h<g 1<i<Nj

Then a Taylor expansion gives us an ODE for X N.e2

1
y € € S € ,€, 1 €y
PO = [ e (s (X0 + 5 X))

x5NV.e 2o € € 1 €
/ / uzs (XN E(N),y)dMyt — / Ouz (nas y) M (y)] ds - (X051 () + X057 ()

6 € 1 €
+ [ oz Ah,i,y)dMN@) (X055 ) + X )

LYY {aﬂt (e, XY f(/\))—Bng()\h,i,)\h/,j)]ds Xprer ()
0<h/<g 1<j<Ny,

s,N,e s,N,e Xijl\[’je’tz(x)
P Y Y [ [ ion]es S0
0<h/<g 1<j<Ny,
(2.35)

We then use the bounds

sNe XtS’N’E €
[ o xiieonmans™ - [ alzt(Ahvi,y)dMNw)

1
N,e,1 xNe2 N, 1 N,e,2
< OIXYE + SN 5 (el lxeR)).
h.j

ds

Z / ‘aﬂt (X e, X E (V) =022 (Anis A ) |ds | X053 (X))

C N,e,1 1 N,e,2 N.e 1
<y 2 (X + glxbss)
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to obtain

N7e,2

2
N,e,2 N ,€,2
dt H LQ(PNE = 2 E ( Xh,@,t h,Z,t )

N, ,1 N,e,2 N, 2
(Zm; Xh;) (th; )
N,e,1 N,e,2 yNel N,e,2
OBy (leh,zz X ) (Zl ] X |2)
N,e,2 |3
(Dm )

C _n, Nl | vNel| | vNe2 Nel| |vNe2( | vN.e2
Evg(Z’tht X5 1 N2 Zth i Xl X
h,i

| /\

h g h’J

xNe22 | yNel V22 | yNe2
(Z Y ) (Zl et )
hj nj

N, N, N. N, N,
+Ev:é<21 ot G ) vt ] 16355 th,éff) *CEv:é<ZIXh,;2 )
hi
xNe2 N, 1 Noe2| |vNe2| | vNel
T ea( 3 i s )+ e (P e )

Wi W
c EN’E XNE 2 XN,E,Q
V.B Z| h,it | | h’,j,t| :
W
(2.36)
Using the bounds Hf 81z§ Ahis )dMN HL4(]P’N’€) < Clog N (see Lemma[2.I0), ’XNZE,II <

h,it
N,e,z 2
» [X5,177| £ CN* and inequalities such as

N,e,1 N,e,2 N,e,1\2 N,€,2\2
S i < 5<Z (X' + (X5557)

Ne,1 N,e,l N€2 Nel N,e,1\4 N,e,2\2
SIS X ( s (XD (G0sD?)
B g hﬁj

along with (2.34]) and Holder inequality, we get

2
Ne2 <HXN62

2Py )

dt H @) + N(log N)4>- (2.37)

Using Gronwall’s Lemma, we can conclude the proof. The bounds (2:3T]) and ([2Z32]) are
proven the same way. O
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Remark 2.18. Using (2.32), (2.33) and (2.36) we see that we have in fact for all
integer k > 1

N 1 N 2 2
sup H ;t _— < CrlogN sup H ;t . < CyVN(logN)
0<h<g L2 (PYE) 0<h<g L2 (Pyg)
1<i<Ny, 1<i<Ny,

3 From Transport to Universality

In this section we will prove Proposition and Corollary 27l We prove the results in
the bulk as the proof is almost identical for the edge result.

Proof of Proposition[2.0. Note that by Lemma Iﬂl and by our construction of YN’e

X fv '“ is an approximate transport map from IP’ B to IP’ B in the sense that it satisfies

7). Now, keeping our notations from the previous section, set XNe =4 + ¥ X N.el

Then for all f € C*(R)

v
V£l Ne2
< =[x

| [ sy - [ oy

L2(PY)
log N)?
S
N2
and thus
y . log N log N
| [samys - [ raeds] < PNy pog, SR

Now for all 0 < h < ¢ let R : B}]lvh — B,ivh the ordering map (i.e the map sat-
isfying for all (A1,---,An,) € B}]lvh RM(\y, - - JAN,) < RMI(Aq, -+ JAN,) i < g
and {)\1,"' ,)\Nh} = {Rh’l()\l,"' ,)\Nh),--- ,Rh’Nh()\l,--- ,)\Nh)}, so that if R(}\) =
(R%(No,15 -+ s AoNg)s - s RI(Ag1s -+, A, ) We have RidPy€ = dPN© .

Then if f, is a function of m variables, we have HV(fh o Rh)HOO < VM|V fall o

It is clear from (2.30) that XNoe preserves the order of the eigenvalues with probability
greater than 1 — N—C. Thus, if we define f : R™0*tD — R by f(xo,--- ,Xy) =
Hoghgg fn(xp) where fj, : R™ — R we obtain

‘/ H fh )‘hzh—i—l Ahzh) : ’N(Ah,ih-Fm_)‘hvih))dP%’,eB

0<h<g

/H PN XN ) = XEN), - N(XRe L () = X (N))dPyg| (31)
0<h<g

< (Y g+ v vim 2T,

2
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Now, using (2:30]) we notice that with probability greater than 1 — N _%, forall 1 <k <
mand 0< h<gyg

log N )
VN

As fy has compact support in [—M, M|™, (Api, +k — An,i,) Temains bounded by % and

IV, € N, €
Xpis i) = X355 (A) = Mk = My, + Mgk = Ay, JO(

M log N

O N,E S N,E
X ik A) = X5 (A) = Ak — Anggy, + O( NUN

)7

we easily deduce the first part of Proposition .

Before proving Corollary 277 we recall Theorem 1.5 of [3].

Proposition 3.1. Assume that W is a potential satisfying Hypothesis with g = 0.
Then for a constant C and for all m € N* and f : R™ — R Lipschitz and compactly
supported in [—M; M] we have

1. In the Bulk

/f Ait1 = Ay Nigm — Ag) ) dPYY

/ FIN@Y )it — M), N@Y M) At — A))dBY
lo lo 2 lo 2
<Ny yoqymB NS BN M oy

2. At the Edge

/f(N2/3(>\1 —a_),- N3\ — a_))dPY,

- / f(N2/3(‘1>)’(—2)(A1 +9), e NY3(@)(=2) (A + 2)) dBY

(log N)? logN M?
Hf” (\/E N5/6 N1/3 N4/3

where ® is a transport map from pg to uw, and we recall that G denotes the Gaussian
potential.

NIVFle

Proof of Corollary[2.7. Noticing that dIP)% "5 is a product measure we can write

/H T (N(Aniy41 — Ansiy )y 7N()\h,z‘h+m—)\h,ih))dﬂj’¥l’f3— N / H H 1p, (Ani)dAp

0<h<g 21’ B Y 0Zh<g1<i<n,
[fh (NMhyipt1 = Ain)s s NXngiptm — Ansiy) H [ Ani — Anjl” exp < - N Z ‘76()%,@'))
1<i<j<Ny, 1<i<N,,
N
= I [ 5Ot = M) N i = MR
0<h<g
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We notice using (2.3)) that
€,h
'u’f/é/eh,Bh = ’uV :
We conclude using Proposition Bl O

4 Universality in the initial model

To derive universality in the initial model, we expand the expectation of the quantity
we want to compute in terms of the filling fractions, and we make use of Corollary 271

First, we notice that for all 0 < h < ¢ the map ®" is smooth in € € £ and we have a
bound

(@E’h)'()\m) = (@e*’h)'()\h,i) + O(le — &) uniformely in Ay ; € B (4.1)

Indeed, it is shown in [3] (4.1) that our transport map ®" is equal to Xf where X
solves the ordinary diffential equation

Xf=yi(X5) , X§=1d
and yf is given by inverting =. By formula (214) and Lemma 2.2] we see that yf is
regular in €, and from the standard theory of ordinary differential equations, so is ®€.

We will use the following result proved in section 8.2, equations (8.18) and (8.19) of [4].

Lemma 4.1. Along the subsequences such that N, mod Z9*! — k where k € [0; 1[9+!
and under PJ\XB} the vector | Ny | — N(X) converges towards a random discrete Gaussian
vector Ah,,@. In particular

PY5(INA) = [N, | = K) = O(exp(-K?)).
Note that the limit is not necessarily centered, and although the result is proved for
N, — N(A), it obviously also holds for |N,]| — N(X) since we are only considering

subsequences such that N, — | N, | — k. We will also need the following result, which
can be proved using the previous result or Lemma 2.16]

log N

> Nl 2

_ mwN
Tz e el =Ba( 3 1v(B) - m)) <

0<h<g

. (42)
N:(N(),--- 7Ng)

We now provide a proof of Theorem [[.3] Let f be a function of compact support and 4
such as in the hypothesis of the theorem. Using Corollary 2.7 we have
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/f(NPV(E@-V’N)(AiH - X)) dBY g
= Z /f Nov(E™) (i1 = M) Inpy=n dPY

N(),- Nq)
IV, €
= Z — /fNPV M) i1 — M) APV
=(Nyp, Nq)HNh ZVB
= > A ZN /f Nov(E]™) AN — M) APV
N=(No,,Ng) N v.B

\N(A)—LN*JKK

+0( ||f||ooexp<—K2>)

N! . i
N Z 1! Z‘J/VB /f (@) (A [hN])PV(E )()‘i+1[h,N] —)\i[h,N]))d]P’gh
N=(Ng,,N,
N V12K
logN log N)? log N M?
+O((eXp(—K2) ( )* 2 1l (\/—( Nl/z) X (N1/2) T)HVJCHOO>

If we manage to replace the term N(®<") (A, })pv( M) by N, pg(E[ }) then,
using the convergence (4] we can conclude.

By (.1 we can replace (9¢")(Xin ny) by (25")'(Aijp,Ny) in the last equation and obtain

an error of order K/N. Now, using that ®¢" is a transport from pg to :“V we see
that

pc(NijnN))
(‘I)Ehh)/()\i[h,N}) = e ,
*’ (‘I)e*’ (Nijn,Np))

G,N
h EVN

Pexs h(E [hN]) - i e*
/ b widn = [ e + 0N,

—0o0

Thus q)e*’h(Eﬁ];]\{\}ﬁ) = EiV’N + O(K/N) and using py = €, 4 pf/*’h on A, we see that

oy (B
P?’h(‘l)e*’h(Ai[h,N]))

N@"Y \pn)v (BDY) = Now pa (i)

We can replace A;j; Ny by EZG[hAIQﬁ in the right hand side with an error term o(N) with

high probability under Pgh using a very rough rigidity estimate that can be proved for
instance using Proposition 213l As (®€") is bounded by below and f is compact we
notice that N(\;11(5,N] — Aifn,N]) is of order 1 and we can conclude.

We can now proceed with the proof of Theorem [[L4l To simplify the notations, we will
do the proof when m = 1 but the proof for general m is identical.
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N! Z‘J/\fg < 2/3 N,e

= Z 1N, Z{/VB Hfh(N (Ahl_aof))dPV,B
N=(No,,Ng) 7 h=0

N' \]/VE J 2/3 N,e

= > i v | IT (VP 0 = af2))dPy
N=(N, N)HNh 2V,5 h=0
—(No, Ny : =

D S 5 5 1. N2 e.|)

N_ ,Ng)HNh! Z{/VB

N:(N07"' 7Ng)
IN(A)— IV« |§K

log N
o7y 1Vl + 1]l exp(~K2))

- i H/f (N2/3(@hY (~2)(\y +2))dBY

N=(No,,Ng) H ! VBh 0
IN(V=LNsJ[<K

+0(

(log N)3 logN)? logN  M?

B ) i + (v OB B A 191 ).

Using the fact that (®") is bounded by below on B and that fj is supported in
[—M; M] we obtain that |A\; + 2| remains bounded by < N2/3 Using (4.1]) we get

+0((exp(-K%) +

Fa(N#3(@") (=2) (A1 +2)) =fu(N3 (@) (ag,- )\ — ag,-))
O(M IV fll € =€)

This equation, along with ([@2]), shows that

g
J TIN5 s = ) a4
h=0

N! 5
— 3 TN 7Y /fh (N3 (@ehy (—2)(\ +2))dBY"
N=(No,-,N, ) VB h=0
N (N 12K

(log N)3 (logN)? logN  M?

S W o+ (Vimoe + =P+ ) [V ).

As Theorem 1.1 of [22] ensures the convergence of the expectation, we can conclude.

+0((exp(—K2) +
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We now come to the proof of Theorem Let 0 < h < g, i=[[NyJp-1+1 and
Ap(A) = [| Nylp—1 = [N(N)]p—1. As before we obtain

Ne
/ FINRO = &))dPyp = ) H]\zf\!fh! % / FIN?P ity = an, =) dPY S
N v
NI
+N<N; vy TN ZJVVB/f (N1 = ano.4)) APy 5.
- ) g
Ap(A)<0

We focus on the first term. Applying Corollary [277] we see that this term equals to

N e, =N,
2 T ZJVVB/ PN (=2) g +2)) G
N(A)— [Ny« ||ISK
Ny V)

Noticing that i[h, N] = [[Ny]]p—1 — [N]p—1 + 1, we deduce the theorem from Lemma
41
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