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AN ELEMENTARY APPROACH TO FREE ENTROPY THEORY FOR
CONVEX POTENTIALS

DAVID JEKEL

ABSTRACT. We present an alternative approach to the theory of free Gibbs states with
convex potentials. Instead of solving SDE’s, we combine PDE techniques with a notion of
asymptotic approximability by trace polynomials for a sequence of functions on My (C)7%
to prove the following. Suppose pun is a probability measure on on My (C)7, given by
uniformly convex and semi-concave potentials Vi, and suppose that the sequence DVy is
asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials. Then the moments of ux converge to a
non-commutative law A. Moreover, the free entropies x (), x(\), and x*(X) agree and equal
the limit of the normalized classical entropies of . B

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and Main Ideas. Since Voiculescu introduced free entropy of a non-commutative

law in @, @, @], a number of open problems have prevented a satisfying unification of the
theory (as explained in ﬂ_AT_lH) The free entropy x was defined by taking the limsup as N — oo
of the normalized log volume of the space of microstates, where the microstates are certain
tuples of N x N self-adjoint matrices having approximately the correct distribution. It is un-
clear whether using the liminf instead of lim sup would yield the same quantity. Voiculescu
also defined a non-microstates free entropy x* by integrating the free Fisher information of
X +t'/2S where S is a free semicirulcar family free from X, and conjectured that xy = x*.

Biane, Capitaine, and Guionnet ﬂa] showed that xy < x* as a consequence of their large
deviation principle for the GUE (see also [17]). The proof relied on stochastic differential equa-
tions relative to Hermitian Brownian motion and analyzed exponential functionals of Brownian
motion. Recent work of Dabrowski ﬂﬁ] combined these ideas with stochastic control theory
and ultraproduct analysis in order to show that y = x* for free Gibbs states defined by a
convex and sufficiently regular potential. This resolves this part of the unification problem for
a significant class of non-commutative laws.

This paper will prove a similar result to Dabrowski’s using deterministic rather than stochas-
tic methods. We want to argue as directly as possible that the classical entropy and Fisher’s
information of a sequence of random matrix models converge to their free counterparts. Let
us motivate and sketch the main ideas, beginning with the heuristics behind Voiculescu’s non-
microstates entropy x*.

Consider a non-commutative law A of an m-tuple and suppose A is the limit of a sequence
of random N x N matrix distributions py given by convex, semi-concave potentials Vi :
My (C)7t — R. Let o4 v be the distribution of m independent GUE matrices which each have
normalized variance t, and let o; be the non-commutative law of m free semicircular variables
which each have variance ¢. Let Viv ¢ be the potential corresponding to the convolution pn *o .
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The classical Fisher information Z satisfies

d 1 1
ahlen x o) = 5T 01x) = [IDVia(@) dluy «00.3)(@),

dt N2
and from this we deduce that

1 m 1 m 1 m
As N — oo, we expect the left hand side to converge to the microstates free entropy x(A)
because the distribution py should be concentrated on the microstate spaces of the law A. On
the other hand, we expect the right hand side to converge to the Voiculescu’s non-microstates
free entropy x*(\) defined by

') = l/ (% —P*(\E at)) dt + %log%re,
where ®* is the free Fisher information and A H o is the free convolution [40].

Under suitable assumptions on Vyy, the microstates free entropy x () is the lim sup of normal-
ized classical entropies of jy. On the right hand side, we want to show that N 3Z(uy*oy n) —
®*(A\Hoy) for all t > 0. Since the Fisher information is the L?(uy) norm squared of the score
function or (classical) conjugate variable DV ((z), we want to prove that the classical conju-
gate variables DVy () behave asymptotically like the free conjugate variables for A B o, for
all ¢.

This would not be surprising because classical objects associated to invariant random matrix
ensembles often behave asymptotically like their free counterparts. For instance, Biane showed
that the entrywise Segal-Bargman transform of non-commutative functions evaluated on N x N
matrices can be approximated by the free Segal-Bargman transform computed through analytic
functional calculus [5]. Similarly, Guionnet and Shlyakhtenko showed that classical monotone
transport maps for certain random matrix models approximate the free monotone transport
[22, Theorem 4.7]. Moreover, Dabrowski’s approach to prove xy = x* involved constructing
solutions to free SDE as ultraproducts of the solutions to classical SDE [13].

In section B4l we make precise the idea that a sequence of functions on My (C)7, has a
“well-defined, non-commutative asymptotic behavior” by defining asymptotic approximability
by trace polynomials (Definition B:24]). We assume that DVy at time zero has the approximation
property and must show that the same is true for DV, for all ¢.

First, we show that this property is preserved under several operations on sequences, includ-
ing composition and convolution with the Gaussian law oy ; (see §3.4). Then in §6l we analyze
the PDE that describes the evolution of Vi :. We show that for all ¢ the solution can be ap-
proximated in a dimension-independent way by applying a sequence of simpler operations, each
of which preserves asymptotic approximability by trace polynomials. We conclude that if the
initial data DVy is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, then so is DV, and
hence we obtain convergence of the classical Fisher information to the free Fisher information.

This proves the equality x(A) = x*(\) whenever a sequence of log-concave random matrix
models p converges to A in an appropriate sense (Theorem [I]). Another result (Theorem
[£1)), proved by similar techniques, establishes sufficient conditions for a sequence of log-concave
random matrix models pn to converge in moments to a non-commutative law A, so that The-
orem [Z.] can be applied. As a consequence, we show that x = x* for a class of free Gibbs
states.

1.2. Main Results. To fix notation, let My (C)", be space of m-tuples z = (z1,...,%y) of
self-adjoint N x N matrices and let [|z([, = (3, TN(LL'?))l/Q, where 7y = (1/N) Tr. We denote by
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||lz||, the maximum of the operator norms [|z;||. Recall that a trace polynomial f(z1,...,Zm)
is a linear combination of terms of the form

p(a) [[ (i (2)),
j=1

where p and p; are non-commutative polynomials in 1, ..., Zp,.

Consider a sequence of potentials Vy : My (C)”, — R such that Vy(z) — (c/2)||3:||§ is convex
and Vy(z) — (C’/2)||33||§ is concave for some 0 < ¢ < C. Define the associated probability
measure gy by

dun (x) =

LeiNzVN(”) dx, ZN = / e NV () g
ZN Mx (),

Assume that the sequence of normalized gradients DVy(z) = NVVx(z) is asymptoticallly
approximable by trace polynomials in the sense that for every e > 0 and R > 0, there exists a
trace polynomial f(z) such that

limsup sup |[[DVn(z)— f(2)]l, <e,

N—oo |z| <R
where ||z]|, denotes the maximum of the operator norms of the z;’s. Also, assume that
J(z —7n(x)) dpun (z) is bounded in operator norm as N — oo (it will be zero if py is unitarily
invariant or has expectation zero). In this case, we have the following. (To clarify the larger
picture, we include statements of the concentration estimates (1) and (3), although these are
standard and not proved in this paper.)

(1) There exists a constant Ry such that puy (|||, > Ro+6) < me=N¥/2 for § > 0.
(2) There exists a non-commutative law A such that

lim [ 7n(p(x)) dun(x) = A(p)

N —o00

for every non-commutative polynomial p.
(3) The measures py exhibit exponential concentration around A, in the sense that
. 1
Jim ~logun ([l < R 7w (p(z)) = Alp)] 2 6) <0
for every R > 0 and every non-commutative polynomial p.

(4) The law A has finite free entropy and we have

X = x() = () = Jim < () + Zlog N)

where x and x are respectively the limsup and liminf versions of microstates free
entropy, x* is the non-microstates free entropy, and h is the classical entropy.

(5) The same holds for py * oy and AH oy, where o, y is the law of m independent GUE
matrices with variance ¢t and o; is the law of m free semicircular variables with variance
t.

(6) The law A has finite free Fisher information. If Z is the classical Fisher information
and ®* is the free Fisher information, then

. 1 .
J\}gnoo FI(MN xopn) =D (ANHoy).

(7) The functions ¢ — 5Z(un * oy, n) and t — ©*(AH0y) are decreasing and Lipschitz in
t with the absolute value of the derivative bounded by C?*m(1 + Ct)~2.
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Here claims (1) through (3) come from Theorem 1] which is similar to the earlier results
[21, Theorem 4.4], |15, Proposition 50 and Theorem 51], [13, Theorem 4.4] plus standard results
on concentration of measure. Claims (4) through (7) come from Theorem [T which is similar
to [13, Theorem A].

In particular, we recover Dabrowski’s result [13, Theorem A] that x(A) = x(A) = x*(A\)
when the law )\ is a free Gibbs state given by a sufficiently regular convex non-commutative
potential V(X), because taking Viy = V will define a sequence of random matrix models py
which concentrate around the non-commutative law A.

Unlike Dabrowski, we do not provide an explicit formula for (d/dt)®(\ B o). However,
we are able to prove that ®(\ B oy) is Lipschitz in ¢ rather than merely having a derivative
in L?(dt) (and hence being Holder 1/2 continuous) as shown by Dabrowski. Our results also
allow slightly more flexibility in the choice of random matrix models, so that we do not have to
assume that Vi is given by exactly the same formula for every N or that Vi is exactly unitarily
invariant.

1.3. Organization of Paper. Section [ establishes notation and reviews basic facts from
non-commutative probability and random matrix theory.

SectionBldefines the algebra of trace polynomials and describes how they behave under differ-
entiation and convolution with Gaussians. We then introduce the notion that a sequence {¢n}
of functions My (C)™ — My(C)™ or C is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomi-
als. We show that this approximation property is preserved under several operations including
composition and Gaussian convolution.

Section [ proves Theorem [L.1] concerning the convergence of moments for the measure py
(claims (1) - (3) of §L.2). We evaluate [uduy for a Lipschitz function u as lim; oo TN u,
where T~ is the semigroup such that u; = TYNu solves the equation dyu; = (1/2N)Au; —
(N/2)VV - Vu;. We approximate TtVN by iterating simpler operations in order to show that if
NVYV, and uy are asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, then so is TtVN upn, and
hence that limy_,o0 [ un dun exists.

Section [l reviews the defintions of free entropy and Fisher’s information. We also show that
the microstates free entropies x(A) and x(\) are the lim sup and lim inf of normalized classical
entropies of f1x, provided that p concentrates around \ and satisfies some mild operator norm
tail bounds, and that {Vx} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials. Similarly, if
{NVVy} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, then the normalized classical
Fisher information converges to the free Fisher information.

Section [B] considers the evolution of the potential Vi (x,t) corresponding to un * oy v, where
ot n is the law of m independent GUE of variance ¢. Our goal is to show that if NVVy(z,0)
is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, then so is NVVy(z,t) for all ¢ > 0, so
that we can apply our previous result that the classical Fisher information converges to the
free Fisher information. As in §4] we construct the semigroup R; which solves the PDE as a
limit of iterates of simpler operations which are known to preserve asymptotic approximation
by trace polynomials.

Section [7] concludes the proof of our main theorem on free entropy and Fisher’s information
(Theorem [T]), which establishes claims (4) - (7) of §L.2] assuming a weakened version of the
hypothesis and conclusion of Theorem A1l

In section 8, we characterize the limiting laws A which arise in Theorem Tl as the free Gibbs
states for a certain class of potentials. In particular, we apply Theorem [l to show that x = x*
for several types of free Gibbs states considered in previous literature.
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Alice Guionnet, Benjamin Hayes, Dimitri Shlyakhtenko, Terence Tao, Yoshimichi Ueda, and
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DMS-1344970 and DMS-1500035. Part of this research was conducted at the Institute for Pure
and Applied Mathematics (IPAM) during the long program on Quantitative Linear Algebra in
Spring 2018. IPAM provided hospitality and a stimulating research environment where many
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2. PRELIMINARIES

The first subsection 2.7 fixes certain notations which will be used throughout the paper. The
other subsections of §2] discuss background that they reader may refer to as needed.

2.1. Notation for Matrix Algebras. Let My (C) denote the N x N matrices over C and
let Mn(C)sq be the self-adjoint elements. Note that My (C)T is a real inner product space
with the inner product (z,y)p, = 27:1 Tr(z,y;) for ¢ = (z1,...,2m) and y = (Y1,- .., Ym)-
Moreover, My (C) can be canonically identified with the complexification C ®@g My (C)s, by
decomposing a matrix into its self-adjoint and anti-self-adjoint parts.

Being a real-inner product space, My(C)y, is isomorphic to R™V . An explicit choice of
coordinates can be made using the following orthonormal basis for My (C)s,:

1 1 ) )
(2.1) BN = {Ekyk}N: U {—Ekye + —Ezﬁk} U {_Ek,l — —Egﬁk} .
V2 V2 ket V2 V2 K<t

This basis has the property that for any z,y, z € My (C), we have

(2.2) Z xbybz = xz Tr(y),
beBN
which follows from an elementary computation.

We denote the norm corresponding to Tr by | - | (essentially the Euclidean norm). We
denote the normalized trace by 7n = % Tr. We denote the corresponding inner product by
(,9)y = 5= ™~ (25y;) and the norm by ||-[|,. For z € My(C), we denote the operator norm
by ||z||. Similarly, if z = (z1,...,2m,m) € Mn(C)™, we denote ||z| ., = max;|z;]|.

The symbols V and A will respresent the gradient and Laplacian operators with respect
to the coordinates of My (C)s, in the non-normalized inner product (-,-);,. The symbols
D and Ly will denote the normalized versions NV and (1/N)A respectively, as well as the
corresponding linear transformations on the algebra of trace polynomials. This normalization
and notation will be explained and justified in §3.2

2.2. Non-Commutative Probability Spaces and Laws. The following are standard defi-
nitions and facts in non-commutative probability. For further background, see |42, 27].

Definition 2.1. A von Neumann algebra is a unital C-algebra M of bounded operators on a
Hilbert space ‘H which is closed under adjoints and closed in the weak operator topology.

Definition 2.2. A tracial von Neumann algebra or non-commutative probability space is a von
Neumann algebra M together with a bounded linear map 7 : M — C which is continuous in
the weak operator topology and satisfies 7(1) = 1, 7(zy) = 7(yx), and 7(z*z) > 0. The map 7
is called a trace.

Definition 2.3. For m > 1, we denote by NCP,, = C(Xy,...,X,,) the algebra of non-
commutative polynomials in X1, ..., X,,,. A non-commutative law (for an m-tuple) is a map

A : NCP,,, — C such that
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(1) X is linear,
(2) X is unital (that is, A(1) = 1),
(3) A is completely positive, that is, for any matrix P with entries in C(X7,..., X,,), the
matrix A\(P*P) is positive semi-definite.
(4) A is tracial, that is, A(p(X)q(X)) = A(¢(X)p(X)).
We denote by X, the space of non-commutative laws equipped with the topology of pointwise
convergence on C(Xy,...,X,,), that is, convergence in non-commutative moments.

Definition 2.4. We say that a non-commutative law X is bounded by R if we have
AN Xy, o, X5,)| < R™
We denote the space of such laws by £, r.

Definition 2.5. Suppose that z1, ...x,;, are bounded self-adjoint elements of a tracial von
Neumann algebra (M, 7). Then the law of © = (1,...,zy) is the map

Az 1 C(Xq,..., Xpn) = C:p(X) = 7(p(x)).

Definition 2.6. Let My(C) be the algebra of N x N matrices over C. Let 7y = & Tr be
the normalized trace. Then (My(C),7n) is a tracial von Neumann algebra, and hence for any
tuple of self-adjoint matrices = (x1,..., &y ), the law A, is defined by Definition

Proposition 2.7. The space ¥, r is compact, separable, and metrizable. Moreover, every
W€ o r can be realized as A, for some tuple x = (z1,...,%m) of self-adjoint elements of a
tracial von Neumann algebra (M, ) with |z||, < R.

2.3. Non-commutative L*-norms. On several occasions, we will need to use the non-commutative
L* norms for a € [1,+00]. (Here we use « rather than p since the letter p will often be used

for a polynomial.) If y is any element of a tracial von Neumann algebra (M, 1), then we de-

fine |y| = (y*y)'/? defined using continuous functional calculus. For o € [0, +00), we define
lyll, = 7(Jy|*)*/*. We also define ||y||,, to be the operator norm.

Proposition 2.8. If (M, ) is a tracial von Neumann algebra and o € [1,+00], then ||,
defines a norm. Moreover, we have the non-commutative Holder inequality

21 2l < 21y, - l2nlly,
whenever
1 1 1
4= =,
a1 a, o

Moreover, we have |7(y)| < ||yl -

A standard proof of the Holder inequality uses polar decomposition, complex interpolation,
and the three lines lemma. We will in fact only need this inequality for the trace 7y on My (C).
Modulo renormalization of the trace, the inequality for matrices follows from the treatment of
trace-class operators in |34]; see especially Thm. 1.15 and Thm. 2.8, as well as the references
cited on p. 31. For the setting of von Neumann algebras, a convenient proof can be found in
[12, Thm. 2.4 - 2.6]; for an overview and further history see [29, §2].

Remark 2.9. One can define the non-commutative L* norm for a tuple (y1,...,4m) as

Ul )Y, @€ 1, 400)
1t )l = <
max; [|y;l, o = +o0.

However, for tuples, we will only need to use the 2 and co norms.
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2.4. Free Independence, Semicircular Law, and GUE. We will use the following standard
definitions and facts from free probability. For further background, refer to |36, 137, 42, 27, [1].

Let (M, 1) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, and let Ay, ..., A, be unital x-subalgebras
of M. Then we say that Ay, ..., A, are freely independent if given ay, ..., ap with a; € A;;
and i; # ;41 and 7(a;) = 0 for each j, we have also 7(a1 ...ax) = 0.

In particular, if Sy, ..., S, are subsets of M, then we say that they are freely independent
if the unit *-subalgebras they generate are freely independent. Thus, for instance, self-adjoint
elements x1, ..., x,, of M are freely independent if given polynomials fi, ..., fr and indices
il, ey ’Lk with ij }é ij+1 such that T(fj (le)) = O, we have also T(fl(Xil) RPN fk(X’Lk)) =0.

The free convolution of two non-commutative laws p and v (of self-adjoint m-tuples) is
defined as the non-commutative law of (z1 + y1,...,Zm + ym), given that {x1,...,2,,} and
{y1,...,Ym} are freely independent and the non-commutative law of (21, ..., 2, ) is 4, and the
non-commutative law of (y1, ..., ¥m) is v. Then B is well-defined, independent of the particular
choice of operators that realize the laws p and v. Moreover, HH commutative and associative.

If X4, ..., X,, are freely independent, then their joint law is determined by the individual
laws of the X;’s, each of which is represented by a compactly supported probability measure
on R. The semicircle law (of mean zero and variance 1) is the probability measure given by
density (1/2m)v4 — 221|_3 9)(x) dz. We denote by o; the non-commutative law of m freely
independent semicircular random variables which each have mean zero and variance ¢ (that is,
01(X;) =0 and 04(X7) = t).

These free semicircular families play the role of multivariable Gaussians in free probability.
Moreover, they form a semigroup under free convolution, that is, o5 B oy = 054+.

We denote by o¢ n the probability distribution on My (C)7: for m independent GUE matrices
of normalized variance t, that is,

d0't7N($) =

exp | —N Tr(x?)/2t | dz,
Tns &P ; (3)/

where Zy + is chosen so that o; n is a probability measure. It is well known that the indepen-
dent GUE matrices behave in the limit like freely independent semicircular random variables,
although we shall directly prove the specific properties we use in g3

2.5. Concentration and Operator Norm Tail Bounds. The following is a standard con-
centration estimate for uniformly log-concave random matrix models. The best known proof
goes through the log-Sobolev inequality and Herbst’s argument (see |1, §4.4.2]), although it can
also be proved directly using the heat semigroup directly as in [26]. We state the theorem here
with free probabilistic normalizations.

Theorem 2.10. Suppose that V : My(C)™ — R is a potential such that V(z) — (c/2)| |3 is
convex. Define

du(z) = %exp(—NQV(:v)) dx, 7Z = /exp(—N2V(:v)) dx.

Suppose that f : My(C)Z, — R is K-Lipschitz with respect to ||-||,. Then
(s f(a) — [ fdp>06) < N0 /2K7
and since the same estimate can be applied to —f, we have also
pla | (@) = [ fdpu| > 6) < 2e7eN0/2K%,

In particular, this concentration estimate applies to the GUE law o,y with ¢ = 1/¢t. In
addition to the concentration estimate, we will also use the fact that such uniformly convex
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random matrix models have subgaussian moments and therefore have good tail bounds on the
probability of large operator norm. The following theorem is a special case of [23, Theorem
1.1] and the application to random matrix models is taken from the proof of [20, Theorem 3.4].

Theorem 2.11. Let V' and p be as in Theorem [210, and suppose that f: My(C)7, — R is
convex. Let a = [xdu(x). Then

[ta-ayin) < [ 1w docrno).

In particular, if ||z||, denotes the L™ norm from §2.3, then for every a € [1,400] and €
[1,400), we have

[z = asl duto) < [l doer (o)

Proof. The convexity assumption on V' means that u has a log-concave density with respect to
the Gaussian measure o.-1 y(y). Therefore, the first claim follows from Hargé’s theorem [23,
Theorem 1.1]. The second claim follows because norms on vector spaces are convex functions,
and the function ¢ — ¢ is convex for 5 > 1. O

Corollary 2.12. Let Vy : Mn(C)sq — R be a function such that Vi (x) — (c/2)||:1:||§ is convex
and let puy be the corresponding measure. Let ay ; = [ xjdun(z). Then

limsup/”azj —an |l dun (z) < 2¢7Y2,

N— oo
and
pn (@l > [llysll dun (y;) +0) < e N/2,

Proof. In light of Theorem .11] for the first claim of the Corollary, it suffices to check the
special case 0.1 y. This special case is a standard result in random matrix theory; see for
instance the proof of [1, Theorem 2.1.22]. The second claim follows from Theorem after
we observe that the function on My (C)¥, given by x  ||z;| ., is N'/2-Lipschitz with respect
to |1 0

2.6. Semi-convex and Semi-concave functions. We recall the following terminology and
facts about semi-convex and semi-concave functions. These facts are typically applied to func-
tions from R™ — R, but of course they hold equally well if R™ is replaced by a finite-dimensional
real inner product space. In particular, we focus on the case of My (C)7:.

A function u : My(C)™ — R is semi-convex if there exists some ¢ € R such that u(z) —
(¢/2) ||a:||§ is convex. If this holds for some ¢ > 0, then w is said to be uniformly convex. Similarly,
u: My(C)t — R is said to be semi-concave if there exists C' € R such that u(z) — (C/2)||x||§
is concave, and it is uniformly concave if this holds for some C' < 0.

Fix m and N. For ¢ < C be real numbers. Then we define

Emn(c,C)={u: MNn(C)], - R: u(:v)—(c/2)||x||§ is convex and u(m)—(C/2)||:v||§ is concave}.
We will often suppress m and N in the notation and simply write (¢, C'). Throughout the
paper, we rely on the following basic properties of functions in £(c, C).

Proposition 2.13.

(1) The space E(c, C) is closed under translation, averaging with respect to probability mea-
sures, and pointwise limits.
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(2) A function u is in E(c,C) if and only if for every point xy € Mn(C)7,, there exists
some p € My (C) such that

sa

c C
M%%+@w—w®¢+j@—wﬂ§Suu)ﬁwﬂ0+@w—wwaﬂ@—wﬂ§

2
(3) In particular, if u € E(c,C), then u is differentiable everywhere.

(4) If u € E(c, C), then the gradient Du is max(|c|, |C|)-Lipschitz with respect to ||-||,.
(5) If u e &E(c,C), then

2 2
cllz —ylly < (Du(x) = Duly), = —y), < Cllz =yl

(6) If u e E(c,C) for some ¢ >0, then u is bounded below and achieves a global minimum
at its unique critical point.

Sketch of proof. (1) One follows from elementary computation and the fact that the same holds
for the class of convex functions.

(2), (3) The convex functions u(x) — (c/2)||x||§ and (C/2)||x||§ — u(z) must have supporting
hyperplanes at xo. This yields one vector p which satisfies the left inequality of (2) and another
vector p’ satisfying the right inequality. Then one checks that p must equal p’ and this implies
that u is differentiable at z.

(4), (5) One can check these inequalities for smooth functions in &, ¢ directly using Taylor
expansions and calculus. Consider a general u € & ¢. Let u, = u * p,, where p, be a smooth
probability density supported in the ball of radius 1/2 around 0. Then w, is smooth and
U, — u locally uniformly. Also, u, € &.¢ by (1), hence Du,, is max(|c|, |C|)-Lipschitz. By
the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, after passing to a subsequence, we may assume that Du,, converges
locally uniformly to some F'. It follows from local uniform convergence of Du,, that F' = Du.
Moreover, since (4) and (5) hold for Du,,, they also hold for Du. O

3. TRACE POLYNOMIALS

In this secion, we consider the algebra of trace polynomials in non-commutative variables X7,
ooy Xm, first defined in [31)], [32]. Asin [30], |9], [16], we describe how trace polynomials behave
under differentiation (§32) and convolution with Gaussian (§33]). Finally, in §3:4] we define
the property of asymptotic approximability by trace polynomials for a sequence of functions
on My (C)7, which is one of the key technical tools in our proof.

sa’

3.1. Definition.

Definition 3.1. We define the algebra of scalar-valued trace polynomials, or TrP?n, as follows.
Let V be the vector space NCP,,, / Span(pq — ¢p : p,q € NCP,,,). We define the vector space
oo
(3.1) TP), = H Ve,
n=0
where © is the symmetric tensor power over C. Then TrP?n forms a commutative algebra
with the tensor operator ® as the multiplication. We denote the element py ® --- ©® p, by
T(p1) ... 7(pp) where 7 is a formal symbol.

To state the definition more suggestively, an element of TrP?n is a linear combination of
terms of the form 7(p1(X))...7(pn(X)) where p1, ..., p, are non-commutative polynomials
in Xy,...,X,, and 7 is a formal symbol thought of as the trace. By forming a quotient vector
space, we identify 7(pq) with 7(gp). The trace polynomials form a commutative *-algebra TrP?,
over C where the *-operation is

(3.2) (T(p1(X)) .- 7(pn(X)))" = 7(p2(X)") ... 7(pn(X)")
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and the multiplication operation is the one suggested by the notation.
We define TrP%, to be the vector space

TrPF = TeP?, @C(X1, ..., X,n)®F.

We call the elements of TrP}n operator-valued trace polynomials. We use the term trace poly-
nomials more generally to describe elements of TrP% or tuples of elements from TrP¥ . Note
that TrP,ln forms a x-algebra because it is the tensor products of two x-algebras.

Definition 3.2. Suppose that M is a von Neumann algebra with trace o. Given f € TrP}n
and a self-adjoint tuple © = (z1, ..., ;) of elements of M, we define f(z) to the element of M
given by formally evaluating f with the formal symbol X repalce by x and the formal symbol
7 replaced with o. For instance if f(X) = po(X) @ 7(p1(X))...7(pn(X)) in TrP. | then

f(@) = po(@)o(p1(2)) ... o(pn(z)).

In particular, we define f(z) when x is an m-tuple of self-adjoint N x N matrices by setting
T =TN.

Definition 3.3. If f € TrP?, and ) is a non-commutative law, we define the evaluation A(f)
to be the number obtained by replacing the symbol 7 with A\ everywhere in f. For example, if
f(Xl, X27X3) = T(Xl)T(Xng) + T(X%), then we define

M) = AMf(X1, - X)) = MXD)AMX2X5) + A(X3).

Definition 3.4. We define the degree for elements of NCP,,, and Tran as follows. If p € NCP,,
is a monomial p(X1,...,X,,) = X;, ... X;,, then we define deg’(p) = d. If p1, ..., p, and q1,

.., g are non-commutative monomials, then consider the element 7(p1) ... 7(pr )1 ® - @ qi €
TrP* | and define

deg (7(p1) ... 7T(pe)q1 ® -+ @ qr) = deg/(p1) . . . deg’ (pe) deg(q1) - . . deg’(qr).

For general f € TrP% | we define the degree deg(f), as the infimum of max(deg’(f1), . . ., deg’(f¢)),
where f = fi +--- + f; and each f; is a product of non-commutative monomials and traces
of non-commutative monomials as above. Similarly, for general f € NCP,,, we define deg(f)
as the infimum of max(deg’(f1),...,deg’(f;)) where f = f1 + -+ + f; and each f; is a non-
commutative monomial.

Remark 3.5. One can check that if f is a product of monomials as above, then deg(f) = deg’(f).
Moreover, the degree makes TrP? and TrP! into graded algebras. Finally, we observe that
f € TrPY, or TrP! | then the function on My (C)™ defined by =+ f(z) is a polynomial in the
entries of x1,..., T, and the degree of x — f(x) with respect to the entries is bounded above
by the degree of f in TrP?n or TrP,ln. None of these facts will be used in what follows, so we
omit the proofs.

We also observe that there is a composition operation (TrP. )™ x (TrPL )™ — (TrP. )™
defined just as one would expect from manipulations in My (C). If f,g € (TrPL,)™, we define
f(g(x)) by substituting g;(x) as the j-th argument of f. Then we multiply elements out by
treating the terms of the form 7(p) like scalars. For instance, if f(Y1,Y2) = (7(Y1Y2)Y2, Y1 +
7(Y2)Ys) and g(X1, Xa) = (7(X1) X2 + X1, X1), then f o g(X1, X2) = (Z1, Z2), where

Zy = (1[7(X1) X2 + X1]X1) X1 = 7(X1)7( X2 X1) X1 + 7(X) Xy
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and
T(Xl)Xg + X1+ XlT[(T(Xl)XQ + X1)2]
T(Xl)XQ + X1 + T[T(X1)2X22 + T(Xl)XQXl + T(Xl)XlXQ + X12]X1
=7(X1)X2+ X1+ [T(Xl)QT(XQQ) + 7(X1)7( X2 X7) + 7(X1)7(X1 X2) + T(Xf)]Xl
= 7(X1) X2 + X1 + 7(X1)*7(X3) X1 + 27(X1)7(X2 X1) X1 + 7(X7) X1
One can check that composition on (TrP} )™ is well-defined. Moreover, if f and g are self-
adjoint elements of (TrP}, )™, then they define functions My (C)7 — My(C)7, and the element

fog € (TrP} )™ defined abstractly will product a function My(C)™ — My(C)™ which is the
composition of the corresponding functions for f and g.

3.2. Differentiation of Trace Polynomials. In this section, we give explicit formulas for
the gradient and Laplacian of trace polynomials and in particular show that these operations
have a well-defined limit as N — oo (see [30], [9], [16, §3]). We first recall the free difference
quotients of Voiculescu [40].

Definition 3.6. We define the free difference quotient (or simply non-commutative derivative)
D, : NCP,,, =+ NCP,, ® NCP,,, by

ln Z le-- Qg 1®X1k+1"'Xin'

kiig=j

We also define D; : NCPE" — NCPE" ! by

D;[X;

Dilp1 @+ @pa]l =D p1 @+ @ pr—1 @ Djpr @ Pt @+ @ p.

Then of course D¥ is a well-defined map NCPZ" — NCP" Tk,

Remark 3.7. We caution the reader that the normalization for D7 f here differs from that of
[40] by a factor of n!.

Definition 3.8. We define the cyclic derivative Dj : NCP,,, — NCP,, as the linear map given
by

DO[ Z sz+1--- in X’il"'Xik—l'

kiig=j

Definition 3.9. Given an algebra A (e.g. NCP,,), we define the hash operation as the bilinear
map (A ® A) x A given by (a1 ® a2)#b = ajbas.

Ezample 3.10. Let X = (X1, X2, X3) and define f(X) = X; X2 X?X3X5. Then
Dif(X)=1® XoX2X5Xs + X1X2 ® X1X3Xs + X1 X2 X1 ® X3 Xo
DYf(X) = Xo X7 X3Xo + X1 X3X0 X1 X + X3 X0 X1 X0 X7,
Dif(X)#Y = Y XoX2X3Xs + X1 XoV X1 X5X2 + X1 X2X1Y X3 Xo.
To compute D? f(X) = D1[D1 f(X)], we would add together the three terms
Di1® XoX2X3Xs] = 1® Xo ® X1 X3X0 + 1@ Xo X1 x X3Xo
Di[X1 X2 ® X1 X35X2] = 1® Xo ® X1 X5Xo + X1.X2 ® 1@ X3 Xo
D[ X1 XX @ X3Xo] =10 X2 X7 @ X3Xo+ X1 X2 ®1® X3Xs.
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Now we can define derivatives for scalar-valued and non-commutative trace polynomials that
correspond with differentiation with respect to the standard coordinates on My (C)™.. We begin
with the gradient.

To fix notation, recall that in §2.1] we gave a canonical orthonormal basis for My (C)g,
with respect to the inner product (x,y) = Tr(z*y). Using these coordinates, we may iden-

tify My(C)sq with RV and hence identify My (C)™ with R™N". Similarly, we identify the

sa

complexification C ® My (C)™ with My(C)™ and with C™*. For f : My(C)™ — C and

sa sa

x=(T1,...,Zm) € Mn(C)T we denote by Vf(z) € My(C)™ the gradient computed in these

sa?

coordinates; similarly, we denote by V; f(z) € Mn(C) the gradient with respect to z; computed
in these coordinates.

Definition 3.11. Define the jth gradient operator TrP? — TrP} by
(3.3) D; lH T(pk)‘| = ZD;pk H 7(pe)-
k=1 k=1 t#k

Note that D; is defined so as to obey the Leibniz rule (that is, it is a derivation).
Lemma 3.12. If f € TrP?, is viewed as a function My(C)™ — My (C)™ = C, then we have

1
(3.4) Vilf(@)] = 5 [D;fl(@).
Similarly, for F : My(C)7, — My(C)™, let J;F denote the Jacobian linear transformation

sa
(a.k.a. Fréchet derivative) with respect to x;. Then for a non-commutative polynomial p, we

have

(3.5) [Jip(x)|(y) = [Dip)(x)#y,
and hence by the product rule for p € NCP,, and f € TrP,On, we have
(3.6) [Ji (0f)(@)](y) = ([Dspl(@)#y) f(x) + p(2)7n ([D; f1(2)y)-

Proof. By standard computations, for a non-commutative polynomial p and y € My (C)sq, we
have

[Jip(@)](y) = [Djpl(z)#y
Vil (0))(2) = 5 [D5(0).
The claims (4] and @) now follow from the product rule. O

Next, we can define the algebraic Laplacian operators on TrP?n and TrP,ln, which correspond
to computing the Laplacian on scalar-valued or vector-valued functions on My (C)7 | still using
the coordinates given in §2.11

For f: Mn(C)7: — C, let A;f be the Laplacian with respect to the coordinates of the j-th
matrix x;. Note that Af = 337" | A;f. Similarly, if f: Mn(C)3, — Mn(C) is an operator-
valued function, we define A; f and A f by applying A; and A entrywise (as is standard notation
for the Laplacian of a vector-valued function).

Motivated by ([2.2) and the computation in Lemma [3.I8] below, we define the map 7 :
NCP®? — TrP., by

n(p1 @ p2 ® p3) = p1ps7(p2).

Definition 3.13. We define L; and Ly ; : TrP%, — TrP?, to be the unique linear operators
such that

(3.7) Ly{r(p)] = L [r(p)] = 7 o n[D2p] for p € NCP,, .
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and such that the following product rule is satisfied:
(3.8) Li[f - 91 = Lj[f] - g + f - Ljlg]

(39) LicslF -0 = Insl)- 0+ £ - L slo] + 557(Ds T - Dyg).

Then we define L = 37" | L;j and Ly = >, Lnj.

Remark 3.14. To show the existence of operators Ly ; and L; satisfying [3.7)) and the product
rule, one can define Ly ; more explicitly as the linear operator TrP?n — TrP?n given by

Ly jlr(p1) - 7(pa)l = > 7 on[D?pi] - [[ 7(0i) + % SN @spe - Do) I 7(0)-
k=1

i#£k k=1 l#k £kl

and check that this operator satisfies the product rule. Moreover, the uniqueness of the operator
Ly,; satisfying (37) and the product rule follows from the fact that TrP?n is spanned by
products of terms of the form 7(p) for p € NCP,,. The argument for the existence and
uniqueness of L; is the same.

Ezample 3.15. Let X = (X1,X2). Consider f(X) = 7(f1(X))7(f2(X)) where f1(X) =
X1X2X1X3 and fQ(X) = X%Xl Then

Di[r(f1)] = Dy f1 = Xo X1 X5 + X3X1 Xo
Dy[r(f2)] = D5 fa = X3,
and
Li[r(f1)] = Ly alr(f1)] = Ton[Di 1] = T[n[1 © X2 © X3]] = 7[1 - X3] - 7[X2]
Li[7(f2)] = Lna[r(f2)] = 0.
Therefore, we have
Li[f] = La[r (SOl (f2) + 7(f1) La[r(f2)] = 7(X3)7(X2)T(X5X1) + 0
Lyalf] = Lyalr(fO)lr(f2) + 7(f1)Lnalr(f2)] + %T[Diflpffz]

= 7(X3)7(Xo)T(X3 X)) + XoX1 X3+ X3X1X5)X3].

2
WT[(
One can carry out a similar computation for Lo[f] and Ly o[f] and thus find L[f] and Ly o[f].

Since we will also deal with the Laplacians of matrix-valued functions on matrices, we also
need to define the algebraic Laplacian on operator-valued trace polynomials.

Definition 3.16. We also define L; and Ly ; : TrP}, — TrP} to be the unique linear operators
on the operator-valued trace polynomials such that

(3.10) L;[p] = L ;[p] = n[D}p] for p € NCP,,

and the following product rule is satisfied for p € NCP,, and f € TrP?n:
(3.11) Lilp- f1 = Ljlpl - f +p- L;[f]

(312) Lialp- £ = Inslpl - £+ Lvslf] + g Dip#Ds .

where L;[f] and Ly ;[f] are given by Definition B.I3] Then we define L = ZT:I L; and
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Remark 3.17. The argument for the existence and uniqueness of the operators L; and Ly ; on
TrP,ln is similar to the argument for TrP?n, only that it relies on the previous scalar-valued case
since the scalar-valued case was used in the product rule.

Lemma 3.18. Let f € TYPY,. Viewing f is a function My (C)" — C, we have
(3.13) Ajf(z) = N[Ln;fl(x)  Af(x) = N[Ly[f](2).
The same formula holds if f € TrPL and f is viewed as a function My(C)™ — My(C).

Proof. We begin with the special case of computing the Laplacian of p € NCP,, (as a matriz-
valued function). To differentiate, we use the basis By given by (Z1]). Note that

d2
Ajp(z) = a2,

beBN

= 3 Dhp)#b o)

beEBN
Nn(Djp))(x),
= [Ln,;pl(x)
where the second-to-last equality follows from (2.2)).

Next, we consider the case of computing the Laplacian of 7 (p) (as a scalar-valued function)
for p € NCP,,,. Since 7 is a linear map My (C) — C, we have

Ajlrn (p(x))] = v (A;p(2)),

where the Laplacian A; on the left hand side is applied to a scalar-valued function and on the
right hand side it is applied to a matrix-valued function. Therefore, it follows from the previous
computation that

70f(:1717" s Lj—1,Tj +tbaxj+17" .,CCm)

Ajlrn (p(@))] = Na ([0(D3p)](2)) = [Lav sl (0)]] ().

For the general case of scalar-valued trace polynomials, recall that the vector space of trace
polynomials is spanned by elements of the form f = 7(p1)...7(pn) where p; € NCP?,. Let
fi=71(p;) € TrP,On. The Laplacian A; of a product of a functions can be computed using the
product rule of differentiation as

2) =3 U@ @) + 3 S TV, @)V, fel@) T file
k=1

i£k k=1 (#£k ik 0

The special cased proved above shows that A;[fx(x)] = N[Ln ;f](x). Moreover, by (3.4, we
have V;[fx(2))] = +[D; fx](z). Thus, we have

= 3" NEns Al [T + 5 3 S (1D Al @ID; ) T At
k=1

i#£k k=1 l#k £kl

Because of the product rule in the definition of Ly ;, the right hand side equals N[Ly ; f](z).
This completes the proof of ([BI3)) in the scalar-valued case. The proof for the operator-valued
case is similar, using the cases proved above, as well as [8.4]) and (B3.4)). O

Corollary 3.19. Let f € TrPY, or TvPL . If we view f as a function on My (C)"
is a trace polynomial of lower degree than f, and we have coefficient-wise

lim CAf(r) = i Lyf(r) = Lf(a)

N—oco N

then Af

sa’
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Remark 3.20. We have shown that if f is a scalar-valued trace polynomial, then viewed as a
map My (C)7 — C, we have

Du=NVf,  Lyf= %Af.

Therefore, in the rest of the paper, we will freely write Df and Ly f for NV and (1/N)Af
for general functions f : Myn(C)?, — C. The same considerations apply to the Laplacian for
operator-valued trace polynomials, viewed as maps My (C)7, — My(C).

3.3. Convolution of Trace Polynomials and Gaussians. Let [ € TrP?n or f € TrP,ln.
Then viewing f is a function defined on My (C)7, we may define the convolution of f with the
probability measure o, y (the law of an m-tuple of independent GUE). This is equivalent to the
classical convolution of f with the function My (C)7 — R giving the density of the measure
ot n. Moreover, f; = f * o v is the solution to the heat equation with initial condition f, or

more precisely
1
O ft = =—=Afs.
i ft N Jt

(The integral formula for the solution to the heat equation with the Laplacian A is well-known
[19, §2.3], and to solve the equation with (1/2N)A one renormalizes time by a factor of 1/2N,
and this corresponds precisely to our normalizations in the definition of on ;. We leave this
computation to the reader.)

We showed in the last subsection that Ly = %A on trace polynomials is given by a purely
algebraic computation. Moreover, examining the construction of Ly, one can see that it maps
trace polynomials of degree < d to trace polynomials of degree < d. We can view Ly and L
as linear transformations on the finite-dimensional vector space of trace polynomials of degree
< d and define exp(tLy/2) and exp(tL/2) by the matrix exponential.

Because this holds for any d, we know that exp(¢tLy/2) and exp(tL/2) define linear trans-
formations TrP?, — TrP? and TrP., — TrP},. Moreover, a standard computation shows that
ft = exp(tLn/2)f satisfies the heat equation 9;f; = (1/2)Ly f:. These observations, together
with Corollary [3.19 yield the following.

Lemma 3.21. Let f be a trace polynomial in TrPY, or TrP;,. Then we have

(3.14) o * f(x) = [exp(tLn/2)f](x),
with deg(exp(tLn/2)f) < deg(f), and we have
(3.15) J\}E)n exp(tLy/2)f = exp(tL/2)f coefficient-wise.

Bzample 3.22. Let X = (Xi,...,X,;) and define f(X) = 327", X7. Note that D3[f(X)] =
2(1®1®@1) for each j, and hence L[7(f)] = 2m = Ly[7(f)]. We also have D5 f = 2X;. Hence,

LIr(f)*) = 2LIr(D)lr(f) = 4m7(f)
Lu[r(f)*) = 2L[r(f)r(f) +2 3 7(D} f - D} f)

j=1

Therefore, (L/2)[7(f)?] = 2m7(f) and (L/2)[7(f)] = m. Thus, the span of 7(f)?, 7(f), and 1
is invariant under the operator L/2, and L/2 is given by a nilpotent matrix on this subspace.
Direct computation then shows that

e 20 ()?] = 7(f)? 4 2mtr(f) + m*2.
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A similar computation shows that
eTENR(T()2] = 7(f)? + 2m(1 + 2/N)tr (f) + 2m? (1 + 2/N?)t? /2.
Thus, as N — 400, we have e "EN/2[7(£)2] — e~ t/2[7(f)?].
The probabilistic interpretation of f % oy y = exp(tLn/2)f, which follows from a standard
computation, is that oy v * f(x) is the expectation of f(z + t'/2Y"), where Y is an m-tuple of

independent GUE of variance 1. Moreover, for any probability measure p on My (C)7, with
finite moments, we have

616) [ F@dus o)) = [y D) du) = [lexp(tLy/2)f)(e) dulz).

In the free setting, the operator exp(¢L/2) has a similar relationship with the free convolution
with ;. This fact is standard in free probability, but because we need it for Lemmas and
[4l below, we include a sketch of the proof here.

Lemma 3.23. Let A € ¥, r be a non-commutative law. Then for any trace polynomial f €
Ter, we have

(3.17) ABo,(f) = Aexp(tL/2) ).

Proof. Because free convolution with o; forms a semigroup and exp(tL/2) is also a semigroup,
it suffices to prove that

1
=] ABou(f) = ML),
By the product rule, it suffices to handle the case of f = 7(p) for p € NCP,,, by showing that
1 2
= L:OA Bo(p) = 5A0(Djp))-

Let X = (X1,...,X,,) be a random variable with law A and let S = (S1,...,Sn) be a freely
independent tuple of semi-circulars realized together in a von Neumann algebra (M, 7). We

want to compute %} 7(p(X +t'/2S)). But note that

p(X +t/28) = tl/QZDp V#S; + = t Z D, Dyp(X)#(S; @ Si) + O(t3/?)
7,k=1

A moment computation with free independence shows that the terms of order t'/2 have expec-
tation zero, and so do the terms of order ¢ with j # k. We are left with

1 n
1/2 - _
dt‘to p(X +tY/28)) 2;:1:7 £(S; 9 S;)),
which using freeness evaluates to (1/2) >0, T(nDip(X)) = 7((1/2)Lp(X)). O

3.4. Asymptotic Approximation by Trace Polynomials. Now we are ready to define the
approximation property which captures the asymptotic behavior of functions on My (C)7.

Definition 3.24. A sequence of functions ¢y : Mn(C)7 — My (C)™ is said to be asymp-
totically approximable by trace polynomials if for every € > 0 and R > 0, there exists some

f € (TrP} )™ (an m-tuple of operator-valued trace polynomials) such that

limsup sup |oén(z)— f(z)|, <€
N <R

=00 |zl <
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In this case, we call f an (e, R)-approzimation of {¢n}. We make the same definitions for
functions ¢y : My (C)7 — C, except that we use scalar-valued trace polynomials (elements of
Tran) and apply the absolute value rather than the 2-norm.

Observation 3.25. If f € (TrPL)™ and if fy denotes the map My(C)™ — My (C)™ given
by x — f(x), then fn is asymptotically approzimable by trace polynomials. Also, asymptotically
approximable sequences form a vector space over C.

Observation 3.26. Let {Qb%)}N,EGN be a sequence of functions where (b%) : My(C)r —
Mp(C)™. Suppose that {¢n} is another sequence such that for every R > 0,

lim limsup sup Hd)%)(:zr) —on ()], =0.

700 Nooo |lal| <R

If{¢%)}NeN is asymptotically approzimable by trace polynomials for each £, then so is {¢n}Nen-
The same holds in the case of scalar-valued functions and scalar-valued trace polynomials.

Lemma 3.27. Let ¢on,¢n : Mn(C)7, — Mn(C)2.. Suppose that {¢pn} and {¢n} are both

asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, and furthermore suppose that {dn}neN 18
uniformly Lipschitz in |-y, that is, for some L > 0,

léx (@) = dn )l < Kllw — ylly for all @,y, for all N.
Then {én o PN} is asymptotically approxzimable by trace polynomials.

Proof. Choose ¢ > 0 and R > 0. Choose a trace polynomial g which is an (¢/2K, R)-
approximation of {¢);}. Since g is a trace polynomial, there exists some R’ > 0 such that
for any tuple x of self-adjoint matrices of any size, we have

2l < B = llg(@)] < R,

Now because ¢y is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, we can choose polyno-
mial f which is an (e¢/2, R')-approximation of {¢n}. Now we observe that when |z|| < R
(hence ||g(z)||,, < R'), we have

lon o (2) = fog(@)ly < llon odn(w) — dn o g(@)lly + [[dn 0 g(x) — fog(x)l,

<K sup [[¢n(z) —g(@)y+  sup fon(y) = fy)lly
lzll o <R Iyl o <R

Therefore,

. €
limsup sup [l o ¢n(z) = fog(a)ll, < K- 7=+

€
— = O
N—oo |lz|| <R 2K 2

Lemma 3.28. Suppose that ¢n : Mn(C)7 — My (C)T is asymptotically approzimable by
trace polynomials and that

(3.18) lon(@)ll, <A {1+ ZTN(CC?")

J

for some A > 0 and some integer n > 0. If {&n} is asymptotically approximable by trace
polynomials, then so is {¢N * oy N}

Proof. Fix R > 0 and ¢ > 0. Choose a trace polynomial f which is an (e, R + 3t'/?) approxi-
mation for {¢n}. Now for z with [|z| < R, we estimate

loe,n * on () — oo n * f(2)]l; < /Hdnv(fr +y) = f@+y)llydoe v (y)-
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We break this integral into two pieces: The integral over the region where [ly||, < 3t1/2 s
bounded by € as N — oo by our choice of f. Furthermore, we claim that the integral over the
region where [|y|| . > 3t!/? vanishes as N — co. Using assumption (3I8) and the fact that f
is a trace polynomial, we see that there exists a C' > 0 and integer d > 0, depending only on
R, A, n, and f, such that

sup ([l (2 +y)lly + 1 (z + o)) <C 1+ZTN(yJ2-d)

lzll o <R -

Therefore, we have

/ Jox(a+3) — @+ )l dowl) < €
[ly]| . >3t1/2

llyll oo >3t1/2

1+ Z TN(y?d) doe N (y)-
J

This vanishes as N — oo by Corollary 2.12 applied to the GUE. Therefore, we have

limsup sup |oyn *dn(x) — o * f(2)]y <€
N—oo |lz|| <R

On the other hand, by Lemma[B.2T], we have oy n * f = exp(tLn/2)f — exp(tL/2)f coeflicient-
wise, and therefore,

limsup sup |[og,n * f(x) — [exp(tL/2) f](x)|, = O,
N—oo |z|| <R

so that
limsup sup |o¢n * dn(x) — [exp(tL/2) fl(z)], < e. O

N—oo |z <R

Lemma 3.29. Suppose that ¢ : My(C) — C and suppose that {Dpn} = {NVon} is

sa

asymptotically approzimable by trace polynomials and that ¢n(0) = 0. Then {dn} is asymp-
totically approrimable by trace polynomials.

Proof. Given a trace polynomial F' € (TrPL)™, we can define

FX) = /0 H(P(EX)X) dt

in TrPY,. Then we have

1
swp [6x(o) ~ @) = sup | [ (Dow(to) ~ Flta), ), de
lzll o <R lzll <R 1J0

<R sup |[NVon(y)—Fy)l,- -
lyllw<R

4. CONVERGENCE OF MOMENTS

Our goal in this section is prove the following theorem. The convergence of moments is
related to [21, Theorem 4.4], [15, Proposition 50 and Theorem 51], |13, Theorem 4.4], and we
include versions of standard concentration estimates (not proved in this paper) in the statement.

Theorem 4.1. Let Viy : Mn(C)T7: — R be a sequence of potentials such that Viy(x) — (c/2)||3:||§

is conver and Vy(z) — (C’/2)||a:||§ is concave. Let pn be the associated measure. Suppose that
the sequence { DV} is asymptotically approzimable by trace polynomials, and assume that
(4.1) M = lim sup max

msup | [ (2, 7 (a;)1) dpn (0

where 1 denotes the N x N identity matriz.

< +00,
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(1) We have the following bounds on the operator norm. If Ry = max; [||z;| dun(z), then

1
limsup Ry < —= + — lim sup max /TN(:vj)duN(x) +M
N—o0 Cl/2 C N—ooo J
2 1. C—-c
SamEty hjrvnjllopllDVN(O)llg t3@m tM

and as a consequence of concentration we have for each j that
pn(llzjll = Ry +6) < e Vo2,
(2) There exists a non-commutative law A € X, g,, where R, = limsupy_, . Ry, such
that for every non-commutative polynomial p,

lim [ 7n(p(2)) dun (z) = A(p).

N—o0

(8) The sequence {un} exhibits exponential concentration around X in the sense that for
every R > 0, and every neighborhood U of X in Xy,

. 1
limsup —

msup <5 log i (Il < R, 1) <0.
—00

Remark 4.2. The rather artificial hypothesis that lim sup _, . max; Hf(x] —7n(x5)) dpk (x)H <
+oo is trivially satisfied if either (1) pn has expectation zero or (2) py is invariant under unitary
conjugation and hence [ z; dun(z) is equal to [ 7n(x;) dpn () times the identity matrix.

We have already seen in §2.5] that concentration estimates and operator norm tail bounds
are standard. To prove that the moments converge, something more is needed; indeed, the
only assumption relating the measures upy for different values of N is the fact that DVy is
asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials. But even if DV} is given by the same
“trace analytic-function” for different values of N, it is not immediate that the measure would
concentrate in the same regions for different size matrices.

To prove convergence of moments, we want to express f w dpy in terms of DV for a Lipschitz
function u. One of the standard techniques is to show uy is the unique stationary distribution
for a process X; that satisfies the SDE

1
dX; = dY, — 5DV (X2) dt,

where Y; is a GUE Brownian motion. This machinery lies behind the log-Sobolev inequality
and concentration results, as well as earlier theorems about convergence of moments for general
convex potentials.

Specifically, Dabrowski, Guionnet, and Shylakhtenko used the free version of this SDE to
show that for a non-commutative potential V' satisfying certain convexity assumptions, there
exists a free Gibbs law for V' which is the unique stationary distribution [15, Proposition 5]. As
an application, they show convergence of moments for random matrix models given by Vy =V
[15, Proposition 50 and Theorem 51], essentially a special case of our Theorem (.11

Dabrowski was able to show convergence of moments under weaker convexity assumptions
by constructing the solution to the free SDE as an ultralimit of the finite-dimensional solutions
[13, Theorem 4.4]. Our theorem has similar convexity assumptions to Dabrowski’s, but we
consider a more general sequence of potentials Vy. We also perform most of our analysis in the
finite-dimensional setting, but we use deterministic rather than stochastic methods.

Instead of the solving the SDE, we study the associated semigroup TtVN , acting on Lipschitz
functions u, given by

T\ u(z) = Exfu(Xy)),
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where X; is the process solving the SDE with initial condition x. The semigroup provides the
solution to a certain PDE, that is, if u(x,t) = Tiug(x), then we have

1 N 1 1
O = 5= Au— —VVy - Vu= S Lyu — 5 (DVy, Du),.

The semigroup TtVN will decrease the Lipschitz norms of functions and thus, if u is Lipschitz,
then T,"¥u will converge to [uduy as t — oco.

Solving the differential equation and taking ¢ — oo provides a way to evaluate [wduy in
terms of DVy. We will describe a construction of the semigroup 7}V through iterating simpler
operations (§4.1I)), and then we will show (Lemma [£10) that the iteration procedure preserves
approximability by trace polynomials and hence conclude that limy_, [udun exists.

4.1. Tterative Construction of the Semigroup. To simplify notation in this section, we fix
N and fix a potential V : Mn(C)? — R such that V(z) — (c/2)||33||§ is convex and V(x) —

sa
(C/2)||33||§ is concave, and we write T; rather than T,
We will construct 73 by combining two simpler semigroups corresponding to the stochastic
and deterministic terms of dY; — (1/2) DV (X;) dt. Recall that the solution to the heat equation
Oyu = (1/2N)Aw with initial data wug is given by the heat semigroup:

Pruo(x) / uo(x + ) doy  (3).

Meanwhile, the solution to dyu = —(1/2)(DV, Du), with initial data wug is given by
Siuo(x) = uo(W(z,1)),
where W (z,t) is the solution to the ODE

(4.2) W (z,t) = —%DV(W(x,t)) W(z,0) = .

We want to define T; = limy,, oo (P /nSt/5 )" This is motivated by Trotter’s product formula
which asserts that e (A+5) = lim,,_,, (e!/™e!B/™)" for nice enough self-adjoint operators A
and B (see [35], [24], [33, pp. 4 - 6]). But of course, we must show that (P;/,S;/,)" converges
and derive dimension-independent error bounds.

We use the following basic properties of the semigroups P; and S;. Here if u : My (C)7 — C,
then |ull;;, denotes the Lipschitz norm with respect to the normalized L? metric |||, on
Mny(C)7, and ||u|| - denotes the standard L norm. We are only concerned with Lipschitz
functions, so in the following estimates, the reader may always assume wu is Lipschitz, but of
course ||ul| ;. may be infinite for Lipschitz functions.

Lemma 4.3.
(1) | Pruf e < [l -
(2) ”Ptu”Lip < ”u”Lip'
(3) 1P = ull oo < mM 2802 ||,

Proof. (1) and (2) follow from the fact that P,u is u convolved with a probability measure. To
prove (3), suppose |[ull;, < +oo. Then

Pru(e) = u(o)] = | [ (ule +1) - ) dov ()
< [1ute+9) - ulz)|don (v)
< sy [ Mol dor (o)
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Meanwhile,

Jistdon(v) < ([ 1dmntn) [ ||y||§dat,N<y>)l/2 — ()2,

since y an m-tuple (y1,...,ym) and [ 7n5(y7) dor n(y) =t for each j. O

Lemma 4.4.

(1) The solution W (z,t) to (I2) exists for all t.

(2) [|W (z,t) = W(y,t)ll, < e~ |lz —y],.

(3) Wz, 1) —zll, < (¢/2)| DV ()] ,-

4) (W (z,t) =) = (W(y,t) = y)ll, < TA—e )]z —yll,.
(5) |Seullsy < e ull,-

(6) 1Sl < flull g -

Proof. (1) The convexity and semi-concavity assumptions on V imply that DV is C-Lipschitz
and therefore global existence of the solution follows from the Picard-Lindel6f Theorem.
(2) Let V(x) =V (z) — (c/2)||:v||§ Because V is convex, we have

(DV(z) = DV (y),x —y)y 2 0,
which translates to
(DV(2) = DV (y),x = y), > cllz — yl]5.
Now observe that
%IIW(% t) = Wy, t)lls = —(DV(W(a,)) = DV (W (y, 1)), W (2,t) = W(y,t)),
< =W, t) = Wyl

and hence by Grénwall’s inequality, ||W (z, £)—W (y,1)[|3 < e=||W (x,0) =W (y,0)]|2 = e[|z —

-
(3) Note that

S (1) — 22 = ~(DV(V (2, 1)), Wz, 1) — ),
= —(DV(W(x,t)) — DV (x), W (x,t) — x), — (DV(z), W(x,t) — ),
< DV @I (2,1) ~

Meanwhile, ||W (x,t) — x||, is Lipschitz in ¢ and hence differentiable almost everywhere and we
have

S (2,2) = 2l = 20, 6) — ol 2 [W () —
Thus, we have
LW (e,t) = all, < 21DV
dt 2

which proves (3).
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(4) We observe that
W (o) =) = W) =)l < 5 [ 1DVV(2.5)) = DVOV () ds

C t
<3 [ WG - W, ds

C t
< / /2| — ||, ds
2 Jo

C —c
= 21—z -yl

(5) follows from (2).
(6) is immediate because Siu is u precomposed with another function. O

Now we combine P; and S; as in Trotter’s formula, except that for technical convenience
we define our approximations using dyadic time intervals rather than subdividing [0,¢] into
intervals of size t/n.

Lemma 4.5. For dyadic t € 27N, define
thu = (P271527e)2€tu.

Then Tiu := limy_,oc T3 pu exists and we have

Cm1/2

" 9-t/2
0(2 _ 21/2)2 ||u||Lip'

||Tt7[u — Ttu||L°° S
We also have ||Tyullp;, < €_Ct/2||u||Lip~

Proof. We want to show that the sequence {T},u}, is Cauchy by estimating the difference
between consecutive terms. Suppose that ¢t € 27‘N and write t = n/2¢ and § = 27", Note

the telescoping series identity
n—1
Tior1u— T ou = Z(P555)2JP5(55P5 — P5S5)Ss(PasSas)™ .
§=0

Thus, we want to estimate S5 Ps — P5Ss and then control the propagation of the errors through
the applications of the other operators. Note that for a Lipschitz function v, we have
[SsPyv(e) = PaSav(a)] < [ 1o (2.8) +y) = oW (z + 5,8))| dorsx (1)
< oy [ 10V (@,8) = 2) = W (o +9.8) = &+ ) dosn(v)
c. .
< Il e (1= [yl dosx @)
< ollygy 2 (1 — =) (md) ",
c
where the last inequality follows by the same reasoning as Lemma [4.3] (3). Therefore,

¢ —e
1S5 Psv — P5Ssv|| e < ?m1/251/2(1 — e 2)||v]| sy
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Therefore, we can estimate a single term in the telescoping series identity by

| (P5S5)% Ps(SsPs — P5sSs)Ss(PasS25)" 'l oo < ||(SsPs — P5Ss)Ss(PasS26)" ' | e

c —c n—1—j
< ?ml/zél/z(l—e 5/2)||55(P25S25) ! Ju”Lip

C .
< ;m1/251/2(1 _ 6_06/2)6_06/26_06(n_]_1)/2||’u,||Lip.
Here we have first applied the fact that Ps and Ss are contractions with respect to the L> norm
from Lemma 3] (1) and Lemma 4] (6); second, we used the above estimate on Ss5Ps — P5Ss;
and third we used the estimates ||Psull;;, < [ully;, and [|Ssull;, < efc‘s/2||u||LilD found in

Lemma 3] (2) and Lemma 4] (5). Now summing up the telescoping series, we get

n—1
c —c —c —cod(n—j—
||Tt,£+1U—Tt,EU||Lao < Z?ml/251/2(1_6 5/2)6 6/2,—cd(n—j 1)/2||u||Lip
=0

1

C 1/251/2 —cd/2),—cd/2
g;m 0/ (1—e Je mll?ﬁllmp

C

C
_ Y 1/251/2 —c8/2 O 125172
= cm 6% ||U||Lip§ 20 0 ||u||Lip'

In other words, we have [|T} y1u — Ty oul ;o < C’;‘—;/ZQ’(”U/QHUHMP. It follows that the
sequence is Cauchy with respect to ||-|| . and we have the desired estimate on || T} ju — Tiu| ;oo

from summing the geometric series.
The estimate || T3 eull;;, < e*Ct/2||u||LilD follows from Lemma[3] (2) and Lemma [L4] (5), and

then by taking the limit as £ — +o0, we obtain ||Tiul|;;, < e_Ct/2||u||Lip. O

Lemma 4.6. The semigroup Ty defined above extends to a semigroup defined for positive t such
that for s <'t,

ITyu(z) — Tou(z)| < e—cs/2 <%(6 + 5\/5)(15 — 5)1/2 + ||DV(:E)||2(t — S)) ||u||Lip,

and || Ty, < e 2 ully,

Proof. We first prove the estimate on |Tyu — Tsul| for dyadic values of s and ¢. First, consider
the case where ¢t = 27¢ and s = 0. Note that

(Tt - l)u = (Tt - PtSt)’U, + (Pt - 1)Stu + (St - 1)’(,&

The first term can be estimated by Lemma with ¢ = 1, the second term can be estimated
by Lemma 3] (3) and Lemma A4 (5) as
(P, = DSeull oo <m' 282 Spully;, < m' 282 |lully,

and the third term can be estimated by Lemma (7] (3). Altogether, we obtain

Cm'’? ) 12,72 ¢
|Tru(x) —u(z)] < (mt e §||DV(95)||2> l[ullpip-

In the case of general dyadic s and ¢, suppose ¢t > s and write t — s in a binary expansion to

obtain
oo
t=s+ Z a;277,
j=n+1
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k

where a; € {0,1} and a1 = 1. Note that 27771 < |s —¢| < 27" Let t} = S+ ini a;j277.
Then
Tu(w) - L) € Y [Tiu(e) T, ,u(a)
Jj=n+1
- Cm!/? : g 277
2" 9-i/? 1/29=5/2 4 2
< 3 (g DY) 1Tl
j=n

Cml/? 1
.9—n/2 .o—n—1
= <(c(2—21/2>“> =i 2PV, -2 )IlTsullLip
Cml/2 91/2 o N
§<(c<2—21/2>“>1_2uz(t—SV + DV, -2 > 2 ullys,

—cs Om1/2
< el (L (64 5VE) 0= 92 4 1DV (@)t = ) Dl

where we used the crude estimate that 1 < Cm!/? /c to combine the first two terms. Because
this continuity estimate holds for dyadic values of s and ¢, we can extend the definition of Tiu
to all positive ¢. Furthermore, because [Tyully;, < 6_0‘5/2||u||Lip for dyadic ¢, the same must
hold for real values of ¢.

Now let us verify that 7T} = T4 for all real t. Choose dyadic s,, \, s and t,, \, t and let u
be a Lipschitz function. We know that T T v = T 4+, v and that Ts 1, v — Tsiu locally
uniformly, so it suffices to show that T T; u — TsTiu. Observe that

|TsnTtnu — TSTt’LL| S |(Tsn — TS)Ttn’LL| + |T5(Ttn — Tt)u|

The first term can be estimated by
c
(T =TT )] < 2 (S 64 5v8) 50— 92 4 1DV (@)oo~ ) T3 1]y
which goes to zero as n — oco. For the second term, we first note that

_ c
(@, = Tuto)] < 2 (64 5Bt ~ 02 + 1DV@latn 0 )l
Let h,(x) be the right hand side. Note that u < v implies that Tsu < Tsv because this holds
for the operators Py and S (since P; is given by convolution and S; is given by composition).
Therefore,

1T, - Tu()| < T(Ty, - Tul(x) < Tohn(a).

Because DV is C-Lipschitz, we know that h,, is a e~"/2(t,, — t)C|lul|;,-Lipschitz function and
hence

|Tshn(2)] < hy(2) + [(Ts — 1)hn(z)]
C
o) 42t = Ol (6 +5VD2 4 DV (0)s ).
which goes to zero as n — oco. O

Lemma 4.7. Let u(x) be Lipschitz. Then Tyu is a weak solution of the equation

1 N
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in the sense that for ¢ € C°(My(C)T), we have

sa

t N
/MN(C);g[Ttlu¢ —Tyug) = /to /MN(C);!; [—ﬁV(T u) - Vo — 3(VV - V(Tyu))é| ds.

Proof. Recall that by Rademacher’s theorem if w is Lipschitz, then Vu exists almost everywhere
and it is in L*°. Moreover, because VV is Lipschitz, we also know that the second derivatives
of V exist almost everywhere and are in L*°.

We begin by considering [(SsPs — 1)u - ¢ for a Lipschitz v : My(C)” — R and a ¢ €
CP(Mn(C)2) and § > 0. Note that

(S5P§ - 1)u = (S(; — 1)P5u + (P5 — 1)u.
Now Psu is the convolution of u with the Gaussian and so V(Psu) = P5(Vu). Because the
gradient of the Gaussian is O(6~1/2), we see that the first derivatives of Ps(Vu) are O(5~/2)
in L*°. (Here our estimates may depend on N.)
Psu(y) — Psu(z) = VPsu(x) - (z = y) + O /?[le = y[3).

Now using equation (@2) and Lemma B4l (3), we have W(z,0) — 2 = JoVV(2) + O(6?)
uniformly on any compact set K. Therefore,

(Ss — 1) Psu(x) = Psu(W(z,9)) — Psu(z) = —N—(SV(P(;U)( )-VV () + 0(8%?).
Now we have

/(S(;P(; “u- = /(S(; - 1)P5u¢+/(P5 —1)ué

= —NT‘S /[V(Pgu) -VV]p+ /u(P5 —1)¢ + 0(6%/?)
= —NT(S /Pgu[(AV)qH- VV -V¢| + /uiA¢+ 0(6%/2)
N§

= [ ubl(AV)¢+VV -V +—/uA¢+O(53/2)

where the error estimates depend only on C, N, ||uHLip, the support of ¢, and the L* norms
of its derivatives. We also know from the proof of Lemma that (S5Ps — PsSs)u is bounded
by ||u||Lip(C’m1/2/c)(1 — e7)§%/2 which is O(6%/2). Therefore,

/(P(;S(; = _NT‘S /UPJ[AVM VV V| + % /uA¢+ 0(5%/2).

Now suppose that ¢ is a dyadic rational and write t = nd where § = 2 for some integer .
Recall that T} ¢ = (P5Ss)"™. Then by a telescoping series argument

/(Tte—l 6= Z( /JuuPa[<AV>¢>+VV Vel + 2N/ mum)w(é”)

We fix a dyadic ¢t and take £ — oo (and hence § — 0). The above sum over j may be
viewed as a Riemann sum for an integral from O to ¢ where ¢ is the mesh size. Using Lemma
A6 we know that Tyu is Holder continuous in ¢. Also, by Lebesgue differentiation theory,
Ps[(AV)p +VV - V¢ = (AV)p+VV - V¢ in L] .. Thus, in the limit, we obtain

/(Tt—l) gbda:_/ /(——T u[(AV)¢ + VV - V] + TuA¢> da ds.
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We pass from dyadic ¢ to all positive ¢ using Lemma Finally, after another integration
by parts (which is justified by approximation by smooth functions in the appropriate Sobolev
spaces), we have

¢ N 1
/(Tt —Du-¢pdx = / / <——(VTSu -VV)p — =—=VTu- V(;S) dx ds.
0 2 2N
The asserted formula then follows by replacing u with T; u and t with ¢; — #o. |

Lemma 4.8. If u is the measure given by the potential V' and if w is Lipschitz, then we have
JTwwdp = [udp.

Proof. By applying Lemma [L7] and approximating (1/Z)exp(—N?2V (z)) by compactly sup-
ported smooth functions, we see that

/ Tyudy - / wdp
- _// [_—v Tou)- Ve NV] - %(VV-V(TSu))eNQV] dsde =0. O

Lemma 4.9. We have Tyu(z) — [udp as t — co and more precisely

e 4C'mY/ _ 2
Tiu(x) —/udu’ < et/ ( (6+5\/_)t 24 E|V($)H2) HU‘HLip'

Proof. Fix t and fix r > t. Let n be an integer. Then

n—1
IToru(x) — Tow()] <Y |Topr(ian) (@) = Ty mu(@)]

=0
n—1 Cm

< 3 ezl (S 6 5B /) 2 [V @la(r/) ) Dl
7=0
—ct/2 cr/2n2n Cm \/_ 1/2

<e e o p (6+5 2)(r/n) = + [V @)y (r/n) ) lullp,

Since r > t, we can choose n such that t/4 < r/n < t¢/2. Then we have
e 4C'm 2
Ty ru(z) — Tyu(x)| < e/ (67(6 +5V2)t 2 E|V(I)||2) l[wllpip-

Because this holds for all sufficiently large r, this shows that lim;_, o, Tyu(z) exists. Because
[Teully;, < 6_0‘5/2||u||Lip7 the limit must be constant and therefore equals [ wdu. Moreover, we
have the asserted rate of convergence by taking r — oo in the above estimate. O

4.2. Approximability and Convergence of Moments. Now we are ready to show that
the semigroup TtVN associated to a sequence of potentials Vi will preserve asymptotic approx-
imability by trace polynomials and as a consequence we will show that the moments of the
associated measures py converge.

Lemma 4.10. Let Viy : M (€)™ — R be a sequence of potentials such that Vi (x) — (c/2)||x||§
is convex and Vi (x) — (C/2)||x||3 is concave. For each N, let ux be the associated measure. Let
S’tVN and TtVN denote the semigroups defined in the previous section. Suppose that the sequence
{DVn} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials. Suppose that {un} is a sequence
of scalar-valued K -Lipschitz functions which is asymptotically approzimable by (scalar-valued)
trace polynomials. Then
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(1) {SVN un} is asymptotically approzimable by trace polynomials for each t > 0.
(2) {Tt Nun} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials for each t > 0.
(3) hrnNﬁoofuN dun exists.

Proof. (1) Recall that S}/uy = un(Wx(z,t)), where Wy is the solution to ([@Z). Thus,
by Lemma B27 it suffices to show that Wy (z,t) is asymptotically approximable by trace
polynomials for each ¢. To this end, we write Wi (z,t) as the limit as £ — oo of Picard iterates
Wy ¢ given by

1 t
Whno(z,t) =z, W er1(z,t) =z — 5/ DV, (Wn(z,s))ds.
0

Because DVy is C-Lipschitz, the standard Picard-Lindelof arguments show that

0 cn— 1tn
W, t) = Wi (z, )], < D ~Sn IPVN (@)l
n=~¢+1

Because DV is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, we know that || DV (z)]|,
is uniformly bounded on ||z|| < R for any given R > 0, and therefore for each T and R > 0, the
convergence of Wy ¢ to Wy as £ — oo is uniform for all ||z|] < R and ¢t <T and N € N. Thus,
by Observation .26, it suffices to show that each Picard iterate {Wy ¢(z, )} n is asymptotically
approximable by trace polynomials.
Fix T > 0. We claim that for every ¢, for every R > 0 and € > 0, there exists a trace

polynomial f(X,t) with coefficients that are polynomial functions of ¢, such that

limsup sup sup [ W o(ot) - Fla ), < e

N—oo t€[0,T]||z]| <R

We proceed by induction on ¢, with the base case £ = 0 being trivial. For the inductive step,
fix e and R, and choose a trace polynomial f(X,t) which provides a (¢/CT, R) approximation
for Wy ¢ for all t <T. Let

R' = sup sup sup |l f(x, )| < +o0.

te[0,7] N zeMpy(C)m:||z|| <R

Choose another trace polynomial g(X) which is an (e/T, R") approximation for {DVy}, and
let h(X,t) -3 fo ))ds. Then arguing as in Lemma B.27 we have for ||z]| < R and
te0,T] that

||WN75+1(:E7 t) - h(,’E, t)”

IN

: / |DVa (W e, 5)) — g(f ) ds

t Ct
5 Su [IDVN(y) =g, + 5 sup  sup [Wi(z,s) = f(z,s)ll,.
Iyl <R’ s€l0.7] 2| <R

IN

Taking N — oo, we see that h(x,t) is an (e, R) approximation for {Wy ¢(z,¢)} 5 for all t <T.

(2) We have shown that S’,}/ k preserves asymptotic approximability. Moreover, if the se-
quence uy : My(C)7 — C is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials and uy is
K-Lipschitz, then the sequence P,uy is also asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials
by Lemma [3.28 (the hypothesis (3.18) is satisfied since |uy ()| < |un(0)| + L|x|, and |ux(0)]
is bounded as N — +o00 because uy is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials).
Therefore, the iterated operator TX; = (P S;/ §[)2£t preserves asymptotic approximability for

dyadic values of t. Taking ¢ — oo, we see by Observation 3.26] and Lemma that TtV’“ pre-
serves asymptotic approximability for dyadic values of ¢t. Finally, we extend the approximability
property to TV* for all real ¢ using Observation 326 and Lemma
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(3) We know by Lemma that T)Yun(z) — [undun as t — oo with estimates that
are independent of N. It follows by Observation that the sequence of constant functions
{ f un dun} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials. But since these functions
are constant, this simply means that the limit of [uy duy as N — oo exists. O

Proof of Theorem[{1] (1) Let ax = [xdun(x) and an,; = [z, dun(z). Note that

[ () dun(a) [ @ =) duta)

When we take the limsup as N — oo, the first term is bounded by 2/01/2 by Corollary 2.12]
while the last term is bounded by M. It remains to estimate [ 7n(z;) dun ().
Using integration by parts, we see that

/DVN(:E) dun(z) =0

On the other hand, we may estimate || DV (z) — (DVy(0) + £f<z) ||2 as follows. We assumed

that Vi (z) — (c/2)||x||§ is convex and Vy(x) — (C/2)||:E||§ is concave. Let Vy(z) = Vy(x) —
%Hx”i Then VN(;E)-F%(C—C)H,THg is convex and Vi () — %(C—C)H,Tng is concave. Therefore,

DVy is (C — ¢)/2-Lipschitz with respect to ||-||,. It follows that

Ry < max [ a; = ax || di (o) + ma + max
J J J

C+c - - C—-c
DVita) — (V) + S35 )| =107 (o) - DT O, < E5- ol
2
Therefore,
C+ec C—-c
v+ Can| < 2 fioll duno)
2
C—ec 1/2
<G e (||aN||2 + ([l - avlaut))
C—-c 1
< /2
< =5~ (llanlly + <72,
where the last step follows from Theorem 211l Altogether,
C+c C—-c C—-c
5 llanlly < —<—llanlly + [DVNO)ll; + 5575

Then we move (C'—¢)/2- |lan||, to the left hand side and divide the equation by ¢ to obtain

/ v (25) dyin () ¢-c

2c3/27

which proves the asserted estimate on Ry. The tail estimate on un(||z;|| > Ry + ) follows
from Corollary

(2) Fix a non-commutative polynomial p. Let R, = limsupycy Ry which we know is
finite because of (1) and suppose that R’ > R.. Let ¢y € C2°(R) be such that ¢(t) = ¢ for
[t| < R, and define ¥(x1,...,zn) = (¥(21),...,¥(Tm)), where ¢(z;) is defined through the
continuous functional calculus for self-adjoint operators. Now z — ¢ (x) is Lipschitz in ||-||,
for x € My(C)sq with constants independent of N (see for instance Proposition 8.8 below). It
follows that p(¥(z)) is globally Lipschitz in ||-||5 and it equals p(z) when ||z| < R'.

Furthermore, we claim that the sequence 75 (p(¥(z))) is asymptotically approximable by
trace polynomials. To see this, choose some radius » and § > 0. By the Weierstrass ap-
proximation theorem, there exists a polynomial J(t) such that [¢(t) — @Z(t)| < 6 for t €
[-r,r]. By the spectral mapping theorem, we have |[¢(y) — i(y)” < ¢ ify € My(C)sq and

1
<llanlly < E”DVN(O)”2 +
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lyll < 7. In particular, if we let W(z) = (¢(x1),...,%(xm)) for z € My (C)™, then we have
|W(z) — U(z)|| < & when llz|| ., < r. Given e > 0, we may choose ¢ small enough to guar-
antee that |7y (p(¥(z))) — 7 (p(¥(2)))| < € for lz]| ., < r, and clearly v (p(¥(2))) is a trace
polynomial. Thus, 75 (p(¥(z)) is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials.

Therefore, by Lemma .10 the limit

Ap) = hm /TN ) dpn ()

exists. Clearly, A\ satisfies all the conditions to be a non-commutative law. Furthermore,
because of the operator norm bounds (1), we know that f|\:c|\>R' 75 (p(z)) dun (z) is finite and

approaches zero as N — oo and the same holds for the integral of 7y (p(¥(x))). Therefore,
lim [ 7n(p(2)) dpn(z) = hm /TN ) dun (z) = A(p).

N —o00

Also, we have A\(p) = limy_,00 f||z||§R’ 7~ (p(x)) dun (x) and hence A € X, /. But since this
holds for every R’ > R,, we have A\ € ¥, gr..

(3) It suffices to prove the concentration claim (3) for sufficiently large R, say R > 2R,.
Because the topology of ¥, r is generated by the functions A — A(p) for non-commutative
polynomials p, it suffices to consider the case where U = {X : |N(p) — A(p)| < €} for some
non-commutative polynomial p. Choose a function ¢ € C°(R) with ¢(t) = ¢ for |t| < R, and
let ¥ be as above. Then by Theorem .10,

iy ( (W) = [ 7(po ) diy

But by the same reasoning as in part (2), we know that large enough N, we have

/TN(pO‘I/)duN—/\(p)‘ <

> e /2) < 9N /SIrn (oW,

l\DIm

and hence

. 1
limsup =7 log iy (||z]| < R, |7 (p(2)) = Alp)] 2 €) <0 0
N —o00

5. ENTROPY AND FISHER’S INFORMATION

5.1. Classical Entropy. In this section, we will state sufficient conditions for the microstates
free entropies x and x to be evaluated as the limsup and liminf of renormalized classical
entropies. Recall that the (classical, continuous) entropy of a measure du(z) = p(z) dr on R™
is defined as

h(w) :=/ —plog p,

whenever the integral makes sense. We will later use the following basic facts about the classical
entropy, so for convenience we provide a proof.
Lemma 5.1.
(1) If p has a density p and [ |z|? du(z) < 400, then the positive part of —plog p has finite
integral and hence [ —plogp is well-defined in [—oco, +00).
(2) In fact, we have h(u) < (n/2)log2mae, where a = [ |z|?du(z)/n, and equality is
achieved in the case of a centered Gaussian with covariance matrix al.
(8) Suppose {ur} is a sequence of probability measures with density Pk, Suppose pr —» p
pointwise almost everywhere, and suppose that [|z|* dug(z) — [|z]*du(z) < +oc.
Then limsupy,_, . h(ur) < h(pw).
(4) If i and v have finite second moments, then h(p*v) > max(h(u), h(v)).
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Proof. (1) Let a = [ |z|? du(z)/n. Let g(x) = (2ma)~"/2¢~12*/2a be the Gaussian of variance
a and let 7 be the corresponding Gaussian measure. Let p = p/f be the density of u relative
to the Gaussian. We write

() log p(z) = —(z) log 5(z) - 9(z) — H(z) log 9(a) - 9(a)
— )08 ) afa) + ( clol? + § Tow2rna ) (o),

The second term has a finite integral by assumption. The function —tlogt is bounded above
for t € R, and g(x) is a probability density; thus, the positive part of —plogp - ¢ has finite
integral. Hence, [ —plogp is well-defined.

(2) The function —tlogt is concave and its tangent line at ¢ = 0 is 1 — ¢ and hence —tlogt <
1 —¢. Thus,

[-pogir < [a-paro.
SO

1
h(u) < / (%|gc|2 + g log 27m> p(z)dr = g + glog 2ma = glog 2me.

In the case where = v, we have p = 1 and hence [ —plogp = 0.
(3) Let v be the Gaussian of covariance matrix I and ¢ its density. Let g = pi/g. As before,

- - 1 n
() =/—pk10gpk dv+/ (§|wl2+§log27r) dp.

By assumption, the second term converges to [ (§|x|?+ % log 27) du. Since the function —tlogt
is bounded above and ~ is a probability measure, the integral of the positive part of —pi log gk
converges to the corresponding quantity for p. For the negative part, we can apply Fatou’s
lemma. This yields lim sup,_, . h(ux) = h(u).

(4) We can assume without loss of generality that one of the measures, say p, has finite
entropy and in particular has a density p. Then p * v has a density given almost everywhere
by p(z) = [ p(x — y) dv(y). Since —tlogt is concave, Jensen’s inequality implies that

—p(x)log p(x) > / —p(z —y)log p(x — y) dv(y).

The right hand side is [ [ —p(z—y)log p(z—y) dv(y) dz = [ [ —p(z—y)log p(z—y) dz dv(y) =
h(p), where the exchange of order is justified because we know that —plog p is integrable since
h(p) > —oo. Therefore, h(uxv) = [ —plogp > h(u). O

5.2. Microstates Free Entropy. Because there is no integral formula known for free entropy
of multiple non-commuting variables as in the classical case, Voiculescu defined the free analogue
of entropy [38,139] using Boltzmann’s microstates viewpoint on entropy.

Definition 5.2. For U C 3,,,, we define the microstate space
FN(U) = {,T S MN((C)ZZ, : )\m S Z/{}
Iy rU) ={xec Mn(C)y, : \p €U, ||z]|, < R}.

The microstates free entropy of a non-commutative law A is defined as

e 1 m
Xr(A) = &gf lim sup (m logvolT' i r(U) + 5} logN)

A Nooo

X(A) = sup XR(A).
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Here U ranges over all open neighborhoods of A in X,,. Similarly, we denote

e e 1 m
Xp(A) = Ll{gf/\ I%&f (m log vol 'y, r(U) + B logN)

X(A) = sup XRr(A).

Definition 5.3. A sequence of probability measures uy on My (C)™ is said to concentrate

around the non-commutative law X if \; — X in probability when z is chosen according to uy,
that is, for any neighborhood U of A in 3,,, we have

lim pn(x € PnU)) = 1.
k—o0

Proposition 5.4. Let Viy : Mn(C)™ — R be a potential with [exp(—N?Vn(z))dr < +o0

sa
and let uy be the associated measure. Assume:

(A) The sequence {un} concentrates around a non-commutative law A.

(B) The sequence {Vn} is asymptotically approzimable by scalar-valued trace polynomials.
(C) For some n > 1 and a,b> 0 we have |Vy| <a+b37", v (23").

(D) There exists Ry > 0 such that

. 2n —
J\}E)noo 1—|—ZTN(xj ) | dun(z) =0,
oo o =
where n is the same number as in (C).
Then A can be realized as the law of non-commutative random variables X = (X1,...,Xm) in
a von Neumann algebra (M, T) with | X;|| < Ro. Moreover, we have
. 1 m
(5.1) X(A) = XR,(A) = limsup { —h(uy) + - log N
N — 00 N 2
5.2 N = x, (V) = liminf (5 h Dog N
(5.2) XN) = xp, (V) =Timinf | <h(un) + 5 log N ) .

Proof. Tt follows from assumptions (A) and (D) that for every non-commutative polynomial p,
Jim v (p(2)) dpn (2) = A(p).
7|zl <Ro

It follows that A(X ]2") < R3" for any n > 0. From here it is a standard fact that A can be
realized by self-adjoint random variables in a tracial von Neumann algebra which have norm
< Ryp.

Now let us evaluate xr and x R for R > Ry. Recall that

1
dun () = 7. exp(—N*Vy(z)) dz, ZN = /eXP(—NQVN(UC))d%
N
and note that
h(un) = N? / Vn(z)dpn () +log Zy .
The assumptions (C) and (D) imply that
lim [V (z)|dpn(z) =0 and lim pn(x: |z, > R) =0.
Therefore, if we let
1

dMN,R(ZU) = %

Lz <rexp(—N?Vy(z)) dz, ZN,R = / exp(—N?Vy(z)) de.
llzll o <R
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then as N — oo, we have
/VNd/LN—/VNd/LNJ{—}O, IOgZN—IOgZN7R—>O,

and hence
1 1
w2 Uun) = zzhlen.gr) = 0.
Fix € > 0. By assumption (B), there is scalar-valued trace polynomial f such that |Vy(z) —
f(z)] < €/2 for ||z||,, < R and for sufficiently large N. Now because the trace polynomial

f is continuous with respect to convergence in non-commutative moments, the set & = {\ :
IN(f) = A(f)| < €/2} is open. Now suppose that V C U is a neighborhood of A. Note that

. . A
lim pn r(Tyr(V)) = lim —puy@Tx(V)N{z: ||z, < R}) =1,
N—o00 N—o00 ZN,R

where we have used that Zn/Zn r — 1 as shown above, that ux(I'n(V)) — 1 by assumption
(A), and that puy(||z]|, < R) — 1 by assumption (D). Moreover, by our choice of f and U, we
have

xEFNﬁR(V) — |VN(I)—/\(f)| <e.

Therefore,
ZN,RNN,R(FN,R(V)) = / ( )exp(—N2VN(:E)) dx
FN,R %
=vol T xy (V) exp(—=N?*(A(f) + O(e))).
Thus,

log Zn, g + log iy, r(Cn,r(V)) = logvol Ty r(V) — N*(A(f) + O(e)).

Meanwhile, note that f is bounded by some constant K whenever |z||, < R. Therefore,

/VN dun,r = / VN dun,r + / VN dun.r
I'n,r(V) I'n,r(V€)

:/ ALf] duN,R+/ Az[fldpn,r + O(€)
FN,R(V) FN,R(VC)
= Af)un.r(CNnrOV)) 4+ O(e) + O(K pn (T, r(V))).
Altogether,
L )—/V dpn.p+ — log Z
N2 KN.R) = N OHN,R N2 O ZN,R

1
:)\(f)(NN,R(PN,R(V)) - 1) + m IOgVOIFN7R(V)
1
+0(e) + O(K pun(Tn,r(VS))) — N2 log un,r(I'n,r(V)).
Now we apply the fact that un r(I'n,gr(V)) — 1 to obtain

. 1
lim sup Wlh(“N’R) —logvolT'ny r(V)| = O(e).
N—00
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Because this holds for all sufficiently small neighborhoods V with the error O(e) only depending
on U, we have

1
Xr(A) = limsup (mh(ﬂN,R) + %ng) +0(e)

N —o0

1 m
=1 —h —log N O(e).
i sup (N2 (un) + 5 log ) + O(e)
Next, we take ¢ — 0 and obtain ygr(\) = limsupy_,..(N"?logh(ux) + (m/2)log N) for
R > Ry. Now x(A) = supp xr(A) and xr(A) is an increasing function of R. Since our claim
about y () holds for sufficiently large R, it also holds for x(A), so (&I) is proved. The proof
of (&2) is identical. O

5.3. Classical Fisher Information. The classical Fisher information of a probability measure
1 on R™ describes how the entropy changes when p is convolved with a Gaussian. Suppose
is given by the smooth density p > 0 on R™, and let v, be the multivariable Gaussian measure
on R™ with covariance matrix ¢tI. Then the density p; for pu; = p * ¢ evolves according to the
heat equation d;p; = (1/2)Ap;. Integration by parts shows that d;h(ps) = (1/2) [ |Vpe/pe|*dpue
(which we justify in more detail below).

The Fisher information of u represents the derivative at time zero and it is defined as

() —/]%

The Fisher information is the L?(p) norm of the function —Vp(z)/p(z), which is known as the
score function. If X is a random variable with smooth density p, then the R™-valued random
variable E = —Vp(X)/p(X) satisfies the integration-by-parts relation

Vo(z) = x x)dr = or > (R™
0 f@ola) da = [ p(@) V(@) d = BT for f € C2(RY).

2
dp.

(:3) EE- 001 =- [

or equivalently E[Z; f(X)] = E[9,f(X)] for each j.

In fact, the integration-by-parts relation E[= - f(X)] = E[Vf(X)] makes sense even if we
do not assume that X has a smooth density. Following the terminology used by Voiculescu
in the free case, if X is an R™-valued random variable on the probability space ({2, P), we say
that an R™-valued random variable = € L?({, P) is a (classical) conjugate variable for X if
E[Z- f(X)] = E[Vf(X)] and if each =, is in the closure of {f(X): f € C*(R™)} in L*(Q, P).

In other words, this means that = is a function of X (up to almost sure equivalence) and
satisfies the integration-by-parts relation. Since the integration-by-parts relation uniquely de-
termines the L?((2, P) inner product of Z; and f(X) for all f € C>(R"™), it follows that the
conjugate variable is unique (up to almost sure equivalence), and it is also independent of (2, P)
and only depends on the law of X. Thus, we may unambiguously define the Fisher information
ZI(n) = E[|Z|?] if Z is a conjugate variable to X and Z(u) = +oo if no conjugate variable exists.

The probabilistic viewpoint is useful because it enables us to produce conjugate variables
and estimate Fisher information using conditional expectation. (See |40, Proposition 3.7] for
the free case.)

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that X and Y are independent R™-valued random variables with X ~ p
and Y ~ v. If 2 is a conjugate variable for X, then E[Z|X + Y] is a conjugate variable for
X +Y. In particular,

Z(p*v) < min(Z(p), Z(v)).
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Proof. Because X and Y are independent, we have for g € C°(R™ x R™) that E[Z;9(X,Y)] =
E[0x,9(X,Y)]. In particular, if f € CZ°(R"), then

EE;f(X +Y)] = Elox,(f(X +Y))] = E[(9;/)(X +Y)].

But E[=;|X +Y] is the orthogonal projection onto the closed span of { f(X+Y) : f € C(R™)}
and hence

EEE)|X+Y]f(X+Y)|=E[0;f(X+Y)].
So Z(u x v) = E[|E[Z|X + Y]|?] < E[|E|?] = Z(1). By symmetry, Z(pu* v) < Z(v). O

The entropy of a measure p can be recovered by integrating the Fisher information of p * ;.
The following integral formula was the motivation for Voiculescu’s definition of non-microstates
free entropy x*. For the reader’s convenience, we include a statement and proof in the random
matrix setting with free probabilistic normalizations. See also |4, Lemma 1] and [40, Proposition

7.6]. Recall that we identify My (C)™ with R™V * using the orthonormal basis given in §2.1]

sa
rather than entrywise coordinates (since some entries are real and some are complex).

Lemma 5.6. Let u be a probability measure on My(C) with finite variance and with den-

sity p, and let oy n be the law of m independent GUE’s of normalized variance t. If a =
(1/m) [|z|3 du(z) = (1/mN) [|z|? du(z), then we have for t >0 that

(5.4) < %z(u ¥ ot y) < min (? %I(M) .
Moreover,
(5.5) %h(u * oL N) — %h(ﬂ) _ % K %I(u *x0g N)ds
0
and
(5.6) ih(u) I log N = 1/00 < L iI(,u * 0 N)> ds+ 2 log 2me.
NZ 2 2), \I+s N3 : 2

Proof. To prove ([5.4)), suppose t > 0 and let X and Y be random variables with the laws p and
oy, respectively. The lower bound is trivial if Z(u * 0 n) = 400, so suppose that X + Y has
a conjugate variable =. Then after some computation, the integration-by-parts relation shows
that E(=, X + Y ), = mN?2. Thus,

BEX +Y)pl2 (N2 N

E[IE]*] > = =
== EX +Y)? N(ma+mt) a+t

since the variance of Y with respect to the non-normalized inner product is Nmt and the
variance of X is Na. The upper bound is trivial in the case where t = 0. If ¢ > 0, then by the
previous lemma Z(u * oy n) < min(Z(p),Z(oy,n). Moreover, a direct computation shows that
if Y ~ 0y n, then the conjugate variable is (N/t)Y and the Fisher information is mN3/t.

Next, to prove (&0)), let p; := p * oy ;. By basic properties of convolving positive functions
with the Gaussian, y; has a smooth density p;. We claim that if 0 < ¢ < ¢, then

Lo Lo Vs (a)]?
h(u) — h 5:—/Isds:—// DAL dads.
() = hlps) = 55 | Tdds =5 | f G

This will follow from integration by parts, but to give a complete justification, we first introduce
a smooth compactly supported “cutoff” function g : Mn(C)7” — R such that 0 < ¢p < 1
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and Yr(z) = 1 when |z| < R and ¢g(x) = 0 when |z| > 2R. Because of scale-invariance, we
can arrange that ||Vyg(z)|ly < C/R. Because 0sps = (1/2N)Aps, we have

d 1
_t |:_/pr5 10gp5:| - _ﬁ/wR : (Aps Ings +Aps)
[Vos|* | 1
— o [ oro e ok [ Von: Vo (4 logn),

where all the integrals are taken over My (C)7 with respect to dz. This is equal to

1 ) 1
—N/wRIVps/psl dis = 5oz | (Vor - Vps/ps)(1+log ps) dus.

Of course, by the monotone convergence theorem

t t
lim / / VRV ps/ps? duy ds — / (1) ds.
R—+o00 5 Fy

The other term is an error which can be estimated as follows: Note that s = p* o5 v and
that os y has a density that is bounded uniformly for s € [§,¢] and € My (C)7.. Therefore,
ps is uniformly bounded for s € [4,¢] and x € My (C)7, and hence log p; is uniformly bounded

above. To obtain a lower bound on log ps, first note that there is a K > 0 such that
plz: |z < K)>1/2.

Now if z € Mn(C)™ and |y| < K, then |z—y| > |z|— K and hence |z—y|? < |z]*—2K|z|+K? >
2|x|2+2K?, where the last inequality follows because 2K |x| < (1/2)|z|>+2K? by the arithmetic
geometric mean inequality. Therefore, letting Z be the normalizing constant for o, x, we have

pla) =5 [

> _/ / /20020 g0,
ly|<K

— x 2
> Z (N/t)(|z|*+K )dﬂ( )
\y\SK

—NK?/t
> !e—wm\wﬁ
- 2Z b)

so that log ps > K’ — |x|? for some constant K’. In particular, combining our upper and lower
bounds, there is a constant o such that for sufficiently large x, we have |1 + log ps| < «a]z|?.
Recall that Vir(z) is supported when R < |z| < 2R and thus is bounded by 1/R ~ 1/|x|.
Altogether we have |V¢g(1 + logps)| < Blx| for some constant § when |z| is large enough.
Thus, our error term is bounded by

/ / (Vor - Za) (1 + log pa)| djsa ds < / / 1219 pa(2)/ pa()| dpa () dis
5 § J]z|>R

1 ! 2 2
<50 [ [ 90 o)) (o)

The right hand is the tail of the convergent integral

| [ 4 190 @) @) dit ) ds = [ [(a ms) + Z(u)] ds < +oc,
4 4



36 DAVID JEKEL

and therefore it goes to zero as R — 400 by the dominated convergence theorem. We can
also apply the dominated convergence theorem to — [ ¢rplog pr and — [ rps log ps given our
earlier estimate that ps is subquadratic for each s. The result is that

1 [t 1 [t
o) =) = 57 [ [ 1Voudon s = 5 [ Ty as.

To complete the proof of (1)), we must take § N\, 0. We can take the limit of the right hand
side by the monotone convergence theorem. As for the left hand side, Lemma [5] (3) implies
that limsupgs. o h(ps) < h(p) because ps — p almost everywhere by Lebesgue differentiation

theory. On the other hand, h(us) > h(p) by Lemma BT (4), hence h(us) — h(p), so (BH) is
proved.

To prove (5.6]), we follow |40, Proposition 7.6]. First, suppose that h(u) > —oco. Note that

t m 2 m 2
h(p) = 1/O (1—fs - %I(us)) ds — ;V log(1 +t) + h(j)-

If h(p) > —o0, then fol (TTN; - %I(us)) ds is finite. In light of (54, the integral from 1 to

400 is also finite and by the dominated convergence theorem

1 (Y /mN? 1 1 [ /mN? 1
li — — —T(us) | ds = = — —T(us) | ds.
tJTooz/O (1—|—$ N (“)> 8 2/0 (1—|—$ N (“)> s
It remains to understand the behavior of h(u;) — (mN?/2)log(1 +t). By Lemma [5.1] (4) and
(2),

mN?2 2met mN?2 2re  mN?

h(pe) = h(ot,n) = 5 log N 5 logT—i— 5

On the other hand, by Lemma .11 (2), since [ |z|> du(z) = N(a + tm), we have

logt.

mN?_  2me(a+t) mN?_  2me mN?

< — b ,
h(ut) < 5 log N 5 log i + 5 log(a +t)
As t — oo, we have log(1 +t) — log(a +t) — 0 and log(1 + t) — logt — 0 and therefore
N2 N2 2 N2 N2
h(pe) — mn log(1+1t) — mn log e _m log 2me — mn log N.
2 N 2 2
Hence,
1 [ (/mN? 1 mN? mN?
h(p) = = — — —TZ(ps) ) d log 2me — log N,
(1) 2/0 <1+S N (u)) s+ —— log2me — ——log
which is equivalent to the asserted formula ([G.6]). In the case where h(u) = —oo, we also have
fol ("fiv; - %I(us)) ds = —oo by (B.5), but the integral from 1 to oo is finite as shown above.
So both sides of (.0 are —oc. O

5.4. Free Fisher Information. The starting point for the definition of free Fisher information
is the integration-by-parts formula (£3]). Indeed, if we formally apply this to a non-commutative
polynomial p and renormalize, we obtain

65.7) o (55w dute) = [ o o v (Dp(e)) duto)

(and this integration by parts is justified under sufficient assumptions of finite moments).
Voiculescu therefore made the following definitions:
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Definition 5.7 (J40, §3]). Let X = (X4,...,X,,) be a tuple of self-adjoint random variables
in a tracial von Neumann algebra (M,7) and assume that M is generated by X as a von
Neumann algebra. We say that & = (&1,...,&y) € L2(M, 7)™ is the (free) conjugate variable
of X if

(5.8) T(&p(X)) = 7@ 7(D;p(X))
for every non-commutative polynomial p. In this case, we say that X (or equivalently the law

of X) has finite free Fisher information and define ®*(X) := ®*(\x) := >, 7(&7). We also
denote the conjugate variable £ by J(X).

Definition 5.8 (|40, Definition 7.1]). The non-microstates free entropy of a non-commutative

law A is
1 m

° 1
*(A) == — —d*(\H —log 2me.
X" (N) 2/0 (1+t ( Ut)>+2 og2me

Now we are ready to state conditions under which the classical Fisher information of a
sequence of measures uy converges to the free Fisher information of the law A. First, to
clarify the normalization, note that if duy(z) = (1/Zx) exp(—=N?Vx (x)) dx, then the classical
conjugate variable is given by =5 = N?VVy. The normalized conjugate variable used in (5.7))
is (1/N)En = NVVxN = DVy. The corresponding normalized Fisher information is then

) 11 1
J1pviidn = [ 5 |52

dp = FI(NN)a
which is the same normalization as in Lemma

Proposition 5.9. Let Viy : Mn(C)™ — R be a potential with [exp(—N?Vy(z))dzr < +o0

sa
and let pun be the associated measure. Assume:

(A) The sequence un concentrates around a non-commautative law A.

(B) The sequence {DVi} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials.
(C) For somen >0 and a,b > 0 we have ||DVN||§ <a+by v (23").

(D) There exists Ry > 0 such that

lim 1+ ZTN(xfn) dun(xz) = 0.
j=1

N=00 J)jz|| o> Ro

Then
(1) The law \ can be realized by self-adjoint random variables X = (X1,...,Xm) in a
tracial von Neumann algebra (M, 1) with || X;|| < Ro.
(2) There exists a sequence of trace polynomials f*) € (TrPL )™ such that
lim limsup sup |[DVn(z)— f(k)(a:)||2 =0.
k—oo N—oo |z <Ro
(8) If {f®¥)} is any sequence as in (2), then {fx(X)} converges in L>(M, ) and the limit
is the conjugate variable J(X).
(4) The law X\ has finite free Fisher information and N 3Z(un) — ®*(\) as N — oco.

Proof. (1) This follows from the same argument as Proposition 5.4
(2) This follows from the definition of asymptotic approximability by trace polynomials.
(3) Let {f®)} be a sequence as in (2). Because uy concentrates around A and because
pun{z ||zl £ Ro}) = 1 as N — 400 by (4), we have

NSO = f8) (f9 = f®)] = lim [(fD = O (f9 = f ) (@) dun ().

N=0 Jlz)| . <Ro
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For every € > 0, if j and NN are large enough, then sup, <g,[|DVN(z) — f9(2)], < € by our
assumption on fU). In particular, if j and k are sufficiently large, then \[(fU) — fF))*(fG) —
FUN)] < (2€)2. This shows that {f*)(X)} is Cauchy in L?(M, )\) since X has the law .

Let & = limy_s00 f)(X). We must show that & is the conjugate variable for X. Let 1) €
C>(R) such that 9 (y) =y when |y| < Ry. For z € Mn(C)7, let ¥(z) = (¢(z1), ..., ¥ (Tm)).
By (&), because DVy(z) is the classical conjugate variable for X, we have for every non-
commutative polynomial p that

[ (D3 @) @) di () = [ Dl (p(W()) s ().
It follows from our assumptions (C) and (D) that
lim IDViy ()5 dpen (z) = 0.
N=00 J)jz|| . >Ro

Because p(¥(z)) and D,[rn(p(¥(x)))] are globally bounded in operator norm, the integral of
these quantities over ||z||, > Ro will vanish as N' — oo and therefore

[ ooV @p@e) dovie) = [ Difr(p(¥)] dux (@) 0
Izl oo <Ro lz|l . <Ro
But since p(¥(z)) = p(z) on this region, we have
[ mV@p@ldi @ - [ e D) dex(z) 0.
lz]l . <Ro llz|| .. <Ro

Now the second term converges to A ® A[D;p] = 7 ® 7[D;p(X)] by our concentration assump-
tion (A). For the first term, we can replace D;Vy(z) by f;k) (z) with an error bounded by

SUD|4|| <Ry | £ (2)~ DV (2)]|,. Then we apply concentration to conclude that [ 7y [f§k) (x)*p(z)] dpn (z) —
)\[(f;k))*p]. Overall,

NPl =A@ ADpl| <limsup  sup [[£9) (@) = DV (@),
N—oo |lz||  <Ro
Taking k — oo, we obtain 7[¢;p(X)] — 7 ® 7[D;p(X)] = 0 as desired.
(4) We know from (3) that A has finite Fisher information. Assumptions (C) and (D) imply

that )
o) = [ DV dux (@) 0.
2]l o < Ro

By similar arguments as before, we can approximate DVy by f*) on |lz|| ., < Ro, approxi-
mate fj,, 703 dpey by AC(F)* £49), and then approximate A((f9)* F09) by r(€"€) =
®*(\), where the error terms vanish as N — oo and then k& — oo. This implies that
N73Z(un) — ®*(N). O

6. EVOLUTION OF THE CONJUGATE VARIABLES

6.1. Motivation and Statement of the Equation. In the last section, we stated conditions
under which the classical entropy and Fisher information of py converge to their free counter-
parts for the limiting non-commutative law A. In order to prove that x(\) = x*(\), we want to
take the limit in the integral formula (5.6]), and therefore, we want N —3Z(un*o: ) — ®*(A\Boy)
for all ¢ > 0. In order to apply Proposition 5.91to un * oy n, we need to show that {DViy }n is
asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, where Vj; is the potential corresponding
to UN * Ot N-
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By adding a constant to each Vi if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality that
Zn = 1. We call that Vi ,(z) is given by

(6.1) exp(—N?Vy () = /exp(—NQVN(a: +y))doen(y).
Then exp(—N?Vy +(z)) solves the normalized heat equation

(6.2) Oelexp(=N*Vi +(2))] = [exp(= NV ,¢(2))],

1
2N A
where (1/N)A = Ly is the normalized Laplacian. However, we do not know how to show
that DV (-,t) is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials from a direct analysis of
the heat equation because of the dimension-dependent factor of N? in the exponent. What we
want is a dimension-independent and “hands-on” way of producing Vi from Vy.

As in §] we will analyze the PDE which describes the evolution of the function V. We
first derive the equation by rewriting the (6.2) in terms of V¢ rather than e~N’VN:+. By the
chain rule,

Oilexp(—N?Vy1)] = —N20; V¢ - exp(—N?*Vy ;)

and

Alexp(=N?Viv)] = [A(=N?Vi,0) + | V(=N?Vi 1)|*] exp(~=N?Viy,1)
= (=N?*AVy; + N*VVy|?) exp(—N?V),

where A and V denote the classical (non-normalized) Laplacian and gradient, where My (C)7,
has been identified with R™N’ using the coordinates in 2.1 Thus, our equation becomes
1

~N?0,Vy, = W(—NQAVN,:& + N4 VVn[?)

1
8tVN1t - WAVNJ - N|VVN¢|2.

Recall that (1/N)A is the normalized Laplacian discussed in §3:21 The normalized gradi-
ent is DVy+ = NVVn., and the normalized Euclidean norm is H:CHS = > v (2F) =

+ PV Tr(z3) = +|z|*. Then
1 1
N|VVn|* = N|NVVN¢|2 = N|DVN¢|2 = |[DVill5.

and therefore we obtain the following equation that is normalized in a dimension-independent
way

1 1
(6.3) OVt = §LNVN,t - §||DVN¢||§~

In the remainder of this section, we study a semigroup R; acting on convex and semi-concave
functions on My (C)7 such that Vx; = RVn (here R, depends implicitly on N). In §6.2 -
§6.0] we construct R; from scratch by iterating the heat semigroup and Hopf-Lax semigroup.
Next, in §6.7 we verify that R;Vx solves (G.3]) in the viscosity sense (for background, see |10]),
and deduce that R,Vy must agree with the smooth solution Vi, defined by (G.IJ). Finally, in
(§6.8), we show that if { DV} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, then so is

{D(R;VN)}.
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6.2. Strategy to Approximate Solutions. To construct the semigroup R; that solves ([6.3]),
we view the equation as a hybrid between the heat equation d;u = (1/2N)Aw and the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation with quadratic potential dyu = —(1/2) ||Du||§ The heat equation can be solved
by the heat semigroup

(6.4) Pou(x) := /u(az +y)dorn(y),

while the Hamilton-Jacobi equation can be solved using the inf-convolution semigroup
. 1
(6:5) Quula) = inf (o +9) + ol

as a special case of the Hopf-Lax formula (see [19, Chapter 3.3]).

In Dabrowski’s approach, the solution to (6.3) was expressed through a formula of Boué,
Dupuis and Ustunel as the infimum of Efu(x+ B, + fg Ysds)+(1/2) fg”Y;Hg ds] over a certain
class of stochastic processes Y; adapted to a standard Brownian motion B; (see |13, Theorem
3.1]). This formula, roughly speaking, combines the Gaussian convolution and inf-convolution
operations by replacing the y in the definition of @ by a stochastic process and allowing it to
evolve with B;. Dabrowski then identifies the minimizing process Y; as a Brownian bridge [13,
Section 5] and analyzes it using a forward-backward SDE. Through the Picard iteration solving
the SDE, he shows that the solution is well-approximated by non-commutative functions.

We instead give a deterministic proof following the same strategy as in §4] that is motivated
by Trotter’s formula, we define a semigroup R;u at dyadic times ¢ by alternating between
Py—¢ and @3-+ and then letting £ — co. We establish convergence through a telescoping series
argument after showing that P,Q; — QP = o(t). Then we show that R;u depends continuously
on t in order to extend its definition to all positive real ¢.

In contrast to §4] we must understand how the semigroups P;, Q;, and R; affect Du as well
as u, and we want D(R;u) to be Lipschitz for all ¢. We therefore view these operators as acting
on spaces of the form

1 1
E(e,C) = {u My (C)T — R,u(z) — §c||:1:||§ is convex and u(z) — §C||:1:||§ is concave} )

where 0 < ¢ < C' < +00, where we suppress the dependence on m and N in the notation. These
spaces have the virtue that if u € &(c, C), then |[Dul[;;, < C automatically (see Proposition
213 (3)).

At every step of the proof, we include estimates both for v and for Du. In addition, con-
trolling the error propagation requires more work because @J; and R; are not contractions with
respect to || Du| -

The following theorem summarizes the results of the construction.

Here, for a measurable function u : My (C)7, — R, the notation |lul|; is the standard L>
norm. If F: My(C)™ — Mpy(C)™ (for instance F = Du for some u : My(C)™ — R, then
[Nl Lo = suPzensy oy [ F(2)||y; similarly, ||F]|y;, is the Lipschitz norm of F' when using ||-[|,
in both the domain and the target space.

Note that ||F|, does not denote the L? norm of F with respect to any measure, but rather
(3oL, T(F?))Y/2, which is a function of z. We denote N = {1,2,3,...} and No = {0,1,2,... }.
We also denote by QF = |J,,~,2 "Ny the nonnegative dyadic rationals. Moreover, we assume
throughout the section that 0 < ¢ < C' < +00.

Theorem 6.1. There exists a semigroup of nonlinear operators Ry : o £(0,C) = Upso £(0,C)
with the following properties:
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(1) Change in Convexity: If u € E(c,C) where 0 < ¢ < C, then Rwu € E(c(1 +
ct)"LCt+Ct)7h).
(2) Approximation by Iteration: For( € Z andt € 27Ny, denote Ry yu = (ngzQTe)Qetu
Suppose t € QF and u € £(0,C).
(a) If27°71C <1, then
2
|RW_J%”4§(351@2
(b) [|D(Rspu) — D(Ryu)|| e < [t/2+ C(t/2)%C?m /(2. 2742 4 273420,
(3) Continuity in Time: Suppose s <t € Ry and u € £(0,C).
(a) Riu < Rou+ % flog(1+ Ct) —log(1 + Cs)].
) R > R (1~ 3)(Com + 1 Du?).
(¢) IfC(t—s) < 1, then | D(Ryu) — D(Rsu)||, < 5Cm/22Y/2(t—s)V/2 4+ O(t — s)|| Dul|,.
(4) Error Estimates: Let t € Ry and u,v € £(0,C). Then
(a) [|ID(Ryu) = D(Ro)| oo < (14 C)[|Du = Dol poc.

(b) If u < v+ a+b|Dv|3 where a € R and b > 0, then

+log(1 + Ct)(m + Cm + ||Du||§)> 9-¢

C?*mt
Ryu < Ryv+a + b—— = + b D(Ryw)||>.

1+ Ct

(c) We have
” C?mt
2T 1+Ct

Remark 6.2. Knowing that exp(—N?(Ryu)) = P,exp(—N?u), one can deduce (1) from the
Braskamp-Lieb and Holder inequalities, as in [, Theorem 4.3]. But the proof of (1) given here
is independent of [7].

We also point out that the ideas of semigroups and discrete-time approximation schemes
have been employed to study Hamilton-Jacobi equations in Hilbert space (e.g. by |3]).

1D (Ryw) + || Dull;-

6.3. The Hopf-Lax Semigroup, the Heat Semigroup, and Convexity. We remind the
reader of our standing assumption that 0 < ¢ < C.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose u € E(¢,C). Then
(1) Pue &(c,C).
(2) ||D(Pyu) — Dul| ;e < Cml/21/2,

Proof. (1) follows because £(c, C) is closed under translation and averaging, hence convolution
by a probability measure.
(2) We know that Du is C-Lipschitz and thus

|D(Byu)(x) - Du(x)], < / |Du(z +y) — Du(z) | dowx ()

< / Cllyll, do n (4)
< Cml/2¢1/2, O

The following lemma gives basic properties of Q; from the PDE literature; see for instance
[18, p. 309-311], [25], [10, Lemma A.5], [19, Section 3.3.2]. For completeness and convenience,
we include a proof of all the facts we will use.

Lemma 6.4.
(1) If u,v: My(C) — R and u < v, then Pu < Pow and Quu < Q.
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(2) Suppose that v(z) = a+(p,x)

o3 (Az, ), wherea € R, p € My (C)™,
semi-definite linear map Myn(C)T" — My (C)™. Then

sa’

and A is a positive

t 1
INZ Tr(A) + (p,z) + §<A517, )

Quuw) =a— Lol + (pra) + (A +t4) ™ (& — 1p), 2 ).

Po(z) =a+

Remark 6.5. The meaning of Tr(A) In the above formula is as follows. Using the identification
of Mn(C)™ to R™N” given by §2.1] we can express A as an mN?2 x mN?2 and compute its trace
in this way. Alternatively, since A is a linear transformation of the real inner product space
My (C)T:, we may compute Tr(A) using an orthonormal basis of My (C)7:. Because the trace
is similarity-invariant, this answer is independent of the choice of basis (and also independent
of the choice of normalization for the inner product). Note that the trace of the identity is
mN?2, which makes the normalization in the above formula dimension-independent.

Proof. (1) is immediate to check from the definition. We leave the first formula of (2) as an

exercise. To prove the last formula, fix ¢ > 0 and « € My(C)™ and note that u(y) + 5|y — x||§
is a uniformly convex function of y and therefore it has a unique minimizer. The minimizer y
must be a critical point and hence

1 1
O:Du(y)—i-?(y—x) =p+Ay+¥(y—:c).
Thus, (14+tA)y =2z —tp and y — x = —t(p + Ay). Thus,

Qmuw=ww+3wy—ﬂ@

= at () + 504y 0 — 50+ Ay y— )

= +;<p y>+%<p+Ay, x)

= at (o) + 5y — ) + 5 (Au,0)

=a+(p,x) - %<pp+Ay>+%<Ay,w>
=a—%|\p|\2+<p,w>+%<Ay,w—tp>

=0 bl + ,2) + 5 (AL +£4) & — tp), 7 ) 0

Lemma 6.6. Let u € £(c,C) and t € RT,

(1) The operators {Q}i>0 form a semigroup, that is, QsQiu = Qstiu.

(2) For each xog € Mn(C)T., the infimum Qiu(xo) = infy[u(y) + L|ly — zoll3 is achieved at
a unique point yo satisfying yo = xo — tDu(yo).

(3) If zo € Mn(C) and yo is the minimizer from (1), then D(Q.u)(zo) = Du(yo).

(4) We have Quu € E(c(1 +ct)~1,C(1 + Ct)71).
(5) 1D(Qru) (o)l = 1 Dulyo)lly < (1 + ct) ™| Du(o) |,
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Proof. (1) By definition
: 1 2
QsQru(z) = mf[Qru(y) + -z — yll2]

1 1
= igfirzlf {u(z) + %Hy — Z||§ + %Hl’ - yllg}

. o1 2 1 2
= int [u(z) +inf [ Ll = 218 + ool -l
But note that inf,[(1/2¢)|y — z||§ + (1/29)||x — y||§] is by definition Q;f(z), where f(z) =

(1/2t)]|z — z||§ If g(x) = (1/2t)||:1c||§, then by the previously lemma, we have

Qugle) = 2 e = a2
sg(x) = =———||z||; = ——||=||5.
g 21+t 1s 127 9051 p) 2

Since Qs is clearly translation-invariant, Qs f(z) = 1/2(s+t) - ||z — z||§ Therefore,

. z||§} — Qurula).

. 1
QsQiu(x) = Hgf [u(z) + 1D

(2) Fix zo. Note that the function y — {u(y) + 5 lly — wo”i} isin £(c+1/2t,C +1/2t) and
hence it achieves a global minimum at the unique critical point. Thus, the infimum is achieved
at the point yo satisfying Du(yo) = (1/t)(yo — o), or in other words yo = o — tDu(yo).

(3) and (4) Let x¢ and yo be as above. Let p = Du(yo). Because u € £(¢,C), we have for
all x that

c C
w(yo) + (.7 = o)y + 5 (& —yo) < w(@) < ulyo) + (p.x —yo)y + 7l — ol

Let v(y) and ©(y) be the functions on the left and right hand sides. Then by Lemma (1),
we have Qv < Qru < Q40. To compute Q:v, we apply Lemma[6.4] (2) with A = ¢l and with a
change of coordinates to translate yg to the origin, and we obtain

t 1 _
Qru(x) = u(yo) — §||p||§ +(px —yo) + el +ct) "z —yo - tp|*.

Since yo = xo + tp and p = (yo — x0)/t, this becomes
t 1 _
Quo(e) = ulyo) — 3 Ipl3 + Pl + (o, 2 — o) + 5e(1 +et) o — ol
1 1 _
= u(yo) + o llvo — oll3 + (b, — 7o) + (1 + )l — ol

1 _
= Quulwo) + {p, — w0) + 5e(1 + ) o — o3
The analogous computation holds for Qv as well. Thus, we have

1 1
Qua(o)+(p, 2—o)+5e(1+et) " o—zoll3 < Quule) < Quuuo)+(p, 2—0)+5C(+CH)  a—ao]l3,

This inequality implies that D(Qu)(z9) = p = Du(yo). Since the above inequality holds for
every xg, we see that Quu € E(c(1+ ct)™1,C(1+ Ct)™1).
(5) Let xo, yo, and p be as above. Then we have
(Dulyo) — Du(xo), yo — x0), > ¢|lyo — zo|l3-
But recall that yo — 29 = —tDu(yo) and hence

~t(Du(yo) — Du(wo), Du(yo)) > ct?|| Du(yo)|l5.
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Rearranging produces

(1 + ct)||Du(yo)l5 < (Du(zo), Dulyo))y < [|Dulwo) 5| Dulyo)lls.
and hence (1 + ct)||[Du(yo)ll, < [[Du(zo)||, as desired. O

Corollary 6.7. Let u € E(c,C) and s,t > 0.
(1) For each x, the gradient D(Q:u)(x) is the unique vector p satisfying p = Du(x — tp).
(2) We have Qru(x) = u(z — tD(Qru)(x)) + | D(Qeu) (0)][3-
(3) u(x) — 11+ CO|DQuu)(@)|* < Qru(w) < u(x) — £(1+ ct)| D(Quu)(@)[3-
Proof. (1) and (2) follow from Lemma [6:6 (2) and (3).
To prove (3), fix z and let y = z — tD(Qu)(z). By Proposition 213 (2),
u(y) + (Du(y), = —y)y + gl\w —yll5 < u(z) < uly) + (Duly),z —y) + %Ilw —yll5-

Hence,

u(z) — (Du(y), z — y), — %Ilw —yll3 < u(y) < u(x) — (Duly),z —y), — gllw —yl3.

But from the previous lemma, we know that Du(y) = D(Q:u)(x) and  — y = tD(Qu)(x), so
that

u(e) ~ 1 D(Qun)(@)2 — S 21 D(Quu) )} < ufy) < u(a) — £ D(Qu) @) 2 ~ £ D(@un)(@)]2
Finally, we substitute Q:u(x) = u(y) + (t/2)||D(Qtu)(:v)H§ and obtain (3). O

6.4. Estimates for Error Propagation. To prepare for our iteration, we first prove some
estimates that will help control the propagation of errors.

Lemma 6.8. Ifu,v € £(c,C), then we have
(1) ID(P) = D(Bw)| e < D~ D]
(2) 1D(Qru) = D(Quv)|| o < (14 C1)[[Du— Dol| .
Proof. The first inequality follows because D(P.u)— D(P;v) is the convolution of Du— Dv with
the Gaussian density. To prove the second inequality, note that
[D(Qiu)(x) — D(Qev)(z)lly = [[Du(z — tD(Quu)(z)) — Doz — tD(Qw)(x)]|,
< [[Du(z — tD(Qew)(x)) — Du(x — tD(Qv) ()|,
+ [[Du(z — tD(Qu)(x)) — Du(z — tD(Qv)(x)]l;
< [[Du = Dvl| o + Ct|D(Quu)(z) — D(Quo) ()|,
where the last inequality follows because Du is C-Lipschitz. This implies that for t < 1/C,
1D(@u) ~ DQuo)| g < (1= O | Du = Do

Now we improve the estimate using the semigroup property of Q;. Fix a positive integer k and
forj=1,...,k, let t; =tj/k, and let C; = C(1 — Ct;)~!. Then Q¢;u and Qy; are in £(0,C}).
Thus, we have

||D(Qtj+1u) - D(Qt]‘+1v>”Lw < (1 - Cjt/k)ilnD(Qtju) - D(Qtjv)||[,°07

and hence
k—1 1
[D(Qiu) = D(Qev)|| oo < [|Du— Dvl| o jl;[o =ik
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Now
k—1 1 k—1
1 — = —log(1 - Cyt/k
o8 [T 177 = 2~ loal1 = Cyt/h)
7=0 7=0
k—1
= (Cjt/k+0(1/K))
§=0
S5 C (i — 1)+ O
T Lt ot
7=0
t
C
/O o ds +O(1/k)
=log(1+ Ct) + O(1/k).
Hence,
[1D(Qru) = D(Qiv)| o < (1+Ct+ O(1/K))|Du — Dof o,
and the proof is completed by taking k — oc. |

Lemma 6.9. Suppose that u : My(C)7, — R be conver and let v € E(¢,C) and u <v+a+
bHDUHg for some a € R and b > 0.

(1) P < P+ a+ bC?mt + b||D(Pw)]|3.
(2) Qiu < Quv+a+b|D(Qw)]5-

Proof. (1) Using monotonicity and linearity of P;, we have
Pu< Puw+a+ b/HDv(az + )5 do(y).
So it suffices to show that
J1Dv(e + )13 dovx () = ID(P) @3 < bCP.

In probabilistic terms, the left hand side is the variance of the random variable Dv(z +Y)
where Y ~ o, n. Since the variance is translation-invariant, this is the same as the variance of
Dv(x +Y) — Dv(x), and this is bounded above by the second moment

E|Dv(z +Y) — Do(z)|5 < C? - E|Y|3 = C?mt.
(2) Note that
1
Qeu(z) = influ(y) + 5 lly - 3]

< u(e ~ tD(@u)(x) + 5 ID(@u)()]I

< vz —tD(Quw)(z)) + %I\D(Qtv)(fv)l\i +a+b]|Do(z — tD(Qw)(x))]3
= Quo() + a + b D(Qo)(@)|3,

where the last equality follows from Corollary [6.7 (1) and (2). O

Lemma 6.10. Let u € £(0,C). Then

(1) ||D(Qtu>|\2§ < || Dulf3- )
(2) |D(Pu)ll5 < C?mt + || Dull3.
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Proof. The first claim follows from Lemma [6.6] (5). To prove the second claim, note that by
Minkowski’s inequality,

D@ = | [ Date + ) dow(s

where the last inequality was shown in the proof of Lemma (1). a

2
< / | Dulz + 9)|12 dow.x (y) < C*mit + | Du(a)|2,
2

Next, we iterate the previous inequalities to obtain our main lemma on error propagation.
Lemma 6.11. Let ty,...,t, > 0 and write
tr=ti+---+t,
R=PF, Q,...P,Q
Let u,v € E(c,C).
(1) Ru,Rv € E(c(1 +ct*)~1, C(1 + Ct*)71).
(2) |D(Ru) = D(Rv)|| o < (14 Ct)[|Du = Dvl| peo.-
(3) Ifu<v+a+ b||Dv||§ with a € R and b > 0, then we have

szt* 2
< b b|| D .
Ru< Rv+a+ T Cr + b[|D(Rv)||5
In particular, v < v implies Ru < Ruv.
(4) We have
C2mt* 2
D < D
ID(R)3 < T + |1 Dul}

< Cm + ||Dul)3.

Proof. (1) Let u € £(c,C). Let t7 =t1 +--- +t; and u; = Ps;Q4; ... Ps, Qr,u. We show by
induction that u; € E(c(1 + ctf)~",C(1 + Ct5)~"). The base case j = 0 is trivial. For the
induction step, note that
c(14etf)! c L
= =c(l+eti, )~
L+ el +cet?) "t (L+ctl) +ctjn ( 7+1)
and the same holds for C. Hence, by Lemma (4), if uj € E(c(1 +etf)™H,C(L+Ct5)™ ),
then Q. u; € E(c(1+ ¢t} )™ C(1 4+ Ct;,)™"). By Lemma 63| this implies that uj 1 =

Py Qi uy € E(c(1+ ct;+1)_1, C(1+ Ct;‘H)_l). The same argument of course applies to v.

(2) Let t; and u; be as in the proof of (1) and define v; similarly to u;. We show by
induction that |[Du; — Dvj| o < (1 + Ct})|[Du — Dv| ;. The base case j = 0 is trivial. For

the induction step, recall that u;,v; € (c(1+ ct})™!,C(1+ Ct;)~") and hence by Lemma (.8
and the induction hypothesis,

I1D(Qt;,u5) = D(Qiy,0)l e < (14 C(1+ Ct) ™ tj11)| Duj — Dvjl|

< (14+C(1+Ct) 1) (1 + CtF) | Du — Dol o
(14Ot Du— Do) ..
Then by Lemma 6.8 again, since w1 = P;,,, Q¢ u; and vj11 = Py, Qy,,,vj, we have

[Dujr — Djpa || oo < (14 Cthy) || Du— D[ -

(3) First, we show by induction on j that

J
szti 2
uj < vj +a+bzm +b||D’Uj||2.
=1 g
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The base case j = 0 is trivial. If the claim holds for u; and v, then it also holds for Q,, ,u;
and Q¢ ,v; by Lemma (2). Then we apply Lemma (1) together with the fact that
Qi; . uj and Qy,,,v; are in E(c(1+ ctf, )", C(t + Ct3,)™") to conclude that
J+1
szti 2
Uj41 < Vj+1 +a+ b; W + bHDUj-l-lHQ'
This completes the induction. Finally, we observe that Y ., C?mt;/(1 4+ Ct;)? is the lower
Riemann sum for the function C?m/(1+ Ct)? on the interval [0, ¢*] with respect to the partition
{0,¢5,...,£5}. Thus,
n 2mt; t 2 1 2 t*
Zicm S/ _Om i —om (1 _ Cmt
A+Ct)2 = J, 1+t 1+C0t*)  1+Ct

=1

This shows the main claim of (3), and the claim that u < v implies Ru < Ru is the special case
when ¢ =0 and b = 0.
(4) By Lemma[B.I0} we have |[D(Qy,,,u;)|5 < ||Du;l|3 and

C?mtiyq o C?’mt; 2

Duiiqll?2 < 294 D0, u)? < 259+ Dl

H UJ+1||2 > 1+C’t;+l + ” (th+1uj)||2 =7 —I—Ct;‘+1 + ” u]”z
We sum from j =0, ..., n — 1 and obtain the same lower Riemann sum as in the proof of (3).
The final estimate Cm + ||Du|\§ follows because C?mt/(1 + Ct) < Cm. O

6.5. Iterative Construction of R; for Dyadic t. We are now ready to carry out the Trotter’s
formula strategy and construct the semigroup for dyadic values of t. The next step is to show
that the operators P; and @; almost commute when ¢ is small.

Lemma 6.12. Let u € E(c,C) and t > 0.
(1) |D(Q:Piu) — D(PQuu)|| e < C?*m'/2(2+ Ct)t3/2.
(2) PtQtu S QtPtu.
(3) If Ct < 1, then Qi Pou < PiQiu + 2C%mit? + 2C#2|| D(P,Qqu)||.

Proof. (1) Note that
D(QuPu) (&) = D(Pou)(w — tD(QuPu) () = / Du(z +y — tD(Q: Pru)(x)) doe.n (y).
On the other hand,
D(PQu)(z) = [ DQui)(w +y) dovnly) = [ Duta+y~ tD(@u)(w -+ 1)) doiny).
Because Du is C' Lipschitz, we have
ID(QiPa)(a) - DPQu)@)l, < Ct [1D(Qun)(w +9) - D(@:Pra) ()] doin(v)

We can estimate the integrand by

[D(Qeu)(z +y) = D(Qru)(x)l, + [[D(Qru)(z) — D(QrPru)(x)]|,-

Integrating the first term and using the fact that D(Quu) is C-Lipschitz (since u € £(0,C) by
Lemma (4)), we have

J10@u@ + 1) = DQuu@) s doin() < C [yl dorn < Cont /26172
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Meanwhile, the second term is independent of y and thus it is unchanged when we integrate it
against the probability measure o , and this quantity can be estimated using Lemma (2)
and Lemma (2) as

ID(Qru)(z) — D(QiPru) ()|, < (1+ Ct)||Du = D(Pu)l| oo < (1+ CHCm' ¢!/,
Altogether, we obtain
ID(QuP) () — D(PQuu)()l, < C2mV/3(2 + Cryt/2. O

(2) The idea is that the average of the infimum is less than or equal to the infimum of the
average. More precisely,

1
PQuu(e) = [intluty) + 5o + 2) = ol dor.(2)
. 1
— [ ntluty - 2)+ 57 llo — vl dorv (2
) 1
<int [luly - 2)+ 5o — vl dorv (2
— 1 1 2
= u;f[PtU(y) + %”33 —yll3]

= QtPtu(;v)
(3) To prove the other inequality, note that by Corollary [6.7 (3),

(6.6) QiPu < Pru— %HD(QtPtU)”g-
Also by Corollary [6.7] (3),
u < Quut (14 Ct)ID(@Qu) .
Hence, by Lemma [6.9] since Qiu € E(c(1+ct)~!,C(1+ Ct)~') C £(0,C), we have

C?mit? t
(6.7) P < PQuu+ (1+CH+5(1+ Ct)| D(PQy) |5
Plugging (6.7)) into (G.6]), we obtain
2,042

(6.8) QiPiu < PQuu +

(14 Ct) = S DQPE+ 5 (1 +C1)ID(PQ)
By using part (1), we have
ID(@Q:Pru)ll; = [|D(PQo)ull, — C*m' /2422 + C1))?
> [|D(PQuu)|5 — 2C°m! /122 + Ct)|| D(PiQuu) |
> [|D(PQuu)3 = (2 + CHIC mit® + C| D(PQeu)3]
where the last step follows from the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality
20m! 242 D(PQuu)ly < C*mt + || D(PQuw)l5

So substituting our estimate for ||D(QtPtu)||§ into (6.8]), we see that P,Q,u— Q¢Pu is bounded
by

C?’mit? 3 9 2, 1 2, t 2
4 L@ enotme 1 CHD(PQuIE] ~ LID(RQIE + L1+ ol D(RQUE
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Now we cancel the first-order terms (t/2)||D(PtQtu)||§ and we estimate 2 + C't by 3 using our
assumption that Ct < 1. Thus, this is bounded by
C*mt*> 3 1
5t 5tlCPmi* + Ct| D(PiQu) 3] + 5 O D(PQeu)l;

<2C°*mit? + 2Ct2||D(PtQtU)||§=

where we have again used our assumption Ct < 1 to cancel Ct from the term ¢ - C3mt?.

Finally, we can construct the semigroup R, for dyadic values of ¢. As in the statement of
Theorem [6.1] we define Ry ju = (P27eQ27z)2ltu whenever ¢ € Z and t € 27‘Ny.

Lemma 6.13. Let C > 0. Fort e Q; and u € £(0,C), the limit Ryu = limy_, o Ry ou exists.
Moreover, we have for t € 27Ny that
(1) Rtyg’u S Rtu.
(2) If C/21 < 1, then
3 C?mit

Ru <R 2
= M“Jr<21+01t

(3) |D(R;eu) — D(Ru)|| e < [t/2+ C(t/2)4C?*m/2(2- 2742 4 273/2().

+log(1 + Ct)(m + Cm + ||Du||§)> 27¢,

Proof. First, we prove some intermediate claims relating R; u and R ¢yiu. To this end, we
fix £ € Z and t = 27 n for some n € Ng. Let § =271, For j =0, ..., n, define

uj = (PsQs)* ™9 (PasQas) u.
and note that
up = Ry gp1u Up, = Ry ou.
Let
v; = Qs(PasQas ) u.
Then for j =1,...,n, we have
uj—1 = [(PsQs)*" 7 P5)(Qs Psvj—1)
u; = [(PsQs)*" 7 Ps|(PsQsvj—1).
We also define for £ =1, ..., 2n,
Cr=C(1+Cko)!, cp = c(1+ckd)™t,

Thus, by Lemma [6.11] (1) and Lemma [6.6] (4), we have vj_1 € E(c2j—1,C2j-1).
First, we claim that

(6.9) Rt ou < Ry pau.

Now by Lemma [6.12] (2), we have PsQsv;—1 < QsPsv;—1. Hence, by monotonicity of P, and
Q; (Lemmal6.IT (3)), we have u; < u;_1. Hence, Ry ou = uy, < ug = Ry ¢+1u, proving (G9).
For an inequality in the other direction, we claim that

3
(6.10) Ripy1u < Rypu+ (§Cm +log(1 + Ct)(m + Cm + ||Du||§)) 21

By Lemma [6.12] (3), since v;_1 € E(cgj—1, Caj—1), we obtain
Qs Psvj—1 < PsQsvj—1 +2C5; ymd® + 2C5;_10%| D(PsQsv;-1)|I5
Thus, by Lemma [6.9] (1), since Qs5Psvj—1 and PsQsv;—1 are in E(ca;, Caj), we have

PsQsPsvj_1 < PosQsvj_1 + 2C2j_1mé* 4 2C2j_10° (ngmis + ||D(P26Q6Uj—1)||§)
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Recalling that u;_; and u; are obtained by applying (P5Q5)2("_j) to PsQsPsvj—1 and PasQsvj—1,
and that PsQsPsvj_1 and PosQsvj_1 are in E(ca;, Co;), we may apply Lemma 6111 (3) to con-
clude that

C3ym(n — 5)o
Uj—1 < Uy + 2ng_1m(52 + 202]‘_152 (ngmé + 1+ ;O2J( ) + HD ]HQ
By our assumption, Cy;6 < C'9 <1, and thus

C2.m(n —j)o
2 2j
Cojmo+ 17 205, (n — j)o

1 3 3
S ngm5+ §ngm(5 = §ngm5 S §ng_1m(5.
Therefore,
Uj—1 — Uy < 202j,1m52 + 3022j71m52 + 202j7152”D’U,j||§.
By Lemma [6.11] (4), we have || Du,||, < Cm + ||Du||§, and hence
Uj—1 — Uy < 3C§j71m(52 + 2ng_152(m + Cm + HDqu)

Therefore, summing from j =1, ..., n, we have

Rtg+1u—Rtgu<3m5Qch 1+262(m+Cm+HDuH ZCQj_l

j=1
3 n n
= 5mé 2}%4@® +&m+cm+mmﬁ)§:gﬁm%)
= -

Recalling the definition of Ca;_1, two times the first sum is 377, C?(28)/(1 4+ C(25 — 1)5)?,
which is the Riemann sum for the function ¢(s) = C?/(1+ Cs)? on the interval [0,t] = [0, 2nd],
where we use a partition into subintervals of length 2§ and evaluate ¢ at the midpoint of each
interval. Because ¢ is convex, the value of ¢ at the midpoint is less than or equal to the average
value over the subinterval and therefore

Z C?(20) </t SR R Ol
A+C2j—102 = J, O+Cs2 ™ " 1+ct

Jj=1

By similar reasoning,

n

t
C

(2 < = log(1 t).

ZO2J 1(20) = Z 1+02]—1)6) /0 1—1—C'sdS og(1+C1)

J=1

Therefore,
3 C?mit

R - R <
t04+1U t U > (2 1+ Ct

which proves (6.10).
Together, (69) and (6I0) show that

3 C?mt
|Rye+1u — Ry pu| < (— n

21+ Ct
Because the right hand side is summable in £, we see that the sequence { Ry ¢su(z)}een is Cauchy
and hence converges. Thus, limy_,o Ry eu exists. Also, by ([6.9) the convergence is monotone
and thus R; su < Ryu, establishing (1). On the other hand, we obtain (2) by summing up the
estimate (GI0) from ¢ to co using the geometric series formula.

+log(1 4+ Ct)(m + Cm + || Dull; ))

+ log(1 + Ct)(m + Cm + |Du||§)) 241,
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It remains to prove (3). We first claim that
(6.11) |D(Ri.o41u) — D(Rypu)|| o < [t/2+ C(t/2)%)C*m2(2 + 27D )2~ (EH1/2

By Lemma [6.11] (3), we have QsPsv;_1 and PsQsv;_1 are in E(c(1 + 2¢jd)~ 1, C(1 +2C355)~ 1Y),
hence in £(0,C'). Therefore, by Lemma [611] (??) and Lemma B.12] (1), we have

[Duj — Duj_1llp < [1+42C(n — 5)d]|D(QsPsv;) — D(PsQsv;)| 1o
< [142C(n —5)0)C?mY2(2 + C5)63/2.

Therefore,

WE

||D(Rt,z+1u)—D(Rt,w)HLooS | Duj — Duj—1]| o

<.
I
a

[142C(n — §)8]C?*m/?(2 + C6)§%/?

M:

<.
Il
—

=[n+ Cn(n— 1)5]C2m1/2(2+ 05)53/2
[t/2+C( )2] 2m1/2(2+06)61/2
=

/2)]1C
t/24 C(t/2)*)C®m!/? (2 + 2= (HD )2~ 4D/
since 2nd = ¢. This proves (G.1T]).

Because [t/2 + C(t/2)?]C?*m!/?(2 4 2= D)2~ (+1D/2 is summable with respect to £, we
see that {D(R; ¢u)}een is Cauchy with respect to the L® norm (even though the individual
functions may not be in L*°) and hence converges uniformly to some function. We already
know that R eu converges to Riu, so the limit of D(R;u) must be D(Riu). We obtain the

estimate (3) by summing the (6I1]) from ¢ to oo using the geometric series formula. O

Corollary 6.14. Let 0 <c¢ < C. Let u,v € E(¢,C) and let t > 0 be a dyadic rational.
(1) Reu, Ry € E(c(1+ct)~H,C(1+Ct)~h).
(2) ID(Riu) = D(R)|| oo < (14 C)||Du = Dol poo-
(3) If u<v+a+b|Dv|> for somea € R and b >0, then

C?mt
Ry < Ryv + a+ b—— -+ b|[D(Ryw)| 2.

1+Ct

200 2
(4) ID(Rw)5 < St + || Dulf3

Proof. We know that these properties hold for R, by Lemma[6.111 By Lemma[6.13] they also
hold in the limit taking £ — oo. (For (1), we use the fact that £(c’, C') is closed under pointwise
limits for each ¢’ and C".) O

6.6. Continuity and Semigroup Property. In order to extend R; to all real ¢ > 0, we prove
estimates that show that R, depends continuously on ¢. We begin with some simple estimates
for P; and Q.
Lemma 6.15. Let { € Z and suppose that t € 27*Ny and u € £(0,C). Then

(1) u< Pu <u+Cmt/2.

(2) u—(t/2)|Dull; < Qru < u.

(3) 1D(Qu) — Dul|, < Ct[| Dull,.

Proof. (1) Because u is convex and u(z) — (C/2)||z||3 is concave, we have

u(w) + (Du(w), ) < ule +) < u(a) + {Dufa), o) + 5 [yl
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Integrating with respect to doy n(y) yields

Cmit

u(z) < Pu(z) < u(z) + for u € £(0,C).

(2) As for the operator @, it is immediate from the definition that Q;u < u. On the other
hand,

Quu(z) = ulw — tD(Qu)(x)) + 5 IDQu)(@)]3
> () — (D(Quu)(2), Du(x); + 5| DQuu) &)

> u(z) — §||Du(w)||§=

where the last inequality follows because (D(Quu)(z), Du(x)), < 2| D(Quu)(2)||5 + 3| Du(z)][3-
(3) Using the fact that Du is C-Lipschitz, together with Corollary [6.7] (1) and Lemma

(5)

| D(Qeu)(x) — Du(z)ll, = [|Du(z — tD(Qiu)(z)) — Du(z)]l,
< Ct| D(Qru)(@)||;
< Ct||Du(z)]|,- |

Lemma 6.16. Let s <t be two numbers in QF , and let u € £(0,C).

(1) Ryu < Rou+ B [log(14 Ct) —log(1 + C's)].

(2) Ryu> Ryu—3(t — s)(Cm + || Dulf3).

(3) If C(t —s) <1, then | D(Ryu) — D(Rgu)||, < 5Cm/22Y2(t — s)1/2 + C(t — s)|| Dul,.
Moreover, if £ € Z and if s,t € 27 *Ny, then the same estimates hold with R, replaced by Ry .

Proof. (1) Fix £ € Z and let § = 2~¢. Suppose that s = né and t = n’§ where n,n’ € No. By
the previous lemma,

R(jt1)s,0u = PsQsRjs ou
Cméd
(1+C(5+1)9)
Cmé
21+ C( +1)8)’

< QsRjs eu+ 5

< Rjsou +

where we have used the fact that QsR;jsu € £(0,C(1+ C(j +1)5)~1). Therefore,

n'—1

Cmd
Rn/é,lu < Rné,u + J;l 2(

1+C(j+1)0)

Since the sum on the right hand side is a lower Riemann sum for the function Cmd/2(1+ CT)
for T € [s,t], we obtain

Ry ou < R pu+ %[log(l + Ct) —log(1 + Cs)].

We obtain (1) by letting £ — 400 and using Lemma [6.13
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(2) Let £,4,s,t,n,n" be as above. By the previous lemma,

Rijy1ys,0u = PsQsRjs ou
> QsRjs0u

1)
> Rjsou — §||D(Rj6,éu)||§

1)
2 Rjs.ou— 5(Cm+ | Dulf3),

where the last inequality follows from Lemma [6.11] (4). So when we sum from j =n to n’ — 1,
we obtain

t_
Riu > Rou — TS(C’m + || Dull?).

Then (2) follows by taking ¢ — +o0.
(3) Assume that s,t € 27*Ny. Choose k € Z such that 27%~1 <t — s < 27% Then we may
write t — s in a binary expansion

14
t—s= Z aj2_j,

j=k+1

where a; € {0,1} for each j and ag41 = 1. Let t; = s+ak+12’k’1—|—~ . -—|—aj27j. Let uy = Ry; ¢u.
We will estimate ||Duj(x) — Duj_1(x)||, for each j. Of course, if a; = 0, then u; = u;_1, so
there is nothing to prove. On the other hand, suppose that a; = 1. Now we estimate (at our
given point z, suppressed in the notation)

(6.12) [ D(Ro-s guj—1) — Duj_1lly < [[D(Ra-i puj—1) — D(Pa-3iQa—iuj—1)|,
+ | D(Po-i Qa-iuj—1) — D(Qa—iuj—1)|l,
+ [|D(Q2-iuj—1) — Duj_1]|,.

The first term on the right hand side may be estimated as follows. Recall that we proved
Lemma [6.13] (3) from the estimate from (6.I1) by summing the geometric series. The same

reasoning shows that if ¢ > j and § € 27*Np, then
ID(Rs,uj—1) = D(Rsjuj—1)l| oo < [6/2+ C(6/2)*)C%m! /(227972 4 2799/2C)

since uj_1 € £(0,C). When we substitute § = 279, Ry-; ; is simply equal to Py—;Qa-;. Thus,
at the point z,

|ID(Ry-s guj—1) — D(Py-3 Qo-suj—1)|ly < C®m 2277 /2 + C27% /4][2- 279/% 4+ 2739/2C),

By our assumption €277 < C(t — s) < 1 and hence we may replace C27% /4 by 277/2 and
repalce 27%9/2C by 277/2 and hence

ID(Ry-i guj1) = D(PysQa-suj1)|l, < 3C?*m!/?273/2 < 3Cm! /227912,
The second term on the right hand side of (612) can be estimated by Lemma (2) by
ID(Py5Qa-suj—1) = D(Qa-suj—1)|ly < Cm'/?279/2

since Qa—juj—1 € £(0,C). The third term on the right hand side of ([G.I2) can be estimated
using Corollary 6.15] (3) by

ID(Qa-5uj-1) = Duj—1l, < C277 || Duj-1|l,.
Meanwhile, by Lemma (4) and the triangle inequality

1Duj-1lly < \/Cm+||Dull3 < CY2m' " + || Dull,.
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So using the fact C277 < 1, we have
ID(Qs- 1) = Duysly < C¥/2m' 2273 1 C27|| Dull, < Cm/2279/2 4 C(t; — t;-1)| D
Therefore, plugging all our estimates into ([G.12]), we get
|Duj = Dujia|l, < 5Cm'?279/% 4+ C(t; — tj-1)|| Dul,.
Then summing from j =k + 1 to £ we obtain
| Dug — Dug ||, < 5Cm/?27%/2 4 C(t — 5)|| Dul,
< 50mY2212(t — )V2 £ O(t — 5)|| Dull,.

Because ug = Ry ou and up = R ¢u, we have shown that (3) holds for R, and R, , instead of
R and R;. Thus, (3) follows by taking ¢ — +oc. O

Proof of Theorem [61l Lemma [6.16] shows that if ¢ > 0 and if ¢, is a sequence of dyadic ratio-
nals converging to ¢t as £ — oo, then R;,u converges to some function v and this function is
independent of the approximating sequence, so we define Ryu = v. Claim (1), (3), and (4) of
the Theorem were proved for dyadic ¢ in Corollary (1), Lemma [616, and Corollary
(2) - (4) respectively, and each of these claims can be extended to real ¢ > 0 in light of the
continuity estimates Lemma [6.16] Claim (3) of the theorem is Lemma 613

Thus, it remains to show that R; is a semigroup. That is, we must show that R;Ryu = Rsiu
for u € £(0,C) (and we have not even checked this for dyadic s,t yet). First, we check this
property for real s,¢ > 0 under the additional restriction that Ct < 1/2. For each ¢ € Z, there
exist s, and t; € 27*Ng such that s —27¢ < sy <sandt —27¢ < t, < t. By Lemma 610 (1)
and (2) we have

|t[ — t| 2 ) 1 2
Ry~ Rl < 1 (Om 4 [Duld) < 27 5(Cm o+ [Dul),

since |log(14 Cty) —log(1+ Ct)| < C|t¢—t| (from computation of the derivative of log(1+ Ct)).
By Lemma [6.13] (1) and (2), if C27%! < 1, then

3 C?mt
21+Ct

|Ry, ou — Ry,ul < 2t < +log(l 4+ Cty)(m+ Cm + ||Du||§)) )

Since ty < t, we can replace t; by t on the right hand side. By the triangle inequality, we obtain
(6.13) |Ry, ou — Ryu| < 27°K (1 + || Dull3)

for some constant K; depending on ¢ (and C). Using Lemma [6.T6] (3), or rather its extension
to real values of ¢,

|D(Ryu) — Dul|, < 5Cm!/221/2t1/2 4 Ct|| Dull,
< 50m/221/2¢1/2 1 Ct|| D(Ryu) — Dul|, + Ct|| D(Rsw) |,
Hence,
| D(Ryu) — Dul|, < (1 — Ct) " 5CmY/22Y261/2 4 Ot|| D(Ryu)]|,),
so by the triangle inequality,
1Dully < [|D(Rew)]ly + (1= CHTH [5Om22H 2412 4 Ot D(Ryw)-
By squaring and applying the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, we get

IDu|? < A; + B||D(Ryu)|
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for some constants A and B depending on ¢. The same reasoning applies to R:, ¢ since Lemma
6161 (3) holds for Ry, also. We thus obtain

| Dully < [|D(Ry, 0u)l|, + (1 — Ctg)~ [5CmM22Y/24L/% 4+ Cty|| D(Ry, )|,
< || D(Ry, ow)|, + (1 — C#) " H5CmMY22Y261/2 1 Ot|| D(Ry, 4u)||,
and so
IDull3 < A+ By D(Ry, u)3-

Overall,

Riu < Ry, ou+ 27K, (1 4+ A; + Bi| D(Ry, ou)]|3

Ri,ou < Reu+ 27K (14 Ay + By | D(Rsu)|3
So by Lemma [6.17] (3) and (4)
R, tRetu < Ry, ¢Riy pu+ 27K, (1 + A; + Bi||D(Rs, ¢ Re, 0u)|)3)

< Ra,Re, ou+ 27K (1 + Ay + CmB; + Bi||Dul)3)
and the same holds with R; and Ry, ¢ switched, so that
(6.14) |Rep 0 Ritw — Rayprr, ou| < 27K (14 Ay + CmB; + Bi||Dul)3),

where we have noted that Ry, ¢, cu = Rs, ¢ Ry, cu.
But then by Lemma [Tl By the same token as (6.13]), since Ryu € £(0,C), we have

(6.15) |Rq, ¢Riu — RoRyu| < 27K (1 + || D(Rw)|[3).
Similarly, since (s +t) — (s¢ +t¢) < 2-27¢, we have
(6.16) |Rsppt, 0t — Royrul <270 2K, (1 + || Dull3).

Combining these with (G.I14) using the triangle inequality, we get

|RsRyu — Ryyru| < 27°K (14 Ay + CmB; + By||Dull3)
+ 27 K (14 || D(Rew)|3) +27° - 2K o4 (1 + || Dul|3).

Taking ¢ — oo, we get RsRiu = Rsitu as desired. This completes the case when Ct < 1/2.
In the general case, suppose s,¢ > 0 and u € £(0,C). Choose n large enough that Ct/n <

n—j

1/2. Then for j =1, ..., n—1, we have Rt/k u € £(0,C). Therefore, by the previous argument

Rerjt/nR?/:lju = (Rerjt/nRt/n)(R?/;j_lu) = Rer(jJrl)t/nR?/;j_luu

so by induction Rs4,u = RSR?/nu. Since this also holds with s replaced by 0, we have R?/nu =
Rtu. Thus, R5+tu = Rthu. O

6.7. Solution to the Differential Equation. It remains to show that the semigroup R;
produces solutions to the differential equation dyu = (1/2N)Au — (1/2)||Du||§7 and that the
result agrees with the solution produced by solving the heat equation for exp(—N?u). More
precisely, we will prove the following.

Theorem 6.17. Let ug : My(C)7: — R be a given function in E(c,C) for some ¢ > 0. Let
u(x,t) = Ryu(z). Then u is a smooth function on My (C)™ x (0, +00) and it solves the equation
Ou = (1/2N)Au — (1/2)||Du||§ Moreover, exp(—N? - Ryug) = Pylexp(—N2ug)].
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At this point, we have not proved enough smoothness for R;u to show that it solves the
equation in the classical sense. Therefore, as an intermediate step, we show that u solves the
equation in the wiscosity sense defined by [11]; see [10] and the references cited therein for
further background. We will then deduce that exp(—N?2u) is a viscosity solution of the heat
equation and hence show it agrees with the smooth solution of the heat equation.

The definition of viscosity solution for parabolic equations is as follows. Here we continue
to use the vector space My (C)™ with the normalized inner product (rather than R™ for some
n). For smooth u : My(C)?”: — R, we denote by Du and Hu the gradient and Hessian with
respect to the inner product (-, -),; in other words, if zg € My(C)7, then Du(x) is the vector

sa?

in My(C)? and Hu(xg) is the linear transformation My (C)7: — My(C)2 such that

1
u(z) = u(t) + (Dulxo), & — o)y + 5 (Hu(wo) [ — zo], 2 — w0} + 0| — zo][3)-
We denote the space of linear transformations My (C)7, — My (C)7, by B(Mn(C)7), and we
denote the self-adjoint elements by B(Mpy (C)™)s,.

Definition 6.18. Let F': B(My(C)™)sq X Mn(C)se x R X My (C)gq — R be continuous, and
consider the partial differential equation

(6.17) 0w = F(Hu, Du, u, ).

We say that a function u : My(C)7% x [0,+00) — R is a wiscosity subsolution if it is upper
semi-continuous and if the following condition holds: Suppose that

To € MN(C);Za to > Oa A€ B(MN(C)ZZ)Sav pE MN(C)Z(;a o€ Rv

and suppose that u satisfies
1
(6.18) u(z,t) < u(;vo,to)—l—a(t—to)—i—(p,x—x0>2+§<A(:v—:vo),x—x0>2+o(|t—to|—|—Hx—ong).
Then we also have
(6.19) a < F(A,p,u(xg),zo).
Definition 6.19. With the same setup as above, we say that u : My (C)7 x [0,4+c0) = R

sa
is a wviscosity supersolution if it is lower semi-continuous and the following condition holds: If

Zo, to, A, p, a are as above and if
1
(6.20) wu(z,t) > u(aco,to)—l—a(t—to)—i—(p,x—x0>2+§<A(:v—:vo),x—x0>2+o(|t—to|—|—Hx—ong),
then
(621) @ Z F(Avpa U(I0)7$0).

Definition 6.20. We say that u is a viscosity solution if it is both a subsolution and a super-
solution.

Remark 6.21. Roughly speaking, being a viscosity solution means that whenever there exist
upper or lower second-order Taylor approximations to u, then we can evaluate the differential
operator F' on the Taylor approximation and get an inequality in one direction.

Ezample 6.22. The heat equation dyu = (1/2N)Au is obtained by taking

F(Ap,u,x) = Tr(A).

1
2N?
To understand why 1/N? is the correct normalization on the right hand side, suppose that u
is smooth and A = Hu(xg) and p = Du(xg), so that

u(@) = u(zo) + (p, 7 — o), + %<A(I — z0),@ = x0)y + ol |z — zol3).
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In terms of the non-normalized inner product (which we denote by the dot product), this means
that

u(z) = u(xo) + %p (x — ) + %(A(x —xg)) - (x — o).
Thus, the Hessian with respect to the non-normalized inner product is (1/N)A. Hence,
(1/N)Au(xg) = (1/N?)Tr(A4). Similarly, the equation dyu = (1/2N)Au — (1/2)||Du||§ is
obtained by taking

1

2N?
Proposition 6.23. Let ug € £(0,C) and define u(z,t) = Ryuo(x). Then u is a viscosity
solution of the equation Oyu = (1/2N)Au — (1/2)||Du||§

Proof. First, note that u is continuous. Indeed, by Theorem (3), u is continuous in ¢ with
a rate of continuity that is uniform for z in a bounded region (this follows because the term
| Duol|3 on the right hand side of Lemma B.I8] (2) is bounded on bounded regions since Dug is
C-Lipschitz). Also, u(-,t) is continuous for each ¢ since it is in £(0,C'). Together, this implies
u is jointly continuous in (z,t).

To show that w is a viscosity subsolution, suppose that we have a lower second-order ap-
proximation at the point (xo, ), where zo € My (C)2 and to > 0, given by

1
u(@, t) 2 u(wo, to) + a(t —to) + (p,& — o) + S{A(x — z0), & — o)y + 0|t —to| + [l — woll3)-

Then we must show that a < (1/2N?) Tr(A) — (1/2)|p|)5-

Our first goal is to replace the soft bound o(|t — to| + ||z — 3:0||§) by a more explicit error
bound, at the cost of modifying o and A by some positive €. Pick € > 0. Then there exists
r > 0 such that if |t — to| + ||z — 3:0||§ < 2r, then we have

(6.22) wu(z,t) > u(zg, to) + a(t —to) — €|t — to| + (p,x — z0) + %((A —el)(x — x0),x — o).

Let us assume that to —r < t < fo, so that the above inequality holds for ||z — zo||* < r and we
have a(t —to) — €|t — to| = (a +€)(t — to). For = such that ||z — x0||§ > r, we may use Theorem
(3b), the fact that Du is C-Lipschitz, and the convexity of u to conclude that

u(x,t) > uo(w) — 5 (Cm + || Dull3)

t
3
> o) + (Du(o). & = o) = 5(Cm + (| Do), + Clle = zo,)?)

In other words, u is bounded below by a quadratic in  — xg, and the estimate holds uniformly
for ¢ in a bounded interval. Moreover, the right hand side of ([G22]) is also bounded by a
quadratic in & — z¢ uniformly for ¢ € [ty — r,to + r]. It follows that for a large enough constant
K., we have

1
u(zo,t0) + (a +€)(t —to) + (p,z — x0) + §<(A —el)(w — o), & — wo)y — u(x,t) < K[|l — w03

whenever t € (to — t,to] and ||z — x|, > 7. Therefore, overall, assuming that t € (to — r, o],
we have

(6.23) u(z,t) > u(a:o,to)—|—(Oz—|—e)(t—to)—|—(p,a:—a:0>—|-%<(A—eI)(3:—3:0),:1:—:1:0>2—KE||3:—330||;1

For t € R, let us denote u;(x) = u(z,t) = Ryug(x). Now the strategy for proving a + € <
(1/2N*) Tr(A — €I) — (1/2)||p||§ is roughly to use the fact that uy,(x9) = Rsut,—s(r0) and
estimate ug,—s(2o) from above using the upper Taylor approximation for small § > 0. However,
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for the sake of computation, it is easier to estimate QsPsus,—s rather than Rs (and then we
will control the error between Rs and Qs P using Lemmas [6.12 and [613).
Let ¢ € (0,r). Then using the above inequality and monotonicity of Ps, we have

Prtsg—s(2) = ugy (o) + (@ — €)5 + (p, — o)

1 1

+ IN? Tr(A —el)d + §<(A —el)(z — x0),x — xo)
— Ko(|lz — 2ol + 21 + 2/N?)md|lx — xolf3 + 2m3(1 + 2/N?)5?).

Here we have evaluated Pj applied to ||z—x0 ||‘21 using ExampleB.22land translation-invariance of

Ps. Now recall that Qs Psut,—s(x0) is obtained by evaluating Psug,—s at £o—dD(QsPsu,—s)(xo).

Also, in light of Lemma [611] (4) and Corollary 6141 (4), ||D(Q5P5uto,5)(:1:0)||§ is bounded by

||Du0(:1co)||§ plus a constant. In particular, ||D(QsPsus,—s)(z0)||5 is bounded as § — 0. There-
fore,

(6.24) QsPsury—s(x0) = Psuey—5(zo — 6D(QsPstiry—s5)(0)) + %5||D(Q5P6wo—6)($o)||§
> i, (30) + 5| D(Qs Py, ) (w0)30

1
+ (@ +€)(=0) = (p, D(QsPsury—5)(20))0 + 57575 Tr(A — el) + O(6%).
(Here the the implicit constant in O(6?) depends on ¢.)
Because ug,—s € £(0,C), Lemma [6.12 (2) and (3) imply that if C§ < 1, then
|Qs Pty —s(20) — PsQstieg—s(w0)| < 2C°md? + 206°(| D(PsQstirg—s) (w0 »-

Again by Lemma[G.I1](4) and Theorem[B.] (4¢), | D(Qs Psur,—s5)(20) |5 is bounded by || Dug(zo)||2
plus a constant, so that

QsPsui,—5 = PsQsug,—5 + O(6°).
Also, if we let 6, = 27¢ for ¢ € Z, then Lemma [6.13] implies that when 2C¢, < 1 and &, < r,
then

|P52Q5zut0*5($0) - R5zuto*5e (‘TO)| = |R5eyfuto*5e (‘TO) - R5zut0*5z (I0)|

(3 _

< (2 105, +log(1+ Cép)(m+ Cm + ||Du(;v0)||2) 2
= 0(57).

So overall

(6'25) Q5£P5£uto—5e (CL‘Q) = R5euto—5e (CL‘Q) + O((Sl?) = Uty (CL‘Q) + O((Sl?)

Using similar reasoning, Lemma [6:12] (1) shows that

D(Q@P@Uto—&[)(l'o) = D(P[ng[s[’uto_[sf)(:Eo) + 0(63/2)'
Then using Lemma (3), we obtain
D(P[ng[s[’utO_[sf)(:Eo) = D(R(;euto—tsz)(xO) + 0(63/2)'

Finally, because u,—s € £(0,C), it is differentiable everywhere; the upper Taylor approximation
(©22) implies that ws,(z) < ug,(x0) + (p, — x0)y + o(||x — z0]|,) and therefore p must equal
Duy, (z9). Thus, overall

(6.26) D(Qs, Ps,uty—s,)(20) = p+ O(0;'%).
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Substituting ([G.25]) and (6.26]) into ([E.24]), we obtain

1 1
ey (20) > iy () + £ 11350 + (0 + €)(—80) — pI30e + g Tr(A — el) + O(5).
We cancel uy, (z) from both sides, divide by d¢, and move a— € to the left hand side to conclude
that
1 1.
a+e2 oo Tr(A —el) = S pll; + O(0).

Then taking ¢ — oo, we get a+¢ > (1/2N?) Tr(A —el) — (1/2)||p||§ Since e was arbitrary, we
have a > (1/2N?) Tr(A) — (1/2)||p||§ This shows that u is a viscosity supersolution.

To show that the u is a viscosity subsolution, the argument is symmetrical for the most part.
However, to obtain the constant K. in ([G:23)), we used the one-sided estimate Theorem [G.] (3b)
to show that u is bounded below by a quadratic in x — x(y that is independent of ¢, so long
as t € (to — r,to]. To show that w is a viscosity supersolution, we want to prove an analogous
quadratic upper bound. But by Theorem [6.1] (3a) and semi-concavity of ug, we have for t < ¢,
that

ug(x) < wolx) + % log(1 + Cto)

C m
< uo(zo) + (Dug(o), x — o) + §||33 —xol3 + 5 log(1 + Cto),

which is the desired upper bound. The rest of the argument is symmetrical except that a + €
is replaced by o« — € and A — €I is replaced by A + €l. |

Lemma 6.24. Let u : My(C)™ x [0,400) — R. Then u is a viscosity solution to Oyu =
(1/2N)Au — (1/2)||Du||§ if and only if exp(—N?u) is a viscosity solution to dyu = (1/2N)Au.

Proof. More precisely, we claim that u is a viscosity subsolution if and only if exp(—N?2u)
is viscosity supersolution and vice versa. Suppose that u is a subsolution, and let us show
that v = exp(—N?2u) is a supersolution. If u is upper semi-continuous, then v is lower semi-
continuous. Now suppose that we have a lower Taylor approximation at (zg, t)
1

v(z,) 2 v(wo, t0) + alt —to) + {p,& — o)y + 5 {A(z — 20), & — o)y + o[t —to| + ||z — zoll3)-
Note that v > 0 and u = —1/N?logv. The function h — logh is increasing and analytic for
h > 0 and we have

5 1/0\° 5

log(h + 0) = log(h) +log(1 + d/h) = log(h) + 7 3ln) t 0(67).

Substituting h = v(xg, tg) = exp(—N?u(wo,to)) and § = v(x,t) — v(xo,to) = a(t —to) + (p,z —
20)y + 2 (A(x — x0), @ — o)y + o(|t — to| + |z — x0|?), We get

1
~NZu(z,t) > —N2u(zo, o) + ——(t — to) + ———{p, 7 —
u(x, ) = u("EOu 0) + ’U(Io, tO)( 0) + U(.Io,to) <p7 z :EO>2
1 1 )
Alx— _ - _
+ 2v(:co,to)< (% = @0), — o)y 2v(z0,t0)? =20l

+o(|t — to] + [lz — @oll3),

since (p, x — ), /v(0, to)? is the only term from (—1/2)(6/h)% + O(8°) that is not o(|t — to| +
|| — 20]|3) (here we use the fact that |t — tol||z — 2o|l, < (2/3)[t — to[*/ + (1/3)[|z — z0]3). Let
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us denote by P the linear map P(z — xo) = p(p, x — xo),. Then the above inequality becomes

C (i) R )
—(t — - p,r—z
NQ’U(JJQ,to) 0 NQ’U(JJQ,to) P; 072

1 1
_ m<A($ — x0), T — To)y +

+o(lt = to| + |z = zol3)-

u(z,t) < ulxg,to) —

m@(ﬁ — o), (T — 7))

Because u is a subsolution, we have

«@ 1 1 1
_ < — Tr(A ———Tr(P
N2’U($0,t0) - 2N4 I‘( )+ 2N4’U($0,t0)2 I‘( )

2
2N4’U(£L'Q,t0)2 ||p||2

But Tr(P) = ||p||§, so the last two terms cancel. Thus, a > = Tr(A) as desired. So v is a
supersolution.

A symmetrical argument shows that if v is a supersolution, then u is a subsolution. The other
two claims are proved in the same way except using the Taylor expansion of the exponential
function instead of the logarithm. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem in the special case where ug is bounded below.
Lemma 6.25. Suppose that ug € £(0,C) is bounded below. Then exp(—N2Ryug) = P;lexp(—N3ug)].

Proof. Let v(z,t) = exp(—N?Ryup(x)) and let w(z,t) = Pilexp(—N2ug)](z). Since wug is
bounded below by some constant K, we have Ryug > K by monotonicity of R; (see Corollary
[6.141 (3)) and the fact that it does not affect constant functions (since the same is true of P
and Q;). Hence, v = exp(—N2Ryug) < exp(—N2K). We also have exp(—N?ug) < exp(—N2K)
and hence w < exp(—N2K).

Thus, v and w are both bounded, w is a smooth solution to the heat equation, and v is a
viscosity solution by the previous lemma. We will conclude from this that v = w (and this is
nothing but a standard argument for the maximum principle together with the basic philosophy
of viscosity solutions).

To show that v < w, choose € > 0, and consider the function

oz, t) = w(z, t) —v(z,t) — 6|\x||§ — 2met.

Suppose for contradiction that ¢ > 0 at some point. Since ¢ is continuous on My (C)7 x [0, +00)
and since w and v are bounded, ¢ achieves a maximum at some (xg, ). Since the maximum
is strictly positive, we have to > 0. Let ¢(z,t) = w(z,t) — (1/2)6||x||§ — 2et, so that ¢(z,t) =
v(x,t) — ¥(x,t). Then ¢(x,t) < ¢(zg, to) implies that

v(x,t) > v(xo, to) + V¥(x,t) — Y(xo, to)
= v(wo, to) + Opp(wo, to)(t — to) + (D (x0,t0), T — o),

1
+ 5 (HY(@o, o) ( — z0), & — 2o}, + ([t — to| + [l — woll3),
where the last step follows because 1 is smooth. Because v is a viscosity supersolution,
1
O (wo, o) > ﬁﬁlﬂ(fﬂo,to)'
However, this is a contradiction because at every point (z,t), we have

1 1
3,51/) = (%w — 2me < WA'LU — me = ﬁA?/),



AN ELEMENTARY APPROACH TO FREE ENTROPY THEORY FOR CONVEX POTENTIALS 61

by computation and the fact that w solves the heat equation. It follows that ¢ < 0 and hence
v(x,t) > w(z,t) — %6”,@”3 — met. Since e was arbitrary v > w. Then a symmetrical argument
shows that v < w. O

Thus, to prove Theorem [6.17, it only remains to remove the boundedness assumption on .
We achieve this by replacing ug with the function

(6.27) tio(z) = uo(x) — (Duo(0), z),,
which is nonnegative by convexity of uy and hence bounded below.

Lemma 6.26. Let ug € £(0,C) and let iy be given by ([627). Let vg = exp(—N?ug) and
Do = exp(—N?1g). Then the integral defining P, exp(—N?ug) is well-defined and also

2
Pyvg(z) = exp(—N?(Dug(0), z) + % || Duo(0)|13) Pyvio (2 — tDug(0))

Proof. We can express dot n(y) = (1/Zn)exp(—(N2/2t)|ly||3) dy. Also, denote p = Dug(0).
Then
1

Frvo(r) = - exp(—N2ug(x +y)) exp(— (N2 /2t)||yll3) dy

1 i N?
= exp(=N?iio(z +y) = N*(p,a +y) — - [vlls) dy

Zn
1 B N2t N2
= —— [ exp(—=N2ag(z +y) — N2(p,z) + ——|Iplls — =y + tpl3) dy
N 2 2t
1 - NZ%t N2
=— /exp(—N2uo<:c —tp+2z) = N3 p,z) + ——|lplls — == 2I5) dy
N 2 2t
9 N2t o .
= exp(=N"(p,z) + T”pHQ)PtvO(I —tp). O

Lemma 6.27. Let ug € £(0,C), let p € Mn(C)T,
(1) Pruo(z) = Priio(z) + (p, x),-
(2) Quuo(x) = Qeto(x — tp) + (p,x)y — p5.
(8) Ryug(z) = Ryfio(a — tp) + (p, )y — Lllpll3-

Proof. (1) holds because P, is linear and it does not affect linear functions. To prove (2), fix =
and let y be the point where the infimum defining Q:uo(z) is achieved and let § be the point
where the infimum defining Q.to(x — tp) is achieved. By Corollary [6.7] (1), the points y and g
are characterized respectively by the relations

and let to(x) = uo(x) — (p,x),. Then

y:x—tD'u,O(y), gj:x—tp—tDﬂo(gj).
But Diig(y) = Dug(g) — p. Thus, x — tDug(g) = ¢, so that y = §.

1
Qruo() = uoly) + g lly — 2l3

. 1 2
ao(y) + (P, y)o + glly —zll3

Il
=gl

t 2 1 2
oY) + (v, 2)y = Sllplly + 5 lly = (= = )3
2 2t

- t
Qo — tp) + (p, )y — 3 Ipll2-
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(3) Tt follows by iteration (after some computation) that for ¢t € 27‘Ny, we have Ry juo(z) =
Rytig(x — tp) + (p, )y — %HpHg Then by Lemma [6.13] we may take £ — oo, and by Theorem
6.1 (3), we may extend the inequality to all real ¢. O

Proof of Theorem[6.17. We have already proved the case where ug is bounded. For the general
case, let ug € £(0,C'). Define p = Du(0) and do(z) = uo(z) — (p, ),. As remarked above, g
is bounded below by zero. By Lemmas [6.26] the bounded case, and [6.27]

N2t .

Py exp(—N?up)(z) = exp <—N2<p, z) + =5~ |p|§> [Py exp(—N?iig)](x — tp)
9 N2t 9 -

= exp | =N*{p,2) + —=|lpll; ) exp(=N"Reiio(2 — tp))

—exp <—N (Reo(e —t9) + )~ 5112 )
— exp(—N? Ryuo ().

In particular, since P; exp(—N2@g) is smooth for ¢ > 0, we see that all the functions in the
above equation are smooth for ¢ > 0, and hence Rup(z) is smooth function of (x,t). Also,
Pylexp(—N?ug)] = exp(—N?Ryug) as desired. O

6.8. Approximation by Trace Polynomials. Now we are ready to prove that R; preserves
asymptotic approximability by trace polynomials.

Proposition 6.28. Let {Vn} be a sequence of functions My (C)T — R such that Vi is convex
and Vy(z) — (C/2)||33||§ is concave, and {DVy} is asymptotically approzimable by trace poly-
nomials. Then for every t > 0, the sequences {D(P,Vy)}, {D(Q:VN)}, and {D(R:VN)} are
asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials.

Proof. The fact that {D(P;Vy)} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials follows
from Lemma

Now consider D(Q:Vy). Note that by Corollary 6.7 (1), D(Q:Vn)(z) is the solution of the
fixed point equation

y = DVn(z — ty).
But if t < 1/C, then y — DVn(z — ty) is a contraction and thus iterates of this function will
converge to the fixed point. Let us define ¢y o(z) = 0 and ¢y s41(z) = DVn(z —tone(x)). By
LemmalG.6] (5), the distance from the fixed point D(Q:V)(z) from 0 is bounded by || DV (2)||,,
hence,
[on,e(x) = D(QiVi)()|l, < C|| DV (@),

Because DVy , is C-Lipschitz, Lemma[3.27implies that {¢n ¢} n is asymptotically approximable
by trace polynomials.

Now [[DVn (0)]|, is bounded by some constant A as N — oo because DV is asymptotically
approximable by trace polynomials. Since DV is also C-Lipschitz, ||[DVy (z)|l, < A+ C||z|],.
In particular, ||pn,e(z) —D(Q:VN)(2)|, < C*(A+C||z|,). Thus, by LemmaB.26, {D(Q:Vn)}
is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials.

This holds whenever ¢t < 1/C. But for general ¢, we can write Q; = Q?/n where n is large
enough that ¢/n < 1/C, and then iterating the previous statement shows that {Q;Vn} is
asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials.

For the sequence { D(R;Vy)}, first note that when ¢ € QF, we know {D(R; (Vy)} is asymp-
totically approximable by trace polynomials. By Theorem (1c) and Lemma B.26] the se-
quence {D(R;Vx)} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials for t € Q7. Finally,



AN ELEMENTARY APPROACH TO FREE ENTROPY THEORY FOR CONVEX POTENTIALS 63

by Theorem[6.1](2d) and Lemma[3:26 the sequence { D(R:Vy )} is asymptotically approximable
by trace polynomials for all t € RT. ]

7. MAIN THEOREM ON FREE ENTROPY

We are now ready to prove the following theorem which shows that x = x* for a law which
is the limit of log-concave random matrix models.

Theorem 7.1. Let iy be a sequence of probability measures on My (C)™ given by the potential

V. Assume

(A) The potential Vi (x) is convex and Vi (z) — (C/2)||z||3 is concave for some C' > 0 inde-
pendent of N.

(B) The sequence pin concentrates around some non-commutative law X with /\(Xf) > 0.

(C) For some Ry > 0, we have limy_, 00 fl\xHZRo(l + H:Eﬂg) dun(z) =0.
(D) The sequence {DVn} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials.
Then X € Xy, r, and moreover

(1) The law X has finite Fisher mformation ®*(A), and for allt > 0, we have

lim —I( N*O}J\/‘)—}(I)*()\Badt).

N—oco N

(2) We have for allt > 0,

X(ABoy) =x(AHoy) = hm m (h(,uN *x o N) + % log N) =x*(\HEoy).
(3) The functionst — wzZ(un*or,N) and t — ®*(AHoy) are decreasing and Lipschitz and
and the absolute value of the derivative (where defined) is bounded by C*m(1 + Ct)~2

Remark 7.2. If Vy(x) — (c/2)||x||§ is convex and Vi (x) — (C/2)||:v||§ is concave and if {DVy} is
asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, then Theorem [Tl implies that py satisfies
the hypotheses of Theorem [[1] for some law .

However, Theorem [Z.1] holds in a slightly more general situation than Theorem 1] in that
we do not have to assume uniform convexity, finite moments, or exponential concentration.

In preparation for the proof of the Theorem [T.T] we have already verified that the hypotheses
(A), (C), and (D) are preserved under Gaussian convolution. Now we show that (B) is preserved
in Lemma [T4l This is straightforward apart from one subtlety — although we have assumed
that for every non-commutative polynomial p, the non-commutative moment 7 (p(z)) concen-
trates around A(p) under py, we have not assumed that |7x(p(x))| has finite expectation. To
deal with this issue, we first prove an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Let A be a non-commutative law in X, let p(X,Y) =p(X1,..., Xm, Y1,...,Y0)
be a non-commutative polynomial of 2m variables, and let R > 0. Then there exists a neighbor-
hood V of X in ¥, and a constant L such that, for all N € N, for all x € Tn(V), the function
y = 1N (p(x,y)) is L-Lipschitz with respect to ||-||4 for self-adjoint tuples y in the operator-norm

ball {y : [ly;|| < R}.

Proof. To prove the lemma, it suffices to consider the case of a non-commutative monomial.
Indeed, if p = Z?:1 p; where p; is a monomial, and if we find neighborhoods V; and Lipschitz
constants L; for each p;, then the result will also hold for p with V = ﬂ?:l Vjand L = 2?21 L

Thus, assume without loss of generality that p(X,Y’) is a non-commutative monomial. Then
it can be written in the form

p(X,Y) = qo(X)Yi, 1 (X)Yi, ... qe—1(X)Yi, qe(X).
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where i; € {1,...,m} and ¢;(X) is a non-commutative monomial in X (which of course is
allowed to be 1). Consider z,y,y" € My (C)7,, and suppose that |y;|| ., < R and [Jyi|| ., < R
for each i. Then

p(z,y) ZQO )Yiy - Yig 1 G—1(@) (Y — Y5 )@ (2)Yis o - Yiee(2).

Recalling the non-commutative L* norms and Hélder’s inequality (see [23]), we have

Ip(z, y) — p(a,y)]; < ZHHqJ Wagery [Tiloe 105 | w5 = w51,

Jj=1k#j k<j k>j

This implies that

7 (p(@,y)) — 7~ (p(x ZHH(J; Dllagerny | B Hy =o' llo-

J=1k#j

Now

15 ) ageny = (vl (@) gy (@)) 1) 2

We can define
V={N:N(gjg) ] < M(g;g;) T+ 1for j=0,....0}

Then [|g;(@)|l5(¢41) is uniformly bounded for z € I'y(V) for each j = 0,...,¢. Suppose that
each of these quantities is bounded by K. Then the above estimate shows that

Itn (p(@, ) — T (p(2, )| < LK R |y — 3|l

whenever x € 'y (V) and y,y’ are in the operator-norm ball of radius R. O

Lemma 7.4. Suppose that {un} concentrates around a non-commutative law A. Then {un *
oi N} concentrates around A8 oy for every t > 0.

Proof. Fix t. Let Xy = (Xn1,-.-, XNm) and Yn = (YN 1,..., YN m) be independent random
variables with the laws pny and o, n respectively. Because the topology on the space ¥, of
non-commutative laws is generated by non-commutative moments, it suffices to show that for
each non-commutative polynomial p and § > 0,

Jim_ Py (p(Xn + ) ~ ABau(p)] > 6) = 0.

Fix p and let d be its degree. By the previous lemma, there is a neighborhood V of A and
a constant K such that for every z € I'y(V), the function y — 7n(p(xz + y)) is K-Lipschitz
with respect to ||-||, on the operator-norm ball {y = (y1,...,ym) : |ly;|| < 4t'/2}. By shrinking
V if necessary, we may also assume that on 7x(g(x)) is uniformly bounded for every non-
commutative monomial ¢(x) of degree less than or equal to d.

Choose a C° function 1 : R — R such that ¥(z) = z for |z| < 3t'/2 and |1 ()| < 4t'/2. Then
U (Y1, Um) = (VY1) .. ,¥(ym)) is globally Lipschitz in [|-||, and it also maps My (C)7,
into the operator norm ball of radius 4¢'/? (which is the region where z +— 7n(p(z,2)) was
assumed to K-Lipschitz with respect to ||-||, whenever z € I'y(V)). This implies that there is
some constant K’ such that y — 75 (p(z, U(y))) is K'-Lipschitz for all z € T'n5 (V). Let

an(z) = E[rn(p(z + ¥ (YN))]
Bn(z) = Elrn (p(z +Y + N))| = exp(tLn/2)[7(p)](z)
B(x) = exp(tL/2)[r(p)](x)
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Therefore, by Theorem applied to Yy,
2 €Tn(V) = P(lrn(p(z + U (Yn))) — an(z)| > §/3) < 20N /18UKD?,
On the other hand, we know by standard tail estimates on the GUE (see Corollary 2.12) that
]\}gllooE[TN(Q(YN)lnyNsttlm] =0

for every non-commutative polynomial g. This implies that |ay(2z) — B (2)| — 0 uniformly for
x € I'y(V). On the other hand, by Lemma B2T]

An(x) = exp(tLn/2)[7(p)](x) = exp(tL/2)[T(p)l(z) = B(x)

where the convergence occurs coefficient-wise. Now exp(tLy/2)[7(p)] is a sum of products of
traces of non-commutative monomials g of degree < d and for every such ¢, we know 7 (g(x))
is uniformly bounded on I'y(V) by our choice of V. Thus, coefficient-wise convergence of
BN — [ implies uniform convergence for z € T'y(V). Therefore, for sufficiently large N we
have |8y (z) — Bn(x)| < 6/3 for z € T (V), and hence

P(|7n (p(Xn +Yiv) = 7(B(Xx))| = 26/3, Xiv € Tn(V), Y| < 311/2) < 267N /1800K7),

where we have applied the Fubini-Tonelli theorem for the product measure puy ® o n. By our
concentration assumption,

P(|rn(B(Xn)) = A8l 2 6/3) =0, P(Xy €Tn(V) > 1,
and by Corollary 212 also P(||Y3|| > 3t*/2) — 0. Altogether, we have
P(|7x (p(Xn +Yi)) = AlB]| = 6) — 0.

But note that A[5] = Alexp(tL/2)[r(p)]] = A B o¢[p] by Lemma B23] Thus, the proof is
complete. O

Proof of Theorem[71] Let V= R:Vn be the potential associated to pn * ot n. Let us verify
that Vv satisfies the assumptions (A) - (D) for every ¢ > 0.
(A) This follows from Theorem [6.1] (1) because Vi, = RV, hence Vi, € £(0,C).
(B) This follows from Lemma [T
(C) This follows from tail bounds on the GUE (Corollary 2.12]).
(D) This follows from Proposition
Next, the fact that A € X, g, follows from Proposition [5.4] (1) with n = 1.
Claim (1) of the theorem follows by applying Proposition B9 to uy * oy nv with n = 1.
For claim (2), recall that by Lemma [5.6] equation (5.0,

1 m 1 [/ m 1 m
(7.1) mh(,u]v) + - log N = 5/0 <1—+t - FI(NN * Ut,N)) ds + - log 2me.

Because N 3Z(uy) converges as N — oo, there is some constant K with N 3Z(uy) < K for
all N. Also, because of assumptions (B) and (C), we have f||33||§ dun (z) = 220 A (X37) > 0.

Therefore, there is a constant a such that [|z]|5 duy () > ma for large enough N. Thus, (5.4,
we have for sufficiently large N that

m 1 . m
P < WI(MN * o v) < min (M, ?> .
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Thus, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to take the limit as N — oo inside the
integral on the right hand side of (1) and apply claim (1) to conclude that

N—o0 N2

On the left hand side of (Z1]), we will apply Proposition 5.4 with n = 1. We may replace Viy by
VN —Vn(0) without changing pn (because the definition of 1 includes the normalizing constant
Zn anyway). Then because {DVy} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials, we
know that {Vy} is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials (Lemmal[3:29). Therefore,
the hypotheses of Proposition [5.4] are satisfied and so

1
KO = timsup (hum) + Flog V) =3

N —oc0

1
lim (—h(uN) + % logN) = x*(A).

and the same holds for x(\). Moreover, this holds for uy * oy n just as well as un because
N * ¢,y satisfies the same assumptions (A) - (D).

For claim (3), first fix N and let X be a random variable with law pp, and let Y; be an
independent Hermitian Brownian motion (here Y; ~ oy n). Let E; = DV (X +Y}), which is
the conjugate variable of X + Y;. Then

1
N3
Suppose 0 < s <t <T. Then X +Y; is the sum of the independent random variables X + Y
and Y; — Yy, and thus E; = E[E4|X 4 Y;] by Lemma In other words, Z; is the orthogonal
projection of DV ¢(X +Y5) onto the space of L? random variables that are functions of X +Y;,
or in other words it is the closest function of X +Y; to =, in L2. This implies that

I(un * o1,n) = El|Zdl3

(1 = Z02] < B [IDVi,s(X +Y5) = DV (X + V)|

CQ
mHYs _}/t|§:|

CQ

= mm(t —5)

using the fact that Viy s € £(0,C(1+ Ct)~!) and hence DV g is C(1 + C's)~!-Lipschitz. Since
= is the orthogonal projection of =4 onto this subspace, we know =4 — =Z; is orthogonal to =,
and hence

o

— 2 — - =2
EI203] - £ [IZ:03] = B [I=, - 2u13]

Overall,
2

1 1
0<—I(/J,N *Us,N)_ I(/J,N*Ut)]v)g ( t—S).

=N N3 T3 oo
This immediately proves that ¢ — N73Z(ux * 04 n) is decreasing function of ¢, it is Lipschitz,
and the absolute value of the derivative is bounded by C?m/(1 + Ct)?. The same holds for
®*(\H o;) by taking the limit as N — co. O

8. FREE GIBBS LAWS

In the situation of Theorem .1l we want to interpret the law A as the free Gibbs state for a
potential which is the limit of the Vj’s. To this end, we will define a non-commutative function
space where each point is a limit of functions on My (C)7. We will then give several charac-
terizations of the closure of trace polynomials in this space, as well as the class of potentials to
which our previous results apply.
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8.1. Asymptotic Approximation and Function Spaces. Let Y, = {Yx} be a sequence of
normed vector spaces. We define a (possibly infinite) semi-norm on sequences ¢o = {¢n} of
functions My (C)? — Yn by

[ @ell gy, = limsup sup [[¢n (2)lly,-
N—oco |z|<R

Let Fp,(Ys) be the vector space
{Be i |0all .y, < +o0 for all R}/{¢e : [[¢ellpy, =0 for all R}.

For a sequence ¢, we denote its equivalence class by [ge].
We equip F,(Ys) with the topology generated by the seminorms ||-[|5 ., or equivalently
given by the metric

(8.1) () (Be, ta) = Z (| = Yal,y 1.

Note that F,,,(Ys) is a complete metric space in this metric and is a locally convex topological
vector space.

The vector space of scalar-valued trace polynomials TrP? embeds into F0, := F,,(C) by
the map that sends a trace polynomial to the corresponding sequence of functions it defines on
My (C)T. A sequence ¢, is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials if and only if
[pe] is in the closure of TrPY, in FO,, which we will denote by 7,0.

Similarly, let M,(C)™ be the sequence {My(C)™} equipped with ||-||,. The vector space
TrP;, embeds into F}, := F,(Ms(C)). A sequence ¢, of functions My (C)™ — My (C)s, is
asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials if and only if [¢] is in the closure of TrP,ln,
which we denote by T,}.

The spaces 7,2 and 7,} can be viewed as non-commutative function spaces through the
following alternative characterization. Here R denotes the hyperfinite IT; factor and R“ denotes
its ultrapower. For background, see |2, §1.6 and §5.4] or [§, p. 5 - 7].

Lemma 8.1. Let f € TrPY,. Then we have

(8:2) limsup sup |f(z)]=sup sup |f(z)|= sup |f(a)|.
N—oo zeMy (O, N zeMy(C)T, 2€(RE,)™
2l <R 2l <R loll <R

If we denote the common value by || f||1o g, then this family of seminorms defines a metrizable

topology on TrPY  with the metric given as in &), and T, is the completion of TrPY, in this
metric. The same result holds for T,} using the seminorm

(8.3) limsup ~ sup |f(z)ll, =sup sup Hf( Ny="sup [ f(@)ll,-
N—oo zeMpy(C)T z€EMN(C)T; IE(R\Q
llz]l oo <R lzll<r™ ]l o

Proof. Fix f and let A, B, and C be the three quantities in (82]) from left to right. It is
clear that A < B. Moreover, B < C because there is an isometric trace-preserving embedding
of My(C) into R“. To show that C' < A, pick x € (R¥,)™ with ||z|] < R. Then there
exists ©, € R7 with ||z,| < R and = = lim,_,, x,. For each n, we can choose an N,, an
embedding My, (C) = R and a y, € My, (C) such that |ly,|| < R and ||z, —ynll, < 1/2" and
lim,, 00 Ny = +00. Then z = lim,—,, yn and |f(z)| = lim,—. | f(yn)| < A. This shows that
the three seminorms in ([82]) are equal, and the other claims follow because these seminorms
are the same as the seminorms for FJ,. 0

From this point of view, any f € 7,2 has a canonical sequence that represents its equivalence
class in F2,, constructed as follows. If we write f as the limit of a sequence of trace polynomials



68 DAVID JEKEL

m

M as k — oo and the limit is

f*) | then fwy|px (cym converges locally uniformly on My (C)
independent of the approximating sequence f*). We can therefore define f| My (C)m to be this
limit.

Similarly, f defines a function on (R%,)™. Moreover, if (M, 7) is a tracial von Neumann
algebra and there is a trace-preserving embedding ¢ : M — R¥, then we may define f|p = fou.
It is easy to see that this is independent of the choice of trace-preserving embedding if f is a
trace polynomial, and this holds for general f € T, or 7,. by density of trace polynomials. In
this sense, 7.0 and 7,! represent spaces of universal scalar- or operator-valued functions that
can be applied to self-adjoint operators in every R%, -embeddable tracial von Neumann algebra.

In the scalar-valued case, we have yet another characterization of 7,0:

Lemma 8.2. Let ¥y pad = Upso Xm,r- Let C(Em,pdd) be the space of functions g : Xy, paa — C
such that g € C(X,,r) for all R, equipped with the family of seminorms ||'||C(Em n)- Then 70
is isomorphic to C(Z,. pdd) as a topological vector space.

Proof. For a scalar-valued trace polynomial f, the value f(z) only depends on the law of z, so
that f(x) = g(\;) for some function g : ¥,,, — R such that g € C(X,, gr) for all R, and we have

1fll70.r = 9o, n)-

Passing to the completion with respect to the metric defined as in (81]), we have a map ¢ :
7;3 — C(Xm,baa) which is an isomorphism onto its image. To show that ¢ is surjective, note
the algebra of trace polynomials is self-adjoint and separates points in ¥,, g, and hence by the
Stone-Weierstrass theorem, trace polynomials are dense in C(3,, g) for every R. Therefore, if
g € C(Z,u.r), we can choose a trace polynomial g*)(\,) = £ () such that ||9—9(k)||0(2m o S

1/2%. Then f*) converges to some f in 7,2, and we have «(f) = g. O

8.2. Convex Differentiable Functions. Now we are ready to characterize the type of convex
functions which occur in Theorem [ZIl First of all, we let 7,01 be the completion of the trace
polynomials with respect to the metric

1
d(f,g9) = Z Q—H[min(l, 1f = 9ll70 ) +min(L, [Df = Dgll (71 ym ,)]-

n=1

Observe that if f € 7,91 and f (%) is a sequence of trace polynomials converging to f in To1

1
as k — oo, then Df*) converges in (7,,)™ and the limit is independent of the choice of
approximating sequence. We denote this limit by D f.

Remark 8.3. If f and f*) are as above, then since Df*) is a tuple of trace polynomials, it is
continuous on the operator norm ball {y € My (C)7 : ||y||., < R} with a modulus of continuity
that only depends on R and does not depend on N. Because Df*) — Df uniformly on the
operator-norm ball (with rate of convergence independent of N), then Df is also continuous
on this operator-norm ball with modulus of continuity independent of N.

It follows that for every =,y € Mn(C)7 with ||z||, ly]] < R, we have

fy) = f(x) =(Df(x),y — x); + o(lly — =[l5),
where the error estimate only depends on R and not on N. In particular, this shows Df is

uniquely determined by f. Also, it shows that D f|azycym is equal to the normalized gradient
m ~ }RmN2 .

sa —

of flary(c)m in the ordinary sense of functions on My (C)
Lemma 8.4. Let f € T2 be real-valued. The following are equivalent:

(1) The function f|nry(cym is convex for every N.

(2) The function f is conver as a function on (R%,)™
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(8) There exists a sequence of differentiable convex functions Viy : My (C)T: — R such that
[Va] = f and [DV,] = Df. (Here DV, denotes the sequence (DVn)nen, where D is the

normalized gradient understood in the standard sense of calculus.)

Proof. The equivalence between (1) and (2) follows from similar argument to the proof of
Lemma 811

(1) = (3) because we can take Vi = f[ary (c)m -

(3) = (1). Fix N. To prove that f[y,(c)m is convex, it suffices to show that (D f(z) —
Df(y),z —y)y > 0 for every z,y € Mn(C)7,. For k € N, consider z ® I, and y ® I, in
My (C)™. Then as k — oo,

(Df(x) = Df(y)xz —y)y=(Df(x@1I) = Df(y ® Ii), 2 @ I, — y @ Ok)y;

meanwhile, if R = max(||z||, |ly||), then since DVy —Df — 0 in ||-||, uniformly on the operator
norm ball of radius R, we have as k — oo that

<Df(I®Ik)—Df(y®Ik),fE®Ik —y®1k>2— <DVNk($®Ik)—DVNk(y®Ik),$®Ik —y®Ik>2 — 0.

Because Vi, is convex, the second inner product is > 0 and therefore (D f(x)—D f(y),x—y), >
0. O

Let En(c,C)%! denote the class of V € T9! such that V(x) — (c/2)||:v||§ is convex and
V(z) = (C/2)||z||3 is concave. If 0 < ¢ < C and if V € &, (¢, O\, if Viy = Vny(@)m , then the
sequence of normalized gradients DV is asymptotically approximable by trace polynomials. If
we let un be the corresponding measure, then Theorem ] (the hypothesis ([1]) being trivially
satisfied by unitary invariance) implies that puy concentrates around a non-commutative law
Av, which we will call the free Gibbs state for the potential V.

Furthermore, the free Gibbs state Ay is independent of the choice of representative sequence
in the following sense. Let puy be the measure on My (C)7 given by the potential Vi =
V] My (cym - Let Wi be another sequence of potentials satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem
M such that [W,] =V in 791, and let vy be the sequence of random matrix measures given
by Wix. By Theorem ATl vy concentrates around some non-commutative law A. We claim that
A = Ay. To prove this, consider the sequence f/N which equals Vi for odd N and Wy for even
N. Then [V4] = V in T,%!, which means that {DVy}nen is asymptotically approximable by
trace polynomials. Therefore,

Av(p) = Nlicr\rllcn ™~ (p)dun = ]\}if)rdld/TN(p) dvy = A(p).
N —o0 N—o0

In fact, LemmaR.4limplies that the non-commutative laws A which occur as limits in Theorem
[T are precisely the free Gibbs laws for potentials V' € &, (c, C)%!. In particular, Theorem [7.1]
implies that x = x = x* for every such law.

Remark 8.5. We have not proved that the law Ay is uniquely characterized by the Schwinger-
Dyson equation A[DV (X)) f(X)] = AQA[Df(X)], although something like this is implied by |13].
One could hope to prove this by letting the semigroup 7" act on an abstract space of Lipschitz
functions which is the completion of trace polynomials (where the metric now allows z to come
from any tracial von Neumann algebra rather than only the R“-embeddable algebras). We
would want to show that if \ satisfies the Schwinger-Dyson equation, then A\(T)Y u) = A(u), but
to justify the computation, we need to show more regularity of 7,Y u than we have done in this
paper. In the SDE approach as well, the proof that Ay is characterized by Schwinger-Dyson is
subtle when we do not assume more regularity for V (see [14], [13]).
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8.3. Examples of Convex Potentials. A natural class of examples of functions in &,,(c, C)%*
are those of the form .
2
Vi(z) = Sllzll; +ef(u)
where € is a small positive parameter,
_ T+ 49
u=(U,...,Un), uJ—T_M.
and f is a real-valued trace polynomial in v and u*. Computations similar to those of §3.2]
show that the normalized Hessian of Jac(D f(u(x))) with respect to z is bounded uniformly in
N. Therefore, V € &,,(1/2,3/2)%! for sufficiently small . Similar examples are described in
the introduction of [13]. More generally, we can replace the trace polynomial f(u) by a power
series where the individual terms are trace monomials in u.

The class &, (¢, C)%! does not include trace polynomials in z because if g is a trace polyno-
mial of degree > 3, then we cannot have g(z) convex and g(x) — (C’/2)H:1:H§ concave (globally).
However, if we consider a potential which is a small perturbation of a quadratic (as considered
in [20], [22]), we can fix this problem by introducing an operator-norm cut-off as follows.

Let f be a scalar-valued trace polynomial and let us denote

(8.4) V() = 23 + e/ ().

Let ¢ : R — R be a C2° function such that ¢(t) = ¢ for [¢| < R and ¢(t) = 0 for |t| > 2R. Let
®: My (C)g, = My(C)g, be given by @ (2) = (¢(21), .- -, p(2m))-

(8.5) V7 (@) = ||o]3 + efn (@n (2)).
We will prove the following.

Proposition 8.6. Let ‘7]5;) be given as above. Then [f/.(é)] € TO1. Moreover, given § > 0, we
have [f/.(e)] € Em(1— 0,1+ 6)% for sufficiently small € (depending on f, R, and §).

As a consequence, we will deduce the following result about measures defined by V(€ re-
stricted to an operator-norm ball (without the smooth cut-off ®).

Proposition 8.7. Let 2 < R’ < R, let f be a trace polynomial, and let V(<) be as in §4). Let
€ 1 €
dug\,) (:E) = E exp(—N2V15[ )(x))lﬂml\gR d:v.

For sufficiently small e (depending on f, R, and R’), we have the following. The measure ,ug\e,)

exhibits exponential concentration around a non-commutative law N € Smr. If X € M,T)

is a non-commutative m-tuple realizing the law A\, then the conjugate variable is given by
DV (X). Moreover, we have

1 6 m
KN = X(N9) = () = i (zh) + 5 Tou )

To fix notation for the remainder of this section, functions without a subscript, such as f,
will denote elements of 7. or 79!, and D f will denote the “gradient” defined in the abstract
space 7,91 as the limit of the “gradients” of trace polynomials approximating f. However, fx
will denote f| My (©)m and D fy will denote the normalized gradient NV fy defined in the usual
sense of calculus with respect to (-, -),. Moreover, H fy = Jac(D fn) will denote the Hessian of
fn with respect to (-, -),.

In order to prove Proposition B8] we must understand D[fy o ®x] and H[fn o Pn]. To this
end, we recall some results of Peller [28] on non-commutative derivatives of ¢(z), where ¢ is a
smooth function on the real line.
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For a polynomial ¢ in one variable, the non-commutative derivative D¢ € C(X) ® C(X)
defined by Definition can be written as the difference quotient
P(s) — ¢(t)
D¢(S7 t) - s—1t ’
where we view C(X)®C(X) as a subset of functions on R? with the variables s and t. However,
the above difference quotient makes sense whenver ¢ : R — C is smooth. Thus, it defines an
extension of D to continuously differentiable functions ¢ of one variable.

Similarly, if ¢ is a polynomial, then the higher order non-commutative derivatives D™ ¢ can be
viewed as functions of n + 1 variables, which are obtained through iterated difference quotients
and thus their definition can be extended to smooth functions ¢. (However, beware that we
have not defined D} ¢ if ¢ is a non-polynomial function of multiple variables.)

If ¢ is a polynomial, then to estimate ¢(X)—¢(Y) for operators X and Y with norm bounded
by R, one seeks to control the norm of D¢ in the projective tensor product L>®[—R, R]JQL>®[-R, R].
Similarly, if ¢ is a smooth function and ¢(X) and ¢(Y") are defined through functional calculus,
one can estimate the operator norm ||¢(X) — ¢(Y)|| by representing ¢ as an integral of simpler
functions (e.g. by Fourier analysis) whose non-commutative derivatives are easier to analyze.
In this case, it is convenient to write D¢ as an integral rather than a sum of simple tensors.

We thus consider the integral projective tensor powers of the space of bounded Borel functions
B(R). The integral projective tensor product B(R)®:™ consists of Borel functions G on R™ which
admit a representation

(8.6) G(:vl,...,xn):/Gl(:vl,w)...Gn(:vn,w)du(w)

for some measure space (2, ) such that

(8.7) / 1G1 () ey - - 1G1 () gy i) < +00

and we define |G ||B (R)@in 1O be the infimum of 7)) over all representations (86]).

Given G € B(R)¥ ", bounded self-adjoint operators xg, ..., z, and bounded operators ¥,
..y Yn, We define

(8.8) G(xo,. ., )1 @+ Qyp) = /QGO(UCo,w)wGl(ZCl,W) UG (T, w) dp(w),

where Gy, ..., G, satisty ([86). This is well-defined by |28, Lemma 3.1]. If the z;’s and y;’s are
elements of a tracial von Neumann algebra (M, 7), we have by the non-commutative Holder’s
inequality (see §2.3)) that if 1/ =1/a3 + -+ - + 1/ay, then

(8.9) 1G (@0, -y ) # (1 @ - @yl S NGl gyzicnin l91lla, - Inlla,,

Moreover, we have the following bounds on the non-commutative derivatives of ¢ as a corollary
of the results of |2§].

Proposition 8.8. There exists a constant K,, such that for all ¢ € C(R),
(8.10) D" blgayoucnen < Ko [ (017

Proof. As in [28, §2], choose w € C2° such that 0 < w < x[_1/2,2) and >, w(27k¢) =
for £ > 0. Let Wy and W,f be given by /Wk(ﬁ) = w(27"¢) and ﬁ/\,f(g) = w(—2"%z) where ™
denotes the Fourier transform. It is shown in [28, Theorem 5.5] that

1D" Gl < Ko S22 (Wt 0l ooy + W 5 0ll e ) -
kEZ
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This can be estimated by the right hand side of (8I0) (for a possibly different constant) by a
standard Fourier analysis computation. O

Proof of Proposition[8.6. Recall that st,e)(x) = %||a:||§ + efn o ®y. Thus, to show that the

sequence V]S,G) defines an element of 7™, it suffices to prove this for fy o ®y. To this end, it is
sufficient to show that for each r > 0, there is a sequence of trace polynomials {g(k)}keN such
that

lim sup sup 19" (2) = fv 0 @ ()] = 0
k— o0 NeNzeMn (C)my:||lz| <7

and
lim sup sup IDg™ () = D[fx o ®n ()]l
k=00 NeNzeMy (C)m:||a|| , <r
Fix r > 0. By standard approximation techniques, there exist Schwarz functions ¢*) : R — R
such that ¢(k)|[_m] is a polynomial and ¢*) — ¢ in the Schwarz space as k — co. By
Proposition B8, we have D"¢*) — D¢ in B(R)®i("+l) as k — oo for every n.
Let @55) (z1,...,2m) = (0¥ (21),..., 0" (x,,)). Then fy o @5\];) is given by a trace polyno-
mial g®) on {||z||_, <r}. Because of the spectral mapping theorem,
k
sup (|2 (2) = @ (@)l < msup |60 (1) — 6(0)
lzl<r te[—rr]
which is independent of N and vanishes as k — co. Thus, our trace polynomials ¢(*) approxi-
mate fy o ®y uniformly on the operator norm ball {x : ||z||_ < r}.

Next, we must show that Dg(*) approximates D[fy o ®y] uniformly in [|-||, on the operator
norm ball {[|z|| < r}. By the chain rule, we have

Djlfn o @n] = Jac;(®n)'[D;f],
where D; and Jac; are the normalized gradient and Jacobian with respect to the variable
zj € Mn(C)sq. Now
Jac;(®n)(x)y = Do(x;)#y.
Now D¢ viewed as an element of the tensor product C[X] ® C[X] is is invariant under the flip

map that switches the order of the tensorands; this is because D¢ is represented as a difference
quotient for one-variable functions. Flip invariance implies that

N[(Do(x;)#y)z] = T [y(D () #2)],
which means that the operator Jac;(®n)(z) on Mn(C)s, is self-adjoint. Hence,
Djlfn o @n|(x) = Jac;(®n(2))[D; fn](x) = Dp(x;)#D; fn (PN (2)).
This function is given by a trace polynomial on {||z||,, < 7}, and specifically it must equal

D; g% because D; ¢ is uniquely determined as a trace polynomial by the fact that it is the
gradient of g®)|5/, (cym for every N. Moreover, for |[z||., < r, we have

Doy, () #D; f(Pr(2)) = Dow () #D; f (2(2)) + Do () #[D; f (Pr(x)) — D; f(())]-
The first term converges to D¢ (z;)#D; f(P(x)) in ||-||, uniformly on {||z]|, < r} using (83)
with estimates independent of N. Similarly, because the images of ®; and ® are contained in
an operator norm ball and D;f is K-Lipschitz in [|-||, on this ball for some K > 0, we have
D;f(®r(x)) — Djf(®(x)) — O uniformly. This in turn implies that the second term goes to
zero because Dy (x;) is uniformly bounded in B(R)&;B(R). Thus, for every r > 0, there is a
sequence of trace polynomials ¢g(®) such that g, — f o ® and Dg(®¥) — D(f o ®) uniformly on
{llz|l., < r}. This means that fo® € 7. °.
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It follows that the sequence Vjs,e) defines a function in 7,2'! for every e. It remains to show that
this function is in &, (1 — 6,1+ §)%? for sufficiently small e. To this end, it suffices to show that
fn o @x defines a function in &,,(—a,a)®! for some real a > 0. Thus, we only need to obtain
some uniform upper and lower bounds on the operator norm of H|[fxno®y] that are independent
of N. However, this is equivalent to showing that D;(fyo®n) = Don(x;)#D; fn(P+N(x)) is
Lipschitz in ||-||, for each j (uniformly in N). Because D?¢ is bounded in B(R)&;B(R)®;B(R),
we see that

IDo(x;)#y — D(x))#ylly < Kllzj — 2l [yl
for some constant K. Together with the fact that D; fx(®n(z)) is Lipschitz in [|-||,, this implies
that D;(fn o @) is Lipschitz in ||-||, as desired. O

Proof of Proposition 871 Let jix be the measure on My (C)™ given by the potential V. Let
§ be a number in (0,1) to be chosen later. By Proposition B8, we have that V() e &,,(1 —
5,1+ 6)%1 for sufficiently small e. By Theorem A1} the laws jiy concentrate around a non-
commutative law A. Furthermore, in Theorem 1] (1), we can take M = 0 and ¢ = 1 — ¢ and
C =1+, so that

| > IDVOl, 6
< .
NG I I R A (e

Note that DV (0) = DV (0) = eDf(0) is a scalar multiple of the identity matrix since f is a
trace polynomial. Because R’ > 2, we may choose ¢ sufficiently small that
2
(1—26)1/2

0
+ TEE <R.

Then by choosing ¢ (and hence |[DV(0)|,) sufficiently small, we can arrange that R. =
limsupy_, ., Ry < R'. This implies that the measures iy concentrate on the ball {||z|| < R'}.
For ||z|, < R, we have V(z) = V(z), and therefore puy is the (normalized) restriction of jiy
to {||z]|, < R}. It follows that puy concentrates around the law X\ as well.

If X € (M, 1) realizes the law A, then || X|| < R’ since A € ¥, g, € ¥y, r7 by Theorem ET]
(2). Moreover, by Proposition[5.9, the conjugate variables for X are given by DV (X) = DV (X).
Moreover, by Theorem [[.1] applied to iy, we have

N . 1 m
KO =30 =) = i (zh() + 5 log )

In the last equality, we can replace fiy by py as in the proof of Proposition [5.4] because jiy is
concentrated on {||z| ., < R'}. O

Remark 8.9. The approach given here probably does not give the optimal range of € for Propo-
sition 87l To get the best result, one would want a more direct way to extend the potential
V :{|z|., < R} — R to a potential V defined everywhere. This leads us to ask the following
question.

Suppose that V is a real-valued function in the closure of trace polynomials with respect
to the norm | fllzo  + [[Dfl71 g, and hence V' defines a function { : [lz||, < R} — R for
x € My(C)%. T V() — (¢/2)]|3 is convex and V() — (C/2)||z)3 is concave on {||z|| < R},
then does V extend to a potential V € Em(c,C)%1? What if we allow V to have slightly worse
constants ¢ and C?

The construction of extensions that preserve the convexity properties is not difficult, but it
is less obvious how to construct an extension that one can verify preserves the approximability
by trace polynomials.
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