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Abstract

In this paper, we compare the solutions of Dyson Brownian motion with general 8 and potential V'
and the associated McKean-Vlasov equation near the edge. Under suitable conditions on the initial data
and potential V', we obtain the optimal rigidity estimates of particle locations near the edge for short
time ¢ = o(1). Our argument uses the method of characteristics along with a careful estimate involving
an equation of the edge. With the rigidity estimates as an input, we prove a central limit theorem for
mesoscopic statistics near the edge which, as far as we know, have been done for the first time in this
paper. Additionally, combining with [30], our rigidity estimates are used to give a proof of the local
ergodicity of Dyson Brownian motion for general 5 and potential at the edge, i.e. the distribution of
extreme particles converges to Tracy-Widom f distribution in short time.

1 Introduction

Random Matrix models were originally suggested by Wigner [40,41] to model the nuclei of heavy atoms.
The models he originally studied, the Gaussian orthogonal /unitary ensembles were successful in describing
the spacing distribution between energy levels. Wigner conjectured that general random matrices will have
this same spacing distribution as long as they are in the same symmetry class.

Later, in 1962 [10], Dyson interpreted the Gaussian orthogonal /unitary ensembles as dynamical limit of
the matrix valued Brownian motion, which is given by

dH(t) = dB(t) — %H(t)dt, (1.1)

where B(t) is the Brownian motion on real symmetric/complex Hermitian matrices. It turns out the eigen-
values of the above matrix valued Brownian motion satisfy a system of stochastic differential equations.
These equations have been later generalized to stochastic differential equations, called the 8-Dyson Brown-
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ian Motion with potential V',

N
d/\z(t) =4/ BiNde(t) + lz #t/\](t) — %V’()\l(t))dt, 1<i< N, (12)

where the initial data {A1(0), A2(0),- -, Anx(0)} lies in the closer of the Weyl chamber
Ay :={(x1,20, - ;xN) 121 < Tg- - < TN} (1.3)

The real symmetric and complex Hermitian matrix valued Brownian motion corresponds to (1.2) with § =1
and 3 = 2 respectively, and quadratic potential V = z22/2.

Dyson suggested that on times of order O(1/N) one would get equilibrium in the microscopic statistics
by evolving a random system stochastically to one of the standard Gaussian matrix models depending on
the symmetry class. In fact, one has a dichotomy of three time scales

1. For time t > 1 one should get the global equilibrium, e.g., the global spectral density should approach
that for the corresponding Gaussian ensembles. For Dyson Brownian motion with general 5 and
potential V', this was studied in [33].

2. On scales of order N~! < n* < 1, one should reach the equilibrium after running Dyson Brownian
motion for time ¢ > n*. Namely, mesoscopic quantities of the form Ef\il f((A\i—E)/n*) for appropriate
test functions should be universal.

3. For the microscopic scale, i.e. the scale of order O(1/N), and § = 2, the microscopic eigenvalue
distribution should be the same as that of the determinantal point process with the Sine kernel,
K(z,y) =sin(z — y)/(z — y), provided one runs Dyson Brownian motion for ¢t > 1/N.

The understanding of the local ergodicity of Dyson Brownian motion, i.e. the fact that the local statistics
of Dyson Brownian motion reaches an equilibrium in short time, plays an important role in the proof of
Wigner’s original universality conjecture by Erdds, Schlein and Yau [21]. Their methods to prove universality
for matrix models first involve proving a rigidity estimates of the eigenvalues, i.e. the eigenvalues are close to
their classical locations, up to an optimal scale. This is the initial data for a Dyson Brownian motion input
which interpolates the initial model to the Gaussian orthogonal/unitary ensembles. The second step is to
show that Dyson Brownian motion reaches an equilibrium in a short time for local statistics. Since Dyson
Brownian motion needs only to be run in short time, then the initial and final models can be compared.
The last step compares the original random matrices with ones with small Gaussian component. For a good
review about the general framework regarding this type of analysis, one can read the book by Erdés and
Yau [12].

Of the three steps described in the previous section, the step that is the least robust is the proof of the
rigidity estimates. This part is very model particular and, depending on the model in question, requires
significant effort in trying to prove optimal estimates. Even in the most basic case of Wigner matrices, the
concentration of the trace of the resolvent would require very precise cancellation in the form of what is
known as the fluctuating averaging lemma [24]. The proof of this type of cancellation uses very delicate
combinatorial expansions involving iterated applications of the resolvent identity. For models even more
complicated than the Wigner matrices, such lemmas are an intricate effort. A more general method that
does not involve delving into the particulars of a model would be desirable; then we would be able to treat
a general class of models uniformly.



A dynamical approach to proving rigidity using Dyson Brownian motion allows us to avoid technical
issues relating to the particulars of a matrix model. This would allow us to avoid complicated combinatorial
analysis and, in addition, allow us to treat models that do not occur naturally with an associated matrix
structure, such as the S-ensembles. In an earlier paper by B.Landon and the second author [27], they proved
the rigidity estimates for the bulk eigenvalues of Dyson Brownian motion. As a result, the optimal rigidity
estimates are purely a consequence of the dynamics. The proof of rigidity is based on a comparison between
the empirical eigenvalue process of Dyson Brownian motion and the deterministic measure valued process
obtained as the solution of the associated McKean-Vlasov equation by using the method of characteristics.
The difference in the corresponding Stieltjes transforms can be analyzed by estimates of Gronwall type.

There are substantial difficulties involved in performing a comparison between the solutions of Dyson
Brownian motion and the associated McKean-Vlasov equation near the edge. In the bulk, one can derive
sufficiently strong estimates by looking at the distance from the characteristics to the real line; this is thanks
to the fact that we have strong bounds on the imaginary part of the Stieltjes transform in the bulk. Near
the spectral edge, the power of these bounds decay and become too weak to prove optimal rigidity. In our
case, we have to establish an equation determining the relative movement of our characteristics to the edge.
The estimates of the Stieltjes transform of the empirical particle density near the edge heavily depend on
this relative movement. The equation for the edge allows us to explicitly understand how the eigenvalues
move from their initial position to the optimal region.

In addition to the rigidity estimates, another main innovation in this paper is the determination of the
correlation kernel for the Stieltjes transform of the empirical particle density of Dyson Brownian motion at
mesoscopic scales near the edge. It allows us to prove a mesoscopic central limit theorem near the edge. The
mesoscopic central limit at the bulk for Wigner matrices was proven in [0, 7,25, 35], for S-ensemble in [35]
and for Dyson Brownian motion in [9,27,28]. As far as we know, the mesoscopic central limit theorem
near the edge is new even for the Wigner matrices and [-ensembles. The dynamical method provides a
unified approach to see how it emerges naturally, and allows us to see the universality of this correlation
kernel.

Combining with [30], our rigidity estimates are used to give a proof of the local ergodicity of Dyson
Brownian motion for general 5 and potential at the edge, i.e. the distribution of extreme particles converges
to Tracy-Widom S distribution in short time. Our proof uses only the dynamics, and is independent of the
matrix models. This is in alignment with Dyson’s original vision on the nature of universality of the local
eigenvalue statistics. A consequence of our edge universality result is a purely dynamical proof of the edge
universality for S-ensembles with general potential.

1.1 Related Results in the Literature

Results for the McKean-Vlasov equation were first established by Chan [3] and Rogers-Shi [36], who showed
the existence of a solution for quadratic potentials V. The McKean-Vlasov equation for general potentials
V was studied in detail in the works of Li, Li and Xie. In the works [33] and [34], it was shown that under
very weak conditions on V' the solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation will converge to an equilibrium
distribution, that is dependent on the parameters 8 and V at times ¢ > 1. The authors were able to
interpret the time evolution under the McKean-Vlasov equation as a manner of gradient descent on the
space of measures. This gives the complete description of Dyson Brownian motion at the macroscopic
scale.



For the microscopic scale, Dyson Brownian motion was studied in detail by Erdos, Yau and various
coauthors across a multitude of papers [4, 14-20,22, 24]. Specifically, from these works, it is known that for
the classical ensembles 8 = 1,2, 4 and quadratic potential, with the initial data given by the eigenvalues of a
Wigner matrix, it is known that after ¢ > N ! the local statistics of the particles are the same as those of the
corresponding classical Gaussian ensembles. After this, the two works [13,29] established gap universality
for the classical 8 = 1,2,4 Dyson Brownian motion with general initial data, by using estimates established
in a discrete DiGeorgi-Nash-Moser theorem in [22]. Fixed Energy Universality required a sophisticated
homogenization argument that allowed the comparison between the discrete equation and a continuous
version; the results have been established in recent papers [3,28]. An extension of this interpolation at
the edge was shown in [30]. These results were a key step in the proof of edge and bulk universality in

various models. An alternative approach to Universality was shown, independently, in the works of Tao and
Vu [38].

In the three-step strategy for proving universality, as developed by Erd&s, Yau and their collaborators,
the first step is to derive a local law of eigenvalue density. This is a very technical and highly model dependent
procedure. In the case of Wigner matrices, the proofs have been established in [18,19,23, 24, 39]. Local laws
can be established for other matrix models in the bulk, such as the case of sparse random matrices [14] and
in deformed Wigner matrices [31]. Establishing local laws near the edge are generally more involved; the
case of correlated matrices was shown in [1,2,11]. Local laws for S-ensembles near the edge were considered
in [5] with the discrete analogue in [20]; the Wigner matrices were considered in [32].

2 Background

In this section, we will provide basic definitions and assumptions in our study of the S-Dyson Brownian
motion and the associated McKean Vlasov equation. This section culminates in the analysis of solutions of
the McKean-Vlasov equation via the method of characteristics and the proof of various important inequalities
on the growth of the solution in time ¢ and the behavior of its characteristics z;(«). These bounds provide
the basis for our later estimates on the edge rigidity of the g-Dyson Brownian motion near the edge. To
make the argument clean, we make the following assumption on the potential V. We believe the main results
in this paper hold for V in C* as in [27].

Assumption 2.1. We assume that the potential V is an analytic function.

We denote M7 (R) as the space of probability measures on R and equip this space with the weak topology.
We fix a sufficiently small time T' > 0 and denote by C([0,T], M1(R)) the space of continuous processes on
[0, T] taking values in M;(R). It follows from [33] that for all 3 > 1 and initial data A(0) € Ay, there exists
a strong solution (A(t))o<i<t € C([0,T], An) to the stochastic differential equation (1.2).

We recall the following estimates on the locations of extreme particles of S-Dyson Brownian motion
from [27, Proposition 2.5].

Proposition 2.2. Suppose V satisfies Assumption 2.1. Let 3 > 1, and A(0) € Ay. Let a be a constant such
that the initial data ||A(0)||ec < a. Then for a sufficiently small time T > 0, there exists a finite constant
b="0b(a,T), such that for any 0 <t < T, the unique strong solution of (1.2) satisfies:

B(max{| M (O], A (8)]} > b) < e V. (2.1)



Given a probability measure pg, we define the measure-valued process {p:}:>0 as the solution of the
following equation

D (2) = Doy (2) (mt(z) . v/(z)> V()

G+ [ ae.a)ia), 2.2

2
where
g(z,x) == Vi) - V2((z;:£)x2— AV (Z), g(z,x) = v 4(33) (2.3)

It is easy to see that for any fixed z, g(z,) is analytic in C as a function of z; for any fixed z, g(z,x) is
analytic in C as a function of z.

We analyze (2.2) by the method of characteristics. Let

Orz(u) = —my(z(u)) — M, zo=u € Cy, (2.4)

If the context is clear, we omit the parameter u, i.e., we simply write z; instead of z;(u). Plugging (2.4) into
(2.2), and applying the chain rule we obtain

fuin ) = "N gt 0)apto) (2.5)

The behaviors of z; and m(zs) are governed by the system of equations (2.4) and (2.5).

As a consequence of Proposition 2.2, if the probability measure pg is supported on [—a, a], then there
exists a finite constant b = b(a,T), such that p, are supported on [—b,b] for 0 < ¢t < T. We fix a large
constant v. If z,(u) € Bo(0) and dist(z;(u), [—b,b]) > 1, then

1
|0i2¢)| <14+ = sup |[V'(2)]. (2.6)
2 2€Bae (0)

Therefore, for any u € B.(0), we have z;(u) € Ba.(0) for any 0 < ¢ < T', provided T is small enough.

We also frequently use the following estimates studying the imaginary part of characteristics. They were
proven in [27, Proposition 2.7].

Proposition 2.3. Suppose V satisfies assumption 2.1. Let 3 > 1, and A(0) € Ay. Fix large constant t > 0
Then for a sufficiently small time T > 0, there exist constants depending on potential V' and a, such that the
following holds. Fix any 0 < s <t < T with u € B.(0) and Im[z(u)] > 0,

e_c(t_s) Im[zt] < Im[zs]

e~ Tmfiing ()] < Imlring (25)] < e~ Imlring (2,)]

e~ U7 (Im[z] + (t — s) Im[re(2¢)]) < Im[z] < e (Im[z] + (¢ — 5) Im[rig(24)])
I

. (2.7)
e~ C0=9) (Tm[z,] Tm[rivg ()] + (t — s) Im[rin (2¢)]?) < Im[z0] Im[rng (20)]



3 Square Root Behavior Measures

In the earlier work [27], the bulk rigidity of S-Dyson Brownian motion was proved via a comparison of the
empirical density p; with p;, the solution of the associated McKean-Vlasov equation with pg as initial data.
This is not a good choice for studying the spectral edge. In most applications, we take pg to be the empirical
eigenvalue density of a random matrix, which itself is random. As a consequence, the solution p; of the
associated McKean-Vlasov equation with pg, is again a random measure. Even if we have a good control on
the difference between p; and p;, it does not tell us the locations of the extreme eigenvalues, unless we have
a very precise control of p;. Unfortunately the edge universality asks exactly the locations of the extreme
eigenvalues.

In order to circumvent this problem, we comparison the empirical density p; with p;, the solution of the
associated McKean-Vlasov equation with initial data pg close to pg. In most applications, we take py to be
either the semi-circle distribution,

[4— =],
pse(x) = 5 , (3.1)
or the Kesten-McKay distribution,
1 22\ VA=,
=(14+— - — e 2
pd <+d—1 d) o (32)

As one can see from the expressions of semi-circle distribution 3.1, and Kesten-McKay distribution 3.2, they
both have square root behavior at the spectral edge. It is believed that square root behavior is necessary
for edge universality. For the remainder of the paper, we assume that the initial measure py has square root
behavior in the following sense.

Definition 3.1. We say a probability measure py has square root behavior at Ey if the measure is supported
in (—oo, Fy] and, in addition, there is some neighborhood N around Ey such that its Stieltjes transform
satisfies

mo(z) = Ao(2) + v/ Bo(z), (3.3)
with Aog(z) and Bo(z) analytic in N and with z = Ey a simple root of By(z).

Remark 3.2. If py has square root behavior at right edge Ey, for any z = Ey+ k+in, with n > 0, it is easy
to check that

g (2)] = T [V/z = Bo| = { n/V\|/"”|”I|{|+—+"’, :;8 (3.4)

The Stieltjes transforms of semi-circle distribution and Kesten-McKay distribution are given by

_ [ pscl@)dz 2 22 —4
msc(z)—/R t—z 2+ 2

-1
pd(z)dz 1 22 (d—2)z 22 —4
= _— 1 _— — .
ma(2) /R T2 (+d—1 d 2d T 2
They both have square root behavior in the sense of Definition 3.1. More generally, we have the following
proposition.

(3.5)




Proposition 3.3. If pg has an analytic density pg in a small neighborhood of Ey, given by
[)0(17) :S(.I) [E0—$]+, Eo—a<x<E0+a, (36)

where S(xz) > 0 is analytic on [Eg — &, Eg + €], then po has square root behavior in the sense of Definition
3.1.

One important consequence of our definition of square root behavior measure is the following proposition
which shows us how the square root behavior is a property that propagates in time when solving the McKean-
Vlasov equation. We postpone its proof to the Appendix A.

Proposition 3.4. Let pg be a probability measure which has square root behavior at the right edge Ey in the
sense of Definition 3.1. Fiz a sufficiently small time T > 0, and let (pt)efo,r) the solution of the McKean-
Viasov equation (2.2) with initial data po. Then the measures py have square root behavior at the right edge
Ey, for any 0 <t <T. The edge E; satisfies,

V'(Er)
2 3

8tEt = —T;’Lt(Et) — (37)
and it is Lipschitz in time, |Ey — Eg] = O(|t — s|) for 0 < s <t < T. As a consequence, p: has a density in
the neighborhood of E;, given by

pe(x) = (14+0(1)Ci/[Er — 2]+, Er—e<ax< E+e. (3.8)
The constants Cy are Lipschitz in time, |Cy — Cs| = O(Jt — s|), for 0 < s <t < T.

The following proposition studies the growth of the distance of the real part of the characteristics z;(u)
to the edge E;. This is the main proposition we use to give strong bounds on |m; — 1| close to the edge and
it serves as one of our fundamental inequalities in next section. The square root behavior of the measures p;
was used essentially to describe an equation for the growth of E; and to provide estimates for the Stieltjes
transform.

Proposition 3.5. Let pg be a probability measure having square root behavior in the sense of Definition
3.1. Fiz small € > 0 and a sufficiently small time T > 0, and let (p¢)icjo, 1) the solution of the McKean-
Viasov equation (2.2) with initial data po. If at some t < 1, the characteristics zi(u) = Ey 4+ r¢ + ing, with
0 < ¢, ke < €, then there exists an universal constant C' such that for any 0 < s < t,

Vs > R+ Ot — s). (3.9)

Proof. We denote zs(u) = Es + ks + ins, for 0 < s < ¢t. Thanks to (2.4) and Proposition (3.4), if z5(u) €
Bo.(Es), then there exists some universal constant C' such that |0sz5(u)| < C. If we take T sufficiently
small, we will have that z;(u) € Bo.(E;) for any 0 < s < t. In the following we prove that if ks > 0, then
Osks < —C\/FRs for some universal constant C. Then the claim (3.9) follows by integrating from s to ¢, and
we have kg > 0 for all 0 < s < t.

We recall the differential equation (3.7) for the edge Ej

V'(Es)

asEs = _ms(Es) - 9

(3.10)



We take real part of (2.4), and take difference with (3.10)

Re[V'(zs(w))] - V'(Es)

85’15 = - (Re[ms(zs(u))] - mS(ES>) - 2

(3.11)

For the first term in (3.11)

Re[ms (Zs(u))] - ms(Es) = (Re[ms(zs(u))] - ms(Re[zs(u)])) + (ms (Re[zs(u)]) - mS(ES))
_ .2 dps () - dps(z) (3.12)
- / (Re[za(w)] — 2)((Relzs(w)] ~ 02 + ) ' " / (Re[zs (u)] — ) (Es —z)

The purpose of the above decomposition is to write out the expressions for the Stieltjes transform in a way
that we can easily compare the corresponding integral expressions. From the integral expression, we can
compute the leading order behavior in terms of x4 and 7, in order to get an equation. Thanks to Proposition
3.4, ps has square root behavior. From Remark 3.2, we have dp;s(z)/dz < v/E; — 2 on a neighborhood of
E,, and we can estimate (3.12)

Refiing (25 (1))] — 1715 (Es) = C ((wa + WT) . (3.13)

where C' > 0 is some universal constant. For the second term in (3.11)
Re[V'(z5(u)] = V'(Es) = (Re[V'(z5(w))] = V'(Re[zs (w)])) + (V' (Re[zs(w)]) — V'(E)) (3.14)
> —C(n2 + ks). '

Uniformly for 0 < s < ¢, we have ks, 7, < 2¢. By taking e sufficiently small, it follows by combining (3.12)
and (3.14), there exists some constant C' > 0 such that

Bskis < —C\/Rs, (3.15)

and the claim (3.9) follows.

4 Rigidity Estimates

We prove our edge rigidity estimates in this section. Roughly speaking if the initial data is regular on the
scale n*, then the optimal rigidity holds for time ¢ > C'\/n*, provided C is large enough. We fix a smaller
number r > 0 and the control parameter M = (log N)!2.

Assumption 4.1. Let A(0) = (A\1(0),A2(0),--- ,An(0)) € Ap, and ||A(0)||s < a for some constant a. We
assume that the initial empirical density

1 N
P=5 Z}aAi(o) (4.1)

satisfies



1. )\1(0) < Ey +n*.

2. There exists a measure py, with square root behavior as defined in Definition 3.1 such that we have the

estimate
A M in
|m0(2) - m0(2)| < N_n7 S DO ’ (42)
and
1 1 out
[mo(2) =mo(2)| € 37770 2 €D8™, (4.3)
and
N M ar
mo(2) =10 (2)| < 570 2 € Dy, (4.4)

where mo(z) and 1ho(z) are the Stieltjes transform of po and po respectively, and the domains DI,
DSu and DI are given by

D = {z € CT NBg,(r) : Im[z] Im[rig(2)] > (17*)3/2} ,
DY = {z € CT NBpg, (r) : Re[z] = Eo +1*}, (4.5)
Dir = {2z € CT : v — 1 < dist(z,supp po) < v+ 1},

where t is a large constant as defined in (2.6), and Bg,(r) is the radius r disk centered at Ey.

Remark 4.2. We remark here that it is essential to control the difference of mg and mg far away from the
support of pg, i.e. on Dg‘". The effect of the potential V' is to cause a long range interaction that will cause
two solutions to diverge if we have no control in this region. To see this effect, one should notice that if we
were to compare the linear statistics of two measures, the difference will change by no more than a constant
factor.

We define the following function

f(t) = (max {\/n_ _— MN*1/3})2, (4.6)

where small constant ¢ > 0 will be chosen later. It holds that f(0) = n*, and it has similar behavior as the
real part of characteristics as in (3.9), i.e it satisfies 1/ f(s) < v/ f(t) +¢(t — s) for any 0 < s < ¢. We use this
function in interpolating from weak eigenvalue rigidity at the edge at time 0 to better eigenvalue rigidity at
time ¢.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose V' satisfies Assumption 2.1 and the initial data X(0) satisfies Assumption 4.1. For
time T = (log N) =3, with high probability under the Dyson Brownian motion (1.2), we have \1(t) < Ey+ f(t)
fort €[0,T).

We define the spectral domains D;. Roughly speaking the information of Stieltjes transform mq(z) on
D; reflects the regularity of the empirical particle density p; on the scale f(¢).



Definition 4.4. For anyt > 0, we define the region Dy = Di* U D"t U DI | where

D,ifn i={2ze€ CtNBg, (r —t/c) : Im[z] Im[rh;(2)] > f(t)3/2},
D™ = {z € CF N By, (r — 1/¢) : Rel] > By + f(1)} (4.7)
Dt = {z e Ct v — 1 +t/c < dist(z,supppy) <t+1—t/c},
For any 0 < s < t, the spectral domain D, is a subsect of the domain D, under the characteristic
flow.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose V' satisfies Assumption 2.1 and the initial data X(0) satisfies Assumption 4.1.
For any 0 < s <t <K r, we have

2502, Y(Dy) C Dy, (4.8)
provided N is large enough.

Proof. By integrating (2.6), we get that |z; — 20| = O(t) for any z; € Dy. Tt follows that z; ' (D) ¢ D,
and z; 1 (Ct NBg,(r —t/c)) C CT NBg,(r), provided that ¢ is small enough.

For any z; € {z € CT NBg,(r — t/c) : Re[z] = Ey + f(t)}, let z5 = Es + ks + ins for 0 < s < ¢. By the
definition of f(¢) in (4.6), we have

Fs) <t —s)+VF{t) = c(t — s) + v/ry < Vi —c(t —s), (4.9)
provided that ¢ < C/2, where C is the constant in (3.9). We can rearrange (4.9) to get
> f(s) + cy/Ralt — s). (4.10)
As a consequence, we have Re[zo] = Eo + f(0) = Ey +n* and z, 1 (DP") € Dgu.
Thanks to Proposition 2.3, if 2, € Di* and Re[z] < E; + f(t), we have

e~ (Im[zt] Im[rivg (2¢)] + t Tm[1g (2¢)])%)
e O (f (1) + tTm[ring (2))) = ()2,

Im|[zo] Im[rig (20)]

P 4
A1
Z ( )

provided t < /7% /(3¢) or Re[z] < E; —n*. For t > /1*/(3¢), in fact we have z; ' (CT NBg, (n*)) C DM,
We prove it by contradiction. Say if there exists some z; € C* NBg, (n*), such that Re[zo] < E¢ +n*. By
our assumption that p; has square root behavior, we have Im[m(z:)] < Cv/n*. Thanks to Proposition 2.3,
we have Im[zo] = e~*¢ (Im[z¢] + t Im[r4 (2¢)]) = e *“t Im[rn4(2¢)], and thus

o—Ct Tm[zo] e—2Ct t Tm[ring (2¢)]

C \/n* —|—Imzo C /" + e tCtIm[ry(2,)]

which is impossible if ¢ > v/n*/(3¢), and c¢ is sufficiently small. This finishes the proof of Proposition 4.5

Im[rivg (2)] = e~ Im[rig(20)] > , (4.12)

The following proposition gives optimal bulk estimate of m,, i.e. on the spectral domain Di*UD!r.
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Proposition 4.6. Suppose V' satisfies the Assumption 2.1. Fiz time T = (log N)_3. For any initial data
X(0) satisfies Assumption 4.1, uniformly for any 0 < t < T, and w € D™ UDP there exists a set Q that
occurs with overwhelming probability on which the following estimate holds: if w € Dt

M

— % < —, 4.13
me(w) = ()| < Frs (1.13)
if w e D
. M
e (w) — i (w)| < %7 (4.14)
The proof of proposition 4.6 follows the same argument as [27, Theorem 3.1]|, with two modifications.

Firstly, when we use Gronwall inequality, we need to take care of the error from the initial data, i.e. mg(z)—
mo(z) # 0. This is where our Assumption 4.1 comes into play. Secondly, we estimate the error term involving
the potential V' using a contour integral.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. By Ito’s formula, mg(z) satisfies the stochastic differential equation

dm(z ,/WZ o (0o ()

(4.15)
1 V(N s))
ToN ; n(s) — BN2 Z
We can rewrite (4.15) as
N
B 2 dB;(s) V'(z) ms(2)0.V'(z)
dms(z) = BN E ) — o) + 9.ms(z) (ms(z) + 5 ds + fds
- N (4.16)
2-p ds
Ydps(x)d ;
/ z,x)dps( S+ﬁN2;(Az(S)_2)3
g(z,w) is defined in (2.3). Plugging (2.4) into (4.16), and by the chain rule, we have
dB (zS)V”(zs)
dms Zs = BN3 Z — Zs + 8 ms(zs) (ms (Zs) ms(zs)) ds + ——F—ds
(4.17)
+A;@&)m% da+ﬂN2§: R
It follows by taking the difference of (2.5) and (4.17) that,
Ama(z2) s (25)) = = i S (e = ()0 () + 5 ) a
ms(zs) — Ms(2s)) EEpA ms(zs) — Ms(2s)) Oy | Mms(2s 5 s
- (4.18)

+ [ gtena)dpo) = dpufeds + 5 Z N

11



We can integrate both sides of (4.18) from 0 to ¢ and obtain

mi(ze) — 1ig(z0) = /0 (E1(5)ds + dEa(s)) + (mo(20) — 170(20)), (4.19)

where the error terms are

VI(ZS)
2

2-8 s 2 <L dBi(s)
€0 =57 i) 2 ,/ﬂN3 ; ol (4.21)

We remark that & and & implicitly depend on w, the initial value of the flow zs(u). The local law will
eventually follow from an application of Gronwall’s inequality to (4.19).

E1(5) = (ma(z2) — 1ha(2)) s <ms<zs>+ >+ [ ot = o). @20

We define the following lattice on the upper half plane C,
L= {E +ine DPUDTUDE . B € Z/N® € Z/N3} . (4.22)

It follows from Propositions 4.5, z;*(D;) € D UDS™ UD™, and for any and w € Dy, there exists some

* )

lattice point u € £ N z; *(Dy), such that |z (u) —w| = O(N3).
We define the stopping time

o =T N\ inf {|A(s) ]l > b}

. in , A M
At {50 € D i 0) = )] > 5} (4.23)
\ M
inf § Jw € DT ¢ |my(w) — ms(w)| > — ¢
At {30 € D () = et > 7 |
By the same argument as in [27, Proposition 3.8|, using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, there exists a
set Q of Brownian paths {Bi(s), B2(s), - , BN (s) Yo<s<t, such that for any 0 < s < ¢, and u € LNz, (D),
SAo (10g N)2
dé2(s)| € ——, 4.24
/0 2(5) N Im[zsno (u)] (424)
and u € £ Nz, (Df),
SAo 1 N 2
/ dsy(s)| < Bos V) (4.25)
0 N

For the last term in (4.20), we rewrite it as a contour integral and bound it simply by its absolute value.

Proposition 4.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.3 for any u € zt_l(Dt) and s € [0,t] we have

[ 9tena(10.2)Apena) - dﬁWu))] —0 (%) . (4.26)

12



Proof. From our choice of the stopping time (4.23), we have both psa, and psa, are supported on [—b, b].
Moreover, g(zsno(u), ) is analytic in x, we can rewrite the integral in (4.26) as a contour integral

[ ena () 2)@pena (@) = dpuna(@)) = =5 § (@leuna(w) whimans (@) ~ dapa(w)du  (220)
R Cs

where Cy is a contour of distance v away from the support of ps. Thanks to our definition of Dy in 4.7, we
have C; C Ds. The above contour integral can be bounded as

j{ (9o ) (Mo ) (1) — me))dw‘
“ (4.28)

; _o(M
< length(C.) sup afzane, )| (ana) () — s ()] = O (7).

where we use the fact that g is bounded on the contour Cy, the length of C, is bounded, and we have rigidity
along the contour Cs. O

We plug (4.26) and (4.25) into (4.19), on the event 2, for u € £ z; }(Di*) we have

o 0 2
mtAg(ng) — mt/\a(zmg) — (mO(Zo) _ ms(ZO)) +0 ((t/\ )M n (1 gN) )

N Nino
tNo V,Tétz/\ ) (429)
+/ |s(zs) — ms(zs)| |02 (ms(zs) + > s )}ds
0
It follows by the Gronwall inequality, and same argument as in [27], we get
. o(M
mine (eine) = ana(aene)| < (4.30)
provided that t < T = (log N)~3. And similarly for u € £ N z; ' (D), we have
. o(M
mno (o) = o (ano)| < 2502, (431)

provided that t < T = (log N)~3. Thus with high probability we have o = T', and Proposition 4.6 follows. [

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Theorem 4.3 follows from a very precise estimate of the Stieltjes transform. More
precisely, it follows from the following estimate

|me(Ey + K5 +in) — my (B + K +in)| < (4.32)

1
Nn’
where k > M2N—2/3 and n = M=Y3gVAN-1/2 > Ml/GN_2/3, that there is no particle on the interval
[E: + k — n, Bt + k + n]. Thanks to our assumption 4.1 that py and p; have square root behavior, and
Im[my(E: + £+ in)] < n//k + 17 < 1/Nn. Then it follows that

, 1 & 1
Tmfm By +  + )] = & ; O _77f(t))2 < (4.33)

13



If there exists some \;(t) such that |\;(¢) — E: — k| < 7, then the righthand side of (4.33) is at least 1/(2Nn).
This leads to a contradiction.

In the following, we will use a stopping time argument to show estimates like (4.32). We let t; = i/N,
for i < [TN| and {zs(ui) }1<s<t; denote the characteristic flow starting at w; such that at time ¢;, 2, (u;) =
Ey, + f(t;) +iM =3 f(t;)Y/*N—1/2. Thanks to (3.9), for 0 < t < t;, we have

2i(ug) — By 2 (\/Tti)Jr oti — zt))2 : (4.34)
Moreover, using Proposition 2.3
[z ()] = Iz, (us)] + (8 — £) Tmfrin, (20, ()] = M7V3 () ANV2(1 4 (6 — 1)/ F6). (4.35)
where we used that p;, has square root behavior. It follows from comparing (4.34) and (4.35) we get that
2 (ui) — By > M3/ Iz (u;)), (4.36)

for any 0 <t < t;.
We now define the stopping time o

o= T/\inf{s tM(s)—Es 2 f(s)}

Pint {30 < [N Lozt ma(eaud) = o)) > Sty (439
/\inf {s : 3w € DI g (w) — 1 (w)] > %} .

To get a more precise estimate of the Stieltjes transform m(zs(u;)), we need to upgrade the estimate (4.25).
The following proposition analyzes the short range deterministic term in (4.21) for the edge terms

Proposition 4.8. For any 0 <t < t;,

2-3 [ 1 1 Clog N
ds < , 4.38
ﬁ /0 N2 Z |)\k _Zs(uz)|3 3 Nﬁt/\a ( )

where ky = Re[z¢(u;)] — By for 0 <t < t;.

Proof. For simplicity of notations, we write z;(u;) as z¢, and denote 1, = Im[z¢(u;)] for 0 < ¢t < ;. By the
definition of o, for s < o, it holds A\ (s) < Es + f(s).

tha q Im[ms(zs)]
/0 N2 Z |)\k - zs|3 N/ | Re[zs] — A1 (s )+1775|Im[25]ds
_/ |R Im[ms(zs)] N/ _775/\/“_5 ds (4.39)

o N ( )+1775|Im Zs +775) Ns
g ds < /W ds _ ClogN
SN IV2((ka)Y2(ti = 8)+1s)  Newng Jo (i —8)+ns/\/Fs  Neing
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where in the last line we use (4.10) and the increasing gap (3.9) inequality, for any 0 < s <t A o,
k12> /@Ki +C(tNo—38)= Iii//\i (4.40)
O

A similar analysis can be done to analyze the short range stochastic term in (4.21) for the edge terms.

Proposition 4.9. There exists a set ), which holds with high probability, such that on £ the following
inequality holds for any i < [TN]

tAo 2
/ / ! Z dBk Lds< C(log N) 7 (4.41)
BN |Zs z )l N\/ Rtnotno

where Ky = Re[zi(u;)] — By and gy = Im([z¢(u;)] for 0 <t < ;.

Proof. For simplicity of notations, we write z;(u;) as z;, For a given t;, we define a series of partial stopping
times 0 =Y < ¢! <t? <---, as follows:

=t Anf{t >k < mpoinpee1/2), k=1,2,3,-- . (4.42)

Notice that since k; and 7; are finite and cannot be smaller than N -2/ 3, for a given t;, we have tf =t; for
k 2 log N.

We now apply the Burkholder-Davis Gundy inequality to our stochastic integral. The quadratic variation
can be found as follows:

tine o N ds c tine Im[mg(2s)]
JA e e v < A e (o R v ke

o [t Tmfrins(24)] s Ot s/ s s
Sl A o (o o rn L e M v e (1.43)

_ Q/tl/\a ds _ Q/“A" ds

SN2y (k)R s s/ ()Y T N2 Sy (B g2t = s g/ (R pg)2)?
C 1

h m’ithantha

where in the third inequality we use (4.10), and

s ~ ~ ntf No

=1 s(zs)] <1 o -] =< . 4.44
T = Tl ()] = Tl (g )] = — 22 (4.44)
The Burkholder-Davis Gundy inequality implies that with high probability we must have
tAo 2
C(log N
sup / \/ 73 Z Bi(s) 5ds| < (log ) (4.45)
0<t<th ﬁN 1 |Zs — Ai(s)]? N\/“thantha

15



We define Q to be the set of Brownian paths {B1(s), -, Bn(s)}ogs<r on which, (4.45) holds for all k. It
follows from the discussion above, €2 holds with high probability. Therefore, for any ¢t € [tf_l, t*], the bounds
(4.45) and our choice of t¥ (4.42) yield that on €,

tAo N 2
2 dB; C(log N
/ Va2 ©) 5| < ~Uos M) (4.46)
0 BN 1 |25 = Ak(s)] N/Etrattne
This finishes the proof of proposition 4.9. O

The last term in (4.20) can be estimated by Proposition 4.7. Now let us return to the equation (4.19)
for the difference between 1, (2) and m;(z). Fix some ¢ < [TN]|, we denote z; = E} + k¢ + iny = 2¢(u;) for
any time 0 < t < t;, thanks to Proposition 4.8, 4.9 and 4.7 we have

0. (ms(zs) + Y (22)> ’ ds

tAo
|mt/\a(2t/\a’) - mt/\a(zt/\a)| </ |ms(zs) — My (Zs)|
0

4.47
+C’(t/\0)M C(log N)? + o (20) — mo(z0)| (4.47)
N N\/ Mtno Btne 00 oA=L
Notice that for s <t Ao,
. V'(2s) Imfrie, (25)]
< .
0, (ms (zs) + 5 ) ’ S Tz +C, (4.48)
From the definition (4.37) of o, we have that |ms(zs) — 1hs(2s)| < Im[ms(25)]/ log N, and it follows
. V'(zs) Im[ris(2s)] 1 Im[ris(2s)]
< < . .
0 (ms(zs) + 2 ) ‘ = Im[z] FOS (1t log N Im[z] +c (4.49)

We denote the quantity,

and rewrite (4.47) as

tN\o
ene (Zino) = Mins (2ine)] < /0 B(s) [rns (z5) — my (25)] ds

4.51
+C(t/\U)M C(log N)? + 1o z20) — mo(z0)] (4.51)
N N\/ nt/\cr’{t/\a' 0L~0 OA=0J1
By Gronwall’s inequality, this implies the following estimate for any 0 < ¢t < t;
. CtNno)M C(log N)? .
_ < _
[Mino (2tno) — Mino (Zins)] N + NG + |m0(20) — mo(20)| w5

N OM‘T (5) (sM(logN)2 n C(log N)?

N N/Msks +lrio(z0) — mo(20)|) JiN BT g
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For the function 8 we have the following estimates

tAo 1 tAo I S (25
B(r)dr < C(t — s) + (1 + ) / s (z5)] o,
R logN ) J, Im|z,] (4.53)
1 Tm|z] '
<C(t— 1 1 — ],
=9+ (1 ) e (g
and thus
SN BTy ec(t—s)e(uﬁ)log(%) < ij (4.54)

Im(zip0)

where in the last equality, we used the estimate Im[z;]/Im[z¢ps] < CN. Combining the above inequality
(4.54) with (4.50) we can bound the last term in (4.52) by

C /t/\g Im ms Zs SM + C(log N)
IHl Zt/\a' N\/m
tAo tAo ~ 9

< 7/ Slm[ms(zs)]d3+/ Im[ris(zs)] C(log N)
Nm{zens] Jo 0 Im[zins]  Ny/Msks

Im[mt/\a (Zt/\cr)]

+ [120(20) — m0(20)|> ds

ds (4.55)

+ O(t A O') |7’?L0(Zo) — m0(20)|

Im[z¢no0)
Since |V'(z)| < C, it follows that Im[rs(25)] = —0sIm[zs] + O(1). Therefore we can bound the first term in
the righthand side of (4.55) as
tNo tNo
/ slm[rigs(z5)]ds :/ (—0sIm[z,))sds + O((t A )?) = O(t A o). (4.56)
0 0
We notice that
Im (1 (25)] = 15/ (k)% = uno [ (Kine) 2. (4.57)

For the second term in the righthand side of (4.55), we have

t /2
/ —nt/\g/(lit/\g) ds = O< 1/2 ! 1/2 1 2d$>
0 ntAUN\/'%sns 0 N 77t/\cr) / (Ht/\ ) / (’{s) /
(4.58)

< o N(mao)'/2( ntAa)(M+(t/\U—S))dS)

_0 < log N
N\/ TtnoKtno

For the last term in the righthand side of (4.55), we have

Im[rine (2en0)] (tAo)
Im[zt/\a] B O (MN’I]O\/m>

(t Aa)|mo(zo) —mo(zo)]

(tAo)
@) (MN(mM + (A a)nmg/\/m)m) (4.59)

1
=0(——].
(MNnt/\t‘r)
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Combining all the above estimates, we have that on the event €2, for any ¢ < TN and 0 <t < ¢,

(log N)3 N 1 ) < 1
N\/ RinoTltno MNnt/\cr M1/4N77t/\0 ’

where zipo (U;) = Eino + Kino + iNine, and we used (4.36).

[Mune (Ztno (Ui)) — Mipo (2tno (i) = O ( (4.60)

In the following we show that on the event €2, 0 = T, otherwise if there exists a sample in ) such that
o < T. Thanks to (4.60), we must have A, = E, + f(0). We prove this is impossible by contradiction.
If o < T, then there exists some i < [TN], ti—1 < o < t;. We recall that by (2.6) and Proposition
3.4, zo = 21, + O(1/N), E, = Ey, + O(1/N) and f(o) = f(t;) + O(1/N). Therefore, we have z,(u;) =
20, () + O(1/N) = By, + (k) + M3 (1) VAN-12 = B, 4 f(o) + M3 f(t) VAN -1/2 4 O(1/N). Tt
follows from the argument as given at the beginning of proof, i.e by taking E, + k + 1 = z,, we get that
there is no eigenvalue in a neighborhood of E, + f(o) at time o. This leads to a contradiction! This finishes
the proof of (4.3).

O
As a consequence of Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 4.6, by the same argument as [27, Corollary 3.2|, we
have the following corollary on the locations of extreme eigenvalues.

Corollary 4.10. Under the assumptions of 4.3, we have the following: there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that with high probability under the Dyson Brownian motion (1.2), for v/n*/c <t < T, and uniformly for
indices 1 <1i < eN, we have

M?
|Xi(t) = i(t)| < N33 (4.61)

where ;(t) are the classical particle locations of the density py, i.e.

i1 /E dn() (4.62)
= pe(T). .
N i (t)

5 Mesoscopic Central Limit Theorem

We will try to prove here a version of the CLT for mesoscopic linear statistics for empirical particle density
e with po satisfying the assumptions of 4.1; if not explicitly stated, mg will be assumed to satisfy said
hypothesis.

Definition 5.1. We fiz a control parameter e. We define H; to be the region {z : —(Im[z])*/°+¢ < Re[z] —
E;y < N7¢,N72/3%¢ < Im[z] < N7 |z — E;| < N=¢}. From this point onwards, we will use the notation
that if zi(u) is a characteristic then r:(u) = Relze(u)] — Bt and n:(u) = Im[z¢(u)]. We will not always give
reference to the parameter u when the context is obvious.

Remark 5.2. From the equation determining the movement of characteristics, we know that each charac-
teristic moves at O(1) in time. Thus, if we choose a time s < t such that |s — t| < (log N)~2, then we are
assured that if z;(u) € Hy necessarily we have |zs(u) — Es| < (log N)=2. In addition, one can check that if
ze(u) is in Hy for t < N7¢, then we must necessarily have that zs(u) is in Hs for s < t as the edge moves
faster to the right than any characteristic.
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Our goal is to prove the following theorem

Theorem 5.3. Let m(z) satisfy 4.1. First fit a scale n satisfying N~2/3t¢ <« n* < n < N~¢. Consider

complex numbers wi,wy, - -+ ,w, and a time t satisfying /1N < t < (log N)~%. Then the rescaled quantities

Ti[E:+win] = Nn[me(Ey + win) — e (Ey + win)] — 257—ﬁ asymptotically form a Gaussian Field with limiting

. 4Bw;
Covariance Kernel

1
K iw;) = lim NZcov(T'4(Ey 4+ win), Dy (E ) = ;
edge (Wi, W) [Niares cov(L'e(Et +win), [t (Er + w;n)) 2B/, /W5 (/Wi + ;)
Remark 5.4. We will remark here that this result only gives the leading order when k; = O(n;). Regardless,
the variance bound in the larger region is important later.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Let the event 2 be as in Theorem 4.6. Thanks to the estimates (4.13) and Lemma
5.7 which hold on 2, we can bound the second term on the RHS of (4.18) by first splitting it into an error
part and main term part. The following is an estimate of the error term.

(e = ) 0 (mste) = ae) + 52 )| < (rpme + 1)

2 “NI
mlz] (5.1)
—0 M? n M
N (N2Im[z]3)  NIm[z] /)’
The main term coming from this contribution is
(me(zt) — 1 (2e)) O: (11 (21)) (5.2)

The contour integral on the righthand side of (4.18) is an error term. Using Proposition 4.7, we have on the
event )

. CM
]{ g(ze, w)(mi(w) — g (w))dw| < - (5.3)
Ce
We can rewrite the final term on the righthand side of (4.18) as
Q‘ﬂZNj L 228 2y — i) + =B 02 () (5.4)
BN? - N =27 28N (2t (2t apN =" .
Thanks to Lemma 5.7, we have
|62(mt(zt) - TATLt(Zt))‘ =0 ; . (55)
z N(Im[z])3

We have the following differential equation in order to study the fluctuations of my(z;) — . (2¢)

Or(me(ze) — me(z1)) = (me(ze) — 10e(24)) 021 (2e) + Zg—]\fafmt(zt)

N L 40 ()

=1
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We can explicitly solve the above equation by using Z; := exp fg 0,Mms(zs)ds as an integrating factor. The
solution can be explicitly written up as

() — 1in(zt) = To(Za) " (ma(22) — 11(22)) + T / 7! (Mazmq(qu

2 dBig) 1
Va2 a7+ © (NQ Im[zq]3)> 4

The deterministic integral in the above line is an offset term for the mean value. The stochastic integral is
the cause of the gaussian fluctuation. From Lemma 5.8, which will be shown later, we can proceed further
and evaluate the quantities that appear in the integral of 5.7. Choosing s so that (y/|s; + ime])} ¢ < t—s <
(|ke + ine)) 2/ 4+, we can evaluate

2— 2 - 72—ﬁ Oqﬂ' _ 5
wm/@ (o) T iy = G~ [ e E g+ O((s — 0)log )

_2=-8_ 1 .
= BN (a0 O

(5.8)

The bound we have on [mg(z,) — 1s(25)]Z:(Zs) "1 is O (m) where we applied rigidity at time

t. This is clearly of much smaller order than m By combining the above estimates we see that on the
event €2, we have

R 2-8 1 / N dB 1
mt(zt) — mt(zt) = 4[3—]\] e+ Znt [1 ﬂ]\]B / -1 Z — Zq + O(N2 Im[Zt]5/2)'

i=1
(5.9)
We remark at this point that since we have that Im[z;] > N~2/3, the final term in (5.9) will be less than
the previous two terms and can essentially be absorbed into the O(N ) factor appearing above.

In the following we show that the Brownian integrals are asymptotically jointly Gaussian. We fix
21,29+, 2 € Hy such that there exists a constant B > 1 such that for all 4,7, B~ < Im[z;](Im[z;]) "' < B
and let uq,us, -+ ,ug be points such that zy(u;) = z; for i = 1,2,--- | k respectively. For 1 < j < k, let

t N )
Xj(t)zlm[zt(uj)],/ﬁijv/s ;L(IS)_I(Ai(s)di}zi:)(uj))w j=1,2-- k. (5.10)

where s is a time such that (log N) ™2 max(y/[r¢(u1) + ine(w;)[)1/2+ > (t—s) > (y/maxi=1,2,... (e (ui)) ¢
Such a time exists based on how we chose our points 21, 29, - , 2.

We compute their joint characteristic function,

E |exp Zaj Re[X,(t)] 4+ b; Im[X; (t)] (5.11)
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Since 2521 a; Re[X;(t)] + b; Im[X;(¢)] is a martingale, the following is also a martingale

k

exp iZ{aj Re[X;(t)] + b; Im[X;

Jj=1

In particular, its expectation is one. By computations performed later in Proposition

on the event €2 | the quadratic variation is given by

<Z% Re[X

<ZaJRe )] + b; Im[ X (¢ )]>

)] + by Im[ X (¢ )]> 1+ O(NT9)]

(5.12)

5.9 and Lemma 5.12,

Y Re| (a; — iby)(ar + ibg) Iz, ()] Tz )]
1< <k | 166+/ki(uy) — ine(ug)y/re(ue) + ine(ue) (/re(ug) = ine(ug) + /e (ue) + i (ue))? | (5.13)
Y e (a; -+ ;) (a + ibe) Tz (uy)] Tm 24 (1)
Sree L168VE(ug) + ine(ug)y/ ke (u) + i (we) (/e (ug) + ine(ug) + /e (ue) + inge(ue))? |
CY Re| (a; — iby)(ar — iby) Iz ()] Tm[ze ()]
W Sree L168Vk(ug) — ine(us)y/ ke (ue) — i (we) (/e (ug) — ine(ug) + /e (ue) — ing(ur))? |
The value of (5.11) is clearly the exponential of the upper quantity. Since by (5.9),
iz (uz)) = X;(t) + O(N™F),
and so we have a gaussian field. Choosing z,(u;) = E; + w;n, we get Theorem 5.3. O
From the above computation, we get the kernel, defined as
Kedge(w,w'") = !
28vwVw! (vVw + Vu')?
where w,w’ € C\ R_. We recall the kernel in the bulk is given by
Kk, ) = m, (5.14)

provided w € C4,w’ € C_, or w € C_,w’ € C4, otherwise Kpyx(w,w’) = 0. We can in fact recover the
kernel in the bulk from the kernel in the edge. We take w = k + i, and w = k' + iy, and let &, x’ tend to
—00,

0 if nn’ >0,

(w,w") if gy’ < 0. (5.15)

!
Keage(w, ') = { Kk

Corollary 5.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.3, the following holds for any compactly supported test
function 1 in the Sobolev space H® with s > 1. Let N~2/3t¢ « n* <« n <t < N~Y2~¢ and define

w4@=w(xzﬂ).

(5.16)
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The normalized linear statistics converges to a Gaussian

N
R 9 _
£wn) = Y 6 Nle) =N [ p(@)dnna) = N(0.03) = ZE000) (517)
i=1
in distribution as N — oo, where
1 2\ 24\ 2
O'i = 25 ). (W) dxdy. (5.18)

5.1 Preliminary Estimates

We will start by proving some of the simple estimates that have appeared in the derivation of the covariance
Kernel. These quantities will also reoccur frequently during later computations.

Lemma 5.6. We have for those points such that z:(u) € Hy

t 1 M
/0 onles (e = = © (W) (5.19)

t

where the constant appears above is independent of N and u in H;

Proof. We can perform explicit calculation due to our assumption of square root behavior.

/ot mds -0 </0t (ne + (¢ ]l/ls)\/m)p ds) =0 (%) (5.20)

t

O

The following lemma estimates various quantities that will reoccur when one tries to compare the measure
m; to the stable measure m;

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that the assumptions of Proposition 4.6 hold. Fix w € Hy. If u is of the form z(x)
for some x in z;l(Ht), then on the event 1 as given by 4.6, we have the following estimate uniformly for
0 < s < t, with the constants appearing below independent of x and N.

02 0m. () = () = O () (5.21)

Proof. Since both ms and g are analytic on the upper half plane, by Cauchy’s integral formula

ms(w) — mg(w)

02 (m,(a)) = ina(sn(0)) = g f e T, (5.22)

27

22



where C is a small contour in the upper half plane centering at z;(x) with radius Im[z,(x)]/2. On the event
Q, we use (4.13) in Proposition 4.6 to bound the integral by

p_!]{ms<w> m(w)dw’<p_!?§|ms(w)—ms(w)ldw
c c

211 Jo (w — 2(w))PH1 Zr( jw —Mzs(x)lp“) (5.23)
N (Im[z,(z)])P+?
O

In the following proposition we attempt to calculate the Quadratic Variation of the stochastic integral
that appears in the proof of 5.3. We need the following lemma on the behavior of the integrating factor
T:(Zs)~* whose proof will be found near the end of the section after more technical details have been
established.

Lemma 5.8. Let m; be a Green’s function associated to a stable measure. Consider a characteristic z; =
E; + k¢ + in and ,along this characteristic, consider times s and t such that (s —t)? = O(\/k¢ + intlJrE).
Then we have

- Ks +Z s —e
(Z)(Z. —exp/ 0.1 (2s) = \/let( +O(N7)) (5.24)

Replacing this integrating factor with the above term, we have the following Quadratic Variance inte-
grals.

Proposition 5.9. Suppose that the assumptions of Corollary 4.10 hold. Consider two points u,u’ in zt_l(Ht).
We will use the notation z;(u) = Ei+ki+in; and z(u') = Ey+kj+in; and, without loss of generality, assume
n < nj. Along these characteristics, consider times (log N)™3 > t,s > /n* with (t — s)? = O(\/ﬁlﬂ) .
Then we have the following expressions for the quadratic variance.

t N
%/ Z[(L)(Iq)l]Z()\i(q)dci - 6;2/5 iiiigj[)?’mq(zq)dq[l—l—O( N+ 0 <L7/2> (5.25)

N3n
v | Z L) ) g = = - (520)
omiNz |, %% . w = 233((?_ zé)2dwdqu +O(NTI+0 <N;\;[t7/2 + N3]7\74£7/2> !
(5.27)
¥ [ @@ @) i S (5.25)
St %%q —2(72‘11 :,J;ZQ(Z‘?)) + @qujz‘zﬁq%) ] dg[1 + O(N~9)] (5.29)
+0 <Nii7/2 + N?’]:jf“) . (5.30)
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Proof. When simplifying the above expression, it is more important to evaluate the Green’s function in
constant time. We will deal with the time integral later.

We define gq(w) := (mg(w) — 1q(w)). For (5.25), the left hand side can be written as the derivative of
the Stieltjes transform m, at z4, and so

Bmg(zq)  0394(24) 1 M D31q(24)
z _ =z 83 ~ =0 z""g\~q .
6N 6v2 T g oal) <N3ng) M (5:31)
where we used Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.6.
We write the LHS of (5.26), as a contour integral of ri:
N
1 1 1
N3 Z 2 N2 9. N2 7{ mq(W)2+ gq(w? 5 dw, (5.32)
N p (Ni(q) = 29)2(Ni(q) — 27) 2miN? Jo (w — z)*(w — 27)

In the case that max{Im[z,]/3,Im[z;]/3} > |24 — 2z;, (without loss of generality, we assume that the
maximum is Im[z,]/3) we set C to be a contour centered at z; with radius Im[z,]/2. In this case we have
dist(C, {zq, 24 }) = Im[z4]/6.

In the case that |z, — 2| > max{Im[z,]/3,Im[z;]/3}, we let C = C; U Cq consist of two contours, where
Cy is centered at z, with radius Im([z,]/6, and C, is centered at z; with radius Im[z;]/6. Then in this case
we have dist(C1, z;) > Im[z,]/6 and dist(Ca, z,) > Im[2]/6.

We analyze the contour integral of g,(w) via Taylor expansion. The computation of the associated
contour integral can be done more explicitly with the square root behavior assumption. In the first case,
thanks to Lemma 5.7 and the fact that Im[z,] > N~2/3 would imply that Im[w] > N~2/3 and we have the
rigidity estimates (4.13). As a result, we have the following Taylor expansion

M
9q(w) = gq(zq) + (0 — 24)0:94(2¢) + (w — Zq)2 0 <N773) ' (5.33)
q
Plugging (5.33) into (5.32), we see that the first two terms vanish and

C M M
5.32)| < ~— —o(-—=—), .
1(5.32)] N2/C(Nn2>dw O(N3773) (5.34)

where we used that |C| < Im[z,]. Clearly, if instead Im[z;] > Tm[z,] then the above inequality would hold

except with the x4 and 7, replaced with Ii; and 77:1- Clearly, we could use the sum of the above quantity

along with its analogue with 77:1 to provide a bound in the first case.

In the second case, (5.33) holds on C;. Similarly, for w € C2 we have

) = () + (0= 2)0.,:) + (w540 (5 ). (5.35)

It follows by plugging (5.33) and (5.35) into (5.32), that we can bound (5.32) by

e ([, () e+ [, (st ) )

M M
=0 (N3773> o (Ngn{;‘)
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where we used |C1| = O(Im[zy]) and |Ca| = O(Im[zy]).
Finally, for (5.28),

— Z¢)*(Ni(q) — 2)? - (Zg — 2)? + (24 — 21)2 : (5.37)

Note that |z, — 2| > Im[zg] + Im[z;]. As before we will separate m, into g, and 7, and analyze the
corresponding term with g, for the second term in (5.37), we have by (5.21),

c/ M M
e <N(77q)4 * N(ng)“) (5.38)

1 al 1 2(—mq(2q) + mq(zl’z)) 0:my(zq) + (?zmq(zfz)
N ; (Xi(q)

1 0:94(2q) + 0:94(2)
N2 (Fg— 2)?

A similar analysis can be performed for g, for the first term in (5.37).

One can perform the integral of the error terms in time via Lemma 5.6

5.2 Computation of Quadratic Variance quantities associated with m
In this section, we will find the highest order expansion of various quantities that are associated with the
quadratic variance terms appearing in the previous lemma.

One can easily check that

/ 1ty (w) = [ GO R (5.39)

(w = z0)2(w — 2, o (22— )2

In fact, if one lets 2, = z; on the right hand size of the above equation, one obtains 6931m4(2,) while instead
one replaces z; by its complex conjugate z; then one would obtain the first term in the right hand side of
line (5.28).

Lemma 5.10. Recall (3.8), we have the following integral evaluation.
Cq

> ﬁq(x) _ e
/700 e = e (1+O0(N"%)  (5.40)

with zq — Eq = kq +1ing and z;, — Eq = k; +in), and both zy, z, € H,.

Proof. From this point on,when computing integrals at fixed time, we will automatically translate x so that
the edge of the measure p, is located at 0 and the support of the measure after translation is (—oo, 0]. Now,
we try to explicitly identify the main term found in (5.40), we have

N C ) R C e o (# = 2g)(2 — 2()*

The second term of the above equation can clearly be bounded by O((log N)?) if one takes into account the
bounded support of j,(x) and the fact that z, and 2/ are far away from (log N)~'. This can easily be seen to
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be an O(N ~¢) factor of the main term in (5.40). To estimate the other quantity, we use a Taylor expansion
of j,(z) around the point 0 as |j,(z) — Cyv/Z| = O(x?) . Without loss of generality we will assume that
kgl > |ky|. To illustrate the computation, we will only consider the case that —kg > 7, and —r; > 7,.
Similar techniques can be used in all other cases and are generally simpler. The above computation can be
divided into two cases; the first case is where |rg — ry| > |ky|/2. We will perform a decomposition of the
integral as follows:

0 3/2 2Kq 3/2 max(2k.,(kq+K])/2) 3/2
/ 2 dx:/ i /|2dx+/ o 2 de (5.42)
q 2

oo |7 = zq[? |z = 2| oo [T = 2?7 =2 |z — zq 2|2 — 2g[?

_ _ g
0 |I|3/2
—I—/ 3 7 2d3: (5.43)
max (2, (kq+r})/2) |.’II - Zq| |.’II - Zq|
2kgq |x|3/2 4|2K/q|5/2 4|2,€/|5/2
g
< 1/4/ |x|4 dz + 772|f<0 7 |2 + 77/2|f<0 7 |2 (5.44)
—o00 ql™q q q q q
B |,<J |1/2 |H/ |5/2
< O(|kq] 3/2)+O(q—2)+0(n/2q|liq|2) (5.45)
q q

where the O represents a constant factor that does not depend on N.

We need to show that the above quantity will be less than N_€|f<aq|_2|f<a;|_1/2. This is equivalent to the
set of inequalities |ry| < N7, [kq|* <nZNT¢, | > < nZ N7, Since in H;, we have that [ry| < n*/5+€ and
similar with |/$ZI|, along with the fact n,, 77(/1 > N~2/3 we have more than enough room to have the desired

inequalities.

Now consider the case in which |, — k7| < [r,]/2. We can divide the integral as

0 3/2 2k4 3/2 0 3/2
/ |z| _ / ] da +/ [ dz (5.46)
oo [T = 2Pl =2 S r— 2Pl — 2 o, [T = 2q[?|lz — 24
—3/2 |"$q|3/2
< O(|:‘$q| )+O( 2,12 ) (547)
q''q

To deal with the last factor, recall that in H, we have that (77;)4/5+€ > (—#y) = (—kq)/2. Up to a constant
factor that does not depend on N, this would imply the second term in the previous equation would be

1
3/2—2574
q

K

Un

To show that this is less than WN —¢ is now merely a consequence of the fact that |f<aq|4/ e Ly,
We now only need to compute the following integral

0 0 T
/ Cov'e )2dx :/ Cu/lal ~dz + O((log N)*/?) (5.48)

—(og )1 (T = 2)* (2 — 24 oo (T = 29)(w — 2f)

where we can see that the term (log N)®/? can be bounded by an N~¢ factor of the main term. We can
evaluate the integral in (5.48),
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(5.49)

/O CQ\/H d,T:(TF/2) Cq
—oo (= 2)% (2 — 24)? NNEANE/RRVEN S

where both z; and z; are not on the negative real axis, and square root is the branch with positive real
part. O

With this information in hand, we are able to compute the time integrals of these quantities. However,
we cannot do this yet because we do not know exactly how the functions /k; + in; behave in time. In the
following lemma, we determine a relation that computes, up to highest order, the behavior of the functions

VvV Rt —|— 17715

Lemma 5.11. For a point z, in H, whose characteristic z, can be written as (kq + Eq) + in, we have

2 \/ke i1t — 21/ms T 015 + w/: quq‘ =0 ((1og N)? ((t = ) + (t = $)v/Ire + imi])) (5.50)

Proof. We start by studying the differential equation determining k¢ + i1,

V' (ze)  V'(Ey)

O(ke +int) = —(my(2) — mu(Ey)) — 5 4 5
0 5. (1 0 At r
- ‘/,oo %d“/m P8 r + O(Jz - i) (5.51)
I TC Y
o ( ¢ Et)/;@ :v(x— (Zt—Et))d +O(| t Et|)

At this stage, we use our assumption on p, to replace the integral appearing above with an expression
that can be computed explicitly. As before, the main contribution is coming from the part close to the edge,
and we can consider the integral from —(log N)~! to —oco as error term. A Taylor expansion indicates that
the leading order contribution will be from the Cs+/s component of the expansion of js(z) near the edge.

) = (2 — B o) DR 1) -
Ol i) ==l E”[/uogw e LR BRI ey LR R
[T GO
=GBl S e+ 0(1og NP+ O(fe ~ i)

= —(z — Ooct—mx o 2 24 —
= B[ o sda t O((lo N + Ot~ Bl

= —FCt\/ Kt + Z’I]t + O((lOg N)2|Zt — Et|)
(5.52)
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|I 3/2

In the second line, we bounded the integral ff(log N1 mdx by (log N)2. We will prove this by
considering two cases: the first case is when x; < 0, the second is when k; > 0. In the first case, we can split

the integral as
—2max(—k,n) 3/2 0 3/2
/ Lﬂx +/ de (5.53)

—(log N)—1 |$||I — Ky — U —2max(—k,n) |I||{E — Kt — ”715|

which can be bounded by O(y/max(—x,n)) + O(M) We can bound this quantity by (log N)?,
since it is equivalent to /77 < (log N)? and —r < 7?/3(log N)2. This is due to the fact that on H, we have
that —r < 7*/5t€ on M, and for the preservation property z (u) € H; implies zy(u) € H, for s < t.

In the case that x; > 0, we have the integral bound

0 1/2 0 1/2
X xT
/ | | diE:*/’it ||£C|_1|dx

—(log N)—1 |z — #t —k¢/(log N)

The integral in the above equation is bounded by a constant since «:/(log N) will be less than 1. This gives
us the bound of O(,/r¢) which will be less than O(log N?).

The last line of (5.52) comes from evaluating the integral at real numbers and extending by analytic
continuation.

We have that

204\/kq +ing = —7Cq + O ((log N2\ |kq + inq|) (5.54)

We notice that the righthand is of order O(1). By directly integrating both sides of the above equation, we
get

Vla +ingl = O (It = al + VI + i) (5.55)

We can plug (5.55) into (5.54), and integrate both side from ¢ = s to ¢ = ¢, to get

t
\/mt +iny — \/Iis + in +7T/2/ Cqdg
¢
=0 (o N)? [ 1t~ ol + v/ T imlda) (5.56)

:o@%Nﬁ@_g|m+mHu_w».

This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.11.

We can use the above expression when trying to compute the quadratic variance integrals

Lemma 5.12. Let z; and z; be two points in the region Hy. Let zs = (ks + Es) +ins and 2z, = (), + E5) + i),
represent the two characteristics that terminate at z; and z; respectively at time t. We assume here that ny <
n;. Consider two times s and t with \/n* < s,t < (log N)™ and (s —t)? < min{/[x¢ + ine], /|5} + in}|} -
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We have that

b kg g /Ry + g [ Pq(@) dzdg
s VKt F iR+ J oo (v — Zq)2(x - Z(I])2

1 _
= 1+0O(N~°€ 5.57
Ak iney/ sy + in (Ve + i+ /Ry + mg)Z[ e (557

1 ~

- 1+O(N"°

dy/ke Fine\/ Ky + inp(VEs + s + \/deﬂ'ng)?[ ( )
Proof. We want to compute
t
C
/ /2 : 2 _ dq (5.58)
s (V/ (kg +ing) + 1/ (K4 +in))?

which up to a factor of (1 + O(N~¢)) is letting A = \/ks + 15 , A’ = /&, +in}, and B, = 7/2 f; Csds

¢
/ ™/ 2%‘1 (5.59)
We change variable from ¢ — B, the Jacobian of this transform is clearly 7/2C,
b 1
~/BS_0 Ar A —zp® (5.60)

The above equation is up to a factor of O(1 + N~¢) is

1
4(VEe + i + /KL A+ ing)?

(5.61)

O

We remark here that if we shoose ¢ — s > max{+/|r¢ + n:|, /|, + in}|}, then the last line of (5.57) can
be subsumed as a O(N~¢) error of the second term.

Proof of Lemma 5.7. Through calculations similar to what we have done earlier, we can compute the value
of Z;(Zs) ! when we have (s — t)?(log N)? < k¢ + intHE

/ 0.5 (25 ds—/ / £E+f€q+l77q) d:c—i—O((logN) )dt

t

:/ G 4g+O((t - 5)log N'/2) (5.62)
s 2 Kq + g

fis"'lns) _¢

—n (YT ) L o(NE

(VWW (N)
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23/2
log N) -1 Teng¥im, 9% by
O((log N)?). As before, the only interesting case is when —r, > 7n,. The integral can be divided and
bounded up to a constant independent of N as

To get from the first line to the second line, we bounded the integral of ff(

|’iq|5/2

2kg 0 |$|3/2
/ lz| 712 dx +/ ————dx < (|kg ) + L — (5.63)
—(log N)—1 2Kq |,T — Rq — an' 77q

‘5/2

The bound ‘K‘;g < (log N)? is true because of the fact that terms in H, satisfy |rg| < na/°"*, the other
q

inequality is true since |k | < (log N)2.

The final line requires the following comparison estimate

t t ¢
Cyr/2 Cym/2 / Cym/2

dg — dg < d 5.64
/s Vgt i e Wrs g i —m/2[7Cd) S ), (e i — /2 [TCdIE (5.64)

where we used in the last line that for times s < t as in the condition of Lemma 5.8, the difference in
the denominator of the first integral and the second integral in the left hand side of the above equation
is (y/kq +in4)1 . This gives the 1 — € in the denominator on the left hand side. We can integrate the
right hand side to get that this is bounded by O(]v/ks 4 i1;%). Clearly, this can be bounded by O(N~°) .
This shows us that we have an additive error term of the order O(N~¢). Taking exponentials will give us a
multiplicative error term as in 5.8

O

6 Edge Universality

We recall the 8-Dyson Brownian motion from (1.2)

dAi(t) =/ ﬂiNdBi(t) + %J% ﬁ - %V’(Ai(t))dt, i=1,2,--- N, (6.1)

where the initial data A(0) = (A1, A2, - - - , A ) satisfies assumption 4.1, and the potential V' satisfies 2.1.

We have shown in previous sections that after applying the S—DBM with potential V' on A(0) would
create a distribution that satisfies edge rigidity at an optimal scale after certain amount of time. Upon
further applying the 5—DBM with potential V' | we can compare the local eigenvalue fluctuations to that
of the B-ensemble with a quadratic potential. The main strategy is to perform a coupling of the S-DBM
process with that of the 8-DBM process with quadratic potential from its equilibrium measure. We will, as
before, estimate the differences in the coupling via a continuous interpolation. A similar analysis has been
performed in [29]

Without loss of generality, in the rest of this section we assume that the initial data A(0) satisfies the
optimal rigidity. Otherwise, we can first apply the 5-DBM until we have the edge rigidity at an optimal
scale.
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We now define p; as the unique strong solution to the SDE,

2
BN

dt
dpi(t) = () = (1)

with initial data p;(0) being distributed like a S-ensemble
1
7o L=l |
1<J )
where the potential W is quadratic, and the equilibrium measure behaves like

Oo\/EO — Z,

as ¢ — Ej.
The main result of this section is the following.
Theorem 6.1. Let t; = O(]JVVTN/IS) . With overwhelming probability, we have

1

|(Ni(t1) — Er,) — (ui — Eo)| < N2/3+e

for a small e > 0 and for any finite 1 < i < K.

6.1 Interpolation

1 1, .
ABi(t) + 1 Y e = W ()t i = 1,2,

(6.3)

(6.4)

For clarity of presentation, we will write up a proof of 6.1 in the case that we have a local law and rigidity
along the entire spectrum. In the case that there is less control of the egienvalues above some scale i* < N,
one can perform minor modifications to the construction of the interpolating process above the scale i* like

in [30] section 3.1.

We define the following interpolating processes for 0 < a < 1.

2
dz;(t,a) =

with the potential
Vo=aV 4+ (1 —-a)W,

and the initial data
2i(0, @) :== aXi(0) + (1 — a)u;(0),

fori=1,2,---,N.

We define the Stieltjes transform of the empirical particle process z;(t, ) as defined in (6.6)

1 1
mi(z ) = N ; zi(t, o) — 2
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We recall that p; is the solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation with initial data given by the Stieltjes
transform 7ho(2z). The edge of p; will be designated by Ej.

We recall that by our Assumption 4.1, we have

ﬁo(l‘) = fo(l‘, 1)\/ EQ — T = ﬁ0($, 1), (610)

where fo(z,1) is analytic in a neighborhood of 2z = Fy. The equilibrium measure of the S-ensemble (6.3),
has the form

pAQ(,T,O) = fo(l‘,O)\/ EO —X. (611)

It turns out the empirical distribution of the interpolated initial data z;(z, @) is close to the profile,

po(z, ) = fo(r,a)\/Ey — x. (6.12)
Let

Fly,a) = / h po(z, a)dz, (6.13)

the profiles po(z, ) for 0 < a < 1 are determined by
F~ y,a) = aF ™ (y,1) + (1 = a)F ' (y, 0). (6.14)

Proposition 6.2. Under the assumptions of /.1 on initial data to optimal scale n* = N~'/3, we have

N
1 .
N E 02:00,a) ~ Polx, ) ~ Con/Ep — . (6.15)

i=1
where the ~ relation holds in the following sense:
NE

1Xi (0, &) = 7i (0, )| < N2/31/5 (6.16)

and v;(0, @) is the value of ﬁ'_l(i/n, a). This rigidity of the eigenvalues would imply that the point process
% Zi\il Ox,(0,a) would be close to the stable measure po(z,a) in the sense of Assumption 4.1 to optimal
scale.

One should note that the above lemma is quite simply a consequence of the definition of the F' inverse
transform if deciphered correctly. The value of +;(0, ) should be the linearly interpolated value between the
endpoints at a = 0 and 1. Since this optimal rigidity holds at these regions, we have it at a.

Proposition 6.3. Consider two measures po(x) = fo(z)v/z — Ey and p1(z) = fi(z)vz — E1 where fo(x)
and f1(x) are analytic functions around their respective edges Ey and Ey. The measure p, whose eigenvalue
counting function F(y,a) is determined by the relation

F 'y, @) = aF ' (y,1) + (1 = ) F ' (y,0)

where F(y,1) is the eigenvalue counting function of p1(x) and F(y,0) is the eigenvalue counting function of
F(y,0) is of the following form:

pa(®) = fa(z)V Ea —a

where fo(x) is analytic around the new edge E, = aEy + (1 — o) Fy
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Proof. This statement can be proved by expanding power series. First expand fo = ag+a1(Eo—2)+az2(Ey—
z)?-- and fi = by +b1(z — E1) + ba(z — E1)? + -+

Then we can write the function F(y,0) = nyO [ao(Eo — 20)"/? + a1(Eo — 20)%/? + aa(Eg — 20)*/? + -+ - ]dy
so , by integrating, we get ‘

F(z,0) = —2/3a0(Eo — 20)*? — 2/5a.1(Ey — 20)*/? — 2/7aa(Ey — 20)7/? — - - (6.17)

Taking the inverse of this expression will give us fractional powers with lowest power y/3. Since we are only
considering y positive, there is no issue in defining our expansions.

F~'(y,0) = Eo + aoy*® + ary*/® + dpy"/? (6.18)

Upon taking the map (Eg — 20) — (Eo — 20)?, we see that we are actually inverting a formal power series.

We can bound the coefficients exponentially by using Lagrange’s inversion formula. After this procedure, we
see that if we actually replace y — > in the above formula, we see that we get an analytic power series in a
small neighborhood of 0.

One can get a similar power series expansion to F~1(y,1) = Ey + boy*/3 + b1y*/3 + - -+, we then obtain
F~Yy, o) = aEo+(1—a) By +(adg+ (1—a)bo)y* + (s + (1 — )by )y 3 + (g + (1 —a)bo)yS/ 3+ - - (6.19)

We have to invert the function F ~1(y,a) and, again, the inverse can be written in the form
F(z,a) =co(z —aBy— (1 —a)E1)*? + c1(z —aFy — (1 —a)E1)* 2 4 - - (6.20)

Again, the coeflicients appearing in the above expression would be bounded exponentially in a small interval
by Lagrange’s inversion formula, and the above expression, if we factor out (z — aEp — (1 — a)F;) would
represent an analytic power series in a small neighborhood around aEy + (1 — a)E; .

We can take the derivative of this to find the functional form of the measure and, thus, we see that the
functional form of the measure p,(z) = fo(z)v/z — E, where O

We let now p:(z, @) be the solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation of potential V,, with initial data
po(z,«), and denote the Stieltjes transform by (2, ). It follows from Proposition 6.3 that they have a
square root density with an right edge which we denote by F;(«). Let 7;(¢, ) be the classical eigenvalue
locations with respect to p;(E, «). To be more precise, they are defined by

7; o0
— = pr(x, a)de. (6.21)
N Jrita

As a consequence of Proposition 3.4, we have the following proposition for the solutions of McKean-Vlasov
equation in time for the interpolated measures.

Proposition 6.4. Under the assumption 4.1 on initial data to optimal scale nx = N3, we have
N
> bty ~ pr(x,a) ~ Ci(a)/Ei(a) — . (6.22)

i=1
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In the following sense: there exists a small constant ¢ > 0 so that the following estimates hold. We have,

M
su sup |zi(t,a) —vi(t, )| € —7——= 6.23
0§a210§t£T| i(ba) =t e)l < N2/3¢1/3 (6.23)
for 1 < i < eN with overwhelming probability. along with a corresponding local law.

In addition, we have the following estimates regarding the change of the measure and the edge in o and
time ¢

|Ct(a) — C(0)]
|Et () — E¢(0)]

O(t), (6.24)
O(t). (6.25)

As a consequence of the scaling estimates, we have the rigidity results: for cN—2¢N~2/3 < E <0

|E|N*
N-1/3

| Re[rie(E + Ey(a), @) — 1 (Ee(a), a)] — Reling (E + E(0),0) — rie(E4(0),0)]] < C (6.26)

for0 < E < cN—2¢N~—2/3
| Re[ine(E + Ey(a), a) — 1y (B (@), )] — Re[ing (E + E,(0),0) — 1 (E(0),0)]| < C|E|Y2N¢ (6.27)

For eigenvalues i that are on the scale N*4 < N, we would have the following estimates on the classical
locations on the eigenvalues.

|(i(t, @) = Er(@)) = (7:(£,0) = E4(0))] < N =7 (6.28)

The proof of the rigidity results are the same as in Lemma 7.11 and 7.12 of [30]. It only involves knowing
that the two measures are close near the edge up to a small multiplicative factor and square root behavior
around the edge. As a remark, the corresponding result in [30] gives the bound on the right hand side of
(6.28) as a function of ¢ and for a larger range of eigenvalues. However, if one investigates the proof of
the coming Proposition 6.5 where these estimates are used, only the weaker version presented here is ever
used.

6.2 Short-range approximation
We recall that the edge E;(«a) satisfies the differential equation:
dEi(a) = —my(E(a), a)dt — %V'(Et(oz))dt (6.29)
Combining the SDE of z;(¢, ), we get
d(z(t,a) — Ex(a)) = \/dei(t) +1 > ! dt
BN N el zi(t, o) — 2 (t, @)

- %V’(zi(t, )t + my (Ey (@), a)dt + %V’(Et(a))dt.

(6.30)
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The important effects of the edge behavior are due to short range interactions. To quantify this infor-
mation, we also use the set of indices A C [N] x [N]. We choose A to be symmetric, i.e., (i,5) € A iff
(4,4) € A. The definition of A requires the choice of

{:= N“t, (6.31)
We let
A= {(z’,j) i — 4] < L1062 4 %3 +j2/3)}. (6.32)
We denote the interval

Ii(tv a) = [Vj*(tv a) - Et(a)77j+(ta a) - Et(a)]v
where j— = min;{(i, j) € A} and j+ = max;{(4,j) € A}.

We introduce the short range approximation of z;(t,«) by Z;(¢, «), such that the difference z;(t, ) —
Z;i(t, @) is negligible for small indices i. The advantage for the new dynamics Z;(¢, ) is that the derivative
0a(Zi(t, @) — Et(a)) does not depend on particles far away for small indices i. The second benefit is the fact
that there are fewer o dependencies near the edge, which will make the later analysis simpler.

For 1 < i < N¥4,

d(gi(ta a) Et( )) \/ 62 dBZ(t) + % Z éi(t, a) (it,gj (f, Oé)

(E + E:(0),0) e (6.33)
Pt + Ly N
+ /IC(O b Zilt, @) — By(a) — dEdt + Re[m¢(E4(0),0)]dt,
for N¥4 < 1,
Z = 1 dt
At ) = File)) = \/ﬂiNdBl( Dty -.(%:eA Zit, a) — 24(t, @)
pulE 1 Pi(a), @) ! a (6.34)
" /Ic(a t) éi(t,a) - Et(a) — EdEdt 2V0¢( (t ))dt

+ Re[my(Bi(), @)]dt + %v;(Et(a))dt.

One should notice that for particles near the edge, we have largely removed the dependence on a. What
one should realize is that the effects of the interpolation are very small near the edge, so one can approximate
replacing terms like Re[m:(E¢(«), ) by its counterpart at o = 0. Similarly, the effect of V. (E(a)) —
Vo (2(t, ) is negligible near the edge. Since these error terms are small, and our differential kernel is a
contraction in /P space, we are able to show the difference upon making the short range approximation is
small. The details of the proof are similar to those found in [30] Lemma 3.7; we have the same rigidity
estimates (6.23) as well as the measure comparison estimates (6.26)- (6.28), which allow us to show that the
error made upon replacing the interpolating terms at o with terms at 0 are negligible at scales i < N“4.
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Proposition 6.5. With the construction (6.33) and (6.34), we have

1
1 — z;(t < 6.35
0Sag101ET 12’%\7|ZZ( @) — Al a)l < N2/3=¢’ (6.35)
and especially,
M
su su sup |zi(t,a) —A(t, a)| € —77=. 6.36
oéazl osth 1<z‘£}<| it ) =4t )l < N2/341/3 (6.36)

In the following we show that for time ¢ > N3, max;|0,Z2i(t,a)| is negligible. Let u;(t,a) :=
0a(Zi(t, @) — Ey(a)). We see that u(t, a) = (ui(t, ), u2(t, a), - -+ ,un(t, a)) satisfies the equation,

Opu(t, o) = Lu(t, ) + &, (6.37)

where the operator £ and the force term £ are given as follows. The operator L is

L=B+YV, (6.38)
where
1 Uj — Ui
Bu)i=— Y T (6.39)
N A& Gl - 5(aD)
where for 1 <i < N¥4,
E0
Vi:—/ L)z £=0 (6.40)
1;(0,t) (Zi(e,t) — E)
for N«4 <4,
pt(Ev O‘) c
Viz—/ — - || <N (6.41)
Ii(et) (Zi(aa t) - E)2
The same as in [30], the propagator of the operator L satisfies a finite speed estimate. It follows from

an energy estimate the same as in [30], we get

N?3|(zi(t,1) = Be(1)) = (2(t, 0) — E¢(0))]
= N2P|(zi(t,1) = Ei(1)) = (5(1,0) = E(0)| + O (N7°)

(6.42)

— N2/3 ' 00 (Zi(t, @) — Ex(0))

=0 (NE/O(Nl/St) + N“) = o(1),

+0(N79)

provided ¢t > N~1/3 and Theorem 6.1 follows.
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A Proof of Proposition 3.4

The proof of Theorem 3.4 is based on performing a power series expansion of the analytic functions Ay and
By in a neighborhood around Ej and solving the McKean-Vlasov equation term by term. Ag(z), Bo(z) have
power series representations

AQ(Z) =ag + al(z — Eo) + ag(z — E0)2 + a3(z — E0)3 + -, (Al)
Bo(z) =by + bl(z — E()) + bz(z — E0)2 + bg(z — EO)B + -y (AQ)
such that
CoM? .
’valg - 3 = ,1,2,"'. A.
ol < 220 i (A3

The following proposition states that the Stieltjes transform of fi; has the form A;++/B;, and A;, B; have
power series representation in a neighborhood of Ey. The Proposition 3.4 is a natural consequence.

Proposition A.1. We assume Assumption (3.3). We fix small T > 0 and L = 1/T. Then for t € [0,T],
the solution of (2.2) is given by

() = Ay (2) + VBi(2), (A4)

and in a small neighborhood of Ey, Ai(z) and Bi(z) have power series representations,

Ai(2) = ao(t) + a1 (t)(z — Bo) + a2(t)(z — Eo)* + as(t)(z — Eo)® + -+, (A.5)
Bt(z) =bo(t) + by (t)(z — FEy) + bz(t)(z — E0)2 + bs3(t)(z — E0)3 +--, .
where the coefficients satisfy
OMieLti
S, 1bi ()] < . A.
(0. (0] < T (A6)
Moreover, in a small neighborhood of Ey, Bi(z) has a unique simple root at z = Ey,
. V'(E
8tEt = —mt(Et) — % (A?)

Proof. We make the ansatz, such that the solution of (2.2) is given by (A.4), and A:(z), B:(z) have power
series representations given by (A.5). We plug (A.4) into (2.2),

0By 0. By 1 1
8tAt + 2—\/E = Dtath + T + Rt (Z) + \/E (Btath + §Dtath) 5 (AS)
where
V/ ) V/ V//
Di(z) = Ar + 2(2), Ri(z) = / g(z,x)dfi(x) — w, (A.9)
R
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are analytic in a neighborhood of Ey. One should note here that our goal in this section is not to show
existence of solution of the original McKean-Vlasov equation, but only the existence of the analytic extension.
Thus, the fact that we use fi; in our expression of R;(z) is not an issue.

For (A.8) to hold, it is sufficient that
azBiE

oDy = Di0.Dy + + Ri(2),
(A.10)
OB 1
t2 L = B,0.D, + 5 Did:Br.

We solve (A.10) using the power series representations. Let
Bt(z) =bo(t) + by (t)(z — Ey) + bz(t)(z — E0)2 + b3(t)(z — E0)3 + -
Dt(z) = do(t) + dl(t)(z — Eo) + d2(t)(z — E0>2 + dg(t)(z — E0)3 + - (All)
Rt(z) =ro(t) + m1(t)(z — Ep) + ra2(t)(z — E0)2 + 7“3(t)(z — E0)3 +-e,

then (A.10) is equivalent to the infinite system of ordinary differential equations for ¢ = 0,1,2,-- -,

Qedi(t) = > (G + Ddi—j(t)d; 11 (t) + %(i + Dbiy1(t) +ri(t)

Jj=0

. . (A.12)
3 ] 1 K3 ]
Oebi(t) = Z(] + 1bi—j(t)dja () + 5 Z(] + )i (0)bj41(2).
j=0 7=0
Although (A.12) is not Lipschitz, we can still solve them by the Picard iteration. Let
di¥ (1) = d;(0), (1) = b:(0),
and recursively we define
+ [
a0 () = di(0) + / G+ DA, (O (0) + 5+ DB (1) +ri(t) | dr,
=0
! (A.13)

%

t A
b () = bi(0) + / DG+ DO O () + 5 D00 + DA 06 (@) | dr.
§=0 §=0

As we have noted before, the existence of the measure ji; is not in question and, thus, we do not need to
perform an iteration of the r;(t) terms in n. We take large C > 0, L > 0 and small T = 1/L. We first prove
by induction that uniformly for ¢ € [0, T,

CMielti
A L0 < T (A14)
Since Ry(z) is analytic in a neighborhood of Ey, we can take Cy, M > 0 large enough, such that
CoM?
()] < = . A.15
< G (A.15)
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We assume that (A.14) holds for n, using (A.13) we have

"V (1)) <

3

dt

Col /t i C2 M[i+1 o Lt(i+1) +CMi+1eLt(i+1) N CoM?
G2 b \ GG T 2Ty e

(i+1)2 (i+1)(i+2)(j+1)2 * 2L(i +1)(i + 2)

CMielt ((1+t)Cy 2CMelT N MeTE < CMielti
SO+ 1)2 C L 2L ) T (i+1)27

provided C' > 4Cy and L > 8eCM. Similarly for b\ (#),

%

(1+ t)CoMi N i O2 M+ eLt(i+1) O Mit+1elt(i+1) (A.16)
g

I GIRS

3

CyM? tg i O2 M+ eLt(i+1)
(i+1)2  J, 2= (i—7+1)2(+2)
CMielt 1Cy  3CMelT CMtelti
S—5 | =+ < = )
(t+1)2 \ C L (1+1)2
provided C' > 2Cy and L > 6eC M. This finishes the proof of claim (A.14).

(A.17)

In the following we prove that dl(-") (t), bl(-") (t) converge uniformly as n goes to infinity, which follows from

. o " e 1 OMieLti
4 (®) = " OO 0"V < 5 (A-18)

In the following we prove (A.18) by induction. We assume that (A.18) holds for n, using (A.13), the difference
1T (1) — d™ ()] is bounded by

/O;UH)(

a0 = d 0 )| a0 + a0 @) a0 - d P o))

L/ i 902 M1 Lt+1) O pfitleLt(i+1) (A.19)

+ — - , + , dt
2" J, (t—7+12(G+2) 2(i+2)

(i+1)

1 n n—1
5 b (1) = b V)|t <
Jj=0

< 1 CMielts 4OM€LT+M6TL < 1 CMtelt
T2 (14 1)2 L 2L ) T vl (i 41)27

provided that L > 8¢CM. Similarly the difference [b{" ") (¢) — ™ (¢)| is bounded by,

/Oti:(ﬁl)(

j=0

b (0) =" 0] a0 + V(0 [dh (1) - di P o))

1 . n n—1 n n—1 n n—1
5 26+ 1) ([0 - a3 ] o @ + a0 [ @ - o)) a (A.20)

1 /t zz: 302 Mitlelt(i+1) iCMieLti 60 MelT 1 CMielti
0

dt < - < - )
S (i—j+ 172G +2) on (i+1)2 L on+1 (74 1)
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provided L > 12eCM.
We denote for ¢ =0,1,2,---,

di(t) = lim d™ (1), bi(t) = lim b{"(t), (A.21)

n—oo n—r oo
then they satisfy the system of differential equations (A.13), and (A.6) holds.

The same argument as for (A.17), we get

3C2Mi+1 (eLt(H-l) _ 1)

bi(t) — b;(0)| < - A.22
() = b (0) e (4.22)
And thus for T' > 0 small enough, 0 < ¢t < T, and z on a small circle centered at Fj,
302 Mz i+1 eLt(H—l) -1
Bu(z) - Bo()| < 30 2L L < B2 (A.23)

< (i + 1)2L
Thus by Rouché’s theorem, in a small neighborhood of Ey, B(z) has a unique simple root at z = FE;.
Moreover, from our construction, Bi(z) = B:(Z), E; is real. By taking the derivative of B(F;) = 0 with
respect to ¢, and using (A.10) we get

_ OBy(Ey) _ o V/(E)
OB = =g B(Ey) D) = B = (A.24)
This finishes the proof of Proposition A.1. O

Proof of Proposition 3.4. It follows from Proposition A.1 that fi; has square root behavior. And especially
mi(Ey) = A(Ey) + /Bi(FEy) is uniformly bounded for 0 < ¢ < T. The claim that E} is Lipschitz in time
simply follows from integrating (A.7).

Next we prove that C; is Lipschitz in time. We notice that C? = Bj(E;). To prove |C; — Cs| = O(t — ),
it suffices to prove this for s = 0. Using the series expansion, as in the notation of (A.5), we see that

C? — C§ = B{(E;) — Bj(Eo) = b1(t) — b1(0) + (E; — E) Zibi(t)(Et — Ep)'?

Using the differential equation (A.12), we see that b1(¢) — b1(0) = O(t). While earlier we have shown
that (Fy — Ep) is of O(t). The infinite sum converges provided we take T sufficiently small. Therefore, it
follows that C? — C2 = O(t). Since Cp is bounded away from 0, this would imply that C; — Cy = O(t) as
desired.

O

B Proof of Corollary 5.5

Proof of Corollary 5.5. The corollary follows from Theorem 5.3 and the rigidity estimate in Theorem 4.3 by
the same argument as in [37].
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We will start considering by consider functions that are can be represented as a convolution of some
function with the Cauchy Distribution.

Yy, o=y % W%@?)z. (B.1)

We let

= ) =N [ vi@ain) (B.2)

= % /(Nn Im |:mt(Et +an +eni) — 1wy (Ey + xn + eni) — Ff\? - j_ po Yp(x)dx (B.3)
2—p €
" anp Lc? T 52} Vle)de (B.4)

For technical reasons, it would be beneficial to consider a modified version of £ that will only consider
the ¢N closest eigenvalues near the edge where ¢ is chosen such that |y.n(t) — E¢| < /2 where r ball of
radius r as in (4.7) and 7.y (t)is the classical location of the ¢Nth eigenvalue with respect to the measure
p¢- Intuitively, one should understand that for a function of compact support, the behavior of eigenvalues
greater than a scale n near the edge will not matter.

. . T cN o] N
As such, we will define a modified L(vy) := > ;=) ¥5(Ai(t)) — N f’)’cN(t) Yy (z)dpe ().
Let g:(2) = Efivl ﬁ and g¢(z) = f,;)oN —L_p¢(z). To simplify notation, we will define

2-5 1

he(w) = NnImlge((E; + @n) + eni) — 6:((Ee + 2n) + eni) — 1N o+ Em] (B.5)
As before we have the identity
. 1 [ 2—-p €
L(z/f}) = - /_OO h(z)(z)dz — o [:1:2 n 52] Y(z)dx (B.6)
We will define L( 1/)5 =1 f_ x)dz and show that this has Gaussian Varaince for functions
that have decay of the order ™~
For convenience of notation, we define
he(w) = [N Ty ((Es + o) + eni) — 1ing ((Bs + ) + eni) — =B — L (B.7)
B = [4vn t (Lt n n t (L1 n n ABN n + eni .

Recall that Theorem 5.3 allows us to show the asymptotic Gaussian behavior of a sum of the following
form Zle aphe(zy).

Ideally, we would like to find for each N a finite sum of the above form Fx such that we have
limy o0 (B[] — E[e*L(¥0)]) = 0 and such that limy_,o, E[e*"™] has a limit. The existence of such
a sequence comes from the uniformity of the approach in Theorem 5.3.
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For technical reasons, for each fixed constant C, we will find a sequence F§ such that limy_, o (E[e*F" ~ -
E[e*“¥2)]) < €~ and lime o0 limpy 0 E[eiEFnc] exists.

First fix C; we will start by dividing [~C, C] into sufficiently many intervals [—~C,C] = UM | [by,, by41]
such that along each interval we have the following uniform continuity estimate.

If there exists k such that x,y € [b, br+1] then

|he () = he(y)] < N 72

Our approximation function will be as follows: we let aj = f;:“ ¢(z)dr and Fy = 1 SV aghe(by).

We have the following general inequality that allows us to compare the characteristic functions for two
random variables @ and b at the point &

ica i 1/2
IE [¢69] — E [¢%] | < [¢E [(a— )], (B.8)
We will use the above inequality for a is our appropriately chosen Fﬁ and b= E(@/JZ)
One should notice that our continuity bound gives us that
c c _ -C
G- pw <82 [ e+ [ @) ~h@l@id@ +| [ @ (B.9)
_ _ -
_C ~ _n—l/ﬁ
+ / |he () — he(2)[[¢()|dz + | he () (z)dz| (B.10)
—n~1/6 (Yen(t)—E)n~1—1
—n= /0 - (Yen (t)=Ey)n™' =1 _
[ he = et + | [ heapb(e)da] - (B.11)
(Yen (t)—E)n=1—1 —0
where the --- indicate corresponding terms on the positive real axis. On the complement of a set With
exponentially small probability, we know that all of the eigenvalues A1 - -+ Ay should lie in (—v.n(t) — 1, 00)
and all of the eigenvalues A.n 41, - - An lie outside (—y.n(¢) +1,00). In our further computations, we will be

considering that we are in the set of such rigidity as the contribution of the complement set is exponentially
vanishing.

We have the bound |h.(x) — h.(z)| < Nn (57])2+(Etf£77*’YCN777)2
the eigenvalues from Acn11(t) - An () lie in (—ven(f) +n,00) with high probability. Similarly, we have the
bound h(z) < N7 (577)2+(Et:;777*’YcN+77)2 as we assume the eigenvalues A; - -- Aoy lie in (—yen (t) + 1, 00).

for x > —v.n(t) + 1 since we assume

We can estimate the second integral ffc |he(z) — he(x)||[¢(x)|dz as O(CNn?) where the constant ap-
pearing does not depend on N or C. Oune should observe that as N — oo, the term (E; + 219 — yen — 1)
stays bounded below by a constant, say 27*(E; — y.n). Thus, O(CNn?) is a natural bound which we see
goes to 0 as N — oo as n < N~1/2-¢,

On [-n~1/6, —C] we have the bound h.(z) < 1 + O(N~?) essentially from the computations in 5.3. By
using the 72 decay of ¢, the integral of h-tp(z) over this region is bounded by .

For the fourth integral, we can again use the bound |h. — he(z)| < O(Nn?) as for N very large, we can
bound (E; + xn — ven — 1) from below by 27 (E; — y.n). We now also use the decay of ¥(x) < w% to bound
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the integral of f "6 |he = he|[¢p(x)|dz by O(Nn?>C~1) where the constant does not depend on C or on N.
When C is fixed N77 — 0, so this part goes to 0 as N — oo.

On the region [(yen (t) — E¢)n~ — 1, =1~ /6] we will use the local law bound h.(x) < M = O((log N)¥)
for some integer k. Since v has decay z~2, we will be able to bound the integral of k.1 in this region by
Mn'/%. We have chosen 17 < N~¢ for some e, so in the infinite limit the contribution of this integral is 0.

To bound the other integral on the region [(yen(t) — Ey)n~* — 1, =~ /6], we use the bound |he — he| <
(577)2+(Et+;7777_7cN(t)+77) on the region z € [(yen — Ey)n~! + 1,00]. The integral we have to bound, up to
constants that do not depend on N or C' are

5/6

5 (ven—E)+2n 1 q (Et—venN)—n 1 1 ( )
Nn / ——dy—i—Nn / - B.12
(Yen—Er)—n n? 2n y? (Er —Yen —y)?

The second integral above can be bounded by using partial fractions. We get the bound O(Nn?); the
integrand in the first integral takes value O(Nn), but this is over a region of size 7. Therefore the bound on
this integral is O(Nn?).

For the region (—oco, (en (t) — E¢)n~! — 1) we are outside of the spectrum corresponding to h. and we
use the bound h.(z) < Nn By a standard change of variable, we see that we have to
bound

en
(em?+(Ertzn—yen+n)

> 1 * ¢ 1
N 3/ c dy < 2N 3/ £ d B.13
T )y P En? Wt Er—yen®) —m2 Y ! e Y2+ (B —ven(t)))? Y (B.13)

/E" € 1
o (em)?(y+ (Er —veN(t)))?

To evaluate the first integral, one can use a partial fraction decomposition. The order of growth is O(Nn?).
For the second, up to a constant that does not depend on N the integrand is of order O(N7), but we are
integrating this over a region of size 2n. Thus, the size of this is O(/N7n?) which goes to 0 as N — oco.

+2N7n? dy (B.14)

The analysis for the integrals along the positive real axis can be checked via the same line of reasoning.
We have thus shown that limNﬁoo[E(eiEFﬁ) —E(e*¥)] < O(C~') where the constant in O(C~!) does not
depend on C.

We now only need to show that the double limit limo_ o lim N — ooE(eifF N ) exists.
From Theorem 5.3, we are able to show that

M

opC 1 ) . . : .
log E[e*fN] = —8?(1 +O(N7%) Z (1) (Kedge(z:im + nel, x;m + nei) — Keage(win — nei, zm + nei)
ij=1

(B.15)
- Kedge(wm + nel, xjn — nei) + Keage(zin + net, x;m + nei))aa; (B.16)

B.1
Z 4ﬁ :cm—i—sm k (B.17)
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One should note that for fixed e, the terms (n)QKedge and m are bounded above. Thus we see that
the double sum and single sum are bounded by a constant factor independent of N times ( ffooo |yp|dx)? and
J5_ [w|da respectively.

To show this has a limit, we now only need to show that Z%Zl(n)z(Kedge(xm + nel, xn + nel) - - - )aa;

has a limit. However, we merely need to use continuity of (n)QKedge on a compact interval to see that as our
division of intervals Ug—1[bg, br+1] gets increasingly fine this double sum manifestly approaches the integral

f—CC f_CC (n)2(chgc)1/}(S)’l/J(t)det

We have thus shown

C C
lim E[e%F5] = exp [ ) [ P (e 0 (s)(0) st (B.18)

N —oc0

We can clearly take the limit as C' — oo to see that

E [eiiﬁ(wn)} — €2 4 o(1), (B.19)

where
ol = /_Oo /_OO (1)? (Kedge(n + eni, zn + eni) — Keage(xn + eni, zn — eni) (B.20)
—Keage(xn — eni, xn + eni) + Keage(xn + eni, xn + eni) )i (s)y(t)dsdt (B.21)

One can easily check that this expression is equivalent to
1 E( 2\ _ 2/ (2))2
Ar2B Jg Jr (z —af)?

We now only need to extend our logic to a larger class of functions. Notice that our argument above
extends to finite sums of the form Zzzl Y%, Thus, if we are able to find an appropriate approximating
sequence of this type in H®, then we will be finished as our covariance expression is manifestly a continuous
functional in the Banach space H®. The approximation involves a Littlewood-Paley decomposition of the
same type as in [37, Section 3].

We can write

=Y Pprxgi(x) (B.23)
k=-—1
Thus, we will have
L(y) =Y L(Py-s % gi()) (B.24)
k=1

Since v is of compact support L(1) = L£(¢)) in the limit as N — oco. We will also remark here that we get

uniform bound Ps-x * g () < W as in (B.28). Thus, replacing L(Py-« * gx(x)) with L(Py-r *gi(x))
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will give a error that is summable in k and vanish in N. Our later analysis will involve bounding estimates
on L(Py-x * gi(x))

Our approximations will be the finite sums 224:71 Py x gi(x). In order to apply (B.8), we will need
to bound E[| Y77 ), L(Py-x * gx(2))|?]. The latter expression can be explicitly written out as

S oo oo L R L 2 1
S [ B i (B s i) (B s i) -
kl=M+1
Im |mg(Ey +nt +i27'n) — e (By 4+ nt +127 ') — 21 Jdsdt
ABN nt + 12

We can apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality on the inside of the expectation. This decouples the
variables s and ¢ and the resulting sum can be written as the square of the following term.

. - 911/2
coy N o 2 1
Z /_OO gr(s)E [(Nn)? [Im [mt(Et +ns +127%n) — g (B 4+ ns +i27%n) — M—NW} 1 ds
k=M-+1
(B.25)
as in the equation below (21) in [37, Section 4].

In order to justify the approximation, all we need to do is prove that the above sum is finite; then we
would be able to show that the finite sums in the Littlewood-Paley decomposition provides a sufficiently
good approximating sequence. To do this at mesoscopic scales, we need additional decay estimates on gx(s).
It is defined on page 11 of [37] as

Ge(€) = € o k) (e) (B.26)
which gives us that
ge(x) = FH(e? a2 7ke)) « v (B.27)

where 7! is the inverse Fourier transform.
Let us get estimates on the value of .7'-71(627“5'(1)(27165)) at large values. We have

0

Foe o) = [

— 00

6—27k5®(2—k€)627ri51d§ + / 627k£®(2—k§)627ri51d§
0

0 oo
=2k / e~a(€)e?m 2 g 4 2k / efi(€)e?m e ag
0

oo O )
= W [(—1)L/ (efgdj(f))(”e%” de + (_1)L/ (65@(5))@)62771'2 soqe

0
(B.28)
where in the second line we rescaled & by 2% and in the third line we performed an integration by parts L
times, we can do this safely since @ is smooth and supported away from 0. At this point, we remark that for

the function g_1, we are able to integrate by parts twice even if the function @ is not supported away from
the origin; this implies that all functions in our decomposition have decay at least = 2.
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Using this, we can now get decay estimates on the convolution gj * 1. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that the support of ¢ is [—1, 1] by scaling. We get

1
0@ = [ e - y)uln)y (.29)
-1
This can clearly be bounded by MW when z > 2, while we have a bound of MW when

r < 1.

We will now attempt to bound the value of (B.25). We need to divide this into a couple cases based on
whether we have 2% < N~¢ or 2°% > N~¢ and whether 2%y is greater or less than N—2/3+¢,

Case 1: 25k < N=¢/2 and 2~y > N—2/3+¢/2
To simplify notation as before we denote h* = hy—»

We divide the integral (B.25) into four parts.

7246/6kn71/6
/7 gr(s)[E(R* (5))°]/*ds (B.30)
’ //, 91 () (R (s))*]/*ds + [ () (5))"]as (B.31)

as well as the analogue of the first three integrals on the positive real axis.

For the first integral over the region (—n~—*,275/%%)=1)  we use decay of gi(s) and the trivial bound

h* < N2*. We can bound this integral by the integral of %LQLT]ZJCL from 2-5/6kn~"°

. . G, N25/6(L—Dk (L-1)/6 .
that the order of this term is <2 Qk(L,Q)" uniformly in k. We can fix a constant L such that

(L—2)—=5/6(L—1) > 1 to ensure the summability of this sequence in k. We can also choose ¢(L —1)/6 > 1
to get nE~V/6N « 1. Here we used the fact that 7 < N~¢. Thus, this term is summable in k and the
resulting sum in k£ will go to 0 and N goes to co.

to 0o. One can see

For the second integral, we also use decay of gi(s) but with a superior variance estimate. We are in
the regime where we can apply the variance estimate of Theorem 5.3. The expectation can be bounded by

2F[1+ O(N~¢)]. The integral will be upper bounded by 2% [ (m_ll)g [1+ O(N~9)]. This term is summable

in k and ,thus, will get smaller under better approximations.

The third integral will be bounded by using the Cauchy-Schwartz identity and the following bound on
the summability of the L? norms of the gy.

o0

> 2|lgellFe < Ol (B.32)
k=—1

Refer to Theorem 5 of [37]. Using our expectation bound of 2¥[1 4+ O(N ~¢] the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
shows us that the integral is bounded by

00 } 1/2
2 / 22k(1+9) |, 12 dx (B.33)

— 00
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€ can be chosen carefully enough to ensure that we can use AM-GM to bound the above by a term of
the type (B.32) and 27 which is summable in k. Namely, if we know that ¢ is in the class H'™7 one can
choose ¢ to be /2 and € to be /2.

Case 2: 25k > N—¢/2 or 2=ky > N—2/3+¢/2

We will remark in this case that we have 2¥ > N¢ for some positive é. Notice that > N~¢ implies that
25% > N¢/2_ In the other case, the fact that 2¥n > N=2/3 and n > N~2/3%¢ allows us to lower bound 2* by
NE

The differences in this case relate to the fact that for low frequencies we must use another variance bound

E[(h*(5))*"/? < % (B.34)

Thus when 27%p > N—2/3+¢/2_ this is merely a consequence of the Local Law.
When 2% < N=2/3+¢/2 this comes from

1

-k
Im[m,(z 4127 "n)] < m

(B.35)

for sufficiently small §. Clearly the bound on the expectation is the square of the above quantity. We will
prove the above identity via monotonicity.

We have A A
Im[mt (x + iN_2/3+6)]N_2/3+6
2= kp

Im[m(z + i27%n)] < (B.36)
Using the local law as well as the square root behavior of 1 allows us to bound Im[my (z-+iN ~2/3+6)| N —2/3+3

by N‘H‘%g, where § can be chosen to be as small as possible. The quantity on the right hand side of the
above equation can thus be written as

N3
If we fix 0, we see that § can be chosen sufficiently small to allow us to allow (2F)% > N33,
Now we write the integral (B.25) as two parts
—2 2
[ Bl P25+ [ gn(o)El ()71 s (B.39)
—o0 -2

and, again, a final integral would be the analogue of the first in the positive real axis.

The first integral can be bounded by using decay again. g(s) < (w_l)f% while the expectation is

bounded by 2¥N. The resulting integral is bounded by 2,?&—],\[1) Notice that since we had the lower bound

2k > NS, we can choose L such that (L — 1)5 > 1. This would imply that QTNL) < 27%. This sum would then
be summable.
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We apply Cauchy-Schwartz to bound the second integral in a manner similar to when it was done in the
previous case. This integral is less than

1 1
[ / QK1) | (5) 2]/ / 02K (1) g2h(1+9) g (B.39)
1 —1

Recall that we can choose § as small as we want. After we fix €, one merely needs to choose § < ¢ and the
second integral merely becomes a decaying multiplicative factor. At the very minimum, it is bounded by a
constant factor uniform in k. As before, if we know that 1 is in H(1 + ), we can choose ¢ to be v/2 and
perform AM-GM inequality on the integral to get out a square as in (B.32).

This shows that the desired sum is finite and therefore we have a good approximating sequence in the
form of finite sums in the Paley-Littlewood decomposition. O

References

[1] Arka Adhikari and Ziliang Che. The edge universality of correlated matrices.  preprint,
arXw:arXiw:1712.04889, 2017.

[2] Johannes Alt, Laszlé Erd” os, Torbin Kruger, and Dominik Schroder. Correlated random matrices:band
rigidity and edge universality. preprint, arXiv:arXiw:1804.07744, 2018.

[3] Paul Bourgade, Laszlo Erd” os, Horng-Tzer Yau, and Jun Yin. Fixed energy universality for generalized
wigner matrices. Comm. Pure Appl. Math, 69:1815-1881, 2016.

[4] Paul Bourgade, Laszlo Erdés, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Bulk universality of general S-ensembles with
non-convex potential. J. Math. Phys., 53(9):095221, 19, 2012.

[5] Paul Bourgade, Laszlo Erdos, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Edge universality of beta ensembles. Comm. Math.
Phys., 332(1):261-353, 2014.

[6] A. Boutet de Monvel and A. Khorunzhy. Asymptotic distribution of smoothed eigenvalue density. I.
Gaussian random matrices. Random Oper. Stochastic Equations, 7(1):1-22, 1999.

[7] A. Boutet de Monvel and A. Khorunzhy. Asymptotic distribution of smoothed eigenvalue density. II.
Wigner random matrices. Random Oper. Stochastic Equations, 7(2):149-168, 1999.

[8] Terence Chan. The Wigner semi-circle law and eigenvalues of matrix-valued diffusions. Probab. Theory
Related Fields, 93(2):249-272, 1992.

[9] Maurice Duits and Kurt Johansson. On mesoscopic equilibrium for linear statistics in dyson’s brownian
motion. to appear in Mem. Amer. Math. Soc., 2013.

[10] Freeman J. Dyson. A Brownian-motion model for the eigenvalues of a random matrix. J. Mathematical
Phys., 3:1191-1198, 1962.

[11] Laszl6 Erd” os, Torbin Kruger, and Dominik Schroder. Random matrices with slow correlation decay.
preprint, arXiw:1705.10661, 2017.

[12] Lazlo Erd” os, Laszlé and Horng-Tzer Yau. A Dynamical Approach to Random Matriz Theory. 2017.

48



[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

21]

22]

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

29]

L. Erdés and K. Schnelli. Universality for random matrix flows with time-dependent density. to appear
in Ann. Inst. Henri Poincarif | Probab. Stat., 2016.

Laszl6 Erdss, Antti Knowles, Horng-Tzer Yau, and Jun Yin. Spectral statistics of Erdés-Rényi graphs
I: Local semicircle law. Ann. Probab., 41(3B):2279-2375, 2013.

Laszlo Erdds, Sandrine Péché, José A. Ramirez, Benjamin Schlein, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Bulk univer-
sality for Wigner matrices. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 63(7):895-925, 2010.

Laszl6 Erdés, José Ramirez, Benjamin Schlein, Terence Tao, Van Vu, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Bulk
universality for Wigner Hermitian matrices with subexponential decay. Math. Res. Lett., 17(4):667-674,
2010.

Laszl6 Erdss, José A. Ramirez, Benjamin Schlein, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Universality of sine-kernel for
Wigner matrices with a small Gaussian perturbation. FElectron. J. Probab., 15:mo. 18, 526-603, 2010.

Laszl6 Erdés, Benjamin Schlein, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Local semicircle law and complete delocalization
for Wigner random matrices. Comm. Math. Phys., 287(2):641-655, 2009.

Laszl6 Erdés, Benjamin Schlein, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Semicircle law on short scales and delocalization
of eigenvectors for Wigner random matrices. Ann. Probab., 37(3):815-852, 2009.

Laszl6 Erdés, Benjamin Schlein, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Universality of random matrices and local relax-
ation flow. Invent. Math., 185(1):75-119, 2011.

Laszl6 Erddés, Benjamin Schlein, Horng-Tzer Yau, and Jun Yin. The local relaxation flow approach
to universality of the local statistics for random matrices. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat.,
48(1):1-46, 2012.

Laszl6 Erdgs and Horng-Tzer Yau. Gap universality of generalized Wigner and S-ensembles. J. Fur.
Math. Soc. (JEMS), 17(8):1927-2036, 2015.

Laszl6 Erdés, Horng-Tzer Yau, and Jun Yin. Bulk universality for generalized Wigner matrices. Probab.
Theory Related Fields, 154(1-2):341-407, 2012.

Laszl6 Erdés, Horng-Tzer Yau, and Jun Yin. Rigidity of eigenvalues of generalized Wigner matrices.
Adv. Math., 229(3):1435-1515, 2012.

Yukun He and Antti Knowles. Mesoscopic eigenvalue statistics of wigner matrices. preprint, arXiv:
1603.01499, 2016.

Jiaoyang Huang and Alice Guionnet. Rigidity and edge universality of discrete S-ensemble. preprint,
arXww:1705.05527, 2017.

Jiaoyang Huang and Benjamin Landon. Local law and mesoscopic fluctuations of dyson brownian
motion for general 8 and potential. preprint, arXiv:1612.06306, 2016.

Benjamin Landon, Philippe Sosoe, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Fixed energy universality of dyson brownian
motion. preprint, arXiv: 1609.09011, 2016.

Benjamin Landon and Horng-Tzer Yau. Convergence of local statistics of Dyson Brownian motion. to
appear in Comm. Math. Phys., 2014.

49



[30] Benjamin Landon and Horng-Tzer Yau. Edge statistics of Dyson Brownian motion. preprint,
arXiv:1712.03881, 2017.

[31] Ji Oon Lee, Kevin Schnelli, Ben Stetler, and Horng-Tzer Yau. Bulk universality for deformed Wigner
matrices. Ann. Probab., 44(3):2349-2425, 2016.

[32] Ji Oon Lee and Jun Yin. A necessary and sufficient condition for edge universality of Wigner matrices.
Duke Math. J., 163(1):117-173, 2014.

[33] Songzi Li, Xiang-Dong Li, and Yong-Xiao Xie. Generalized dyson brownian motion, mckean-vlasov
equation and eigenvalues of random matrices. preprint, arXiv:1303.1240, 2013.

[34] Songzi Li, Xiang-Dong Li, and Yong-Xiao Xie. On the law of large numbers for the empirical measure
process of generalized dyson brownian motion. preprint, arXiv:1407.7234, 2015.

[35] Asad Lodhia and Nicholas J. Simm. Mesoscopic linear statistics of wigner matrices. preprint, arXiv:
1503.03533, 2015.

[36] L. C. G. Rogers and Z. Shi. Interacting Brownian particles and the Wigner law. Probab. Theory Related
Fields, 95(4):555-570, 1993.

[37] Philippe Sosoe and Percy Wong. Regularity conditions in the CLT for linear eigenvalue statistics of
Wigner matrices. Adv. Math., 249:37-87, 2013.

[38] Terence Tao and Van Vu. Random matrices: universality of local eigenvalue statistics. Acta Math.,
206(1):127-204, 2011.

[39] Terence Tao and Van Vu. Random matrices: sharp concentration of eigenvalues. Random Matrices
Theory Appl., 2(3):1350007, 31, 2013.

[40] Eugene P. Wigner. Characteristic vectors of bordered matrices with infinite dimensions. Ann. of Math.
(2), 62:548-564, 1955.

[41] Eugene P. Wigner. Characteristic vectors of bordered matrices with infinite dimensions. II. Ann. of
Math. (2), 65:203-207, 1957.

50



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Related Results in the Literature

	2 Background
	3 Square Root Behavior Measures
	4 Rigidity Estimates
	5 Mesoscopic Central Limit Theorem
	5.1 Preliminary Estimates
	5.2 Computation of Quadratic Variance quantities associated with 

	6 Edge Universality
	6.1 Interpolation
	6.2 Short-range approximation

	A Proof of Proposition ??
	B Proof of Corollary ??

