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Abstract

The complex Ginibre ensemble is an N x N non-Hermitian random matrix over
C with i.i.d. complex Gaussian entries normalized to have mean zero and variance
1/N. Unlike the Gaussian unitary ensemble, for which the eigenvectors are distributed
according to Haar measure on the compact group U(N), independently of the eigen-
values, the geometry of the eigenbases of the Ginibre ensemble are not particularly
well understood. In this paper we systematically study properties of eigenvector cor-
relations in this matrix ensemble. In particular, we uncover an extended algebraic
structure which describes their asymptotic behavior (as N goes to infinity). Our work
extends previous results of Chalker and Mehlig [CM98], in which the correlation for
pairs of eigenvectors was computed.

1 Introduction

For N e N, let My = (Mij)f?[jd denote a random N x N matrix sampled from the Ginibre
ensemble. That is, My is an N x N matrix with complex entries M;;, where (M;j); j>1
are independent complex Gaussian random variables with mean 0 and variance 1/N. Let
us denote the probability measure of such a complex Gaussian variable by s

rn(dz) = 7 Lexp(=N|z|*)Nd?z, VzeC,

and by PP the joint law of the random variables (M;;); j>1.

With P-probability 1, the matrix My is diagonalizable and has N distinct eigenvalues,
denoted (\;)X,. The eigenvalue (and singular value) distribution is explicitly computable
as a determinantal processes. In particular, the spectrum and k-point eigenvalue distri-
butions of My converge in P-probability (and also almost surely), in the limit N — oo,
to the uniform measure on the unit disc Dy := {# € C : |z| < 1} C C (resp. D¥).
Furthermore, like its better-known Hermitian counterpart, the Gaussian unitary ensem-
ble, both the eigenvalues and singular values display universal behavior with respect to
the variation of the distribution (under modest analytic assumptions on the distribution)
of individual entries of the matrix, see [Gin65, Gir84, Gir94, Bai97, TV08, GT10, TV10,
BYY14a, BYY14b, Yinl4, AEK*18].

Since the matrix My is generically non-Hermitian with respect to the natural inner
product on CV, one can associate to ()\z)fi ; two sets of bases of eigenvectors for CN, a
basis of ‘right’ eigenvectors (r;)"_; and a basis of ‘left’ eigenvectors (1;)XY,. In the natural
coordinate system defining My, the r;’s are column vectors and Myr; = A;r; while the
1;’s are row vectors and 1, My = X\;1;. Given the r;’s, the 1;’s are normalized so that

12‘ Ty = (5@' . (11)
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A point worth keeping in mind throughout the paper is that properly speaking, r; € CV
while I; € (CV)*. Hence we will use the convention 1;(k) := 1(eg), where e}, is the column
vector with 1 in the A'th component and 0 elsewhere. With this convention 1; - r; =
> i Li(k)rj(k) without any complex conjugation. Using these bases, we have the spectral
decomposition My = > .,y AiQs, where for 1 < i < N, we introduced the notation
Qi =ril;.

Unlike what transpires in the Hermitian setting, the eigenvectors r; are strongly corre-
lated with the eigenvalues A;. This has a number of interesting consequences. For example,
there is no simple description for the analogue of Dyson’s Brownian motion of the Ginibre
ensemble, since one has to track the evolution of both eigenvalues and eigenvectors.

In this paper, we study of the geometry of the eigenbases (r;)Y, and (I)Y,. We
shall provide further motivation for this below but, for now, let us simply say that we
find related questions intrinsically interesting. For example, what are the typical angles
between distinct eigenvectors? What is the volume of the parallelepiped determined by the
eigenvectors corresponding to eigenvalues near the deterministic parameters vy, --- vy for
some fixed £ € N as N — oo? How does the minimal angle between eigenvectors behave
as a function of N7

Here, we focus on the computation of the 2¢-point correlation functions for the collection
of eigenvectors corresponding to the deterministic eigenvalues v, ..., v9p. To explain what
we mean, let r;-r € (CN)* (respectively IZ € CV) denote the row (column) vector obtained
by conjugate transposing r; (1;). When ¢ = 1, the natural quantity to study is, formally,

N

> 61— M\)d(va — A xj (1.2)

ij=1
;-r-rj := >, ri(k)rj(k). Aside from the minor technical issue that one must formalize
the meaning of the delta functions, the expression itself is actually not well defined due to
the following symmetry. For every choice of non-zero complex numbers (Ci)f\;l, the pair
of bases (cir;)Y, (c; L)Y, is just as good as (r;)N, (I;)Y,. From a physical perspective,
see [CM98, MCO00], it is natural in such a situation to focus on quantities invariant under
this symmetry. Let Ty, n be the set of all 2¢-tuples of integers in [N]. For every e > 0,
N € N, and every v € Dfﬁ, define

where r

y4
Prune@) =N N b (lv = Mllso) [] L, r0) (s -1, )
m=1

1€y N (13)

=N Y Gellv — Ml @, Q@Y - Qr),
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where A\; = (A, )mer, the function ¢, denotes the indicator function of the interval (—¢, ¢),
and for I = (Iy,. .., Is), we have implemented the cyclic notation I, 90 = Ip,.
Our goal is to show the existence of the limit

pae(v) = lim lim Elpo,n-(v)],

and then explore some of its basic properties as a function of the spectral parameters v. Let
us note that another way to interpret this quantity is to compute the conditional expec-
tation of Tr(Q]Q2Q% - - - Q2¢) conditioned on (Ay,...,Ay) = v. For technical convenience
we work with (1.3), although we expect both definitions to lead to the same correlation
functions on the macroscopic scale.



In fact, the case ¢ = 1 has already been computed by Chalker and Mehlig [CMO98,
MC00, MC98|, for which they obtained the beautiful formula

1—7119

pQ(Vl,VQ) = Vi, 19 € Dy . (1.4)

=

Remark. Note that in [CM98], this formula appears with a factor of 72

this factor is due to a different normalization.

The origin of

To illustrate our main result for the next order correlation function (when ¢ = 2), we
prove that

1
pa(vi, v, v3,1v4) = =73 [/72(1/17 v2)p2(vs, va) — p2(v1, va)pa(vs, VQ)] :

On the basis of this formula one can already begin to see some of the general structure
structure that we uncover. First, note that ps can be expressed in terms of products of
p2’s with coefficients that are rational functions in (vor)r and (7o5—1)k. In fact, one can
interpret v9 — vy as a Vandermonde determinant (and similarly 77 — 773). This turns out be
a general feature of the correlation functions; In the general case, the correlation functions
can be expressed as a linear combination of products of p2’s with a specific pairing rule that
we explain below. Moreover, after multiplying by a product of Vandermonde determinants,
the coefficients of each product of pso’s are polynomials in (vor ) and (Tgr_1)k-

1.1. Motivation. Chalker and Mehlig were motivated to compute (1.4) after consider-
ing the following problem: Let My and M}, be a pair of independent random matrices
distributed according to the Ginibre ensemble and interpolate from one to the other via
Mn(0) = cos(0) My +sin(0)M},. How do the eigenvalues A;(0) vary with 87 Note that for
any fixed 6, the matrix My (0) has the same distribution as My. However, examining the
velocities of eigenvalues, Chalker and Mehlig found that E[|Og\;|?|Ni = 2] =~ 1 — |2|%
Here the square of the length of @; in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm naturally appears;
E[|OpNi]?| N = 2] = E[tr(Q}LQi)\)\i = z]/N. It turns out that this quatity is asymptotic
to 1 — |z|2. By way of comparison, for the (self adjoint) Gaussian Unitary Ensemble with
the same normalization on the matrix entries, it is known that E[0pA?] = O(1/N), see
[Wil89]. This indicates a strong instability in the spectrum of a non-Hermitian random
matrix which cannot be captured by the typical studies of eigenvalues alone.

This instability turns out to be common in physical and numerical problems involving
non-Hermitian matrices. For example, it is the origin of computational issues related to
matrix inversion [Grell| and motivated the study of pseudo-spectra, that is, approximate
eigenvalues and eigenvectors, when faced with a non-normal matrix. The latter concept
has found application in numerous settings (see the wonderful book [TE05] for a survey).
Let us mention a few examples we find interesting, although the discussion is a bit off our
main topic.

First, the instability of eigenvalues and eigenvectors of non-normal operators (and the
success of pseodspectra in detecting it) was connected to the onset of turbulence in certain
fluid flows at Reynolds numbers lower than what might naively be expected based on
linearized stability analysis [TTRD93, Tre97].

A second interesting example in which non-normality and stability of eigenvalues and
eigenvectors plays a significant role is the Hatano-Nelson model [HN96, GK98, TE05].
This is an Anderson type model in one dimension in which the propagator is a tilted
Laplacian, breaking time reversal symmetry. According to numerical results presented in
[TE05], the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of this model display rather strong sensitivity to



boundary conditions, periodic versus Dirichlet. Remarkably however, the pseudo-spectra
of this operator seems to be relatively insensitive to boundary conditions.

As a third and final example regarding the significance of this instability, we men-
tion recent work by Fyodorov and Savin regarding inverse lifetimes of resonance states in
open quantum systems [FS12]. If the Hamiltonian of the corresponding closed system is
perturbed, the inverse lifetimes of the resonance states shift. The authors show that at
weak coupling between the system and environment, the magnitudes of these shifts are
predominantly due to the non-orthogonality of the resonance states. Moreover, consider-
ing the limit in which the number of resonance states tends to infinity, they use random
matrix techniques to predict the statistics for these shifts. Subsequent experimental work
[GKL"14] actually confirmed these random matrix theory approximations. This last fact
is particularly significant from our point of view: By analogy with the Hermitian setting,
in which the local statistics of eigenvalue correlations of GUE is expected to be univer-
sal over a large class of models both random and deterministic, one might hope to use
non-Hermitian random matrices to study large dissipative quantum systems. The work
[GKL"14] provides proof of concept for this hope.

Another point of view one might take, which makes the quantities we study quite
natural, is that Chalker and Mehlig computed the two point, or spin-spin, correlation
function of a statistical mechanical system: As is well known, the eigenvalues of the Ginibre
ensemble form a system of free fermions, or, equivalently, a determinantal point process.
In this interpretation, the associated eigenvectors should not be forgotten as they provide
an additional spin structure for this system.

There was a bit of followup work after [CM98, MCO00], c.f. [JINNT99, BGNT14], but
little attention has been paid by the mathematics community until rather recently. Walters
and Starr [WS15], extended the calculation of ps to spectral parameters at the boundary
of Dy and also computed the asymptotics of mixed moments of py y . with powers of the
random matrix Mpy. Bourgade and Dubach [BD18] and Fyodorov [Fyol7| characterized
the distribution of the "self-overlap", namely, the length square of a particular @;, which
also represents the local condition number for My . It would be interesting to extend their
results to a "full counting statistics" for all 2¢-point correlations of the type considered in
the present paper.

We focus exclusively on eigenvector correlations for the complex Ginibre ensemble.
As we detail below, there seems to be an interesting algebraic structure underlying our
computations which we have only partially uncovered. It would therefore be worthwhile
to explore the analogous correlations for other non-Hermitian ensembles, e.g., the real and
quaternionic cases.

1.2. Some basic notions and the main result. For a finite set A C N denote by S4 the
permutation group on A, and define § = LﬂAcN, 0<|A|<o0 S4. Here, |4 denotes the disjoint
union of these collections of permutations, that is, we do not identify permutations which
have the same fixed points, so the cycle (1,2,3) € Sj3) is not the same as (1,2,3)(4) € Sy
nor the same as the cycle (1,2,4) € 81,243 The set Sy contains a unique permutation on
the from the empty set to itself, which we denote by (). For o € S we denote by ¥ (o) the
set of vertices on which o acts and by |o| the number of cyclic permutation in o.

It follows from our formalism that, when computing (1.3), we also compute correla-
tions corresponding to product of cycles and hence correlation functions associated with
general permutations in §. In order to study correlation functions associated with general
permutations, we change our notation slightly. For o € S, let Z, = ¥ be the collection



“//(a)

of tuples indexed by ¥ (o), taking values in [N]. Then, for 0 € S and u,v € D, set

pne(osu,v) = e VOINTT N g ([Ju = Arlloo) = ([[v = Aslloo)
1,Jels

H (1J0_1(j> ' l}j)(r}j ' ri) ) (15)
j€¥ (o)

Note that when o has more than one cycle in it, py (o) is rescaled by a higher power of
N, namely N~1°I corresponding to the total number of cycles in the correlation function.
Relating our new notation to (1.3), by taking Cy to be the cyclic permutation on [¢] and
defining v € D?* via the relation vy; 1 = v; and va; = u;, one obtains Py «(Cp;u,v) =
P2 N (V).

For m € N and u,v € DT", define
Dist(u, v) = Dist(u, v;9D)

= min {|uq —vs|} A min Ug — UB|, Vo — V3| } A min {1 — |ugl|, 1 — |vo|} -
Jmin (o —vsl} A min (e — sl s — 5/} A min (1~ a1~ o)

Our first theorem proves the existence of the limiting correlation function in the macro-
scopic scale of separation, i.e., Dist(u, v) > 0 and a factorization property it satisfies.

Theorem 1.1. For every o € S and every u, v € D%(U) such that Dist(u, v) > 0, the limit

plosu,v) = lim lim Elpy (o3 u, v)]

exists. Moreover, if o = {Ek}lkgz‘l where Ly, are the cycles of o, then

lo]

plosu,v) = [ o(Ls:
k=1

uly (2 Vv cy))-

This factorization property only occurs with macroscopic separation of the spectral
parameters. If one considers the same objects on the scale |u; —v;| = O(N~1/2), this result
is no longer true, as we show in another forthcoming paper [CR18|. Theorem 1.1 implies
that it suffices to understand the limiting correlation function for cyclic permutations. In
order to study these we introduce some additional definitions. Let o,7 € § be two cyclic
loops such that 7 (o) € #(7). We say that o is a sub-loop of 7 if the map 7 oo ~! has at
most one non-fixed point (as a map from ¥ (o) to #(7)). Any permutation o € S induces
an orientation on ¥ (o). In particular, for m > 3 and a1,...,q,, € ¥ (o) one can check
whether (a1, ..., a;) belong to the same cycle in o and appear on it with the prescribed
ordering. Given two disjoint subloops 71 and 7y of a cyclic permutation o, we say that
they are crossing if there exists a € ¥/(m1) and 8 € #'(m2) such that (a, 71 (), 8, m2(5)) is
not the ordering of these vertices in 0. Otherwise we say that 71 and o are non-crossing.
There is a natural partial ordering on permutations in § defined as follows. For o,7 € S,
say that o < 7 if ¥ (0) C ¥(1), every loop of o is a sub-loop of some loop in 7 and all
pairs of loops of o are non-crossing with respect to 7. Finally, for A C N and v € C4, let
Va(v) be the Vandermonde determinant [, sca 4<s(vp — va)-

Theorem 1.2. There are two families of polynomials (Rr, £r)res, with Ry and L, being
homogeneous polynomials from C”(™ x C”(™) to C of degree (W(W”_l) i the first and

second sequence of variables, such that for every permutation o € S and every u, v € Dy/(a)
Re (@l y (n)5 U0y (1)) Loor—1 (Wy (), ™ H 0]y (n
plo;u,v) = — p2(Uas Vr=1(a)) »
7;, Vi (o) (W)*Vy () (0)? ael:,l ) ()
Y (m)=7 (o)



Figure 1: In black the cycle o = (1,2,3,4,5). On the left two subcycles m = (1,2) and
mo = (3,5) which are noncrossing. On the right, two subcycles m; = (2,4) and m = (3,5)
which are crossing with respect to 0. The sequence (2,4, 3,5) does not the order of the
vertices in o.

where pa given by (1.4).

Remark. In spite of the factorization stated in Theorem 1.1, note that Theorem 1.2 sug-
gests, and this is born out by its proof, that even the cycle correlation function cannot be
disentangled from the correlation functions corresponding to more complicated permuta-
tions.

We have computed these polynomials (as well as the associated correlation functions)
for o = (1,2), see Section 5, and also in the case 0 = (1,2,3) and ¢ = (1,2,3,4) (un-
published). We think it would be an interesting combinatorial problem to give a closed
expressions for them, but have not completely achieved this goal for the time being.

Nevertheless, we finish this section by describing some structural properties the poly-
nomials satisfy and providing a recurrence equation for their computation. To this end let
us introduce a matrix 91, indexed by the elements of S, which plays a crucial role in our
paper. For 0,7 € § we say that o < 7 if ¥ (o) C ¥ (1), every loop of ¢ is a subloop of T
and all but at most one of the loops of 7 are also loops in . Notice that ¢ < 7 implies
o < 7 but the converse is not necessarily true. Given 0,7 € § such that ¢ < 7 define
Ynt(0;7) to be the set of the non-fized points of 7o o~! as map from ¥ (o) to ¥ (1) and

let V(05 7) = V(o 7) U (F (1) \ ¥ (0)).
Then we define the functions n: S x [[.cgC” (™ x €’ — C and b : [[,.sC" ™) x
C”(M) - C by

1 1

1
n,,(u,v) = = I =—= d%v (1.6)
TID (V —a) (V = vp-1(a))
and
bg(u,v) - Z h(uavvo'*l(a)) ) (17)
a€¥ (o)

where for u,v € Dy, we define'

h(u,v) = 717/1)1 (V—u)l(z/—v)d% = log (M) :

!Note that 8, dzh(u, v) = p2(u,v).




The matrix 9 = 9N(u, v) is then defined by

ho(u,v) ifo=r,
Nor =4 Nor(w,v) ifo <7, (1.8)
0 otherwise.

Note that 91 is upper triangular since =< is a partial order, and therefore its eigenvalues
are the diagonal entries b, (u, v).

The equations for the eigenvectors of 91 can be written recursively. If [, respectively
tr, denote the left (respectively right) eigenvectors, then

[ha - h‘r][a(T) = Z [U(W)mﬂﬂ'a Yo, T €S, (1.9)
odn<T

[bT - hU]tT(U) = Z mg’ﬂ'tf(ﬂ-), VO-,T E S, (110)
o 3T

subject to the initial conditions [,(0) = t,(0) =1 for all 0 € S. For | ¥ (0)|, |7 (7)] < 2 we
can compute [, (7), t; (o) directly from the eigenvector equation. Let A = Via(u) "1V (v) ™1
Then they are expressed in the following matrices (with rows indexed by the subscript):

L(r) | 1) 2 1Y) (12) () |2 1) (2) (1) (12)
g |1 -1 -1 1 0 g |1 1 1 1 —-A
M o 1 0 -1 0 1 |0 1 0 1 —A
2 |0 0o 1 -1 0 2 |0 o0 1 1 —A
MER)|o o o 1 A D20 o0 o0 1 —A
(12) |0 0 0 0 1 (120 0 0 0 1

Note in particular that these matrices are inverses of one another (as should be the case
since they are matrices of left and right eigenvectors of the same matrix). Without some
more sophisticated analysis of the equations (5.5), adding even 1 further vertex makes the
calculation prohibitively time consuming. A priori it is NOT clear that [,(7),t (o) are
rational functions in u,v. The fact that they are provides Theorem 1.2 with a somewhat
miraculous quality not apparent at first sight. Some further properties are stated in the
next theorem. The reader may also consult Section 5 for a complete account of the analysis,
which contains additional structural properties of [,(7),t (o).

Theorem 1.3. The polynomials Ry, Lo appearing in Theorem 1.2 are respectively
Ro (177 ’U) = V’V(J) (ﬂ)v”f/(a)(v)ta(g; u, ’U)

and
Lo (17'7 ’U) = VV/(J) (TI')V“V(G)('U) [Iy/(g) (U; u, ’U) )

Moreover, for all o € S and i,j € V(o) such that i,j belong to a common cycle of o of
length > 3, both polynomials Ry and £, vanish whenever (u;,v;) = (uj,v;).

2 Rewriting the correlation functions

The first order of business is to recast py.(o;u,v) in terms of resolvents and contour
integrals, which are substantially more amenable to analysis than the expression in (1.5).



2.1. Upper triangulating Mpy. While it is NOT possible in general to diagonalize
Mpy with a unitary transformation, it is possible to bring My to upper triangular form
using unitary matrices. Appendix A.33 of [Meh04] presents a useful set of coordinates
implementing this change of variables. In summary, [Meh04| shows that one can find
a (random) unitary transformation U under which My can be represented by an upper
triangular matrix 7" = T whose diagonal entries are the eigenvalues of My and whose
off diagonal entries (above the diagonal) are i.i.d. (also independent of the eigenvalues)
complex Gaussian random variables with mean zero and variance 1/N.

Using the notation \; = Tj; for the eigenvalues, the law for 7" under PP is given explicitly
by

N
PAT) < [ = NP]sn(dy) ] wv@@Ty). (2.1)
j=1

1<i<j<N 1<i<j<N

2.2. Rewriting py (o) using resolvents. For z € Dy, let
Rn(2) = (Ty — 2)7 1,

be the resolvent of T and, for a cyclic permutation 0 € § and z,w € DZ/(U), define

Fn(0) = Fn(0;2,w) :Tr< 11 (RN(ZQ))TRj(wa)), (2.2)

acY (o)

with the product of the matrices taken according to the orbit of a fixed element of the
cycle 0. Note that this is well defined due to the invariance of the trace under cyclic
permutations. Furthermore, since T is obtained from My by a unitary transformation
Fy(o;z,w) is also the corresponding trace of a product of resolvents for My .

We extend the definition of Fiy to general permutations o € S by setting

FN(O‘) = FN(U;Z,W) = H FN(ﬁ;Z|7/(7r),W|»y/(7r)), YoeS§ Vz,weE DY/(U) , (2.3)
Leo

where the product is taken over all cyclic permutations in o and with the convention that
Fn(0) = 1.

Remark 2.1. In the last product and in many of the products to follow we observe that
each of the constituent factors is a trace of product of matrices. Hence there is no need to
order the loops of a permutation. On the other hand, each loop imposes a natural ordering
on its vertices and the product of matrices appearing in a loops trace is always taken with
respect to this ordering. This convention will be enforced throughout the remainder of this
paper.

Using the spectral decomposition for My in terms of r;, 1;,

N T .
Fn(o) = HFTL(W) = HTI“( H Z )Vciiz/\jc—?]wa)

TET TET ac¥ (r)i,j=1""

Y HTr< M — Q. Q. )).

1,Je1, 7o ¥ () ()‘Ia - %)()\Ja — Wq

Hence, by Cauchy’s Theorem

~ 1 _
pNe(oiu,v) = r ) TN /S;‘/(")(u,v) Fyn(o;z,w)dzdw . (2.4)




where the contour integrals over 8;’(")(11, v) are clockwise over the conjugate variables Z,

along the circle of radius € and center u, and counterclockwise over the variables w, along
the circle of radius € and center vg for every a € ¥ (o).

Due to the above presentation for py (o), our main object of interest in the following
is the quantity E[Fy(o;2z, w)].

3 A recursive equation via a diagrammatic expansion

In order to compute the expectation of E[Fv(c; 2z, w)], we shall first compute E[Fy (0)|); :
j € [N]], in the terms of the eigenvalues (\;);e;n]- This is achieved by successively inte-
grating out the column vectors v; = (T);)1<p<; using Schur’s complement formula. The
method described below for computing E[Fn(0)|); : 7 € [N]] leads to the study condi-
tional expectations of arbitrary correlation functions for the j by j minor corresponding
to A1,...,A; and vq,...,v;.

For 1 <j < N, let Rj(z) = (Tj — z) ! be the resolvent of T} and extend the definition
of the functions Fj(o) in an appropriate way.

Let us discuss the iterative procedure for their computation. To every permutation
o € S one can associate a natural directed graph (digraph) whose vertex set is ¥ (o) and
whose edge set, denoted £(o), is the set of ordered vertices (v,w) € ¥ (o) x ¥ (o) such
that o(v) = w. The resulting digraph is composed of finitely many loops (including loops
of length 1) on the vertex set #(o). Denoting by G the set of all such digraphs, one can
verify that the mapping o — (¥ (0),E(0)) is a bijection from S to G.

Given a permutation o and F C &(o), define F° = {v : (v,w) € F} and F' =
{w : (v,w) € F}. Furthermore, for every pair of permutations o, 0’ set £(o,0’) = E(o) N
E(o’). Finally, for 2 < j < N, define the sigma-algebra Fj; = o(vi, A : 2<k <j, i€ [N])
and for z € C and j € [N] denote

aj(z) = (A\j—2)"".

Our main recursive identity computes the action of taking expectation of F; with
respect to v; as the application of a transfer matrix A; to F;_;. The key point is that A;
only depends on the eigenvalue ;.

Proposition 3.1. For every2<j < N ando € S

E[F(0)|Fj-1] = Y Fja(0')A(0",0), (3.1)
o'eS

where for any pair of permutations o,0’ € S such that ¥ (o') C ¥ (o)

Aj(0',0) =N ] aj(wa)a;(za) - 11 (1 PR
acY (o) e=(e—,et)e&(o,07) a; (Ze— )aj (we+)
= Z N_W/(o")l'HF‘ H aj(woz) H aj(za) ’ (32)

FcCé(o,0") acY (o)\F° a€Y (o)\F?
and Aj(o’,0) =0 otherwise.

3.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1. By Schur’s complement formula, for 2 < j < N, we

can write
Rj(z) == ( Rj—ol(z) —(A _()\,j')—ljj;_ll(Z)vj ) ‘



Therefore, with the abbreviation a;(z) = (A\; — )71,
R;(2)'R;(w)

B Rj-1(2)'Rj-1(w) —aj(w)R;— Vi
N\ =g VIR () R (w) aj(2)aj(w) + aj(2)a; (w) VIR 1(2) R 1 (w)v;
(3.3)

Recall that for 2 < j < N, we defined F; = o(vig,Ai @ 2 < k < j, i € [N])
and that (v;)2<j<n are independent random vectors whose entries are i.i.d. complex
Gaussians with mean zero and variance 1/N. Since v; is independent of R;_1, computation
of E[F}(0)|Fj-1] reduces to the expansion of Fj(o) in terms of (Fj_i(0’))scs and the
Gaussian vectors v;, V;r- followed by integration over these later.

We now develop a diagrammatic language to efficiently interpret the meaning and size
of the terms appearing in this expansion of Fj(¢) according to (3.3). Fix 7 € S and assume
it is a cycle. Treating each of the two terms in the lower right block in (3.3) separately, the
term Fj(m) can be written as a sum over products of the form Tr( Hae,,/(ﬂ) Xa), where

Rj—l(za)TRj—l(wa)a _aj(wa)Rj—l(Za)TRj—l(wa)vjv aj(za)aj(wa)
Yo € { —a;j(za)VIRj—1(2a) Rj—1(wa),  a;(za)a;(we)VIRj1(2a) Rjc1 (wa)v; }

—_
—~
N
~
-
G
L
=~
S
~
<

To each such product we associate a set of vertices, labeled by elements from #'(7), of
five types. The vertices are decorated with zero or two half edges (each of which is either
dotted or solid) according to the following rule:

@ Rj1(z0) Rj—1(wa) ——
(II) —aj(wa)Rj—1(2a) Rj_1(wa)v; _).@>
(I11) —a;(2a)VIRj—1(20) Rj_1 (wa) O
(IV)  aj(za)a;(we)VIR;_1(2a) ' Rj_1 (wa)v; e (@) >

(V) a;(za)a;j (wa) [o]

The nemonic behind these associations is as follows. The vertex a € #'(7) is decorated
with a circle whenever the term R;_1(zq) Rj_1(w,) is present in the expansion of the
product of R;’s and with a square whenever only the factor a;(z,)a;j(w.) appears (i.e.
case (V)). Additionally a dotted half edge going into the vertex « is associated with the
term —a; (ZQ)V;, a dotted half edge going out of the the vertex « is associated with the
term —a;(wa)v; and every thick half edge is associated with the term 1.

Due to the definition of matrix product and trace, decorated vertices contributing to
Tr( oy ) R;(za)Rj (wq)) must fit together according to the following rules:

1. Vertices of type (I) or (III) can only be followed (in the sense of the loop 7) by a
vertex of type (I) or (II).

2. Vertices of type (I) or (II) can only be ahead (in the loop) of a vertex of type (I) or
(111).

This means that a vertex with a solid half-edge going out can only be followed by a vertex
with a solid half-edge going in and vice versa. Similarly,

10
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Yo log @ o

Figure 2: An illustration of a compitable set of vertices (on the left) and the partial
graph associated with it (on the right). The original diagram is composed of three loops
{(1,2,3,4,5),(6),(7,8,9,10)} appearing in the illustration in the colors blue, red and green.

3. Vertices of type (II), (IV) or (V) can only be followed (in the loop) by a vertex of
type (IIT), (IV) and (V)

4. Vertices of type (III), (IV) or (V) can only be ahead (in the loop) of a vertex of type
(II), (IV) and (V)

Thus a circularly decorated vertex with a dotted half edge going out can only be followed
by a circularly decorated vertex with a dotted half edge going in or by a square vertex. A
circular vertex with an incoming dotted half edge can only appear after a circular vertex
with an outgoing dotted half-edge or after a square vertex. A square vertex can only be
followed by (appear after) a square vertex or by a circular vertex with a incoming and\or
outgoing dotted half edge. A diagram associated to a product Haed/(w) X, which satisfies
the four conditions above is called compatible with the loop .

Going back to general diagrams, given o € S, the product Fj(o) = [] ., Fj(7) can
be written as a sum over terms of the form J[ ¢, Tr[[,ey(x) Xa- The only terms which
contribute to Fj(o) have the property that for each 7 € o the product [] ey () Xa cor-
responds to a diagram compatible with 7. In this case we say that (Hae,/( )X Vreo 1S
compatible with o (or o-compatible) and associate with it the decorated vertices from each
of its loops.

Given a permutation o and a o-compatible family of products (Hae"f/(w) Xo)reo, We
generate a partial-digraph from the decorated vertices, denoted I'(c), by gluing every
outgoing solid half arrow associated with a given vertex with the incoming solid half arrow
associated with its successor vertex in the permutation, where its successor is the vertex
obtained by applying o to its label. See Figure 2 for an illustration. This is well defined
since the vertices of the different loops are disjoint. We denote by G(o) the set of partial
graphs obtained from o-compatible products.

Using the fact that compatible products are in bijection with partial digraphs we obtain

Fioy=" > [Im(C ] X Z o(r (3.4)
(Iaey () Xa)neo TET ac¥ () reg(o
is o—compatible

where for I' € G(o) we denote by O(I') the term [] ., T (Haey/(ﬂ) X,) for the o-
compatible product associated with the partial graph T

Next we discuss the interpretation, in terms of partial graphs, of integrating over v; =
(Tpj)i<p<j- We begin with some elementary combinatorial observations. Let I' be a partial
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graph associated with the diagram o, and for X € {I,II,III,1V, V} denote by I'y the set
of vertices of type X in I'. Also, denote I'yyt = I'm U 'ty and Ty, = I'iip U 'y, Note
that in a partial graph obtained from a compatible product |[I'yj| = |T'1pp| and therefore
ITin| = |Tout|. Also, recall that dotted half edges going into (out of) a vertex in I';, (Tout)

are in correspondence with appearances of v; and v;r-.

Y]
are independent complex Gaussian random variables with mean zero and variance N1,
any product in which the number of appearances of T}; is not equal to the number of

appearances of T'j, equals zero in expectation. In other words,

E[F;(0)|Fj-a] = ) Z E[®© (3:5)

reg(o) P

Since each appearance of v; or

in the product can be replaced by a sum over T'; (respectively Tj.) and since those

where the first sum is over partial graphs T', the second sum is over p : T'pyy — [j — 1], q
Lin — [j — 1] such that [p~1(i)| = |[q~'(i)| for every i 6 [7 — 1] and ©(I")P1 is obtained
from ©(I") be replacing v, in the product by Tp(,); and vh by T4(a); Whenever they appear
in the term related to the vertex a.

Using the fact that (Tpj)1<p<j are independent Gaussian random variables with mean
zero and variance N1 gives

Claim 3.2. Let o € S and I' € G(0). Then,

YEO@)P) =" EOI)PP ], (3.6)

f p
where the first sum on the right hand side is over all bijections f : Uy — Lip.

Proof. This follows from Wick’s theorem for centered, complex normal random variables.
O

We organize the remainder of the proof of Proposition 3.1 as a series of combinatorial
statements, see Claims 3.3 - 3.5. Fix a permutation o € S. To every pair (T, f), where
I' € G(o) and f is a bijection from 'y to T'y,, we associate a digraph og = oo(T, f)
obtained from I' by gluing together the dotted half edge going out of the vertex o with
the dotted half edge going into f(«) € Iy, for every a € I'py, and then removing all
square vertices, namely vertices of type (V). See Figure 3 for an illustration. The resulting
digraph is always composed of disjoint loops (including loops with one vertex and one
edge) and as such corresponds to a unique element in S.

Claim 3.3. Let 0 € S be a permutation, I' € G(o) and f : Loyt — Tin a bijection. Then

Yoompr = Nl T ay(wa) [ aj(za) - Fy-aloo@, ). (3.7)

a€l oyt Uy a€ly,,Ul'y

Proof. Let us begin by noting that | O(T)PP/ ™ gives us a term of the form Fi_1(oo(T, f))
which is the corresponding product of traces of resolvents. Furthermore, each pairing of
v; and V;r., which corresponds to a matching in f yields a power of N —1_ Since there are
ITout| = |Tin| such matchings, Fj_1(oo(T, f)) is multiplied by the total power N~ IToutl,
Additionally, there are factors of a;’s originating in the decorated vertices that must be
accounted for. Each decorated vertex « of type (II), (IV) or (V) yields a factor of a;(wq)
while each vertex of type (III), (IV) or (V) yields a factor of a;(zqa). O

12



@) 24, F4) =7, £(7) = 5, £(10) =9

Figure 3: An illustration of a partial digraph and a bijection o related to it (on the left)
together with the digraph associated with it (on the right).

Combining (3.5) together with Claims 3.2 and 3.3 we conclude

E[Fj(o)|Fj—a]= > NPl I ajwa) J[  aj(za) - Fj—1(oo(T, f))

FEg(O’) f aeroutUFV aeFinUFV
=" Fj1(0)A(0' ), (3.8)
o'eS

where

A0 o)=Y Nl T ajwa) J] ai(za). (3.9)
FGQ(U),f s.t. a€l oyt Uy a€cl;,Ul'y
oo(T,f)=0'
Finally, it is left to compare (3.9) with the formula for A;(o’, o) appearing in Proposi-
tion 3.1.

Claim 3.4. Let 0,0’ € §. There exists I' € G(o) and a bijection f : Tour — Ty such
that oo(T, f) = o’ if and only if ¥ (¢') C ¥ (o). Furthermore, assuming ¥ (c') C ¥ (o), if
I € G(o), then there exists a bijection f : Tour — L such that oo(T, f) = o’ if and only
if Ty =¥ (o) \ V(o).

Proof. If a € ¥ (0')\ ¥ (o), then a ¢ T for every I' € G(o) which implies that o ¢ oo (T, f)
and in particular og(T, f) # ¢’. In the other direction, assume that ¥ (¢’) C # (o). Let
' be the partial graph obtained from o be choosing all vertices in ¥ (o) \ #(¢’) to be of
type (V) and all remaining vertices to be of type (IV). One can verify that in this case
' € T'(0) and Tyt = Ty = #(07). Choosing f to be the bijection induced from the cycle
structure of ¢’ one obtains oo(T', f) = ¢’ as required.

Furthermore, the vertices in the permutation oo (T, f) are exactly ¥ (o) \I'v and there-
fore, given two permutations o,0’ such that ¥ (¢’) C #(0), a partial graph ' € G(o
can satisfy o¢(T', f) = o’ for some bijection f only if and ¥ (¢/) C #(o) and T'y

)
V(o) \ V(o). 5

Claim 3.5. Let 0,0’ € S be two permutations such that ¥ (') C ¥ (o) and let T € G(o0)
such that Ty = ¥ (0)\ ¥ (0¢”). There exists a bijection f : Tour — iy, such that oo(T, f) = o’
if and only if the set of directed edges in T is contained in E(o,0’). Furthermore, if the last
condition holds, then such a bijection is unique.
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Proof. Denote by £(T') the set of oriented edges in the partial graph I'. From the definition
of partial graphs associated with a diagram we know that £(I') C (o) for every I' € G(o).
Furthermore, from the definition of the digraph o((T', f) obtained from I" with the help of
the bijection f, it follows that £(T') C £(¢’). Hence the condition is necessary.
Conversely, assume next that I' € G(o0) and that £(T') C (o, 0"). Since o’ is composed
of disjoint oriented loops and since I' can be thought of as an oriented graph on the same
vertex set as o/ with £(I') C £(0’), there can be at most one way to complete the set of
oriented edges of I" in order to create ¢/, that is, by adding the set of edges £(¢’) \T'. This
can be done using the bijection f : I'yyr — 'y, defined by f(a) = B, where for a € T'pyy we
define 3 to be the unique vertex in #(¢’) such that that (a, 8) € E(o”). O

Combining the last two claims with (3.9) we obtain for 0,0’ € S such that ¥ (¢’) C
7/(0 )
H a;(wa)aj(za) Z N1 @)IHIF H aj(we) H a;(2a) -
ae”l/( N7 (o) FC&(o,0') ac¥ (o")\F° acY (vV)\F?
(3.10)

and A;(o’,v) = 0 whenever ¥ (o) \ ¥ (o) # (). This completes the proof of Proposition
3.1. 0

3.2. From the recursive equation to the conditional expectation. Going back to
Proposition 3.1, for every fixed choice of z and w, we may interpret F;_;i(c) and hence
E[F;(0)|F;—1] as random elements of CS. Naturally, we can then view A;(-,-) as a linear
operator on C®. In particular, (3.1) may then be written in a matrix form E[ S| Fj—1] =
Fj_1A;(-). Let us observe that the matrix A; is the specialization, at the Value Aj, of the
matrix valued function A* := (A(o’, 03\, 2, W))U’UGS given by
A o hzw)= [ (A—w)'A-z)7"
ac¥ (o)\¥ (c’)

x o NVPERFE T V—we)t ] R -E)

FCé&(o,0") oY (o' )\F° a€¥ (o/)\F?

and by Proposition 3.1
E[F;()|Fj1] = Fj—1AM ().
Repeating the induction procedure and using the tower property of conditional expec-
tations, we conclude that for every 2 < j < N

E[Fn()|Fj_1] = Fj_1 AW AMW-1 A% ()
and in particular
E[Fx(:)|\ : i€ [N]]=E[Ey()|Fi] = F1AM AN AW ().

Note that once we get down to F}, all resolvent matrices are given by the appropriate
scalars a1(2),a;(w). Therefore, it is natural to interpret Fj as

Fie)= [ i—wa) ' (A=) " = 4% (0,0).
acY (o)
We therefore obtain the compact formula
E[Fn (o)) : i € [N]] =ejaMr A A% AMWe, — VoeS, (3.12)

where () denotes the empty diagram and (e, )yes is the standard basis of column vectors,
Le., e;(0') =1if ¢/ = o and is 0 otherwise.
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4 Integrating over the eigenvalues

We now have (at least in principal) expressed all correlation functions of interest in terms
of the eigenvalues (A;);c[n]. The next step is therefore to take the expectation with respect
to the eigenvalues. By (3.12), we can write this as

E[Fy(0)] = e[E[AM A .. AM]e, .

Recall that our main goal is to prove the existence of the limit limy_,oc E[pn<(0)]. Due
to the relation between E[pn -(0)] and Fn (o) given by (2.4), we wish to take the limit of
the normalized function N~I°/E[Fy ()] as N tends to infinity.

Let us introduce a normalized version of A* to absorb the factor N=19. Let A be the
diagonal & x & matrix given by A, = N l711,_, and define the matrix B* = AA*A~!. In
other words,

Bror)= ][] (G-wa) -7z

ac? (r)\7 (o)
Z NIV (@I+IF|=|r|+]o] H (A —wa) ™! A —za)", (4.1)
FCE(a,7) ac¥ (o)\F° a€¥ (o)\Fi

whenever ¥ () C ¥(7) and 0 otherwise.
From the definition of B* and the fact that the empty diagram does not contain any
loops, we obtain

N-FIE[Fy(0)] = efE[AAM A2 . AN A e, = e[E[BM B ... BMe, . (4.2)

Hence, it suffices to understand the limit as N tends to infinity of the entries of the matrix
E[BM,...,BM].
Recall the definition of the distance between vectors of complex numbers.

Dist(z, w) = Disty(z, w; 0D1)
= min {|zq —wg|} A min Za — 28|, |[Wa —wg|} Amin{l — |zo|, 1 — |wqy|} -
min {lzo—wsl} A min {2 = 25 o — wsl} A min{1 — 2], 1~ funl}
Throughout the remainder of the paper we use the notation E' in order to denote standard
summation with the exception that the empty sum equals 1.

Theorem 4.1 (The matrix N). Fiz £ € N and z, w € C* such that Dist(z, w) > 0. Then,
for every o, 7 € §p := h’JAc[e Sa the sequence e,E[BM B*? ... B™]e, converges as N goes
to infinity to e, exp(My(z, 'wg)eﬁ where Ny is the restriction of the matriz N, see (4.3), to
entries in Sp. In particular, for every fixed z, w € Df such that Dist(z, w) > 0 and every
ocesy

lim N IE[Fy(0)] = e(g exp(My) ey -

N—oo

The matriz N considered above is defined by

Nor =Ly (o)cy(r) Z

Fcé&(o,r)
[F[=[Y (o) [+|7|—leo]-1

) B B (4.3)
Z < H (wa - ww) H (EB - El;) )h(wa7 25) s
a€Y (o)\F° *~eV (T)\F° sev (T)\F?
BEY (0)\F? Y#a 548
where for z,w € Dy we define h(z,w) = log (li:i“"z).
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Remark. In Section 5 we will show that the above formula for 9t coincides with the one
provided in (1.6)-(1.8).

The following weaker notion of distance will be used throughout this section. For
z,w € D! let

dist(z, w) = disty(z, w; 0Dq) = mi[?]ﬂza —wal|, 1 —|2al, 1 = Jwal)} -
ac

4.1. Key proposition. Fix ¢ € N. Throughout the remainder of this section we make
the dependence on ¢ implicit. In particular, with a slight abuse of notation we use B* also
to denote the restriction of B* = AAMA ™! to Sy x S;. We organize the matrix elements of
B* according to powers of N, writing

B — ZN—kB)\,k :
keZ

where the matrices BM* depend only on z, w, £ and A and in particular not on N.
Our first observation is that BM* = 0 for k < 0 and k > 2¢.

Claim 4.2. For every o,7 € S such that o # 7 and ¥ (o) C ¥V (1),
(o, ) < [V (o) + 7] = [o] = 1.
In particular, BM =0 for every k < 0 and k > 2¢.

Proof. Since each permutation consists of disjoint collection of loops and since the number
of (directed) edges in each loop equals the number of vertices in it, it follows that

(o) =7 (a)]. (4.4)

We split the proof into two cases. Assume first that |o| < |7|. Using (4.4), we obtain
|E(o, )| < |E(o)| =¥ (o) < |¥(0)|+ |T| — |o|, as required.

Assume next that |7| < |o| and o # 7. Once again, due to (4.4) it suffices to prove
that |E(o,7)] < |E(0)| — (lo| — |7]) — 1. To see this, observe that ¥ (o) C ¥(7) and
therefore each loop in o which is not part of 7 must contain at least two directed edges
that do not belong to £(7). Since the loops are disjoint so are the edges, which implies
that there are at least |o| — |7| + 1 oriented edges in £(o) that do not belong to £(7), that
is |E(o,7)] < |E(0)| — (o] — |7]) — 1 as required.

Finally, note that for every F' C &£(o, 7) we have —| ¥ (0)|+|F|—|o|+|7| > —(+0—(+0 =
—2¢, which implies that BN = 0 for k > 2¢. Similarly, —|7# ()| + |F| — |o| + |7] < 0 and
therefore BN =0 for k < 0 O

The second observation reads
Claim 4.3. B =1d for every A € C.

Proof. For the diagonal entries, this follows from the fact that B[,\J = Aég for every
o € Sy together with the fact that Aég =1 for every o € &y as can be seen by examining
the explicit expression (3.2). Indeed, the possible powers of N in (3.2) for o = ¢’ are
—|V (o) + |F| < =¥ (0)] + |E(o)] = 0 for some F C E(o) with equality if and only if
F = &(0). For the off-diagonal entries this follows from Claim 4.2. O
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Using the last two claims we can rewrite the matrix B as

A=1d + X*, (4.5)
where X* = zil N—kBAE,
Let us observe that by virtue of the symmetry of (2.1), the product E[X %1 X2 .., Xim|
depends only on the cardinality m and not on the specific choice of ji,...,jm € [IV] as
long as j1, ..., Jm are distinct. Therefore,

N /N
E[BMB* ... BM] = E[(Id + X*)(Id + X*?) ... (Id + X*)] = Z( >\P(m), (4.6)

where for 0 < m < N we introduced the matrix
U(m) =E[XM .. X ],

Combining (4.2) with (4.6) we conclude that Theorem 4.1 amounts to two estimates.
The first evaluates W(m) for a fixed m as N goes to infinity, while the second allows us to
conclude that the limit exists as the sum of the term-by-term limits. Both estimations are
summarized in the following lemma:

Proposition 4.4. Fiz £ € N, § € (0,1/2) and z w € D} such that Dist(z w) > 0.

(1) For every fited m € N, there exists a constant C = a(m, Dist(z, w), ¢,d) € (0,00)
such that
N m
()= <
m m)!

(2) There exists a universal constant C € (0,00) such that for all m € N.

H<> H (Dlst(z?y)%—i—Qm)m' (4.8)

Proof of Theorem /.1 assuming Proposition j.4. This is a standard £/3 argument. O

C

W . (4.7)

4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.4. Fix m € N. We start with the proof of (4.7). Using
the explicit expression for the entries of the matrix B* and its relation to the matrix F*
(see (4.1) and (4.5)), for every m € N and 0,7 € Sy

es <Z> U(m)e, = Z 3 <Z) NS (7 (00|~ |Fil i |-loql)

o 6:54 Fng(Ui—th‘)

=L..m=1 i=1,.,m—1
xE[H [T i-—w) ] (E—@)*I], (4.9)
=1 ae¥ (0;)\F? BEV (0:)\F}

where we used the notation cg = 7 and o, = 0.
Recall that we use Z’ae ; to denote summation over o € I which is taken to be 1 if 1
is empty.
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Lemma 4.5 (Partial Fraction Expansion). For any finite index set Z and any pairwise
distinct |Z|-tuple (Wa)aez

[T -wa) =3 0—wa)™t [ (wa—ws) .

acl acl I3B#a

For m € N and w/,z’ € DY, let

m
V(2 ,w') =E [H()\i — w7t — z’,-)l] . (4.10)
i=1
Assuming that Dist(z,w) > 0 and using the partial fraction expansion, we can rewrite
(4.9) as

eg<N>\I/(m)eT: D S R(zw, {1, Foas B} 0,0)

m
~ 0€S, FiC&(0i—1,03) 0 €7 (0:)\FY
i=lm=1"i=1,.;m—1" g ey (o)\Fi

i=1,...,m—1

y <N>N—ZT1(I7/(01-)I—IF¢+|@'1|—oi)¢m(za7wﬁ)7 (4.11)
m

where for @ = (o, ..., ) and B = (b1, ..., Bm), we define 2& = z,, (wf = wg,) and

R(Z, w, {Ji7 Eu (o788 /BZ}ZTZ_ll) g, T)

= H ]1"//(01')C“//(Ui—1) H (wai - w’)’)_l H (Tﬁz - 75)_1 : (4.12)
i=1

ve¥ (oi)\F? 5 (0:)\F}
YFo 5+B;

The following lemma summarizes the required bounds on v, needed to control ¥(m).
Recall that for z,w € D1, we denote h(w, z) = log ( 1—zw )

lz—wl?

Lemma 4.6. Fiz m € N. For every § > o, there exists a constant C' € (0,00) such that
for every 2, w € D'

m

N 1
’ <m> N_mwm(zlv w/) - % H h(w;a Zz,)

Ti=1

N3 (4.13)

C
< - - 0
~ dist?™ (2, w)

In addition, there exists a universal constant C' € (0,00) such that for every m € N

‘<N>Nm¢m(z/,w’) < (m'disg(%w))m. (4.14)

m

We postpone the proof of Lemma 4.6 and return to complete the proof of Proposition
4.4. Fix some § € (0,1/2). By Claim 4.2, the term > ", (|¥ (03)| — |F3| + |oi—1| — |o])
in (4.11) is at least m. Combining (4.13) with the fact that dist(z*, w?) > Dist(z, w) >
0 for every choice of indexes a, we conclude that all summands in (4.11) satisfying
Yo (1Y (00)|—|Fi|+|oi—1|—|oi|) > m are of order C(m, Dist(z, w))/N, while all summands
in (4.11) satisfying Y ;" (|% (03)| — |Fi| + |oi—1] — |oi]) = m, are at distance at most
C(m, Dist(z, w))N*~1/2 from

m

_ 1
R(Za w, {Jia Fi7 Qag, /Bi}?lllv g, 7—)@ 1_[1 h(zﬁlvwal) )
1=
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for appropriate choices of {o;, Fj, o, B;}i",. Since the number of summands is finite we
conclude that

eo () Wi, — (A",

G- 2 2

 0iES, F;C&(0i-1,04)
i=Lm—1|F|=|¥ (o) |+|oi—1]—|oi| -1
1=1,....m—1
1 m
Z R(Z,W, {UiaFi)aivﬁi}inizlvaa T),rn/'Hh(Zﬂzvlwaz)’ S CN6_1/27 (415)
i€ (70) \F? =

Bie¥ (0i)\F!
i=1,..,m—1
as required.

Next, we turn to prove (4.8). Using again the fact that the sum in (4.11) is finite, it
suffices to prove the result for each of the summands separately. Fix ¢ = 0y, 7 = 0¢g,0; €
Si, F; C E(oi-1,04) and oy € ¥ (03) \ F?, Bi € ¥ (0i) \ F} for i = 1,...,m. From the
definition of Dist, for every z, w € D{ such that Dist(z, w) > 0, we have

1

|R(Z5W, {Uz‘7Fz'a ai,ﬁi}ﬁ_ll,aﬂ'ﬂ < W )

which together with (4.14) proves that for every m € N, the summand under consideration
is bounded by

‘R(z, w, {0, F;, o, Bi}?:ll, o,T) <N> N~ 2?21(|”f/(cn')|*\1[’¢|+|0i71lf\mI)wm(zoz7 wﬂ)
m

1 N C m
<|\—/—————— Ny, (2% p ’ <
_‘Dist(z,w)%m <m> Ym(2%, W) < <Dist(z,w)2£+2m> ’

as required. O

4.3. Proof of Lemma 4.6. In order to prove Lemma 4.6 we need to estimate the function
Uy, defined by

Ym(7, W) =E L]Tf[l(xi —wl) YN — z;)—l] _

Recall that the density of the eigenvalues (see (2.1)) is given by the kernel

- IT =P T snan, (4.16)

Z
N j<i<j<n i€[N]

where Zy is the Selberg integral

ZN:/(CN IT =2 I sntan).

1<i<j<N i€[N]

We start by rewriting the kernel using a matrix determinant. For A\ € C, let p* be the
column vector in CV with components

p) = NUD2)1 ) T
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and let p T denote its conjugate transpose row vector. Define the N x N matrix K by
K;;= p)‘ T p" for i,j € [N]. Denoting by V* be the Vandermonde matrix

IR VIR ' BRI CAl

IRED VDT I T
1700 S R VD SRR FAR N

1 Ay Ay .o AV

and by D the diagonal matrix with entries Dy; = N=1/2/, /(7 —1)!, one can verify that
K = V*DDvAT Consequently, by the Vandermonde determinant formula

T h- 2= FWDet(K).

N(N—1)/2
1<i<j<N

As a result we can rewrite v, as

1 m
Ym (2, W) = A[C Det(K) [T(Ai —w) ' = 2) " [] #n(dh) (4.17)
=1

ZN 1€[N]

where

R NN(N-1)/2 H
ZN:ZN:/ Det(K kN (dA;)
[Tas (k= 1)! cw i€[N]

The advantage the renormalized version Det (/) which we use instead of [ [; ;< [Ai—

M2 = Det(V)‘VAT) is the orthonormality property of the vector p* with respect to inte-
gration over A\, namely

/C PPn(AN) = 65, Vi, € [N]. (4.18)
We now turn to estimate 1, with the help of (4.18). We start with an explicit calcu-

lation for Z ~. Using the Leibniz’ formula for the determinant and the invariance of the
trace under cyclic permutations

Det(K) = > (—1)*" 7r)1_‘[ Ariiy T = Y (=™ ] H(pAaT.pAaa))

71'65[ N] TI'GS[N] Lemael
= Y (=™ ] Tr( I1 pA“p/\aT> , (4.19)
WES[N] Lem acl

where the product over L is taken over all cycles in the cycle decomposition of 7 and in the
last expression, the order of product over the matrices p*e p>‘°¢Jf is according to the order

in the cycle £. Recalling that || the number of cycles in 7 and using (4.18), gives

In = Z yet H /wznTr H pp* T) H rin(dAa) = Z (~1yE N

TES|N] a€ acl TESN]
N
Z H DIEFIN = NZ |{7T€S . |7l =k} = N!
TES|N] LET k=1
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where in the last step we used the fact that the generating function for the number of
cycles in a permutation in Sjy is given by SN Hre Siny ¢ Iw] = kMR =t(t + 1) (¢ +
2)---(t+ N —1), see [Sta97, Proposition 1.3.7].

Next lets consider the integral Zytm,(z',w'), see (4.17), with respect to the above
decomposition of Det(K). We start by integrating out Ay, --- , Av—ms1. Let K™ be the
m-by-m matrix (K; ;)1<; j<m. Note that K™ is NOT the matrix K corresponding to the
m-by-m Ginibre matrix, as the sums in the inner product of p* and p* T goes all the way
to N. Using the orthonormality property (4.18), one can verify that

/ Det(K H ki (dN) = (N — m)! Det(K ™)
CN*'m

1=m-+1
and therefore
N N—m o
<m>N%m(z’,w’)= — /Det(K(m))H()\i—wZ) N —7)~ HF&N dX;)
. m 121

(4.20)
For z,w € C such that z # w, we introduce the kernel &(w, z) = (& ;(w, 2)); jen
given by

Rij(w,z) = ]17 /(Cpf‘p;‘ A =w) P =2) ey (dN). (4.21)

Repeating the argument in (5.11) for the determinant Det(K (™)), we obtain
N
< )N_md)m(zla W,)
m
1

= > (=0 T Te(Rwi, 2)Rweys 220)) - - Rwerv @1y 2ev@i-10)) -
’ 71'65[ m] Lemw

(4.22)

The next lemma contains the bounds on the kernel £(z,w) needed to complete the
proof of Lemma 4.6.

Lemma 4.7.

1. For every z,w € Dy such that |z —w| > 0

1 o

2. For every k > 2 and z,w € D} such that dist(z, w) > 0

k k—1
| TH(R(w, 21) -~ K, 24))] < (dt(cw)) - (ljjivv) 7 (4.24)

where C' € (0,00) is some universal constant.

3. Fix § > 0. There exists a universal constant C' € (0,00) such that for every z,w € D

C
| Tr(R(w, 2)) = h(z,w)| < —4——, (4.25)
N27%z — w|
where C' € (0,00) is some universal constant. In particular,

C C

%_5]2—w| Tl —wr

| Tr(R(w, 2))| < |h(z, w)| + (4.26)
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We postpone the proof of Lemma 4.7 to Appendix A and turn to complete the proof
of Lemma 4.6. We start with the proof of (4.13). Splitting the sum in (4.22) into 7 = id
and m € Sppy) \ {id} we obtain from Lemma 4.7

N —m / / 1 @ / /
‘<m)N bl W) = m!i[[lh(zi,wi)
= H Hh(zng;)
m .
=1 =1
1
+— [T 1T (Rwi, 20) R(wegy, 200) - - R en-1g, 2o @i-1m))] -

’ ld#ﬂ'ES[m] Lern
(4.27)

Using a telescopic sum we can rewrite the first term on the right hand side as

_Hh(%{?w;)
=1
1 m ;Jj—1 m 7 m
) [T TR ) — [ ) T] Tr(ﬁ(z;,wm\

m i=j i=1 i=j+1
1 m ;Jj—1 m
-L 0] Tr(ﬁ(zg,w;))[Tr(ﬁ(z;,w;))—h(z;,w;)]’.

—11i=1 i=j+1

and therefore by (4.25) and (4.26),

m m

< 1 C o1
— (m— 1)\ dist(z,w)2 ) N1/2-6°

Turning to deal with the second term on the right hand side of (4.27), since there is
noting to prove for m = 1, we assume that m > 2. By (4.24) and (4.26), this is bounded
from above by

. ClogN  \"©F1
dwen 2 1 <dmzw2f)

id#ATES ) LET

C jClog N >] Clog N
— | — 1+ 1+ < ;
dlst(z w)2m) { 31_[1 < dist(z, w)2V' N /| — dist(z, w)?™(m — 2)!Iv/N

where in the last equality we used the generating function for the number of loops in a
permutation. Combining the estimation for both terms (4.13) follows.
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Tuning to prove (4.14), a similar computation shows that

()i

1
] ST T Rwe, 20) Rwegy, 206)) - - R(w -1y, 2o @i-1m)))]

’ WES[m] Lern

1 Z H< C )I"f/(ﬂ) <1OgN>|“f/(£)|1
< = =z .
< — - 3

m! weS L dist(z, w) VN

m—1 .

1 C m jlog N C "
- () . 1 <

m! (dist(z,w)2> H < * N > - <m-dist(z,w)2> ’

j=1

where in the last inequality we used the fact that for sufficiently large N (depending on

m)
m—1 . m—1 .
jlogN> < jlogN) <<m)logN>
1+ <e =e <C.
jl;[l < VN )= ; VN )P \\e) N )
This completes the proof of (4.14). O

5 The matrix 91 and its eigenvectors.

In this section we wish to provide further information on the limiting correlation matrix
exp(M). In particular: (1) We prove that the formula for 91 obtained in Theorem 4.1 and
the formula in the introduction (1.8) coincide. (2) We provide an explicit formula for the
correlation function p(Cy) for ¢ = 1,2 and 3. (3) We introduce a recursive formula for
computing the correlation functions. The main ingredient in obtaining all of the above is
the understanding of the algebraic structure originating in the entries of the eigenvectors
of the matrix

5.1. Rewriting the matrix 91. Our first goal is to provide further insight into the
entries of the matrix 9% from Theorem 4.1. In particular we wish to prove that Ot is upper
triangular with respect to the partial ordering < and that the formula for its entries given
in (1.8) equals the one provided in Theorem 4.1.

We start by rewriting the diagonal entries of 91. Note that in (4.3), for 0,0’ € S, the
sume over F' runs over all subsets F' C (o) of size |F| = |¥(0)| — 1, and that due to the
cyclic structure of the digraph associated with the permutation, those sets are exactly the
sets containing all but one of the directed edges. Consequently,

ma,a = Z h(Zg,wa) = Z h(za7wa*1(a)) = hU(va)?

e=(a,B8)EE(0) a€cY (o)

see (1.7), for the definition of b,.

Next, we turn to deal with the off-diagonal entries. For o, 7 € § declare ¢ to be smaller
than 7, denoted o <X 7, if ¥ (o) C ¥ () and |¥ (0)| + |7]| — |o| =1 < |E(o, 7)|. Similarly,
we denote 0 < 7 if ¢ X 7 and o # 7. Although it is not immediately clear that the
definition of =< given here is related to the one given in the introduction, we will shortly
show that they coincide. It follows from the definition of < and the formula for 91 provided
in Theorem 4.1, that N, ; # 0 implies 0 < 7.
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Claim 5.1. The relation < is asymmetric, and therefore for every distinct o,7 € S
Nor #0 = N6 =0.
In particular, the matrix N is upper triangular with respect to <.

Proof. Let o,7 € § and assume that ¢ < 7 and 7 < ¢. It follows from the definition of
=< that ¥ (o) = #(7) and that |E(o,7)| > |¥(0)| + |o| — |7| — 1 as well as |E(o,T)| >
|V (0)| + |7| — |o| — 1, and therefore |E(o, )| = |# (0)| — 1. Since |E(o,7)| < | (0)] — 2
whenever o # 7 (because the edges are directed and form disjoint loops) this implies that
o = T, as required. O

Let 0,7 € S such that ¢ < 7. Since in this case ¥ (¢) C 7#/(7), the definition of the
digraphs associated with the permutations implies that

E(o,m)=E(0)NE(T) = {(a_l(ﬁ),ﬁ) : B€¥(0)and Too 1 (B) = B}

and therefore |¥ (o) — |E(0, 7)| = |#f(0;7)|, where for a pair of diagrams 0,7 € S such
that o < 7 we introduced the notation

Vnp(o;7) ={B € ¥ (o) : Bis not a fixed point of 700 '}.

Consequently, o < 7 if and only if ¥ (o) C #(7) and |#,¢(o;7)| = |o]| — |7| + 1.

Next, we distinguish between cycles in ¢ according to the number of non fixed points
in them (with respect to 7). Let 0,7 € S such that 0 < 7. A cycle £ € o is said to be of
type i (with respect to 7) for i € {0,1}, if |#},¢(o;7) N ¥ (L)| = i. Any other cycle is said
to be of type 2 (with respect to 7), i.e., a cycle £ € o is of type 2 if |/}, (o; 7) NP (L)] > 2.
For i € {0,1,2}, we denote by J;(o;7) the number of cycles of type i in o with respect to
T.

Claim 5.2. Let o,7 € S such that o X 7. Then, Ja(o;7) =0 and Jo(o;7) € {|7| — 1, |7},
with Jo(o;7) = |7| if and only if o = T.

Proof. We fix 0,7 € S such that ¢ < 7 and abbreviate J; = J;(o; 7) for i € {0,1,2}. Since
every cycle of type 0 in o (with respect to 7) is also a cycle in 7, it follows that Jy < |7| with
equality if and only if ¢ = 7. Note that Z?:o Ji = |o| and that Z?:o iJ; < | Vnp(o;T)]
and therefore, the assumption o < 7, implies Jy > |7| — 1 + J2 and in particular that
Jo > |7| — 1. Observing that Jo > 1 implies Jy > |7| and recalling that Jy < |7| with
equality if and only if ¢ = 7 and in particular Jo = 0, the result follows. O

The last claim provides us with a relatively simple way to describe the relation <
between permutations. An interval of a permutation 7 is a sequence of vertices in #'(7),
which appear consecutively along the orbit of the permutation. For example if, 7 =
(1,2,3,5,7,4,8) then (1,2,3,5), (3,5,7) and (4,8, 1,2) are all intervals of 7, but (1,2, 3,4)
is not.

Corollary 5.3 (the relation <). Let 0,7 € S. Then o < 7 if and only if all but at most one
of the cycles L € T are also cycles of 0 and o is obtained from T by decomposing the remain-
ing cycle L into disjoint intervals of L and then for each of the intervals (vy,va, ..., Um),
either removing it or declaring it to be a cycle in o given by v; t0 Vit1 mod m for every
1 <i<m. See Figure J for an illustration.
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Figure 4: The cycle on the left 7 is decomposed into intervals (middle) and then each of
the intervales is either closed into a loop or deleted, thus generating o < 7. If there 7 is
composed of several cycles, then the remaining cycles must also be part of o.

Proof. Assume first that o < 7. By Claim 5.2 , we have Jo(o;7) = |7| — 1. Consequently,
all but at most one of the cycles of 7 are also cycles of ¢. Denoting by £ the remaining
cycle of 7, since ¥ (o) C ¥(7), the vertex set of each additional cycle of ¢ is contained
in #(L£). Furthermore, using Claim 5.2 once more, each of these cycles has exactly one
vertex in ¥}, (o; 7), which implies that it must be an interval of L.

In the other direction, if o,7 € S satisfy the conditions in Corollary 5.3, then by
definition ¥ (o) C ¥(7). Furthermore, the only edges in £(o) which are not in (o, 7) are
the ones used to close the intervals in the unique cycle of 7 which is not a cycle of o. This
gives one edge for each cycle in ¢ which is not in 7, and therefore

€(o, )| =[E(0)| = (lo] = [7[+1) = [V (o) — |7| + o] =1
which implies that o < 7. O

Remark 5.4. Note that < is asymmetric but is not transitive. The relation < from the
introduction, see also (5.5), is a partial ordered set obtained from < to guarantee the
relation is also transitive.

The last corollary implies that for every o, 7 € S, we have M, » > 0 if and only if 0 < 7
in which case

/
ma‘,r = Z h(zﬁ7 wa) H (wa — w’}’)_l H (Eﬁ _ 26)_1
aEU*lA('faf(U;T)) a#yeo— (Vi t(057)) BHASE T (o57)
BEVny(03T)

_ 1/ 11 L L 4, (5.1)

T JD, (P - %) (V - wUfl(oc))

aE"/,/;Lf(a;T)

where we introduced the notations

~

Tnglos7) = Vap(osT) U (Y (1) \ ¥ (0)),

and defined 0~1(7, 1 (03 7)) = 0~ (Y03 7)) U (#(7)\ 7(0)).
Recalling the definition of n, -, see (1.6), we obtain

hr(z, w) ifo=r,
Nor = naﬂ.(z,w) ifo <7, (5.2)
0 otherwise.

This completes the proof of the equivalence between the formula for 91 given in Theorem
4.1 and the one in (1.8).
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5.2. Examples.
5.2.1. The case ¢ = 1. In this case

0 (1)
gﬁ:<0 h(wl,zl))
0 h(wl,zl)
and therefore
lim NE[Fy((1))] = e} exp(W)eq) = exp(h(wr, 21)) — 1 = —— 22 1.
N—oo lwy — 212

Using the complex Green theorem, we conclude

) 1 1—wizy _
= lim — —— — 1dz1d
1 1 —wiz1
— lim —— / / 0., Oy —— 0 dzy A Zidwy A dwy
e—=0 € |lwi—r2|<e J|z1—vi|<e ‘wl - Zl’
1 1—wiz1
— — lim —— / / —— 4z A dzidwy A dwp
e=0 1€ |lwi—r2|<e J|z1—vi|<e ’wl - Z1|
1—7119
=———= 5.3
P (5.3)
5.2.2. The case ¢ = 2. In this case
0 (1) (2) (1)(2) (1,2)
0 h(wl,zl) h(’wg,ZQ) 0 H
N = 0 h(wl,zl) 0 h(wg,zg) H
0 0 h(wg,ZQ) h(wl,zl) H ’
0 0 0 h(wl,zl) + h(’ZUQ,ZQ) H
0 0 0 0 h(w1,2’2) +h(w2,zl)
where we denoted
H = (w1 —we) N(Z1 — 72) Hh(wr, 21) + h(wa, 22) — h(wi, 22) — h(wa, 21)].
As a result
lim N7'E[Fy((1,2))] = e} exp(N)eq )
N—o0 ’
o 1oyt | (L wiZ) (L —wezg) (1= wizp)(1 — wazn)
e (’11}1 w2) (Zl 22) |: |'l,U1 . 21‘2’102 . 2’2’2 |'l,U1 . 22‘2’102 . Z1|2
Using the complex Green theorem once again, we obtain
1 (1 — 1/271)(1 — 1/473) (1 — V273)(1 — V4I/1):|
4\V1,V2,V3,V4) = S— p— -
ol ) (v2 — 1) (71 — 3) [ v —vi|va — st e — vt — |t

1

— (y2 — 1/4)(71 — 73) [02(147 Z/Q)PQ(V?,, V4) — p2<V1, 1/4)p2(1/3, 1/2)} .

The case by case computation of this correlation functions seems to be complicated in
general and so in the next section we shall provide some important structural properties of
the matrix 91 which provides further information on the high-order correlation functions.
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5.3. Eigenvectors. In order to calculate the correlation function for general permuta-
tions and in particular for the cyclic permutation on [¢], we consider eigenvectors of 9. To
this end we fix £ € N and recall that 91, is the restriction of 91 to rows and columns of
permutations in Sy. In terms of the partial order < described above, 9, is an upper trian-
gular matrix with eigenvalues (hy)scs,. It has two bases, one of left eigenvectors denoted
by (I-(+))ses, and another set of right eigenvectors denoted by (t,(-))ses,. We normalize
them so that
l,(0) =t,(0) =1, Vo eSy.

A priori, the eigenvectors of 91y depend on ¢. However, due to the fact that 9 (and
hence ) is an upper triangular matrix, common entries of eigenvectors of a permutation
o for different values of ¢ are consistent. In other words, for every ¢; < /3 and o € Sy, the
left (right) eigenvectors of 91y, and My, associated with o coincide on all joint entries, the
entries in S, .

If we introduce the matrices associated with these eigenvectors Ly - := [5(7) and R, , =
t-(0), then

g=n"1 | N =RHe exp(M) = Rexp(h) L,

with b understood as the diagonal matrix with entries (hy)ses,. Therefore, in order to

calculate exp(M), it suffices to compute the eigenvectors of 9. We shall work with the left

eigenvectors for notational convenience. The proof for the right eigenvectors are similar.
The eigenvector equation h,l, = [,91 reads

be = b )le(T) = le(MNer =D (M) Ney, Vo7 €S (5.4)

TET T<T

Recall the definition of < from the introduction. The following lemma shows that the
summation can be restricted to an even smaller set of permutations.

Lemma 5.5. Let 0,7 € S, then o<1 if and only if there exists m € N and 0 = mg X m <
... Tm = 7. In particular, < is reflexive and transitive, if o,7 € Sy, then (1) # 0 if
and only if o<1 and the eigenvector equation can be written as

[ho - hT][U(T) = Z [a(ﬂ)mmn VYo,T€S8y. (55)

odn<T

Proof. Let o,7 € 8. If £,(T) # 0, then by the eigenvector equation (5.4), one can find
m € N and a sequence o = my, 71,72, ..., T, = T such that Nr, oo #0foralll <j <m,
namely 7;_1 X m; for all 1 < j < m. The other direction is proved similarly via induction
on m. The proof of (5.5) follows by induction on pairs o, 7 with respect to <. O

Lemma 5.6. The family of equations in (5.5) has a unique solution subject to the boundary
condition l,(c) =1 for all o € Sy.

Proof. Since for a generic choice of z,w € C¢, it holds that (ho)oes, are all distinct, it
follows that all the all eigenvalues of 91, are distinct and hence all eigenvectors are unique
up to multiplication by a scalar. The scalars are fixed by the choice of normalization
[-(0) =1 for o € Sy and hence so are the eigenvectors. O

Having proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution, we turn to discuss its
properties.
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Lemma 5.7 (Tensorial property of eigenvector components). Let 0,7 € Sy such that o<t
and suppose that T = {Ek}/‘;:ll are the cycles of T. Then, there exists o1, ...,0; € Sg such
that o = +‘,€T:|l o and 0, <Ly, for 1 < k <|7|. Furthermore,

7]

(752, W) = H lo, (L 2Ly (£,) Wy () - (5.6)
P

In particular, if 0 < 7 and L is the unique cycle of T that does not belong to o, then
olyc)ny (o) s a permutation satisfying oly cyny (o) < £ and

(732, W) = o) 1)y o) (L 2w () Wy () - (5.7)

Proof. For 1 < k < ||, define o} = 0|y (£,)ny(s)- By Lemma 5.5, (ak)!,::‘l are all permu-

tations such that o = E—J'I::ll o and 0, <Ly, for 1 < k < |7|. Similarly, for every m € Sy
such that odm < 7 we have op<dm, < L for every 1 < k < |7], where we denoted
Tk = Tly(c)ny(x)- Also, from the definition of the relation <, we must have a unique
1 < ko < |7] such that 7, < 73, and 7, = 7, for every k # ko. In particular, recalling the
definition of N, see (5.2), we obtain for every m € Sy satisfying c<dr < o that

Ner = mﬂko,ﬁko .

)

From the eigenvector equation (5.5) and the last observation

I7|

[ba - bT][O'(T) = Z [O'(ﬂ-)mﬂ‘ﬂ' = Z Z [U({Ej}j?ék U W)mﬂ’:ﬁk

odr<T k=1 o <In<Ly

Using an induction argument over pairs of permutations with respect to the relation <, we
obtain for every 1 < k < |7|

b ({L3} e Um) = Loy (m) - T] 1,(L5),

k#j=1
and therefore
7| 7|
[bo = bs]le(T) = Z o ()N ,r = Z H Lo (£;) Z Loy ()N 2,
odw<T k=1 k#j=1 o dm<Lg
Il |7
= Z H [Jj (‘C]) ’ [hak - h'rk][ak (Tk)
k=1 k#j=1
I7] I7]
= (Z[hak - ka]) ’ H [Uj(£j> :
k=1 j=1

Noting that the definition of b implies

[ba - b‘r] = Z[hak - ka] 5

the result follows. O
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Next, we argue that it is enough to calculate I1,(Cy) for some subset A C [¢], where
I, is the identity permutation on A. We start with a few additional notations. For
A C B C [f], define U} : Sy — Sp by

(i) i€ A

. . VreSa.
i i€ B\A

UL (m)(i) = {

Similarly, for A C B C [{], define LE : {m € Sp : 7(i) =i for alli € B\ A} — S4 by
LE(m) () = = (i), Vi € A and m € Sp as above.

Lemma 5.8 (Recursive property of eigenvector components). For every o,7 € Sy such
that o<1 denote o, = UZ((;)) (o). Then, for every z,w e C”(7)

lo(T52, W) = [va(a) (To 0;13 z, U;l(w)) .

Proof. We fix 0 € § and prove the result by induction on 7 € Sy such that o<Ir with the
order taken with respect to the relation <. For the base of the induction, 7 = o, we have
from the normalization

(T2, w) =1=1l1,, (Iy@),2 W)=l (70 ol 2,07 (w)).

Next, let 7 € Sp such that o<t and assume the result holds for all # € Sy such that
m < 7. Then,

e = brllo(Tiz, W) = Y lo(m2, W) N (2, W)

odn<T

= Y Iy, (moo;tiz,0. (W) Ny (2, W)

o <T

Noting that Ir,, (7 o 0_1 z,0;(w)) is in fact only a function of z|y(;) and Wy it
follows that I1,,, (7o otz 0 (w)) = (1, (o o-1:2,071(w)). Furthermore, from the
definition M, see (5.2), for c<dm < 7, we have

Npr(z,W)=N__ 1 _1(z,0,(W)).

TOO; ~ ,TOO
Combining all of the above, we conclude that

o = bello(rs2,w) = Y I, (oo 2,07 (W)R o1 —1(2,07 (W)

odn<T

= Z (1, (m; z, O';I(W))mmq_oo_r—l (z,07 1 (w))

Iy«a)ﬂﬂ<TOU:1
= (01, (2,07 (W) =B, o1 (2,07 (W))]ln, ) (T 007 52,07 (W)

Noting that b1, ,, (2,0 o-1(w)) = by(z,w) and hTOU;l(Z,U;l(W)) = b,(z,w) the result
follows. O

Lemma 5.9. For every A C B C [{], every o € S4 and every T € Sp,

(1) = {(1)|B|_|A[a(7r) if 3 € Sa such that T = Uf(w)

0 otherwise
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Proof. Fix A C B C [{] and 0 € S4. We split the proof into the statement regarding the
permutations 7 such that 7 = UZ(T) () for some 7 € Sy, and the ones for which no such
T exists.

Starting with the former, we prove the statement by double induction: First on the size
of B\ A and second on the permutation 7 (with respect to the ordering <). If |[B\ A| =0,
then A = B and there is nothing to prove. Next, let A C B C [{] such that |[B\ A] =1
and denote by i the unique element in B\ A.

We start an induction on 7 € Sp such that o<I7 (with respect to the ordering <). The
base of the induction is given by 7 = U¥ (o) for which the eigenvector equation (5.5) yields

—h(zi, w) (U (0)) = [0o = bys() (UL ()
= Y L@ yse) = (0N, ) = hiz,w),

odn<U% (o)

which shows that [,(U¥(0)) = —1 = —I,(0), due to the chosen normalization of the
eigenvectors. Next assume that for every permutation in S which is in the image of [ E
and is smaller than 7 € Sp (with respect to <) the statement holds. By the eigenvector
equation (5.5), for every 7 € Sp

[bff —br— h(zi7 wl)] [U(UE(T)) = [bU - hUAB(T)] [U(UE(T)) = Z [U(ﬂ-)mmUAB(T)

odr<UEZ (1)
= > LmMyrmt D LmN s,
USIW—<UE(T) US]W'<UE(T)
¢V () €Y ()

Note that the only m € Sy satisfying 7 < U¥(7) and i ¢ ¥ (r) is 7 = 7 and therefore,
the first sum equals [U(T)mT,UE (r) = lo(T)h(2i, wi). As for the second sum, since m < UB(r)

and i € 7 (m) we must have that i is also an isolated vertex of  and therefore that L% (r)

is well defined and LZ(7) < 7. Due to (5.2), we have N vs) = Nps(m),, and by the
induction assumption £y (7) = —{, (L5 (r)). Therefore
[ha - bT - h(Zi, wz)] [O'(UE(T))
=l (T)h(zi, w;) — [U(LE(W))mLf(ﬂ—),T = lo(7)b(2i, wi) — [bo — br]ls(T)
UﬂLg(ﬂ')<‘r

= [ho — hr — h(2i, wi)ls(T),

and therefore that [,(U (7)) = —l5(7). This complete the induction over 7 and thus the
proof for the case | B\ A| = 1. Noting that for A C B C C we have U{(7) = US (U5 (1)),
one can repeat the previous argument adding one vertex at a time, thus completing the
induction over |B \ A|, and thus the proof of the first part.

Next, we turn to deal with these 7 for which there is no m € S such that 7 = IZ(T) (7).
As before, this is done by induction on the permutation with respect to the relation <. Let
7 be a permutation with A C #/(7) and denote B = ¥(7). Since 7 is not of the form I§(r)
for some m € Sy, it follows that, there exists i € B\ A such that 7(i) # i. Furthermore,
due to the first part, we can assume without loss of generality that the set of fixed points
of 7 is contained in A.

The eigenvector equation reads



By the induction assumption, for every o<m < 7 such that 3j € ¥/(7) and 7 (j) # j, we
have [,(m) = 0. Thus we can restrict the sum to E,, = {odn <7 : w(j) =j Vj €
¥ (m)\ A}. In other words

e —blo(T) = D le(@mMrr= > > ()N
TE€Es n€ESA TEEs -

n=U 3 ™ (n)

The key point is that for every n € Ss the values of M, . for m € E, . such that 7 =
UZ(W) (n) are all the same. Indeed, from the properties of the relation < (see Corollary 5.3)

and the fact that 7 has no fixed points in B\ A, each vertex in 7 = UZ(ﬂ) (n) is either in a
cycle of  (which is also a cycle in 7 and 7, a vertex from B\ A that belongs to 7 and not
to m or a vertex from B\ A which belongs to 7 and to 7, in which case it is a fixed point
of m but not of 7. In all the cases above, we obtain that %f(ﬂ; 7) = B\ A, and thus that
N, are all the same.

Denoting by K, the common value N, ; for 7 € E,; such that 7 = UZ(W) (n), we
conclude that

o = b)) = Y Kpr Y. Lbm =Y Ky, Y (—D7@EAL )

neSa €L - neESA n€Es +
a=U; ™ () n=U ;™ (n)
Y Kbl Y (e
nESA ACCCB
Noting that
|B\A|
_ B\ A|
N | LYk = (14 1B\l
S cpera = 3 (VAN ol e,
ACCCB k=0
the result follows. O

We now combine the last three lemmas. Given 0,7 € Sy such that o<r, by Lemma
5.9, we have [,(7) = 0 unless 7 = U;///((;)) (m) for some 7 € Sy () which satisfy o<

Given a cycle £ € m, denote by oz = oly(r) the restriction of o to the vertices of L.
Since o<, each of the functions o is a permutation satisfying o,<LC and ¥ (o) = ¥ (L£).
Hence, by Lemma 5.7

()OO (7:2,w) = (w32, w) = [] 1y, (L ooz s 2lr0) 02 (Wlie)
Lerm

=11 1I iy on (L5 21y (s (07 (Wl o))lven) - (5.8)

Lemprefoo !

Since each of the terms on the right hand size is (up to reindexing) of the form
[1,, (Cy;z,w) for some choice of £ € N and z,w € C!, the only equations that are left
to be solved are (for every ¢ € N)

[hl[g] - hCz][I[g] (Cfv z, W) = Z [I[Z] (0; z, W)mo,Cga (59)

I[aﬂO’%Cg

Recall that for A C [f] and z € C#, we denote by V4(z) the Vandermonde de-
terminant [[ogea(23 — 2o) and for a permutation o € S and z € C”(@), we define

a<f
Vo(2) = [1res Vrio)(2ly(c)
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Lemma 5.10. For every £ € N and o € S, the function (z, w) — 1, (0;2,W), for zyw €
C”(@) is a rational function in the variables Z and w (and in particular does not depend
on z and w). Moreover Vo (2)Ve(W)Iy,, (072, W) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree
('V(‘g)‘_l) in z and w. In addition, for £ > 3, the polynomial V[g](Z)V[g](W)[[W(Cg;Z,W)
vanishes on the complex hyperplanes

{(z,w) € (C)? . (24, wa) = (23, W)}, Vo, €[] such that o # 3.

We postpone the proof of Lemma 5.10 to Subsection 5.5.

Remark 5.11. Let 91 denote the matrix defined by disintegrating 91. That is 91 is the
matrix defined by

my = 1 H — 17 ! Vo <1,
oo 2 (V=) (Vv = V5-1(a))
€Yy (o3T)
M, = > !
0,0 i (v —Za)(v — wa—l(a))

and 0 otherwise. An immediate corollary from Lemma 5.10 is that for every choice of
v,/ € C, it holds that 90, Y] := MM — MY’ M = 0.

The statement is not as miraculous as it might first appear. Since the left-hand side of
(3.12) is a conditional expectation over the sequence of eigenvalues ();) and the sequence of
eigenvalues is exchangeable the right-hand side must be symmetric in (\;). This strongly
suggests that already at the finite level of N by N matrices [A*, AN = 0. In a forthcoming
paper we will take a more careful look at this and use it to connect local correlations to
the representation theory of the symmetric group Sy.

Before turning to the proof of Lemma 5.10 and the main results, we provide a sum-
mary of the properties the left eigenvectors satisfy and state the analogue result for right
eigenvectors.

Left eigenvectors - Summary. Let o, 7 € S such that c<d7 and 7 = {Ek}lkil. Then

Tensorial property | lp(riz,w) = [T, by, o (Crizlyz) whriey) -
Recursive property lo(T32,W) =1, (T oYz, 07 (w)) -
Lifting property o (7) = (=)= @ (7) — U;f//((;))(ﬂ)
(1) =0 otherwise

Furthermore, [, (7; 2, w) is a rational function in z and w such that Vy () (2)Vy (o) (W)l (T; 2, W)

is a homogeneous polynomial in z and w of degree (W(C’Z”_l).

Right eigenvectors - Summary. Let 0,7 € S such that o< and 7 = {,Ck}gll. Then

Tensorial property tr(o;z,w) = HLT:‘l e (Oly )i 2ly ey Wlc)) -
Recursive property to(miz,w) =t -1(Iy(r) 2,07 (W) -
. V()
Lifting property tr(0) = v () T =Uy(y (o)
t-(0)=0 otherwise
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Furthermore, t(0; z, ) is a rational function in z and w such that Vy () (2)Vy (o) (W)t-(0; 2, W)

is a homogeneous polynomial in z and w of degree (W (@)1= 1)

5.4. Proof of the main theorems. Let o € Sandu,v € Df(g) such that Dist(u,v) >
0. Recall that

plo;u,v) =lim lim E[py.(o;u,v)]
e—0 N—oo

and

1
@ri) 2T @INTAT @ Jg27 @) 0

PNe(osu, V) = Fy(o;z,w)dzdw . (5.10)

Using Theorem 4.1 together with the fact that the convergence is uniform provided Dist(u, v) >
0, we conclude that

p(o;u,v) = lim

e—0 (27rz)2|7/ Nedl? (o) |/24,,([, (exp(N))p,,dzdw .

Using the complex form of Green’s theorem, we conclude that the limit ¢ — 0 exists
and

plo,u,v) = 8U%(6Xp(m))®,o(uv v).

This completes the proof for the existence of p(o,u,v).

In order prove the factorization property stated in Theorem 1.1 as well as its repre-
sentation given in Theorem 1.2, we will use the properties of the basis eigevectors (ry)recs
and (1;)zes. By Lemma 5.5 and the spectral decomposition, for every o,7 € S and ¢ > 0
we can write

1 —Uqvz-1(4 t
@artay) = 3 sl 0 = 3 wle) T] (G ) o).
oldn<r o<dn<Tr ac¥ (r) @ 7= Ha)

and in particular

(Moo(wv) =Y w@L©) [] 1—%%@?2

<o ae () [ta = Vr-1(a)

From Lemma 5.10, we know that r;(0) and 1,(0) (as functions of u and v) are rational
functions in U and v alone. This points now becomes crucial, as it allows us to calculate
the partial derivatives of (eM)y ,(u,v)

p(av Ll, V) = au&V(em)@,U(LL V)

1—v-10)Ua
— Zrﬂ(@)[ﬂ(a)au&v< H W) (5.11)

ndo ae¥ ()
1
(:) Z @ H P2 s 1(a)7u0t)
mdo aE“V(Tr
V(m)=Y (o)
2
(:) Z tﬂ-(w)[l"i/(o-oﬂ_l) oo H 02 )7
wdo acY ()
¥ (m)=" (o)
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where in (1) we used the fact that the differentiation equals zero? whenever ¥ (m) # ¥ (o)
and in (2) we used Lemma 5.8. Note that in second and third line one should understand
tr(0) and [ (o) as a function of W|y () and V| () while in the last line of (5.11), one should
understand t.(0) as a function of 6|y () and v|y (), while 1, (onm1) (0 om™1) is a function
of ﬁ|7/(7r) and 7T71(V|4y(7r)).

Setting

Lri= Vn//(,r) (ﬁ)\//y/(ﬁ) (V)[I"V(Tr> (71') and Ry = V’V(w) (ﬁ)Vy/(W) (V)tﬂ-(@) ,

we obtain
1
plosu,v) = — RrLoor—1 P2(Uas Vr—1(4)) -
( ) Vy/(a)(u)2V4//(g)(V)2 qu; ael;[(ﬁ) ( ( ))
¥ (m)=" (o)

Lemma 5.10 now completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

The factorization stated in Theorem 1.1 follows from (5.11) and the tensorial property
of the left and right eigenvectors, see Lemma 5.7. Hence the proof of Theorem 1.1 is
complete.

Finally, Theorem 1.3 follows immediately from the definitions of £; and PR, together
with Lemma 1.2. 0

5.5. Proof of Lemma 5.10. We prove the statement via induction on ¢, starting with
the statement that [r, (Cr,z, w) is a rational function in Z and w. Due to (5.8), proving
the statement for Iy, (Ci,) for m < ¢, implies that [;(7) is a rational function in Z and w
for every o, 7 € Sp such that o<t < Cy. Note that for pairs o, 7 € S; for which o<1 does
not hold we have [,(7) = 0 and hence the result holds trivially.

Using the abbreviation [(0) = Iy, (032, w) and denoting a(w) = (A — w)~!, we can
rewrite (5.9) as

1 -
7T/ Z [a(wa)a(za) — a(wcé—l(a))a(za)]d% U(Ce) = [b1y — b, JUC)
D1 e
1
= Z (o) Noc, = 7r/ Z (o) H a(wa—l(a))a(za)dQ)\.
Ijgdo=Cy Dir,c0<c  ac¥pg(o)

Denote b(z) = (k —z)~! and define the rational functions Pl and Q% in A,k € C by

PN R) = Y [a(wa)b(za) = a(we-1(q)b(za)]

a€ll]

and

Q‘Nr) = Y o) J] awri(a)b(za)-

Ijg<Lo=<Cy a€Vnf(o)
In terms of P! and Q¢ the eigenvector equation reads

1

™

/ PYOL () — O\, Nd2A = 0.
D,

2the differentiation equals zero, since we differentiate with respect to at least one coordinate on which
the function does not depend
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Assume we can prove that T = @é/ﬁe is independent of A and k. Then, [(Cy) =
TE(A,X) is a solution to (5.9), which is also the unique solution as shown in Lemma 5.6.
Furthermore, due to the induction assumption, in this case we obtain that [(C}) is a rational
function (as a quotient of two such functions) in z and w.

We thus turn to prove that T is independent of A and . To this end, let us introduce
some additional notation. For A C [/], denote py(\) = [[,ca(X — wo) and ¢% (k) =

[Ioca(k —Z4) and let

PO K) =Vg@VgW)P (A k) QYN k) =V@Vig(w)Q (N k).

Since Cféz / pl = Q'/P*, it suffices to show that Q°/P’ is independent of A and k.
Note that

PEOGR) = 3 (0% () = Bl 1oy )0 (5)

a€ll]

is a polynomial in A and xk whose degree in each of the variables is < £—1. In fact, from the
cyclic behavior of Cy, it follows that the coefficient of A~k and Mkf~"! for0 < j < ¢ —1
all vanish, and thus that P(\, k) is in fact polynomial in A and s whose degree in each of
the variables is at most £ — 2.

For Q, we have

QAR = Y WP o102 (Cror1) N (Croo-1) (F) 5

Iig <Lo<Cy

and since the sum is over permutations satisfying o < Cy, which implies |#,¢(Cyoo™1)| >
2, it follows that Q(A, k) is also a polynomial in A and s, whose degree in each of the
coefficients is at most ¢ — 2.

Using the fact that P and Q* are both polynomials of degree < (£—2)2 in the variables
X and &, it follows that one needs to specify (¢ — 1)? coefficients in order to determine Q*
and P‘. Similarly, one need to specify (£ — 1)2 — 1 = (¢ — 2) coefficients in order to
determine Qf and P’ up to a multiplicative constant. Thus, the claim will follow if we can
show that both P and Q¢ vanish on common (¢ —1)2 — 1 = £(¢ — 2) points in C2.

One can check by a direct computation that for any generic choice of z and w, the
polynomial P* vanishes on all points of the form (), x) = (w.,Z3) for v € [{] and B €
(4] \ {7, Ce(7)}, which are precisely £(¢ — 2) points in C2. We now turn to show that Q*
also vanishes on these points as well. The proof follows an induction on £.

For ¢ =1, 2 there is nothing to prove and for ¢ = 3, one can verify that

QS()\a K‘) =1+ Z pgqé«gl(a) ’ [((06,03(04))
a€[3]

L Z - (A = wa) (K = Zgy(a))

oy (Wa = Wey(a) (Za — Z05(w)

which vanishes for A = w, and k = Zz with v, 5 € [3] such that 3 ¢ ~, Ce(7).

Assume next that the result holds for all integers strictly smaller than ¢. Note that
for Ijy<do < Cy, it holds that pm\o,l(ynf(ceog,l))(wv) # 0 if and only if 071 o Cy(y) # 7.
Similarly, qfe}\"ﬂnf(ceoofl)(zﬁ) # 0 if and only if C,0 0~ (B8) = 8.

Consequently

Q" (wy,75) = >, (@), (Croo=1) ZBIP[EN =1 (41 (Croo—1)) (W)

I[g]§0<Cz
o= oCy(v)#v, Croa ™1 (B)£B
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Denote by J = Jé,»y the subinterval of Cy starting in § and ending with v with respect
to the ordering in Cy and denote by C'y the cycle on Jéﬁ induced from Cy. Similarly,
denote by I = Iéﬂ the subinterval of Cy starting in Cy(7) and ending with C[l(ﬁ) and let
Cr the cycle on I{7 induced from Cjy. Using the tensorial property of [(¢), see Lemma 5.7,
and the definition of the polynomials p and g, it follows that?

Q' (wy,75) = ( Z [(T)qu\(v/nf(cJOT1)u5)(zﬁ)Py\(Tl(wnf(cJOTl))uw)(wv)) x

I;,47=Cy
( 2. [(")q?\mwml)u{Oﬁw)}(%)p}v\w1<m<czo7r1>>u{ce<w>}(wv)> :
I;<dr=Cr

Cyom~1oCy(v)#Ce(7)
= 1oCy0C, 1 (B)£C,  (B)

Denoting |J| = j, we observe that the first sum equals, up to a permutation on the
indexes taking the interval J to the interval {1,2,...,|J|}, to

@’ (wj, z1) + W(Cy)afy (Z1)pj (wy) = Q (wj, z1) — UC5) P (wj, z1) = 0,

where in the last two equalities we used the fact that 2 < j < £ —1 due to the assumption
that ¢ < Cp and the induction assumption.

This completes the proof of the fact that 1, (Cy) is a rational function of Z and w for
every ¢ € N, and hence, so are [,(7) for every 0,7 € S are rational functions in z and w.

Next we turn to show that Vo (z)V,(w)ly, (072, w) are homogeneous polynomial of
degree (‘1/(”2”_1) in z and w.

We start by introducing some necessary notation. Recall that for a permutation o € Sy
and z € C*, we define Vo (2) = [[ e, Vy()(z), where the product is taken over all cycles
in o and we used the convention that V;(z) = 1 for i € [¢]. Furthermore, for o € Sy, let

Wo =W, (2,w) =

and
¢c = ¢o (Z? W) =V, (E)VU (W> [I[z] (U) :

Fix a € [¢]. Recalling that [y, (C¢) = Q'(\, k) /PY(\, k) for every A,k € C, by substi-

tuting kK = w, and kK = Z, and using the notation above, we obtain

eo, - || (wa —wp)(Za — 25) = ec, (2, W) P (wa, Za) = Q" (wa, Za)
BE[\ex
(5.12)

= > Weta Qg v, s (Croo—1) (Fa)Pli\o—1 (4, (Croo—1)) (Wa)
I[Z]§10<C{
Croo N a)#a, 0 1oCy(a)#a

where in the last equality we restricted the sum only to those permutation for which «
is not a fixed point of Cy oo~ nor o= o Oy, since for the remaining permutations either
U\ s (Croa—1) F) = 00T P15 (o1 (Wa) = 0.

Let us start by proving that e, are all polynomials in Z and w. Due to the tensorial
property of the eigenvectors and the definition of V,, we have that ¢, =[], ¢c. Hence,
it suffices to show that ec,, for £ > 1 are all polynomials. We prove this by induction on /.

3Observe that we have < in both sums and not < as in the eigenvector equation.
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For ¢ = 1, we have by definition ¢c, = [Im(Cl) = 1 and the result follows. Next, assume
the result holds for (ec,, )m<¢—1. Due to (5.12) and the induction assumption, it suffices to
show that each summand on the right hand side is divisible by [ ¢\ o (wa —wp)(Za —Z5)-
Fix 8 € [{] \ o and let Ijy<do < Cy such that Cpoo ! (a) # o and 7' o Cy(a) # a . If
B is not in the same cycle of o as «, then the numerator of W, contains in its product
the term (wq, — wg)(Za — Zg), while the denominator does not, hence W, is divisible by
(wa —wg)(Za — Z3) and so is the summand related to o. On the other hand, since o < C,
all cycles of o are of type 1 with respect to Cy and hence the unique vertex in the cycle of o
in o which is not a fixed point is « itself. In particular, if 5 and « are in the same cycle in o,
then 8 ¢ ¥,,¢(0,Cy) and therefore the product q[zz]\"ﬂnf(cgoa—l)(%)pFZ]\a—l(’an(Cgoa—l))(wa)
is divisible by (wo — wg)(Za — Zg). This complete the proof that e, are all polynomials.
Next, we turn to discuss the homogeneity of the polynomials. Going back to the
representation [y, (Co)PY(\, k) = QY(\, k). Taking k = X and equating the coefficients of
|A|2=* in both sides (recall that P* and Q° are polynomials of degree £ —2 is A and &) we

obtain
[z (Ce) - <_ > Za(Werta) = wa)) = D ),

ae[ﬁ] I[[]ﬁO’%C@
lo|=2
and therefore
ec, - <_ Z Za(We1 (g —wa)> = Z Wieq . (5.13)
a€Ell] I do=<Cy
lo|=2

As in previous claim, the proof follows by induction on ¢ and the tensorial property
which implies it suffices to prove the statement for the cyclic permutations (Cy)s>1. For
¢ =1 we have ¢c, = 1, which is a homogeneous of degree 0 = (151). Assume the statement
for ec,, with m < ¢ — 1. Noting that each o in the sum on the right hand side of (5.13)
is composed of two cycles whose total length is ¢, and that their length is ¢ and £ — ¢ for
1 <4 < -1, respectively, it follows from the induction assumption that the corresponding
term on the right hand side of (5.13) is a homogeneous polynomials in z and w of degree
(5) — (;) — (f;‘) + (’El) + (Z_;_l) = (ggl) + 1. Hence ¢, is a homogeneous polynomial in
z and w of degree (651)7 as required.

Finally, we turn to prove that for £ > 3, the polynomial ¢c, vanish on the hyperplanes

{(z,w) € (CY)? . (24, wa) = (25, w5)}, Va, s € [¢] such that a # 3.

To this end, fix a # . For £ = 3 we have by a direct computation (using for example
(5.13)) that the result holds. We use one last induction over £. Assuming the result holds
for ec,, with 3 < m < ¢ —1. We start by proving that the sum on the right hand side
of (5.13) vanishes on the hyperplane {(z,w) € (C)? : (z4,ws) = (23, ws)}. Indeed,
if a, 8 € o, then eQ"') = 0 vanished on the hyperplane by induction. Otherwise o and 3
are not in the same cycle, and therefore W, = 0 by inspection. Finally, noting that the
polynomial multiplying ec, on the left hand side of (5.13) does not vanish in a typical
points in the hyperplane {(z,w) € (C¥1)? : (24, wq) = (25, wp)}, it follows that ¢()(z, w)
must vanish on the entire set (zq,wq) = (23, wg). O
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A  Proof of Lemma 4.7

Proof of Lemma 4.7(1). We start by proving (4.23). Changing variables, one can rewrite
Rij as

1 AN -
Rij(w,z) = G =T (A= VNw) '(A = VNz)le M2, (A.1)
c/ (@@= -
Denote by B,(z) the open ball of radius r > 0 around z € C. We split the integration
over C into three regions: R; := B‘Z_w|ﬁ/2(\/ﬁz), Ry = B|Z_w‘\/ﬁ/2(\/ﬁw) and R3 :=
C\ (R1 U Rg) and turn to estimate each of the integrals separately.
In the region R, |(A — vV Nw) ' (A — vVNZ)~!| <4/(|z — w|?N) and therefore

1 AT
(A= VNw) '(X = VNz) e M a2
Rg\/ 7/_]. j—l

7T|z—w|2N\/z—1 N —1)! /Rs
\z— PN\/z—l (7 —1)! /

where in the last step we replaced the integration over Rs by integration over C and
made two changes of coordinates, first to polar coordinates and second replacing the ra-
dial coordinate © by u = r?. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that

JoSw/te"du = (j — 1)! we conclude that

|)\|i+j—2€—|>\|2d2)\

(z+j—2)/2€—udu 7

1 AN iy Lo A2 g2 4
(A= VNw) (A= VNz) e WP < —— .
Rs /(1 —1)I(j —1)! |z — w|2N

Next we turn to estimate the integration over the regions Ry and Rs. Since the esti-
mations for both regions are similar we only consider the integration over R;. Using the
bound k! > (k/e)* one can verify that

‘ )\J 1 )\l_l 6_‘)\|2
V=D -1)!

Furthermore, in the region Ry we have |(A\ — vV Nw)~!| < 2/(|z — w|v/N) and therefore

<1.

1 Aoy 1~ g2
A= VNw) A =VNz)~ d?A
R /(@ —DI(G—1)!
2 I — V)| a2 = /'Z N =1
<—= - zZ)|” = du =1,
7|z —w|V'N Jr, \z—w\\ﬁ
proving inequality (4.23). O]

Before turning to the proof of (4.24) let us introduce an auxiliary kernel and provide
some preliminary estimations. Let

N— 1

K(a,b) = ¢ (I

h

j=0
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Claim A.1.

1. We have
—(lal=[b])?/2 a.b
K(ab) <4 oy oy oo Jordtab et . (A2)
e~ (al=IbD)*/2=1allbl/2 " for all a,b € C such that |al,|b] > 2/ N
2. There exists a universal constant C € (0,00) such that for every z, w € Dy and every
et 1 (a,b) Clog N
a og
— da| < ——2 | A3
W/(c(a—\/]vw)(a—\/ﬁz) T |z —w|2VN (A.3)

Proof of Claim A.1. Denoting by X, a random variable distributed as a Poisson(u) and

observing that P(X,, < N —1)=e" ZN ! 1‘ 11), we can rewrite K as

N-1 :
Z(lal—16N2/2 —la ab)’ “(lal—15))2
1K (a,b)] < ¢~ (ol 2l 3 ’j!’ = e BD22P (X < N 1).
=0

Standard large deviation estimates imply P (X lab] < N — 1) < e~ labl/2 for sufficiently large
N, provided |ab| > 4N. The bound (A.2) follows from this estimate immediately.

Next, we turn to the proof of (A.3). We split the integral into two regions |a| > 2v/N
and |a| < 2v/N. Starting with the former, using (A.2) and the fact that |(a — vV Nw)(a —
V/NZ)| > N for |a] > 2v/N we obtain

1/ (a,b) , 1 ,
T da| < — K(a,b)|d“a
T Jia|>2v N (a — \/JVw)(a_ \/Ng) = N |a|22\/ﬁ| (a,b)]

ﬁflaezﬁe—ua—\bmdza b < 2N 3 % b < 2N
al— 2 ~
ﬁﬁa|>2\/ﬁe_%_%|a”bld2a Ib| > 2W/N % 1b] > o/ N

for some universal constant C. In the last inequality we moved to polar coordinates and
used the fact that the indefinite integral of both integrands can be written explicitly.

In order to estimate the integral over |a| < 2v/N we split the integration further into
three regions Ry := B|Z_w|m/2(\/]vz), Ry = B|Z_w|m/2(\/]vw) and Rs := B, /5(0) \
(R; U Ry) and estimate each part separately. For R3 we have |(a — vV Nw)(@ — vNZ)| >
N|z — w|?/4 and therefore

4
L — K(a,b)|d?
N [ VKbl

4 / —(lal—Ib)?/2 72
S e \a@ d“a A4
T Nz —w*m Jjgj<ovn (44

1/ K(a,b) Pa
Rs(a—\ﬁw)(a—\ﬁz)

Since

2vN
1 o—(al-Ibh2/242, _ 2 / o (r=18D2/2,. g
la|<2vVN N Jo

:;[6”'”2 L 210 e (bl VE) — xt (0~ 2V) )]

\/ﬂ|b| ( rf (|b]/V/2) — erf( (o] = 2\/N>> ’

N V2
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and the last term is bounded by C'/v/N for some universal constant C' € (0, o0), provided
b| < 3v/N and decays exponentially for |b| > 3v/N, (A.4) follows.

Since the regions R; and Ro are dealt similarly, we only provide the details for Rj.
Note that |a — vV Nw| > |z — w|v/N/2 for a € Ry and therefore

< 2 / |K(a7b)‘ d2a
~ VN|z —w|r Jr, la — VNz|

1 K(a,b) 9
= P T

, 6,(‘V+\/NE|*\5|)2/2
. ’
VN = wlr Juici—uivie P
z—w|VN/2 r2m '
< 2/' IVN/ / 67(|r+\z|\/ﬁew‘*|b|)2/2drd9.
- \/N|z — w|7r 0 0

For |b| > 3v/N, the integrand is bounded by e~ which implies the result. Hence, for the
rest of the proof assume that [b| < 3v/N.

For 0 <r <|z—w|vVN/2,let S; ={w e C : |w| =[b|} and So(r) ={w e C : w=
r + |2V Ne for some 6 € [0,27)} and let

Ro={r e [0,]z—w|V/N/2] : S; and Sy(r) do not intersect transversally}.

One can now verify that
1 2 VNeib 2
L[ gy < v
27 Ro JO

Let Ry = [0, ]z — w|v/N/2]\Ry. To estimate the integral over this region, we need to
use the geometry of our problem more carefully. Fix r € Ry and let {6y(r), —0o(r)} denote
the two intersections between S7 and S3(r). By symmetry

2 ) ™ )
/ o~ (| HIVEE? | b2 /249 _ 2/ o~ (I VEE? | —[b)2/2 4
0 0

For convenience, let us assume that v/N|z| < |b], the other case being handled similarly.
Under the last assumption 6y € [—m/2,7/2]. We split the integral over [0, 7] into the pair
of integrals over the regions A; = [0,6p] and Ay = [0y, w]. Using linear interpolation, we
see that for 6 € Ay,

17+ VN | = [bl| = (r + 2] VN = [bl) (0 — 0)/60
while for § € Aa
17+ |1V | = bl = (bl = [|2IVN = 71)(60 = 60)/(x — bo).
We have the uniform bound

2 .
1 Age—(r+=VN| =22 _ (A5)

27T0

which, when combined to the above, leads to the bound

1 /QW _ 0| _1pl)2 —1 00(7‘) ™ — 90(7“)
L7 QgeUrVE | b2/ < for ( N .
2m Jo r 4 z[VN = 16| o] — |2|VN 7]

f(r)
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Using the bounds above and

2T )
/ 1/ e~ (rHIVRE? b2 2904, < min{1, f(r)}dr < Clog N
R1 27T Ry

Combined with the prior estimate on the integral over Ry, the proof is complete. O

Claim A.2. There ezists a universal constant C' € (0,00) such that for every z,w € Dy

1 1 2 . C
" /a|<m (@ VNw)@_ Vgl =

Proof. As in previous cases we split the integral into the regions R; := B|Z7w‘ JN /2(\/ Nz),

(A.6)

|z —wl*

Ry := B|Z7w‘\/ﬁ/2(\/ﬁw) and R3 := B, /5(0)\(R1UR2) and estimate each part separately.
For R3 we have

L 1

T Jry | (a — VNw)(@ — VNZ)

where in the last step we bounded the integral over R3 by the integral over |a| < 2v/N.
Turning to deal with the integrations over Ry and Ro, by symmetry it suffices to prove
the result only for R;.

-,
v R

S

16
d’a < ——— d’a < ——
S N o fo P o

1 2 1
o< —— _
(a —VNuw)(@a—- vVNz) 7|z = w[VN Jjo—v/Nz|<|z—w|vN/2 |a = VN 2|
|z—w|VN/2

d’a

dr =2.

Proof of Lemma /.5(2). Notice that due to (A.1)

Tr(8(w1, 21)R(we, 22) - - - K(w, 2k)) /ckH y _\F()\J;(A)J\H VN7 Hd2
Nw;)(A\j — VNZj)

where we use cyclic indexing k + 1 = 1.

For 1 < j < k, let Ri(j) :== {); : |\j| < 2V/N} and let Ry(j) = C\ Ri(j). We
split the integration over C* into 2* regions by defining for a € {1,2}* the region R® =
Ray (1) X Rgy(2) X ... X Rg, (k). Then

Tr(ﬁ(wl, Zl)ﬁ(’wQ, ZQ) wk, Zk Z / H )\ - \/7()\]7)?‘;\—0—1 \/7 H d2
Nw; — VNZj)

ac{l, 2}1“

We distinguish between two types of regions R?*: Either a; = 2 for all 1 < j < &k
or aj = 1 for some 1 < j < k. Starting with the former, note that in this case [(A\; —
VNw;)(X;—VNZz)| > N. Furthermore, it follows from (A.2) that | K (a, b)| < e~ (lal*+[bl*)/4
for a,b € C such that |a|, |b| > 2v/N, and therefore

i u ()‘37 )‘JH 2y
L /szl_ll (A = VNwj)(Aj — \FZJ Hd

k —_9N\ k
< <1/ 6—|a2/2d2a) _ (46 > _
TN Jja|>2vN N
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Next, we estimate the second type of region, namely, ones in which a; = 1 for some 1 <
j < k. Without loss of generality assume that ay = 1. Using (A.3), (A.6) and the bound
| K (Mg, A1)| < 1 which follows from (A.2), we can integrate the variables A1, Ag, ..., A\; one
by one. Each of the first k — 1 integrals is bounded by C'log(N)/(dist(z, w)v/N) by (A.3),
while the last integral (over A;) is bounded by C/dist(z, w) due to (A.6). Combining all
of the above we conclude that in each region as above

k

i : K(AJ’)‘jJrl) 2y
wk/ajqw—ﬁwjm—ﬁzj)jnd )=

1

C < Clog N >k !
dist(z, w)? \ dist(z, w)2v N '

Using (A.7) to bound the integral over R? and the last estimation to bound all other
regions, we conclude that

(s, 1) s, ) - 820 < () (20)

as required. O

Finally, we turn to prove (4.25).

Proof of Lemma 4.5(3). From (A.1)

Tr(R /Z A2 (A= VNw) " (3 — VNzZ) e M2y

2—1

Similarly to the proof of (4.23) we split the integral into regions by considering R; :=

BW(O) and RQ =C \ Rl.

Starting with Ro and using the fact that z and w are in the open disc Dy, we note that
(A= VNw)'N = VN2)7 <4(1 — Jw|)7*(1 — |2]) "' N~! for all A\ € Ry and sufficiently
large N. Hence

‘ / Z AP (A= VNw) (X = VNz)~le Mgy
Ry i20

(i — 1
N-1 ,
4 / AP e
< - e d
TN(1 - [2[)(1 — |w|) ; (i —1)!
oo N-1 1
1 Cetdu. (A.8)

T N DA wl) Sy iz

If X, denotes a random variable distributed as a Poisson(u) we can rewrite the last bound
as

4 o0
P(X,<N-1)du
N =) Jw]) /N_Num ( )

4 N+N1/2+8 00
= PXUSN—ldu—i-/ P(X,<N-1)du
N =20 — ) UNNW ( L NS )
4 o0 10
< opt/2+o / N—utNlog(u/N)
S VA== = Jwl) { i/ U < N

where in the one before last inequality we bounded the probability by 1 in the first integral
and used Chernoff’s inequality to bound the probability in the second.
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We now estimate the integral over Rj, which can also be expressed in terms of X, as

1 P(X|)\|2 SN—l) 9
o e

By Chernoff’s inequality once again, VA € Ry,

™

‘1 _ P(X'MQ S N — 1)| — P(X‘)\'Q 2 N) S eN—\)\|2_N10gN+N10g(|)\\2) S e—N25‘

Using the last estimation together with a similar argument to the one in Claim 3.3, we
conclude that it suffices to prove

L 1
7 Jr, (A= VNw)(x - VN)

for some universal constant C' € (0, 00). Using the change of coordinate A = v-y/ N — N1/2+6
we can rewrite the integral on the left hand side of (A.9) as

1 1 )
i /u|<1 (v —wn) (T — m)d ) (A.10)

where we denote wy = w/v/1 — N=1/2+0 and 2y = z/y/1 — N=1/2+9,

To evaluate this integral, we use the complex form of Green’s theorem. Let I'. be the
contour along the D with two punctures of width e surrounding zx and wy respectively.
More precisely, let I'c be the contour as schematically represented in Figure 5. This contour
has 5 distinct parts. ~y; denotes the part of the contour on the unit circle, ~y3 is the circle
of radius € around zy and <5 is the circle of radius € around wy. Finally o, respectively
v4, is a pair of parallel straight line segments at distance €2 of each other, connecting v;
to 3, respectively to ~s.

Then

C

2
d)\—h(w,Z) SW,

(A.9)

e—0 271

1
(A.10) = lim j([ w,
2mi Jr,

where w = w1 (A, A)dA — wa (A, A)d) and wy,ws are the multi-valued functions
< llogA—z% < llog(A—
s = HBAZE) g o = Ll w) (A.11)

Let us consider the integration of wy over the various parts of I'c. First, we have

lim [ wi(\A)dA=1lim [ wi(A\A)d\ =0
e—0 va e—0 v5

and ) )
Jim / 1A N dA = — - log(y — Z)
3 2

e—0 271

Also since log(\ — Z) increases by 27i as we go around s,

1 < 1 1
ll_r}(l) o [M w1 (A, AN)dA = 3 log(1 — wy) — B log(zy — wn) .
Finally,
1 - 1 [?" eflog(e 1 — %) 1 1
lim — AN)dA = — : df = —log(1 —zn — —log(1 — .
50 27 /74 wi(A,A) o7 Jy ST —— 5 og(1 —zZywn) 5 og(l —wn)
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Al

Figure 5: The contour I'..

Collecting the various pieces together gives

1 1 1 — wyzy
hm,}z{ wid\ = = log [ —UNEN )
e—0 271 2 |2y — wn|?

By complex conjugation symmetry
1 — 1 1 —wnzny
—lim,jé wodA = = log % ,
e—0 271 r. 2 |zN—wN\

p—
(A.10) = log (wNZN> .

2N — wy|?

and therefore
The result now follows since

1—wyzy 1—wz
log | ——— o 2 )~ \ T —uE
|2n — wn| |z — w|

< C
= N1 —wz]

N—1/2+6
=1 1
" < T —N—1/2+6>>

for some universal constant C. Since |1 —wZ| > max{1 —|w|,1—|z|} the result follows. O
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