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Mesoscopic Edge Universality of Orthogonal Polynomial
Ensembles

Wenkui Liu*

Abstract

In this paper, we study the mesoscopic fluctuations at edges of orthogonal polynomial ensembles
with both continuous and discrete measures. Our main result is a Central limit Theorem (CLT) for linear
statistics at mesoscopic scales. We show that if the recurrence coefficients for the associated orthogonal
polynomials are slowly varying, a universal CLT holds. Our primary tool is the resolvent for the truncated
Jacobi matrices associated with the orthogonal polynomials. While the Combes-Thomas estimate has
been successful in obtaining bulk mesoscopic fluctuations in the literature, it is too rough at the edges.
Instead, we prove an estimate for the resolvent of Jacobi matrices with slowly varying entries. Particular
examples to which our CLT applies are Jacobi, Laguerre and Gaussian unitary ensembles as well as
discrete ensembles from random tilings.
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Let i be a Borel measure on R with finite moments, i.e., fR |x[*du(x) < oo for all k € N. The orthogonal
polynomial ensemble (OPE) of order n € N associated to u is a probability measure on R” proportional to

[ Gi=xpdute)- - dute.

1<i<j<n

In this paper, we will be interested in studying the behaviour of this ensemble for large n.

OPEs arise naturally in many models of statistical mechanics, probability theory, combinatorics, and
random matrix theory. For some surveys, we refer to [[1} 2, 3, 4]. An important and well-known source of
examples where OPEs appear are the eigenvalues of random Hermitian matrices, where the probability mea-
sure is invariant under the conjugation with unitary matrices. Classical examples are the Jacobi, Laguerre
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and Gaussian unitary ensembles. In these cases, the measure u is absolutely continuous with an analytic
density. The support of the measure can be compact, for example, the (modified) Jacobi unitary ensemble,
or unbounded, for example the Gaussian and Laguerre unitary ensembles. When the support of the measure
is unbounded, it is natural to rescale the measure with 7, so that the eigenvalues accumulate on finitely many
intervals with high probability as n — oo. For this reason, we will allow the measure u to depend on an n
and write u = u,.

OPEs with discrete measures are also natural objects to be considered. For instance, uniformly distributed
random lozenge tilings of a hexagon give rise to (extended) OPEs associated to the Hahn measure, see [3].
Similarly, uniformly distributed random domino tilings of an Aztec diamond give rise to (extended) OPEs
associated with the Krawtchouk measure, see [6]]. In such cases, the measure y is discrete and its parameters
depend on the size of the tiling, i.e., u = w,. This is another reason that we allow the measure to be
n-dependent.

We will study the asymptotic behaviour as n — oo and explore cases of u (or u,) both continuous and
discrete in this paper. There are three regimes that one can look into, i.e., macroscopic, mesoscopic and
microscopic regimes. In the macroscopic regime, one studies the global behaviour of the point processes,
whereas in the microscopic regime, one zooms in near a point and studies the nearest neighbour interactions
between points. This paper studies the mesoscopic regime which is intermediate between the other two and
we will focus on the edges.

Let us, for clarity, start with the example of the the Laguerre unitary ensemble, whose measure is given
by du,(x) = x’e¢™™dx on [0, +o0), for some parameter y > —1. It describes the eigenvalue distribution
of a Wishart matrix. It is a classical example that has both a hard and soft edge and will, therefore, be
an interesting example for the techniques developed in this paper. For the Laguerre unitary ensemble, the
eigenvalues accumulate on the interval [0, 4] almost surely as n — oo and have the limiting distribution

dpu(x) = ﬁ ,/%dx, see Figure In the bulk, i.e., any point in the interval (0, 4), the typical distance

between neighbouring points is of order ~ n~!. Near the edges points, the scaling is different. The origin
is a hard edge of the interval, since no eigenvalues can be negative. Near the origin, the limiting density
behaves as dp,(x) ~ 1/ +/xdx, which is typical at hard edges, and the neighbouring points are of distance
~ n2. The right-end point of the interval is a typical example of soft edge where the density vanishes
as square root dp,(x) ~ V4 — xdx and the distance between neighbours is ~ n=3. It is well-known that
the microscopic process of this Laguerre unitary ensemble converges to the Bessel point process at the
hard edge, sine point process in bulk and Airy point process at the soft edge. These scaling limits on the
microscopic scale are universal and observed in a wide variety of models, see [7, 18, 9, [10]. We also point
out that [[11]] offers an overview of universality.

We will study the mesoscopic scales at edges using the scaled linear statistics of the following form
X' where the test function f is a compactly supported real-valued function, the location is xy € R, and

faxg® 7
the scale is n® for some a > 0,

n
X0 = fn (- x0)). @)

i=1
This scaled linear statistics (2)) is to examine the points that are at a distance at most of the order of n™*
around xo. Given that the test function f is compactly supported, the points {x;};, whose distance between
xo are of order far larger than n~®, will eventually fall outside the support of f as n — co and only points
within a distance of xg of order at most n~® fall within the support. Note that if @ = 0, the scaled linear
statistics is reduced to the global linear statistics and “’sees” all points simultaneously. If « is big enough
such that n® is the microscopic scale around the point xg, then we are at the local (or microscopic) regime,



dpu(x)/dx

Figure 1: Equilibrium measure of the Laguerre unitary ensemble. Hard edge x = 0, soft edge x = 4.

and the scaled linear statistics will only ”see” finitely many points in the limit. Hence, the linear statistics
() lives in the scale of order n®, which we call the mesoscopic scale. Typically, in the bulk « € (0, 1), at the
hard edge a € (0, 2), and at the soft edge a € (0,2/3).

At this mesoscopic regime in literature, the limiting fluctuations are studied by [[12]] for the classical com-
pact groups. Later, the mesoscopic fluctuations in the bulk and at the soft edges for deformed Wigner matrix
are studied by [13], which includes GUE. The bulk universal mesoscopic fluctuations for OPEs that can
be approximated by modified Jacobi ensembles are considered in [[14]. The bulk mesoscopic fluctuations
for the sparsely perturbed Jacobi unitary ensembles are considered in [15] . For Wigner matrices and S-
ensembles, the bulk mesoscopic limit is showed in [16]. The bulk mesoscopic fluctuations for OPEs that
priorly have a sine universality are considered in [[17]. The bulk mesoscopic fluctuations of the linear statis-
tics with smooth test functions (f € C?)for [ ensembles with smooth potentials (V € C7 as defined in @)
are considered in [18], by the loop equation technique. The mesoscopic fluctuations for circular orthogonal
polynomial ensembles are considered in [19]. By far, a substantial portion of research is concentrated about
the bulk. Most methods designed for the bulk break down at edges, which makes the analysis more difficult.
Hence, non-trivial modifications to these methods are needed to study the edge behaviour. This paper aims
to address the gap in understanding the mesoscopic limit at the edges. It is dedicated to establishing general
conditions for such behaviour at the mesoscopic scale for orthogonal polynomial ensembles at the edges.

Here, we present our first two pedagogical results, which are consequences of our general theorems.

Non-varying Weights

A canonical example of a compactly supported non-varying measure is the modified Jacobi Unitary Ensem-
ble

du(x) = (1 =" (1 + x)”h(x)dx, xe€[-1,1], 3)
where y1,y, > —1 are parameters and / is an analytic function in a neighbourhood of [—1, 1] and strictly
positive on [—1, 1]. The limiting distribution for the point process is the arcsine measure dp,,(x) = %dx

—X

on [—1, 1]. In the bulk, its mesoscopic limit has been studied by [14], whose result directly implies that, for
fecC L] (R), xo € (=1, 1) and @ € (0, 1), as n — oo, the following converges in distribution

) \ fx) - f(y)
X;’c)yx _E[X(fixo] ( 47T2f~[1;{2( - ) ) (4)

Our result is at the (hard) edges xp = 1 or —1.



Theorem 1.1. Let u be the modified Jacobi weight as (), given y1,y2 > —1. Then we have that, for all
f € CL(R) and @ € (0,2), the following converges in distribution as n — oo

X}n; . -E [x}n;x ] —N(0,02) )
S;TZ fj]i@ (f( xz)_yf(—y )) dxdy, X0 = 1

2)_£(?)
i [ o (1202 ) dxdy,  xo=-1.

Theorem|I.T]is a consequence of more general results Theorem[2.T|or Theorem[2.3] which we will discuss
in Subsection The proof of Theorem [I.1]is presented in Section

(6)

Varying Weights

Let us consider the case where there exists a real potential V on R such that

dun(x) = eV 9dx, xeR, (7
Vv
L — +oo  as |x| & oo. ()
log(x% + 1)

Condition (8)) is to ensure all finite moments of 1,. This is a classical case where we are expecting soft edges,
since the measure yu,, is supported on the real line. The equilibrium measure with respect to the potential V
is defined as the unique probability measure p,, that minimises the potential

Iy(v) = —fflog |x — yldv(x)dv(y) + fV(x)dv(x). 9

The existence and uniqueness of the infinitum /y(p,) is achieved via potential theory. For V being analytic
and strictly convex, it is also known that p,, is supported in a single interval. For more about the potential
theory, one may refer to [20].

Theorem 1.2. Assume du,(x) = e¢VOdx to be supported on the real line. Let V be an analytic and
strictly convex potential satisfying (8). Without loss of generality, up to some normalization, assume the
equilibrium measure, which is the minimizer of ), to be supported in a single interval [—-1,1]. Then the

same asymptotic result as (3) and (0)) in Theorem|l.1|follows for all f € C Ll (R) and «a € (0, %), asn — oo,

Theorem is a consequence of a general result Theorem [2.2] which we will discuss in Subsection[2.3]
Analyticity and convexity are not the necessary conditions of the general results in this paper. However, they
ensure the equilibrium measure to be supported on a single interval, see [21]]. The proof of Theorem [I.2]is
presented in Section

The conclusion of the results above holds significance in several aspects. First of all, the limiting variance

(6) is scaling invariant. Set g(x) = f(a*x) and we have o2 = o2. This gives a heuristic explanation of

f 8
the independence of « in the limit. However, compared with the bulk mesoscopic limit in (4), o-} is not
translation invariant in f.

Finally, the variances for both the soft and the hard edges share the same formula () as indicated in the
two theorems above, though microscopically, the OPEs may have different limiting processes as discussed.
Our mesoscopic theorems do not require any knowledge about microscopic information a priori. It is,
therefore, reasonable to anticipate that there is a broad range of OPEs for which the linear statistics should

yield limiting mesoscopic fluctuations at the edges.



Our purpose of this paper is to extend Theorems [I.T|and[I.2]to a wider range of u and p,. Analyticity and
convexity of the potential V are not necessary. We include cases where u or y, is a discrete measure, for
example, Hahn polynomials (from the uniform measure on all lozenge tilings of a hexagon), Krawtchouk
polynomials (from the uniform measure on all domino tilings on the Aztec diamond ) and Tricomi-Carlitz
polynomials given in Subsection[I0.5] Our starting point is the three-term recurrence relation for the orthog-
onal polynomials. We give conditions on the coefficients that imply a mesoscopic CLT. Our criteria will be
satisfied by the classical (properly scaled) hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials where the recurrence co-
efficients are explicitly known, cf. [22]. Our method is inspired by [14, 23], which show that the recurrence
coefficients can fully characterise the moments of the linear statistics of an OPE. The difficulty of adapting
the methods of [14] is that the standard Combes-Thomas estimate to prove mesoscopic limit in bulk is un-
suitable for the analysis at the edges (cf. Sections [3.4). In this paper, we develop estimates at the edges in
place of the Combes-Thomas estimate (cf. Propositions and £.3). Moreover, our estimates work for the
varying, as well as non-varying, weights, while Breuer and Duits only focus on the non-varying measure in
[14]. Last but not the least, we analyse the mesoscopic linear statistics directly without implementing the
microscopic information.

2 Statement of Results

In this section, we will state our main results. The proofs are given in the later sections. The general
results are described in terms of the three-term recurrence relations of orthogonal polynomials, which we
will introduce first.

2.1 Orthonormal Polynomials and Recurrence Relations

Given a measure u, on R, with finite moments, we let {p;,(x)} ;>0 be the family of polynomial polynomials
with respect to u,. The second subscript n emphasises that the measure u,, may be varying in n as pointed out
by the examples from (7). Precisely, such p;, is the unique polynomial of degree j with a positive leading
coeflicient such that

fpj,n(x)]’k,n(x)d,un(x) = 5j,k- (10)

It is well-known that orthonormal polynomials satisfy a three-term recurrence relation
xpO,n(x) :al,npl,n(x) + bO,npO,n(x)’ 1rn)
XPjn(X) =ajs1 4D jx1,0(X) + bjnpjn(X) + ajnpj-1,0(x), (12)

for j = 1,2,... and some coefficients a;, > 0 and b;, € R. These coeflicients uniquely determine the or-
thonormal polynomials and are fundamental to our analysis. However, the distribution of linear statistics (2]
is fully determined by the recurrence coefficients, only if the the measure y,, is determined by its moments.
We will not assume the moment problem is determined in this paper. For the non-varying weight u, the
above discussion follows in the same way.

The asymptotic results of linear statistics of OPEs can be obtained by studying the recurrence coefficients.
Among them, Breuer and Duits study the the global fluctuations [23]]. One case of [23] is that, given the
existence of the limit

lim apikpn =1 a, 1m byyp, = b, 13)
n—oo n—oo



for all k € Zs, the following converges in distribution, as n — co,

o

1 (7 .
(n) _ (n) - ik6
Xf E[Xf ]1— N[O, k; k’Zn . fQacos(0) + b)e™’do

2
J. (14)

For the non-varying weights the assumption (13)) can be simplified to lim,— a, = @ and lim,_,« b, =: b.
Compared with the mesoscopic limit in Theorems and which are universal results, the variance of
the limiting global fluctuations depends on the limits of the recurrence coeflicients.

Consequently, the edges of the global fluctuations in this case are b — 2a and b + 2a. One should be
aware that though the edges of fluctuations coincide with the boundary of the equilibrium measure as in
Theorem [I.1]and [1.2] this is not the case in general. For example, the Tricomi Carlitz Polynomials, given
in Subsection have the equilibrium measure supported on R, while the fluctuations of the associated
OPE take place on [—-2, 2] only.

Another important result about the limiting fluctuations of mesoscopic linear statistics in the bulk is
obtained by [14] i.e., (@) holds, whenever the recurrence coefficients are such that

aj=a+0@G™", bj=b+0("), asj— oo, (15)

for some a > 0 and b € R. The recurrence relations also play a central role in the study of mesoscopic
fluctuations of Circular OPEs and sparse perturbations of JUE in [19] [15]] respectively.

2.2 Results on Non-Varying Weights

Consider an OPE (I)) with respect to the real Borel measure p with finite moments, where the associated
recurrence coefficients be a; and b;, given by (II)) and (I2). Note that the recurrence coefficients do not
have a second subscript, since they come from the measure y, non-varying in 7.

Recall that X" is the mesoscopic linear statistics of an OPE for a test function f around the point xg

@, X0
which is defined by (2)). Now we are going to state our general theorems for non-varying weights.

Theorem 2.1. Consider 0 < a < 2. Suppose there exist a > 0 and b € R such that the recurrence coefficients
associated with the OPE satisfy

aj=a+0( %), bj=b+0( "®) (16)

for some € € (0,1 — a/2) small, as j — co. Then, for any f € C 61 (R), as n — oo, the following converges in
distribution

B[] MO w
where
2 2
o} = sz (f( ESn y)) dxdy,  forxo=b+2a+o(n™®), (18)
8 R2 -
2N f(a2
f ff (f(X) f(y )) dxdy, forxo=b-2a+o0(n""). (19)
“8n2 R2 X=Yy

The assumption (16) is natural. Note that the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind have constant
recurrence coefficients, cf. Subsection[T0.3] which comes from the Jacobi unitary ensemble from the random



matrix theories. Thus the result applies. More generally, the modified Jacobi polynomials also satisfies
(cf. (343) due to [24]). Hence, Theorem [I.1]is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1 This is elaborated in
Section[8] Another interesting example is the OPE with a logarithm weight studied by [25]]. The assumption
(L6) is also satisfied in this case, see Subsection[I0.6] Moreover, the assumption (I6)) with exact the same
rate of convergence is proposed by [14] to show the bulk mesoscopic universality, i.e., {@)), in their work.

Also note that the exact edges are at b + 2a and b — 2a. Theorem [2.1|allows xg to be close to these edges
as long as they have a distance of order at most o(n~®). This is also natural, since the mesoscopic linear
statistics (2) is scaled as n® and any perturbations smaller than the window size should not change the result.

Another remark is that, Theorem [2.1] also holds for an OPE associated with a varying weight u,, with
varying recurrence coeflicients a;, and b;, such that

sup lajn —al = 0n™*"), sup |bjn — bl =0n™*"). (20)

a a
2+£ 2+€

j=n—n jzn-n

Though assumption (20) is slightly weaker than the assumption (16), in most reasonable examples of or-
thogonal polynomial ensembles, the measures of such are of bounded supports. Typically, there is no scaling
with 7 in such cases. Hence, Theorem [2.1]is stated for non-varying cases. To maintain the consistency of
the proofs in this paper, we will use (20) in the proof of Theorem [2.1]in Section [9]

2.3 Results on Varying Weights

Now, we state the results about varying weights. Given an OPE () with respect to the real Borel measure
H, with finite moments, let the recurrence coefficients associated with measure u, be a;, and b, defined by

(1) and (12).

Let0 <a <2and ¢ € (0,1 — %) small. Define 199 10 be an indexing set
1[99 = (jeN:n-n3** < j<n+ni*e), (21)
In Theorems 2.2 and [2.3] we will assume the recurrence coefficients are slowly varying as the follows.

Condition 2.1. There exist absolute constants co,c1 > 0 such that, for all j € I (where I is defined
as (1)) and n € N,

co <lajnl <c1, |bjal<ci, (22)

@0 = ajotal € 5 1bjn = bjeral < . (23)

The parameter « is the same as the “scaling” parameter in the mesoscopic linear statistics. Condition [2.1]
means that we only assume the recurrence coefficients of order around n with a window size of n®/>*¢ are
bounded and slowly varying. As we will show, to prove the mesoscopic limit of the linear statistics, it is
enough to consider recurrence coefficients of orders only inside this window. Many interesting examples in
random matrix theories satisfy this condition and it is not hard to verify this. The recurrence coefficients
from Theorem|I.2) will satisfy this condition, and so are those from the classical (hypergeometric) orthogonal
polynomials along the Askey scheme when scaled (cf. [22]).

We will zoom in around a point xg, that may depend n, such that

X0 = bp-1n =2 \apnan-1,+0o(n”“) ontheleft, or xo = by_1y+2 \annan-1,+o(n” "), ontheright. (24)

Hence, for varying weights, instead of b + 2a in Theorem [2.1) we centre xp around the points b,_;, +

2 Van,nan—l,n-



Now we are going to state our general theorems for varying weights. Recall that X}") , defined in (@), is
. . . . . . ,(l’,X()
the mesoscopic linear statistics of an OPE for a test function f around the point xg.

Theorem 2.2. Consider 0 < « < . Assume there is an & € (0,1 — 5) such that Conditionis satisfied for

all j e I,(f ) and n € N. Then, for any f € CL(R), the following converges in distribution as n — oo
(n) (n)
X —E[XD |- NO,o, (25)
where

2\ £(_A2
ff (f( X ) f( y )) dxdy’ fOr Xp = bn—l,n +2 VannQn-1n + 0(7’1_(’)7 (26)
of = 82 ) Jee

2y _ 2
o2 = sz (f(x) f(y >) dxdy,  for xo = bu-1n — 2 Nam@rin + 0(n™). on
8 R2

Theorem only deals with the case 0 < @ < % For soft edges with square root decay, this is optimal.
But for hard edges, the result should also hold for 0 < @ < 2. We will show that this is true under additional
assumptions. Indeed, Theorems and [2.2] are special cases of the following.

Theorem 2.3. Consider 0 < a < 2. Assume thereisan e € (0,1 — %) such that the Conditionis satisfied
forall j € I and n € N. Also assume the following holds, as n — oo

2 —a—
max |djndj-2n = dj 1, = o(n™ %), (28)
]GI
_3a_
mg}i) (b] ILn — X0 — aj,n)aj—Z,n - (bj—Z,n - X0 — aj—l,n)aj—l,n| =o(n 27°). (29)
JEI,

Then, for any f € C C(R), as n — oo, the following converges in distribution

X[h o ~E|X[) | = M., (30)

where O'?» is given by and (27).

Note that the Condition[2.1|implies that (Z8) and (Z9) hold for all @ € (0, 2). Hence, these two assumptions
only take effect when a > %. In other words, Theoremis a direct consequence of Theorem

These conditions are technical appearing in the proof. To understand where they come from, more back-
ground is needed. We will postpone the explanations to the end of Subsection

There are two examples that motivate conditions (28)) and (29). First, it is shown in [24] that the recurrence
coeflicients of the modified Jacobi polynomials with measure (3) satisfies a stronger sense of slowly varying,
ie.,

la;—aj-1l= O™, |b;—bj1l = 0G™), as j — oo.

Note that there is no scaling in this model, and we remove the second subscription n from the notations.
Hence, the conditions (28)) and (29)) are satisfied for all 0 < @ < 2. The limit of mesoscopic fluctuations
holds for all @ € (0, 2), .i.e., Theorem[I.1] For details, see proof of Theorem [I.T]in Section[§]

Another motivation of the conditions is the Laguerre ensemble, where there is a hard edge on the left (at
0). In this case, we have a;, = +/j(j +¥)/n, bj, = 2j+ 7y + 1)/nand xo = 0. Taking y = 0, it is easy to
check that assumption (28) holds for all 0 < @ < 2 and the left-hand side of [29] vanishes for all j. Hence,
Theorem [2.Tapplies and we obtain the the limit of mesoscopic fluctuations for all @ € (0, 2) at the hard (left)
edge. As is observed in the Laguerre case, assumptions in Theorem [2.3|reveals that although the recurrence
coefficients are not slowly varying in a stronger sense, cancellation exists that leads to an order reduction.
For general y > 0, Theorem [2.3]also applies, see Subsection [I0.T|for details.

9



2.4 Overview of the Rest of the Paper

The rest of the paper is organised as the following.

In the Preliminaries, Section 3] we introduce the cumulant expansion of OPEs. We will express it in terms
of recurrence coefficients. Special care is needed in the case where the moment problem is indeterminate.
We will also present the main tool of analysis, an estimate of a three-diagonal matrix with slowly varying
entries and explain why the usual Combes-Thomas estimate is insufficient for our setup.

The varying weights are more difficult to prove than the non-varying ones. Hence, most of the content of
this paper is to develop techniques for the varying weights, the proof of which we will show first.

In Section 4] we provide the proof of Theorem [2.3] We illustrate the essence of proof by demonstrating
several key propositions. The proofs of these key propositions are deferred in later Sections [5][6] and [7]

In Section[8] we explore the conditions of Theorem[2.3|and subsequently prove Theorems|I.1] [2.2]and[1.2]
in that specific order.

Theorem [2.1|requires a different strategy of proof than the other theorems, since it is essentially a result
of non-varying weights. It is explained and proved in Section [9]

In Section[I0] we give several examples that Theorems are applicable. There includes examples
of continuous and discrete weights.

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we will introduce some notations and recall some preliminary facts regarding cumulants for
linear statistics. We will follow the approach proposed by Breuer and Duits, [[14, [23]. They are the first
to discover that the cumulants of the linear statistics can be expressed in terms of the Jacobi (semi-finite)
matrix corresponding to the measure y, that defines the OPE. This discovery successfully leads to several
results about linear statistics of OPEs, regrading both global and mesoscopic scales. This approach can also
be applied to extended-OPEs that have extra parameters indicating the time transition, that rises naturally in
many random tiling models, see [26, 27].

We will also introduce the Combes-Thomas estimate, which is an essential element proving the meso-
scopic limit in the bulk, [14]. However, as we will explain in this section, at the edges, it is too rough and
its improvement is required. To this end, we will introduce a formula for symmetric tri-diagonal matrices,
that is well-known, but a key element for what follows.

3.1 Some Notations

We start this section by some notations that we will use, for a general reference see [28]. For a compact
operator A on a (separable) Hilbert space, we denote the singular values by o ;(A), which are the square
roots of the eigenvalues of the compact self-adjoint operator A*A. Then we define

1. ||A|le := sup o j(A) to be the operator norm,

2. ||Ally = 20 j(A) to be the trace norm,

3. ||Allz == /Zj a'J-(A)2 to be the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Then we have the following inequalities

10



1. For j =1,2,c0,
IABI; < llAll;lIBll,  IIABIl; < [lAllolBIl

IABIl; < [|All2[IBI]2.

2. If A 1s trace class,
| Tr A < [|A]l;y.

We will frequently view a semi-finite matrix A = ((A)i, j)i N with entries (A); ; € C, as an operator on (N).
Then . "
llo < > sup [(Adeir
k

Jj=—00

Al < > A,

ij=1

o 1/2
Al = [Z |<A)i,,~|2] :

ij=1

’

If A is further Hermitian, n € C with Im 5 # 0 and Id is the identity operator, the following holds

_ 1
A = pId) Yoo < ——. @31)
[ Im 7|

Note that among many trace norm inequalities, the one above may not be the optimal nor elegant one.
However, in our cases, it is sufficient.
3.2 Bounded and Unbounded Jacobi Operators

Let the Jacobi matrix J be an semi-finite tri-diagonal matrix associated with the measure , with entries
being the recurrence coefficients defined as (T1)) and (12), i.e.,

bO,n aln
ain bl,n azn
T = an bon azp ) (32)

asp b3,n a4.n

Such 9 is also called the Jacobi operator associated with the measure y,,, viewed as a linear operator from
I’(N) to I>(N) acting on the space of finite sequences. It is a bounded linear operator only if both sequences
{a;n}j and {b;,}; are bounded. For example, J is bounded for the Chebyshev polynomials where the
recurrence coefficients are constants. However, in many cases 7 is not necessarily a bounded operator. For
example, J is unbounded for the Hermite and Laguerre polynomials where a, tends to infinity as j — oo.
These examples are included in Section Breuer and Duits studied the resolvent of bounded 4 and they
successfully obtained the mesoscopic fluctuations in the bulk for the non-varying cases [14]. However,
though 7 is symmetric with all entries real numbers, its resolvent is only well-defined if 7 is a self-adjoint
operator. However, J is essentially self-adjoint, if and only if the measure y, is fully characterized by its

moments, see Theorems 6.10. and 6.16 in [29]. In terms of recurrence coefficients, that is if 3 ;5 a;l

jn = 1

11



the moment problem is determinant. If {b;,}; is bounded, a;_ ,a;41,, < a? , forall j > jo for some jo € N
and )’ js| aj‘.rll < 400, the moment problem is indeterminate. See Corollary 6.19. in [29] and Theorem 1.5 in

[30]. For example, for Freud weight du,(x) = e gy, v > 0, shown in [31}[32], the recurrence coefficients
have the asymptotics as

.1
ain=cy(2) A+ 0G), asjo e, andby, =0, (33)
n
where ¢, is an universal constant only depending on . For a precise statement, see Section @} Hence, its
Jacobi operator is essentially self-adjoint if and only if y > 1.
In the rest of the paper, we will avoid calling a general J an operator and only treat it as an infinite
tri-diagonal matrix, which is always well-defined as (32)). We will construct a bounded linear operator from

2(N) to [2(N) associated with 7, that will be suitable for our further analysis.
Let P(x) be the column vector of the orthonormal polynomials

P(x) = (pou(x), pra(x), - )T, (34)

where the superscript 7 is the transpose of a vector. We define a semi-finite matrix
G, = f(x - z)_lP(x)P(x)Td,un(x), zeC, Imz#0. 35)
R

Note that each entry of G, is well-defined and bounded, i.e.,

‘ f (x =27 pja(X)Pra(x)du(x)| < f Pjn(X)Pien(X)dp(x)
R [Imz] [ Jg
1
< —— || Pin()7dun(x) | pra(x)°dpn(x)| = ——, (36)
|Imz| |Jr R | Im z]
where we use the fact ’(x - z)‘lﬂ < llnln_zl for the first inequality, the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for the

second inequality and the normality of the orthonormal polynomials for the last equality.

Lemma 3.1. For any z € C with Imz # 0, G. represents a bounded linear operator from P(N) to I*(N),
given the canonical basis in I>(N). Its operator norm is bounded by

G-l < |Imz|™". (37)

Proof. Note that in the case where y, = u is non-varying or generally g, is varying with its moment
problem being determinant, J give a self-adjoint operator and its resolvent is well defined. By the recurrence
relations, we have G, = (J — z)~!. The lemma holds directly.

However, in the case where moment problem is indeterminant, and ./ does not admits an unique self-
adjoint extension, a more careful treatment is required.

Define the multiplication operator M : Lz(yn) - Lz(un) via Mh(x) = xh(x), for h € Dom(M) =: {h €
L*(u,) : Mh € L*(u,)}. Hence, (M —z)~! exists, in particular, (M —2) " a(x) = (x—2)~ h(x), for h € L*(uy,).
The multiplication operator M is self-adjoint and hence its operator norm is bounded by

[M=27Y|, <Mmz". (38)

12



Lete; = (0,0,...,1,0,0,... )T be the J-th vector of the canonical basis for 2(N), i.e., the sequence with
only the j-th element to be 1 and the rests are zeros. Then, each entry of G, equals to

(e, Gzep)p = fR (x = 27" pjo1 (D) pre1 (X)dpn (%)

(39)

= [ M= b a0 = (M= i), -

72
Let the subspace H,,, = span{p;,: j> 0} (i) be the closure of the the linear space spanned by the or-

thonormal polynomials. Clearly, L?(u,) = H,, & Wlfn CLet P : L2(uy,) = ‘H,,, be the orthogonal projection
operator onto H,,,. Define an unitary operator U : H,,, + [>(N) such that Up;, = ej+1. Then (B9 shows
that

G.=UP M- 'Pu . (40)

Therefore, G, is a bounded operator and
Gl < [|M =27, - (41)
Hence, ||G.]|., < |Imz|~". o

Note that the equality of (#T]) holds only if the space L?(u,) can be spanned by the polynomials {p it
By the three-term recurrence relation (TT]) and (T2)), G, as an infinite matrix defined in (33) is the algebraic
inverse of J — z, i.e., the following holds entry-wise as an infinite matrix,

1, =k,
(T =G i = (GoT - ) = { . j e 42)

For any bounded operator A : [ + > whose inverse A~! exists and is also a bounded linear operator, the
following holds algebraically, i.e., the following holds entry-wise as an infinite matrix,

G.-A'=G,(A-T +2A7". (43)

Note that 7 is a tri-diagonal matrix, and hence 7. A7l s always well-defined as a semi-finite matrix. If
further J — z — A represents a bounded linear operator from P(N) to I>(N), the right-hand side of (@3) can
be viewed as the operator compositions. In such case, with an abuse of terminology, we call (43) to be the
resolvent identity.

The bounded operator G, agrees with the resolvent of ./, whenever J is of self-adjoint. In such case,

G.=(J-27"

Corollary 3.1. Recall that we define G, as (35). Then, for z € C with Imz # 0, €% is well defined and
admits a formula

¥ = f eI POo)P(0)T dpty (). (44)
R

Proof. We will first prove for any k € N, by induction

Gt = fR (x — )PP dp(x). (45)
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Note that by Lemma (43) holds for k = 1. Moreover, G, is a bounded linear operator and so is G’Z‘ .
Then by the uniqueness of the representation it is sufficient to show each entry coincides. Note that by the
three-term recurrence relation we have (x—z)P(x)7 = P(x)T(J —z) and (#@?2)) algebraically (i.e., to understand
the equation entry-wise as infinite matrices). Use the induction hypothesis to obtain the following, which
holds algebraically, (i.e., to understand the following equations entry-wise as semi-finite matrices),

Gt = f (x = 2 * PP dpn(0)G, = f (x = 2 P@)(x - )P dya ()G,
R R
= f (x = ™ PP dun(x)(T - 2)G; = f (x = ™ PP) dun(x).  (46)
R R

Recall that G’Z‘Jrl is a bounded linear operator and the matrix representation of a bounded linear operator is
unique. Hence, we conclude (@3] by induction.
Now we have algebraically, (i.e., to understand the following entry-wise as semi-finite matrices),

G* 1 1
=y aElm fR (=) PP dpa) = ) 15 fR (x = )PP dpty(x)

>0 k>0 k>0

= fRZkl(x—zr"P(x)P(x)Tdﬂn(x)= fR O PCOP() dta(x). (47)

!
k=0
Note that the fourth equality above is valid due to fR l(x — 2)7% Pi(X)pr(0)ldp,(x) < |Im 7% by the same
argument as (36). By Lemma 3.1} €% is a bounded linear operator, and we conclude the corollary. O

3.3 Cumulants via Recurrence Relations

For areal-valued random variable X, whose moments are all finite, the cumulants C,,,(X) are uniquely defined
by the cumulant generating function, for t € C,

Xy _ "
log E[e™] = > —Cun(X).

m>1"""

From this expression, the moments of X can be recovered from its cumulants and vice versa. For example,
the mean and variance of X are given by C1(X) and C»(X) respectively. Note also that, if X follows a
Gaussian distribution, we have log E[¢/X] = 1C|(X) + ?C»(X)/2.

Hence, to show that the linear statistics X}’,’()y,xo of an OPE as defined as (2) converges to a Gaussian distri-
bution for a suitable class of test functions f, it is sufficient for us to study the asymptotic behaviour of its
cumulants. First, we consider the test function f to be

1

x—A,

M
fx)=1Im > d, (48)
r=1

where M € N, d, € R, Im takes the imaginary part of a complex number, and Im 4, > 0. We point out that
any compactly supported and continuously differentiable function can be well approximated by such f in a
certain Lipschitz space. This claim will be explained in Lemma 4.1} which is a result in [[14].
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Denote A, to be the complex conjugate of 1 j- Then f can be rewritten as

2M

1
f(x) - ;Crx_nr’
& r=1,....M A r=1,....M
where ¢, =17, Ny =<— . (49
_’2;;‘4 r=14+M,...,2M Ar—mt r=1+M,...,2M
and, for some xp € R, define
() = f(n(x = x0))- (50)
2M c
ST = fR Feta PP dy(0) = ) Gy (51)
r=1

where G, , » is defined as (35). Note that féﬁo(j ) is not necessarily a self-adjoint operator on *(N).

However, this is true if and only if the measure y, is determined by its moments. Nevertheless, similar to

the properties of G, in general, the following holds for fggo 9.

Corollary 3.2. f(gfl,zo(j ) is a well defined infinite matrix and entries are real and symmetric, i.e.,
(e (D), = (fee(D),, = (fa2(D), » JkeN, (52)

where the overline is the complex conjugate. Moreover, fé")zo () represents a bounded linear operator from
P(N) to (N). Its operator norm is estimated by

y 2M ¢,
a,xo(j)“oo : ; ‘Im nr

(n)
100 ()

. (33)

Furthermore, the bounded linear operator e
canonical basis of B(N),

is also well-defined with matrix representation, under the

D — f 50 P() () dpt (). (54)
R

Proof. By definition (48) and (51), it is clear that féf’go(j ) has real and symmetric entries. By Lemma
and the definition (51)), fc(,'go(j ) : (N) » PA(N) is a bounded linear functional, due to linearity. The
estimate (53)) follows form triangle inequality and Lemma 3.1} The second statement (54) follows from the
same argument as Corollary O

Breuer and Duits obtained a beautiful formula of the cumulant generating function of the linear statistics
in terms of J, see the preliminaries of [[14]. They showed the formula for J being a bounded infinite matrix.
By Corollary @], we now extend their result to general 7, which can be unbounded.

Lemma 3.2 (Breuer-Duits). The cumulant generating function for the linear statistics X}"L)I o of an OPE has
the following determinantal structure,

fra.xo

log E [exp (1X?" )] = log det (Id +P, (ef-féiﬂ)-o‘J ) Id) P,,), (55)

where f(g’;o(j ) is defined in (51)), 1d is the identity operator and P, is a cardinal projection onto the first n
coordinates.
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Proof. Note that the Vandermonde determinant admits the following formula

[] @i-xp= ,1—det(p,-_l,n<x,-)>;f,-=1 (56)

1<i<j<n J=1 Yin

where p;, is the orthonormal polynomial and y;, is its leading coeflicients.
Hence, use (I)) to obtain that

1 £ ) (. 2
E[exp(ixy, )| = A f f l—[e'f"**'ﬂ(x’) (det(pj-1aCai))} 1oy ) Hn(x1) -+ - dptn ()
=n

1 (. n n
= f f det(e 0 p iy i)l det(pj 1 n ) tiner) - dita(i), (57)

where Z, > 0 is some normalising constant. Recall the Andreiéf’s identity, for a measure u and measurable
functions fj,g; € Lz(u) forj=1,...n,

[ [ae(son) detlescn),, dutrnducsy =ntaer( [ piogeoun)
: : k=1
Then, .
E[exp (i) )] = 2 det ( f e’ﬁgﬁo()‘)pj_l,n(x)p,-_1,n<x>dun<x>) . (59)
n Jk=1

Rewrite it in the matrix form and use Corollary |3.2|to obtain

Joaxo

Elexp (X0, )| = & det (P ¥4 p, 4 0,). (60)
n

where P, is the canonical projection onto the first n coordinates.
In particular, take = O to obtain E[1] = ;—' det (P, + Q). Hence Z, = n!. This concludes the Lemma.
]

Breuer and Duits also computed the cumulants in Sections 2.2 and 2.3 of [14], which we extend and
formulate as the following lemma. We also give the proof for completeness.

Lemma 3.3 (Breuer-Duits). The cumulants for the linear statistics X}n; o of an OPE can be expressed to be

CIX" ) =EIXY 1= Tr(Pafin(T)P). ©1)
Form > 2
Cn(X{ ) =
- o T (P (£ D) Pa(F2D) Pa o (J2) Pa) = Tr (£, () " )
Z:;‘ 11+--~+;m,l,~21 ht---1;! )
(62)
In particular,
Co(X{" ) = Var[X[" 1= Tr(Pufyy (D) Qufa(T)Pn). (63)
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Proof. Note that for any non-singular square matrix A, we have logdet A = Trlog A. Similarly,
log det (Id + P, (e’fif?og ) ld) P,,) — Trlog (Id L P, (effi'zo(f ) Id) Pn) . (64)

Then for ¢ sufficiently small, we expand the log and exp and reorder the summations to obtain,

1ogIE[exp(tX(") ] Tr Z( b ( (etf‘wo(j)—ld)Pn)j

had 1)J+1 i+l o o b o ;
SR AL ) Pa (D) Pa-- (i) P
=1 h2lh=l,. 21 at..d
n n b (n) L

SESRE Te (P (A2D)" Pa(FD) Pa o (20 ) )
ZAZI 1 WIZAH Wb !
j=l m=j | +eetlj=ml>

© & (py T (P (F) ' Pa (£ D) Pa- (F82() )

:;mzzjt J L+t Tomi ;21 Lb!. . 1)

D! 5 T( s (£ D) Pa (£ ) Pa o (£ Pn)

N (6)

li+e+lj=m,lj>1

Then the cumulants of the linear statistics can be written in the following way, by expanding the right-hand

side of (63))

; (n) I (n) h - I
Cm(X(’z,xo) =m! i (_1).J+1 Tr (Pn (.f(l,xo(j)) Py ( a,xo(j)) Py,... ( (Lx()(j)) Pn)
J=1

(66)

ll+~~-+lj:m,l,~21

Similarly to (63)), by expanding the logarithm and exponential and reordering the summations, we obtain

e (_1)] xll+"‘+lj X (_1)] P
X _ _ _
log(1 +( 1))‘2 )] _ZZ j 2 En

Jj=1 h21,h>1,..,0>1 j=1 m=j li++lj=m,l;>1

o] m
-1y 1
- mez ( ') R

m=l =1 heedEmgz J

for all x € R. Note that log(1 + (¢* — 1)) = x. Hence, Z;.”Zl % Dl totli=m 21 ﬁ = 0 forallm > 2.
Then, for m > 2, (66) can be rewritten to be (62) i

For any linear operator A, we define

me 1)J+1 Tr(A)" P, ... (AP, — Te(A™P,)

(n) .
Cn'(A) = nl. 1

(67)

11+---+lj:m,l,'21

The extra term Tr(A™ P,) enables us to have good estimates of the cumulants. We will use this extensively
to show that the cumulants of the linear statistics of an OPE only depends on the recurrence coefficients
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of order around n, given assumptions of Theorem (cf. Proposition d.4). Another consequence is the
following lemma, which is a by-product of Lemma 2.2 in [33]]. We will state it in terms of linear operators
and give a proof for completeness.

Lemma 3.4 (Breuer-Duits). For a bounded linear operator A, whose matrix representations under the
carnonial basis of 2(N) is such that

A jp = A)jg,  JkelN. (68)
Then we have for m > 2

n 2 m— m n
lci | < \/;m!m3/2||ﬂ||oo 2¢"CI (A). (69)

In particular, for |t| < (e||Alle)~", there exists some constant ¢ > 0 such that

2,

m>2

"
—Cy(A)
m

< c?CY(A. (70)

Note that in the original work, this lemma holds for A to be self-adjoint. However, it is clear in the proof
that we can relax it to the condition (68]), which we will show below.

Proof. Recall the definition of a commutator of two operators [A, B] = AB — BA.
For m = 2 the estimate holds trivially.
Form > 3 Let Q,, = Id — P,. We write

APy = APy + Q) APy + Qp) - AP,
By expanding the formula above, we find
APy APy = APy = AN QuAPP, - AP, - AVRQ AP, - AP,
— Ahthth Qnﬂhpn .. .y(ljpn - = ﬂlﬁ"'*lf*lQnﬂlan. 71
Using the cyclic property of the trace, we get

J
Te (AP, - AYP,) = Tr (A"P,) = - Z Tr (A Py - Py AU P, ANt 9, AP, ). (72)
k=2

Note that since P,P, = P, and Q,, = Id — P,, we have, by the definition of a commutator, BQ,AP,, =
—[B, P,][A, P,]P,. Therefore,

Py 0, APy = — (AN Py LAY, PPy (73)

Plug into (72)), use the trace norm inequality |[ABC]||; < ||Allsl|Bll2]ICll> to obtain

J
[Te (A Py AR, = Te (AP < DA Al e Pl A R, 74)
k=2
For any / € N, by writing
]
(AL P = > AT[A PJA, (75)
j=1
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we see that ”[ﬂl,Pn]”2 <AL A, Pl Givenl; +--- + l; = m, we have, from (74),

[Te (A Py -+ AVP,) = T (A Py)| < (= D LA A, oI (76)
Hence, we have form > 3
S 1
(1) m-2
C0| < mmA A2 A PAB Y, Y T (77)
J=2 i+l =m > 1
Now, by expanding m™ = (1 + - - - + 1)™ and Stirling’s approximation
m 1 m m
ooy s l.'<m—’s i (78)
ey BT LR A V2rm
Note that by the definition of commutator,
1
CY/(A) = Tr AQ, AP, = 5 THA, P[Py, Al (79)

Since A satisfies (68), P, AP, and P, AP, AP, are self-adjoint. We have C(Z") (A) = % [I[A, Pn]”%- There-
fore, plug into to obtain that, for m > 3,

2
CH(A) < \/;mzm3/2||ﬂ||’;1‘2emc;”)(ﬂ). (80)
Note that, },,>» m3 2| A2 e 2 < oo, for 1] < (e||Allo)”!. We conclude this lemma. O

Rather than to study the series directly, Lemma allows us to study the asymptotics of each cumulant
as n — oo and to apply the dominated convergent theorem to the series
Let us define F' := n® é";o (). Then, by definition (31)), F = Y2 Cero +2-, which is a bounded linear
operator due to Corollary [3.2] Then, for m > 2, !
( (n) ) — C(ﬂ)(n—aF) — n—mafc(”)(F) (81)
Cm faxo m m ’

where cf,’,” on the right-hand side is given by (67). The study of the cumulants of the mesoscopic linear
statistics for large n, then, boils down to the asymptotic behaviour of G, , », defined in (33)). In the case

. .. . . . . -1
that  is self-adjoint, G , »- is the equivalent to the resolvent of the Jacobi operators, i.e., (j - X0 — Z—{,)

3.4 Combes-Thomas Estimate and its Limitation

In our analysis, we will need to estimate entries of the resolvent that are far away from the main diagonal.
One way of doing that (which is successful in [14]) is by the Combes-Thomas estimate [34]]. However, for
our purpose, this Combes-Thomas estimate is not sufficient, and we will use conditions in Theorem [2.3]to
improve the estimate. Before doing so, we will recall the Combes-Thomas estimate and show its limitations
for our purposes.
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Combes-Thomas Estimate Given n € C with Imn # 0. Consider

by a
J=|" b a —(xo+ )14 (82
- an bz as X0 na ’ )

where bj, xo € R, 0 < a; < c for some constant ¢ > 0 and /d is the identity operator. Then for any j, k € N

we have
a

2n in(p maly
Jo! ’ < — min{1, )kl 33

For a proof of the Combes—Thomas estimate, see [34] or Proposition 2.3. in [14].

Note that the Combes-Thomas estimate works for both varying a;, and b;, and non-varying a; and b; .
Here we omit the second subscript for the convenience of following discussions.

The Combes-Thomas estimate is a useful result and is successful in studying the bulk universality for
OPEs, see [14]. However, in our set up, it has some major limitations. First of all, a; or a;, can be
unbounded. In case of the scaled Hermite polynomials (corresponding to the Gaussian unitary ensemble of

the random matrix theory) we have a;, = \/; and b, = 0. However, in the cumulant expansion (62)), one

only needs to estimate J~!P,. The following argument enables us to replace J by a truncated version. Take
[ = 1 for example. Take N = n + ¢ for some ¢ > 0 and define

JN = PNJPN + QN-
By the resolvent identity and the trace norm inequality, we have
N = I DPalls < 177 ol = In) IR Palr. (84)

Recall that Jy is a block matrix and N > n. Hence, J;,l P, = PNJ;,1 P,. Also, recall that J and Jy are
tri-diagonal matrices. Hence, the only non-zero entry of (J — Jy)Py is the N + 1, N-th entry whose value is
ay. Now we estimate the trace norm with entries, i.e.,

U = I Pl = 10 = )P Pl < D Jax (75 (85)
k=1

N,k‘ )

Then, we only need to estimate (J;,l )jk for j=Nandk=1,2,...,n We use the Combes-Thomas estimate

for Jy to conclude that (83) is exponentially small if § > n®. Note that ||J oo < ﬁ, and hence (84) is
exponentially small as well. Recall that the cumulant formula given by (67). This implies that the difference
of the second cumulants Cg")(J ~1) and C(Z")(le,l) is exponentially small. The cumulants of higher order can
also be compared in a similar way. The truncation Jy can be a good estimate of J in the cumulant.

However, this reveals a second limitation. This argument works well for 6 = ## and 0 < & < 8 < 1,
which is not good enough near the edge. In some examples, for instance, the modified Jacobi case, we want
to zoom in further and need an estimate that holds for any 0 < @ < 2.

Note that if J is a Toeplitz operator, the Combes-Thomas estimate can be improved near the edges. For
example, take b;, = 0 and a;, = 1, which are the recurrence coeflicients for Chebyshev polynomials. Take

xo = 2. One can use Wiener-Hopf factorization to compute the resolvent explicitly, that is
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T () 1 !
(J )j,k 1 - w(n)? (w(n)'f"" ¥ w(n)f+k)’ (®0

where 1

) 1
2+n%+((2+n%) —4)2

2
We take the principle square root so that [w(7)| > 1. Hence, we estimate,

w(n) =

’(J_l )j,k‘ < dynfe K, ®7)

for some constant di,d, > 0. Hence, we tell that for |j — k| > n? with 0 < % < B <1, |(J‘1)jk| 18

exponentially small. One should note that 5 < f is possible since the spectral density of J vanishes at the
edge of the spectrum as a square root. If xo € (=2,2) is chosen, we will still get the region of exponential
decaytobe 0 <a < < 1.

Therefore, these limitations suggest a finer estimation about J5!, which should resemble (87), for some
special class of J. In a nutshell, the Combes-Thomas estimate works for general Jacobi matrices, but can be
improved under further conditions.

3.5 Inversion of a Symmetric Tri-diagonal Matrix

Recall that Jy is a tri-diagonal symmetric matrix. To find the inverse of such a matrix is a classical algebraic
question and can be reduced to compute the first and last columns of J;,l. For a review, see [35]. Here we
only present the expressions needed.

Let us look at some general properties of an N X N non singular symmetric tri-diagonal matrix with
aje R,bjeR,NeN,andz € C,

by ai
ar b a
a by a3

JN = . . . - Zld’ (88)

an-2 bnoo an-—y
an-1 bn-y

where Id is the identity matrix.
Then for j < k

B . diat--d
Uy = D aap g =, (89)
S On
L djrdy
Jh. . = J—, 90
(N)]!] 616N ( )
where dy = by-1 —zand, forall j=1,---N — 1, d; are solutions to the following difference equation
:
dj=bj_1—Z— . (91)
dj+1
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We also have 61 = by — zand, forall j = 2,--- N, ¢; are solutions to the following difference equation
6j:bj_1—z——. (92)

Note that J;,l is symmetric and we have (J;,l)k, i= (Jg,l) k- Hence, we have an expression for each entry.
In the following we will linearize both difference equations above and rewrite the inverse formula in
different ways that are suitable for our further analysis.

Linearization of the difference equation I

Recursively define 3; by

Bj _ aj-1 .
By =an-1, Pn-1=byo1-z, ——=-= forj=1,...,N.
Bj-1  d;
Hence, 3; is the solution to the following linear difference equation, by (91)),
. . 0 1
(ﬂ'BJ ):Aj(’gf”), where A :2( 4G (p 1 ), 93)
-1 Bi @ (b1 ‘Z)aj__l
for j=2,...,N — 1. Iteratively,
i ) = Ajhjur Ao | P ) ©4)
J-1 N-1

Let Ny € N and Ny < N. Take the ratio of (JX/l )jk and (J;,l)jN which are found by (89) or (90), and we
s 5INO
rewrite the inversion formula for j < Ny < k to be

-1\ _ k-No Bk (-1

(JN )j,k =D ,B_No (JN

One purpose of the coming Section [3] is to show that in the case b; = bj, — X0, a; = ajn, 2 = /0%,

N = n+2mn®?*%3 and Ny = n — 2mn®?*¢/3 for m € N, given assumptions of Theorem we have

Bi/Bn,| < e=2¢=Nom™" ' for some constant dy > 0. The same is also true for the case b; = b = 2mnel /3 gy =

X0> Aj = Ajyp_ompalrvels y» 2 = N[N N = 4mn®/?*¢/3 and Ny = 2mn®/>*%/3 for m € N. Hence, we have an

estimate as in Proposition[4.1] which is an analogue of the exponential part of (§7).

To this end, the following quantities are essential in this estimate. The eigenvalues of A; are

)JLNO . (95)

2 2 2
bj—l —Z+((bj—1 —Z) —4ajaj_1) bj—l —Z—((bj—l —Z) —4a‘,~a‘,~_1)
+ . T o=
w! = 5 . = . (96)

The square root is taken with respect to the principle branch, so that Ia)}rl > |a)]‘.|, whenever Re(b; — z) > 0.
Note that A; can be diagonalized as

-1 1 1 (,4)+ 0
Aj=ViQ;V:", whereV; = ot o Q= .
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Also of importance is

w

1 wh—wt W, - W,
Mj = Vj_IVjH —1d = _—( _/'_ ]++1 / _ ]+1) (97)
J Jj+l J

Wi W Wi N
where Id is the identity matrix.

Note that Proposition 4. 1|only matches the exponential part of (87). To match the n®/? factor of (§7)), we
need the following ingredients as well.

Linearization of the difference equation 11

Similarly, we recursively define y; by

. a:
vi=ai, 7Y»=0by—7z, Y = forj=1,...,N.
Yjr1 0
Then y; also admits a recursive formula by equation (92))
. . 1
Vi) = B-(y’_l) where B; = ( 0- ] (98)
(7j+1) Nvi ) T (bj- —z)alj ’
forall j=2,...,N — 1. The matrix B; is called the transfer matrix for ;. Iteratively

(71 ):Bij_l ...Bz(”).
Y+l Y2

Choose any ay # 0 (e.g. One can pick ay = ay-1), rewrite (89) and (90) by S8; and y;, and we have
another inversion formula for any j < k

D"y B
Bnanyn+1
Note that the inverse formula is independent on the choice of ay since ayyy+1 = ynon and yy and oy are
independent of ay. Also note that Jy is symmetric, and hence we have an expression for all entries.

One purpose of the coming Section@ is to show that in the case bj = b, opperrees , — Xo, aj =
Ajn—omper>+els ys 2 = N/N* N = 4mn®/>+¢/3 for m € N, we have a precise asymptotics of /By, and y il YN+
as n — oo whenever the assumptions of Theorem [2.3]are satisfied. Hence, we will have a complete analogue

to (86), cf. Proposition [4.3]

To this end, the following quantities are essential in this estimate. The eigenvalues of B; are

Ik = (99)

1 1
2 2 2 2
. bj_l—Z+((bj_1—Z) —4ajaj_1)2 bj—l—Z—((bj—l—Z) —4ajaj_1)2
. = L= . 1
J 2aj ’ /lj 2(1j ( 00)

The square root is taken with respect to the principle branch, such that |/l]f| > |/1J7|, whenever Re(b; — z) > 0.
Note that B; can be diagonalized as

| (11 (4 ©
Bj = WA;W; ', where W; = o Aj= 0 A7)
4 J

Similarly we define E;, which is an essential element for the further analysis, to be

E =W Wy—1d = ;[Af " _ﬂf_ﬂ). (101)
’ A =7 Wy =45 Ay =4

The formulae (95) and (@9) are the corner stones of key Propositions 4.1 and [4.3| respectively.
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4 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we decompose the proof of Theorem [2.3]into a number of propositions, which we will prove
in the upcoming sections, cf. Sections[5} [6} and[7]
Our strategy is to first prove Theorem [2.3|for some special test functions as described in (@9) , i.e.,

2M

1
f(x)zzcrx_]7

r=1

r

for some 77, € {x + iylx € R,y # 0}, in Subsection 4.1 Then, extend this result to compactly supported and
continuously differentiable test functions in Subsection 4.2

4.1 Proof of Theorem 2.3|for Special Class of Test Functions

Recall that J defined in (32) is the Jacobi matrix associated with an OPE and fg’;o () is defined as (51).
Let us further define

SO =T =z = Fi=n £, (). (102)

Recall that we say xo € R is near the edges if one of the conditions in (24) is satisfied. Recall, from
Section [3.3] that the m-th cumulant with m > 2 for the mesoscopic linear statistics is given, via (62)), by

m
(n) _ (=1
C (Xfaxo nam Z

That is Cm(X(") ) = C(") (n®F) or equivalently n"mCm(X(") ) = C,(,'Z)(F ), as in the relation (8T)). To show

f.a,xo faxo

that the limiting fluctuations of X}()Z ., are Gaussian, it is sufficient to show that the second cumulant con-
verges to a positive number and all cumulants of order m > 3 converge to zero, as indicated by Lemma 3.4]

It turns out that the asymptotics of the m-th cumulant (m € N) only depends on the recurrence coefficients
of order around n, i.e., aj,, bj, forall j ~ nasn — oo. The precise window depends on the scale considered.
This has been observed in various setups as in [[14} 23 27]. We will show that this is the case in our setup
as well. To this end, we will truncate the (semi-finite) Jacobi matrix J into the block around the n, n-th
entry. For technical reasons, we will conduct a two-step truncation. To be precise, let 8 = § + £ such that

0<% <ﬁ<”—“<1 Define

Tr (Fl‘ P, F’-iP,,) —Tr (F™P,)

Z ARE . (103)
NRN

A +-i—l_,-:m,l,~21

)]+1

2M
( ) n \!

Jnr:Zmnﬂ PyomnpJ “p n2mnf + On2mnb Fyvomm = Z Cr (Jnr+2mnﬁ) ’ (104)

r=1

(r) .
Jn;Zmnﬁ = Pn+2mnﬁ Qn—2mnﬁj(r)Qn—2mnﬁPn+2mn/3 + Pn—2mnﬁ + Qn+2mnﬁ’ (105)
—1

Frysomm = Z o (J0 ) (106)

The subscript n+2mn” emphasises that the relevant entries are those with indices ranging between n—2mn?
and n + 2mnP.
The following is our first finding about these truncated matrices, which is an alternative to the Combes-

Thomas estimates for J ) and Jo
n+ n+2mnf’
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n—Qm-1n

» | n-2mnf B\l
n+2mnf ( n+2mrﬁ) -
n—Qm- D
n+ 2mnP n+ 2mnP )
(r) _ n-— 2ml’l'3 J(r) -1 n— Zmnﬁ n— (2m — l)nﬁ
2 ( nx2mn ) exp small
n—Qm- DHnf
exp small
n+ 2mnP n+ 2mnP

Figure 2: Illustration of Proposition Given the entries of J (r)2 ” and J (r)2 » with both indices ranging

- 1
between n — 2mn® and n + 2mn” are well behaved, we have that the entries of (J(r)2 nﬁ) and (J(rj2 nﬁ)
are of exponentially small in the shaded areas respectively. Note that the matrices are block matrices and we

ignore the trivial blocks in the illustration.

Proposition 4.1. Let B = 5 + £ be such that 0 < § < B < "T“ < 1. Consider J described above whose
entries are (ajn, by ,)i>1. Let m € N. Assume conditions in Theorem@lare satisfied. Consider xg to be near
the edges, i.e., (24). Then there exist constants Cy > 0, dy > 0 ny € N such that, for any n > noy, j,k with
|j — k| > n® and max{j, k} > n — 2m — 1)nP,

’((Jfl’jm nﬁ)_l)j,k <Cone™* (107)
‘((Jil)zmnﬁ)_l)j,k <Conte (108)
Consequently,
|(F o) | <Con®e™ " ) (109)
|(F o) i <Cone™ " (110)

For an illustration see Figure 2] For the proof of Proposition .1} see Section[5.2]

Remark that the factor n® is not the optimal in the estimates (J (r)2m nﬁ)_ or F (?2 - These are improved
in Proposition[4.3] However, this is enough for the next step, which is the following proposition lying in the

core of the proof of Theorem [2.3]
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Proposition 4.2. Let f = 5 + £ such that 0 < § < B < “%1 < 1. Let m € Nand m > 2. Assume the

conditions in Theoremare satisfied and xo is near the edges, i.e., (24). Then there exist constants d’ > 0,
no € N, and C}, > 0 that only depend on m and M such that for all n > ng

NC(X" ) = O (F )| < Cloe™ 2. (111)

fra,xo

We give the proof for m = 2 here. The proof for general m follows the same principles, but is rather
technical and we postpone the details to Section[5.4}

Proof of Propsition[d.2]. Consider the case m = 2.
For any linear operator A, the second cumulant is

CY(A) = Tr (AP AP,) — Tr (AP,

Write Q,, := Id — P,, and
CYU(A) = — Tr (AQ,AP,) .

For any linear operators A and 8B, we can write the difference of the cumulants by adding and subtracting
extra terms to be

CYU(A) ~ CY(B) = ~ Tt (A~ B) 0 AP,) — Tt (BQ, (A~ B) Py). (112)

Assume A and B are symmetric (not necessarily Hermitian). Use the trace norm inequality ||AB||; <
IA]l1]|Bl|e to obtain

CS ) - C3(B)| < 1P (A = B) Qully (1As + 1Bles). (113)
Then take A = F as (I02) and B = F,,,5,,,» as (104). We have
-1
Py(A-B)= Y P, (GW% ~(, ) ) (114)
-1 -1
Note that .+ 2mn® > n, and we have P, (J7 )" = P, (J7 )" P,,5. Define the linear operator E

with all but two entries being zeros, i.e.,

(E)ij=(E)ji = appomp>  fori=n+2mnPand j=n+2mnP + 1,
’ ’ . (115)
(E)i,j =0, otherwise.
Hence,
» N _ 0 _ » !
Pn (Jn+2mnﬁ) (J ' Jn+2mnﬁ) = Pn (Jn+2mn/3) E. (116)

Note that the entries of matrix (I16)) are zeros except for those at the first n rows of the last column. Then
apply the resolvent identity (43)) (also see the comment below (43)) ) to (I14)) to obtain

_ (g0 _ 0
Py (ﬂ - B) - Z crPn (Jn+2mnﬁ) (J - Jn+2mnﬁ) GXO'*%’ (1 17)
p

where G, »- is given by (33)). Hence, plug (IT7) and (T16) into (TT3), use the triangle inequality to obtain

<> lel
4

CY/(F) = CY(F o)

Py (Jr(tr-:Zmnﬁ)_l EH1 ’

Gx0+:17—{’1

 UFlleo + 1Fs2mmpllco) - (118)
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The trace norm above is experientially small by (T07)) of Proposition All the operator normals are of
order O(n), since J is real symmetric and Im(,) # 0. Hence, (120) is exponentially small.
Next, we take A = F,,0,s as (104) and B = F,,5,,,» as (106). Similarly, we use the resolvent identity

-1 -1
and the fact that (Jr(zri)zm nﬁ) On =0, 0mmb (Jr(lri)zm nﬁ) 0, to obtain

((Jr(z:?Zmnﬁ)_l B (Jr(l’:_i—)Zinnﬁ)_l) On=- (Jr(l?Zmnﬁ)_l E (Jr(QZmnﬁ)_l Ons

where E only has two entries that are not zeros, i.e.,

{(E)i’j = (E~)j’,- = Ay b fori = n — 2mr® and j=n- 2mnf - 1, (119)

(E)ij =0, otherwise.

. .o -1
Note that the entries of matrix E (Jr(;r+)2mnﬁ) Q,, are zeros except for those at the last 2m#n® columns of the
first row. Hence,

< >l
_

Similarly, by (T08) of Proposition[4.1] we have that (T20) is of exponentially small.

The estimates (I18) and (T20) show that |Cm(F ) — Cu(F nﬁmnp)| is of exponentially small for m = 2.

For the general case m > 2, the algebra of the difference of the cumulants is more complicated than (T12)).
However, the strategy is similar. For details, see the complete proof of Proposition[4.2]in Section [5.4]

CY F ) = 3 (F ) (v

1
n+2mnP ) '

o o -1
B (200" 0| Pl + 1F ).

(120)

[

O

Proposition {.2] implies that it is sufficient to study the truncated operator F,,,,,,s as n — oo. By the
-1
definition of F,, 5, in (106), essentially, we are left to study the resolvent (J ") ) defined in (103).

n+2mnf
Proposition 4.3. Let 8 = 5 + £ suchthat0 < 5§ < < "T“ < 1. Assume conditions in Theorem |2.3| are
satisfied. Consider xg to be near the edges, i.e., (24). Then there exists a decomposition of (Jr(z?anﬁ) such
that
(J(r) )_1 =T (n,) + H, 121
n£2mnP = L ypaomnp\Nr niZmnﬁ(r]r) ( )

where T,y omns(1r) and H,.5,,6(1,) are such that as n — oo, for all j,k = n—2mnP, ... ,n+2mnP,

— ] {J»k}_l 1
(1 ™ —5gn(bn_10 = X0 (»)
(Tovsomnt (1)) ok = - ] |- ol " T L ED) a1y, (122)
20, (_Sg"(bn—l,nn—xo)flr ) 2 I=min{ j.k} Ap
’ Ap N

,,,,,

j,k,j+l,k+l=n—2mnﬁ,...,n+2mnﬁ,

T + . a
(Ty22mns (M) jik P o(n‘5+7), (123)
(TniZ)nn,B (]7))]+l,k+l
|(Hn ot (1)) j7k| < Cn? (e—dn‘%<max{j,k}—n+2mnﬁ) N e_dn‘%(n+2mn/3_min{ j,k})), (124)

for some constant C,d > 0.
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For the proof of Proposition see Section [6.2]

Compared with (86), (IZ1)) can be regarded as an analogue of the inverse formula of a Toeplitz operator.
Formula (I22)) implies that the entries along the same diagonals of 7),,,,,,s are almost the same. The error
is controlled by (123).

Note that the trace norm of H,,»,,,s(17,) is much smaller than that of the T,,,,,..,s(n,) by (124). We will
also show that its contribution to the cumulant is exponentially small in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Let = 5 + 5 suchthat0 < 5 < B < 0‘“ < 1. Let m € N and m > 2. Assume conditions
in Theorem[2.3|are satisﬁed Consider xg to be at the edges Then there exists a constant C,, > 0 that only
depends on m and M such that

<l e (125)

n™"Cp(X{ )= Ch (Z & Tnsomnb (m))

p
for all n > ng for some constant ng € N.

For the proof of Proposition see Section[6.3]

Proposition 4.2] implies that the asymptotics of the cumulants of the mesoscopic linear statistics is re-
duced to studying the operator 7, ,5,,,5 (17,). To this end, we will show the cumulant generating function of
o Cr T iomms () converges to that of a Gaussian. That is an analogue of the strong Szegd’s limit theorem to
this operator whose non-trivial block is close to a Toeplitz matrix but entries vary slowly along the diagonals.

Proposition 4.5. Let 8 = § + £ such that 0 < § < < C’%l < 1. Assume conditions in Theorem are
satisfied. Consider x to be at the edges. The test function f is defined as @9)). Then for any t > 0 small,

lim log det (1 +P, (ef"’” ZrrT om0 — 1) P,,) e TP X T b 1) = 272,

n—oo

[ (122000 g forx 5 + o(n-)
) R2 =y Vs 0= bn-1n— Vannln-1,n + 0N

2 (2 _
8712 ffRZ (f( - )_5( k >) dxdy, for xo = by_1,, + 2\Jappan_1, + 0(n™%).

Consequently, Theorem [2.3| holds for such test functions f as defined in (@9).

where, 0']% = (126)

For the proof of Proposition 4.5] see Section
The last step of the proof of Theorem [2.3]is to extend such f to compactly supported functions following
a standard procedure, for example, [[14, 36]]. This is elaborated in Section

4.2 Proof of Theorem

To finish the proof of Theorem we need to extend the result of Proposition [.5]to the test functions
f € Cl. An important role of extension is played by the following space of functions.

Definition 4.1. Let L,, be a space of functions of f : R — R such that lim,_,. f(x) = 0 and

Iflle, = sup V1+x2 \/sz f(x)

x,yeR

(127)

L,, is a normed space with the weighted Lipschitz norm ||f]|z,. Note that C, g cLl,.
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Proposition 4.6 (Proposition 5.1 in[[14]). Let g(x) = —. Then for any f € L,, and n € N we have

Var (X}”; xo) 1%, (Var (ngg . XO) + Var (X{{Qg . xo)) (128)

A consequence of Proposition[4.6]is the following corollary.

Corollary 4.1. Assume all conditions of Theorem[2.3]are satisfied. Then for any f € L,, we have

1
lim sup Var (X ) < ZlI£II%. - (129)

n—o0 fraxo

Proof. We are to estimate the right-hand side of (I128). Note that for g(x) = -~ we have

Img(x)=1.( L _ 1.), Reg<x>=%( L. 1.).

20\x—1 x+1i X—1 x+1i

Using Proposition 4.5 for these two functions, we find that at the right edge

2
1 Im g(—x?) — Im g(—y?) 3
(n) L 8 8~y _ 2
Jim Var (X1 0) = 52 f fRz( Xy dady =33
1 Re g(—x2) — Re g(—y?)\* 1
lim Var(Xl({le) )= _ff eg( x°) eg( y ) dxdy= —
n—oo 8,@,X0 87‘[2 R2 X—=Yy 32
Similarly, we also obtain that at the left edge
Im g(x*) — Im g(3? 3
lim Var (X _ f f m g(x ) mg(y )\ dxdy =~
n—o0 8 xO 87'[2 R2 — 32

Re (xz) Re g( 2) 1
v (n) 8 8V _
nh—l;?o ar (XRegf”o 8n2 sz ( - dxdy = 32

These imply that at both edges

lim sup (Var (X(") ) + Var (X(") )) < é

oo Im g,a,xo Re g,a,x0

Then combine with Proposition[4.6]and we conclude this corollary. O

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 5.3 in [14]). Let f € Ccl.(R). For any € > 0, there existsa M € N, d, € R, and A, € C
with Im(A,) > O forallr = 1,..., M such that,

4 4
f(x) —Im 4
rz:l: X Ar

where the weighted Lipschitz norm is defined in Definition

&, (130)

w

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [2.3]
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Proof of Theorem[2.3]. Recall that we define f, ,(x) = f(n%(x — xo)). By the inequality |1 — €| < |x| for
all real x, we have |e’* — ¢”| < |x — y| for any x, y real. Then use Jensen’s inequality to deduce the following
bound, for any real-valued functions f, 4 and real number ¢,

() — (n) (n) _iElx™
IE[ Xftrxo]e ltE[Xfa’C()] E[ Xh(yxo]e lE[ haxo]

(m)
< Var(x§, ). (131)

Moreover, define

2 2 1 - N Y N
o2, = Sﬂszﬂ%z(f(x)_f(y )ddy, U?R::@fﬁéz(f(xi—){(y)) dxdy.  (132)

We have for both j € {L, R}, by Definition

2
2 5 1 xX+y
O'f,jSHf”LW@fjﬂ;z( FwiNE ] (133)

2
Use Cauchy residual theorem to compute the double integral f fR2 (x—”) dxdy = n*. Hence,

Vat+1 4y +1

1
o, < gL, (134)
Moreover, use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to obtain for both j € {L, R}
1
"T 7o ij| <0G Ty S T~ ML + I, (135)

Then use triangle inequality, (I31), (T34), (133)) and Corollary to obtain the following, as n — oo,

(n) _ (n) 2 5 . (1) _ (n) ) _ (n)
’E [ X[, xo] 0 zt]E[Xj o *o] e_f?o-m <|E |:eltX/)a)XO:| 0 ztIE[X/ ) X()] E I:eltXh’“""O] . ttE[Xh ) *o]

2 2 2

_ 1= _= 2
+e 2% — e 2%hi

) . (n) 2 5
) [e”Xh,a,xO] e ’IE[Xh,a,xo] e T

< (%Ilf - hlFy, + o(l)) N ) e P R L BEE D
Let f € C/(R) and any & > 0. By Lemma there exists
g dy
such that
If =hllg, <e (137)

Moreover, since f € CL(IR), we have ||f|| £, < oo. Using triangle inequality we have

f +hllg, <20fllg, +&<co.
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Apply Proposition[4.5]to 4 and we have

lim

n—oo

X ] S RO -0 (138)

E [6 haxy | @ ha.xg e 2%

Plug (137) and (138) into (136)) and we get, for any j = L or R, and any & > 0,

) _iElx™ 2 22 2
lim sup E[ Xf“o] ”E[Xff”o] —e 0% < LN (||f||£ + E) .
n—oo 8 w 2
Hence
n . (n) 2

lim E[ oy ] -ExE | 5| 2o,

n—oo
This completes the proof of Theoremfor any f € C!(R) at both left and right edges. O

Note that the proof of Propositions and {.3]is postponed to Sections [5]and [6|below.

5 Proof of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2

In this section we are to prove Propositions d.1|and[4.2]

In Subsection [5.1] we continue the discussion in Subsection [3.5] and derive Proposition [5.1] a general
theory of tri-diagonal matrices that will be used to prove Propositions 4.T|and .2

In Subsection [5.2] we estimate the resolvent of both J(r)2 , and the middle block of J(r)2 , defined in

(T04) and (103)) by Proposition[5.1] Then, complete the proof of Propositions 4.T|and 4.2}

5.1 Inverse of a Tri-diagonal Matrix: Part I

The goal of this subsection is to estimate the inverse of the tri-diagonal symmetric matrix Jy defined in (88))
entry-wise.

Proposition 5.1. Consider an N x N non singular tri-diagonal symmetric matrix Jy defined as (88) with
entries aj,b; € R, Ny € Nand z € CwithImz # 0. Let N1 € N with Ny < N. Assume Re(b; — z) > 0 for all
Jj = No.

Let w},w; be defined as (9€) and M be defined as (97). Denote

-wt ay_1+by-1 -2
cz‘ NPV T TN (139)
Wy_1an-1 = by-1 +2
€1 = (N — Ny) max || M- (140)
>N
and Nt
1
& = ]—[ L1 (141)
=N, @
Assume that €1,&, € (0,1) and 4(1 + c)e1 + cey < 1. Then for all j < Ny < k we have
14401+ 0)g; + ¢ = |
N | < ! I3 L 142
‘( N )j,k| S 1-4(1 +0)e| — ” vl ll;[ o | (142)
1
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Proof. Apply the inverse formula for tri-diagonal matrix (93]) to obtain that for j < Ny < k
1y _ ke B (-1
(Jx )j’ =D i (Jx )j,Nl . (143)
Recall that 8 is defined recursively by (94)), i.e.,

B

k—1

) = ArAs1 - - An-t (ﬁ/ijl)’ By =an-1, Pn-1=by-1 -2, (144)

where the matrix Ay is defined as (93)). Recall that the eigenvalues w; and w; of Ay are defined as (96).
+

Then Ay can be diagonalized as Ay = Vi<,V ! where, V. = ( 1+ l_) and Q= (wk 0_). Further define

Wy W 0 o

N-1

(] ]

Cr=V, [AkAk+l An-1 =V
I=k

Nl]VN L ok=1,2,...,N-1, andCy:=0. (145

Rewrite (144)) fork = 1,2,...,N— 1 as

B T B
I3 -1 N

=V | Cr + Qv . 146
k_l) k[ k l;kl = N—l) (146)
Denote,Bl = wy_,an-1 — by-1 +z,,32 = —w _1AN-1 *+ bn- —zsuchthat#(ﬂl) V;, 1 By )

N-1"%N-1 \D2 N—1
Hence, we havefork=1,...,N -1
(€Lt + (€ + TS wF ) B+ ((Cona + (Cona + T w0 ) B2
Bk = — T . (147)
Wy_1 ~ Wy

By convention, let Cy = 0 and Hz v = 1. Then we extend (I47) tok = 1,..., N, since Sy = ay_1. Use the
construction of M; in (©7) to write Vi YW1 = My + Id. Then rewrite Cy via the following equality

ArAis1 ... Ay-1 = Vka(Id + Mk)Qk+1(Id + Mk+1) Cen QN_z(Id + MN_Q)QN_lVg,l_l. (148)

By assumption Re(b; — z) > 0, we have || > |w; |. Hence, [|Qllo < |w/|. Plug (T48) into (145) to estimate

N-2 N-1
ICalls < (]_[ (1+ 1) - 1] [Tt (149)
I=k

I=k
Then by (140), 0 < &; < 1 and the fact that (1 + x)” < e < 1 +2xy for all x,y > 0 with 0 < xy < 1, we have

N-1

ICHle < 261 [ | lwf]. (150)
1=k

Denote (Cy); to be the entry of matrix Cy at the j — th row and [ — th column. Then let

N-1 ~ N-1
€ = (€1 + (Ca) | [@) ™+ (Cora + (Cona) 22 =] e (151)
1=k 1=k
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By (I39) we have

;’% = ¢ and thus [C(k)| < 4(1 + ¢)&1. Moreover, use (I51) to rewrite as

ﬁk:M(l+@ﬁw—i+C(k) . (152)
Wy_yp = Wy Bi i @
Then plug into (I43) to obtain that for j < Ny <k
=1 7! By -1 e
0= o ) [t — 2 159
=N 1+ 7 [Ty, ‘7} + C(Ny)
Note that Z—i < 1. Thus whenever 4(1 + c)e; + cep < 1, we have, by triangle inequality,
» L+4(1+0)e +¢ oy T a1
|(JN )j,k| = 1 -4 +c)e1 —ce ”JN ”‘X’J:_[Nl |wl | (154)
O

5.2 Proof of Propositions 4.1

In this subsection, we use Proposition to prove Propositions 4.1, whose assumptions are the same as
Theorem 2.3
LetB=9+%suchthat0 < § << “%1 < 1 and m € N. We consider the tri-diagonal matrix Jy, where
n
N=n+2mr®, bj=bj,—x0, a;j=aj, 2= (155)
where xo is given to be near the edge, i.e., (24) is assumed. Indeed, we are looking at the case where
Iy = Jfl?Zmnﬁ as defined as (I02). Since the subscript r of n, will not play any role in what follows,

we surpass it in this section. To consider the case Jr(;)zmnﬂ, we will point out in the end of the proof of
Propositions [4.T| that the proof is the same upto relabelling of the indexing.
Now let
1P ={jeN:Ny<j<N}, where Ng=n-2mn,N =n+2mn. (156)
Note that I,(f ) < 199 where I is defined as (Z1)). The size of the indexing set is denoted by I,(f ) | and is
of order O(P).
In Theorem [2.3) our main assumptions are about the coefficients a;, € R and b;, € R. For reader’s

convenience, we list them in terms of a; and b; (under the setup (I53)) as the following.

Condition 5.1 (Theorem . There exist some constants co,c1 > 0 such that for all j € I,(f ,)n where I,(f ,21 is
defined as (156)), we have

co <lajl <c1, |bjl<ecy, (157)

1 cq
|aj—aj_1|S;, |bj—bj_1|S;. (158)
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Condition 5.2 (Theorem [2.3). As n — oo,

max ‘ajaj,z - a?_l’ = o(n~¥*7) (159)
jetd,
max |(bj_1 — ajaj — (bj-> —aj-1)aj-i| = o(n ). (160)
jeli,
ma(lﬁ))c |bn_1 -2 \/anan_1| =o(n" %), forthe left edge . (161)
J€Lim
For the right edge (TI61)) should be replaced by b,,—; = =2 \ana,—1 + o(n~®). In the rest of this section, we

will only consider the left edge. The discussion about the right edge of 7 is the same as that of the left edge
of — 9, whose diagonals are —a, which is the only reason we do not assume a;,, > 0 in this paper.

Also note that the indexing set I,(f ,),, here is a subset of that in the Theorem and hence we make a
slightly weaker assumption. This difference is only to reduce the notations both in the statement and the
proof.

We continue to explain the implications of these conditions by the following lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Assume conditions of Theorem [2.3] are satisfied for the left edge, i.e., given Conditions
and Then given 0 < § < B < 1, we have,

liminf min b; > 0, (162)
n— oo jel’(ﬁ)n
and as n — o
max [b% | — 4aja; 1| = o(™®). (163)

jGI(B)

n,m

Proof. Recall that N and Ny are define in (I56). Then the size of the set |I,(f )| = N =Ny = 4mnP, with
0 < B < 1. By (158), we have

min b; > b,_| - 4clmnﬂ_1. (164)
Jel
By (161)), we have
by—1 =2Vap—1a, + o(n”%), asn — oo. (165)

Moreover, by (I61) and the lower bound of |a;| in (I57), we have +/a,—1a, > 2co > 0. Consequently, we
have (162)).

Now we prove the second statement. By (160), together with the lower bound of a; in Condition [5.2] we
have that for all j € I,(f ,1,

bioi—a;\ (bja—aj
( -1 aj)_( 2 —aj l)zo(n—aﬁ), aS 11 —> oo, (166)
aj_l aj_z

Note that the size of the index set |I,(f ,21| = O(n®). Then forall j € I ®

n,m

bi_1—a; b,_1—
( i1 ’)—( n-l “”)=o(n-2ﬁ’), as n — oo, (167)
aj-1 Qp-1
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Using the fact that ( . /;—jl - 1) = ”’ +1-2 ,/ , we can rewrite for j € I(ﬁ;L
bj,l—aj bj;l aj 2 aj
—( —1) -2 /—+1L (168)
aj-1 aj-1 aj- aj-1
Note that by the Condition |5.1{ we have ) / -1 ' O(n~ 2) Also note that (T68) holds for all j € 1),

including the special case j = n. Hence pluggmg into (167) yields

—
’—1—2/ i b +2 [ = o Py + O, asn — co. (169)
aj-1 j an-1

By the assumption in Condition e have -2 [z = o(n™), as n — oco. Further, by the
@

assumption 0 < % < B < 1, we estimate (| ) to be

bi_ a;
Ly [ Z — o), asn — co. (170)
aj-1 aj-1

Multiply Z’,—:: +2, /% on both sides of (I'70) to obtain that for all j € I,(f )

bj—l 2 _ 4aj —a
—| = —+o0(n "), asn— oo, (171)
aj_l

which completes the proof. O

Note that implies that Ia)]_.l < |a);.r|, since we are taking the principle square root. However, for the

right edge, by the same argument, we have b; < 0 for all j € I,(f ,21 In this case, we can swap the definition
of wj* and w7 and all conclusions in this section follow with the same argument. Alternatively, for the right

edge, we can simply consider —Jy whose diagonals are —b; + and off diagonals are —a;. Hence, all

discussions in this section can be directly applied to (=Jy)~!, smce —b; > 0 for the right edge.

Lemma 5.2. Consider 0 < 5 < < 1. Assume the Conditions and|5.2|are satisfied. Then we have

1
- 2 Y

max ]_ —{1- ( n ) sgn(an-1)| = o(n™2), (172)
jel®, n®lay-il

:
max |w} —| 1+ ( i ) sgn(ay-1)| = o(n™%). (173)
jel®, n®lan-1

The choice of ay—1 in the formulas above is arbitrary. It can be replaced by any a; for j € I,(f ,31

Proof. Recall that w7 is given by

w; = : (174)




By Conditionwe have af’—_ll =1+ O(n™"'). Further, by Lemma we obtain

bj_l 2 aj bj—l 1
— | ——— =0, =l+on™®+0n"), asn— . (175)
261‘,-_1 aj-1 2|Clj—1|

Condition also implies a1 = ay-1 + O(*~1). We can then further estimate as n — oo

1 1

2 £y

(bj—l—%) AR (bj—l )2_ aj b1 7q +( n )2 ’
Zaj_l aj- 261j_1 aj-1 2aj_1 n®aj_ ZnQaj_l

1 1

= (o= 1+ 07+ 067 ! vou) () oo

2n% (lay-1] + O(mP~1)) nlay-i

Hence we proved (I72) for w;. The proof for w? follows from the same argument. o

Note that for the right edge where b; < 0, we will get the following by the same argument,

w.=]-1 —( n )2 sgn(ay-1) + o(n_%), (176)
/ n%lay_1|

w=l-1 +( n )2 sgn(an—1) + o(n” 7). (177)
J n®lay-]

Lemma 5.3. Let0 < § < < QTH < 1. Assume Conditions and are satisfied. Then we have as

n— oo
— o — - — a
max |w’ — aﬁ_1| =o(n ¥*2), max ’w- - w._1| = o(n~¥*2). (178)
T J T J
JElLm J€Lm
Consequently we also have as n — oo
max [|Mleo = o(n™¥*). (179)

jEIn,m

Proof. First note that the difference of equation (I159) and (160) amounts to

— 4
v |bj-1aj-2 = bj2aj-i| = o™ F*2), asn — oo, (180)
i
.. " . + _ ((bj—l_%)z_“ajaj—l)%
Recall the definition of w? and w7 in (9€) and we have w} — w; = . , where the square
i

root is taken as the principle branch. By Lemma and (157) we have Iw}r - a)j‘.|‘1 = O(n?)forall j e I,(f ,)n
Moreover,

1

1
2 ! 5 1
wh—wt | = bj_] _E_ n ( 1 _ 1 )+ (bj—l_,:zr) _ aj 2_ (bj—z_nl(y) _aj_l :
T ey 2050 7\ g 2aj aj-1 2a; 5 aj-2
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The first part can be estimated as Zl;jf 1 zba = = = o(n~¥*%), by (T80). The second part can be estimated as
T

7l (L - ﬁ) = O(n~*""), by Condition For the third part, we have
. -

1 1 bj_1— bjio—-5\(bj-1—2%  bja—k aj  aj
2 3 2 3 - n" _ n? J n? J n? | _ J J
([b, 1 — ];]1 aj bj—Z - nia aj—l ( 2a] 1 2aj,2 2aj,1 + 2aj,2 aj-1 + aj-n
2a;_ aj 2a;_ aio| i : ’
j—1 j—1 Jj—2 Jj—2 bj—l—,,la 2 a; 2 bj—z—nln 2 aj 2
—_— + —_ —_— L
2aj,1 aj-1 2(11;2 aj-—
(181)
. . a
By the same argument as before, we have 1 over the denominator is also of order O(n2). For the numerator,

aj |2
aj-1

R
Lemma [5.1|together with (T57)) implies that b“( 2=

+ O(n™®) . Moreover, Condition (5.1 implies

aj

n o N
=L =1+ 0@m™"). Since @ € (0,2), we have b2a =+ biamim _ gy O(n~?). The numerator of (I8T) now

aj-1 2a j-2

becomes b b | 1 b b
j1—4j bj2—dj-1 i( _ )_,_( =1 fz)o(n—‘z’), (182)

aj-1 aj- n*\aj-1 aj aj-1 ajo

The sum of the first two terms is o(n=>?) by (T60). The third term is order O(n~*~!), by Condition For the
rest term, we have lﬂ—lﬁ = o(n~¥%*%), by (I80). Then (I82) is of order o(n**), by the assumption 8 < %L

36+%

Combing the arguments above we have w? T a)j | = o(n™P72). Similarly, we also have w’ Wi =

o(n~¥*%). Then by the definition of M; (©7), we have [|M |l = o(n=3*). O

Now we are ready to verify the Proposition Recall that 7 is the Jacobi matrix with entries {@,, bj,};.
The truncated operators J ' ) Jo Foomnp and F, 5,5 are defined in (104)), (T03)) and (T06).

+2mnP’ ¥ n+2mnP’

Proof of Proposition First, consider
JN — J(")

n+2mnP’
It is sufficient to Verlfy the condltlons in Proposition[5.1]
For all [ € Inm, by Lemma (5.1 we have b; > 0. By Lemma we have w; = 1 + O(n~?) and
w, =1+0n" 2). Hence

=1+0(n"%), asn— oo. (183)

+
’_wn+2mnﬁ_1an+2mnﬁ—l + b1 —

wn+2mn/3_]an+2mnﬁ—l - bn+2mnﬂ—l +2Z

This shows (T39) is bounded.
Let M be defined as (97). By Lemma(5.3| we have as n — oo
19, max [|Millss = o(n=+) (184)
lel,(ﬁ),,

This shows (T40) to be & = o(n~2*®). Moreover, use Lemma to estimate that there exist constants
d > 0 and ng € N such that for all n > ng and all integer N; with No < N; < N

[

This shows (141)) to be &, = 0" ) which is exponentially small.

d N-N; a
s( ) < N, (185)

2

“r
+
!
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Then all assumptions of Proposition |3.1|are cleared. Hence, for all j < N| < k we have
-1 -1 —dn™ 5 (k=N))
(7)< el e D, (186)

for some constant ¢ > 0. Then take Ny = k — n® > N to obtain (T07).
Note that above argument is taken as b; > 0 as assumed in (I62). For b; < 0, we consider —Jy whose

diagonals are —b; + i% and off diagonals are —a;. Apply the result above, and we reach the same estimate
n
-1
for —Jy".

Note that the entry (J ")

: (r)
o ﬁ)j, Rt the same as (]

n+2mnﬂ)j . for all j k € I,(f ,31 and the rest of the entries are

in the trivial blocks. Hence, the result (T08)) for Jy = J}gzmnﬁ follows the same approach by relabelling the
indices appropriately.

Then, the estimates (I09) and (T10) follow from the definition of F,»,,,s and F,,,,,s in (I04) and (106)
and triangle inequality. O

5.3 Comparison in the Trace Norm

The following lemma is essential to prove Proposition 4.2

Lemma 5.4. Let 0 < § < < 1. Let m € N. Assume conditions in Propositionare satisfied. Then for
any | < m and n > ng for some constant ng € N we have

1Ci s Pall, <Ce™ %, (187)
HQ"‘*lnﬁFiliZmnﬁP"”] Scme_d,nﬁ_f ’ (183)

(' = 7 ) P

where C,, > 0 is a constant depends on m and d’ > 0 is also an universal constant.

1 <Cped 7, (189)

Proof. To shorten the notation in the proof, we take
N =n+2mi.

Recall the trace norm inequality [|Al; < g, x, (A k.| for any matrix A. By Proposition@, we have

N n o .
|QumFaPally < > Y Con* e * = Co@m — 1yn2+aBed’ > (190)

Jj=n+nf+1 k=1
similarly,

N n+lnf o .
|Quss v FNPasel, < >0 D) Con!* =42 — Co2m — 1 = Dn"™*** B + 1f)e= * . (191)
j=n+(I+Dnf+1 k=1

We will prove the following statement for all / < m by induction:

Qs FiPal], <Co2m = Din"***(n + miP | Fnlls e 2. (192)
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For I = 1 the statement follows by (T90). Then write F\'! = Fy(Ppyps + Qpaip)Fy. With the triangle
inequality and trace norm inequality ||AB||; < ||All1]|Bllc, We get

Qs F Pally < (1@t 1yt N Pt ||, WEW I + IF oo [| Qs Fiy Pl - (193)

Then apply (I9]) to the first trace norm and the induction hypothesis (I92) for the second trace norm above,
and we obtain

Qs 1y Fi Pal, < Co@m = 1)U+ Dn** B n + maf)||Fylle™ 2. (194)

This concludes the induction.
Moreover since J is real symmetric and Im(n)/n® # 0, we have

2 Im(n 5|n. By inserting this in (192)), we see (I87) holds.
The second statement (I87) follows in the same way, since Proposition .| also holds for F, .,

For the third statement (T89), recall that J is defined in (T0Z) and we define

")
(/¥) Hoo < 1y Hence [IFxlles <

E:=J7 - PyJOPy — OnJT 0. (195)

Note that E is independent of r. It is because E is a semi-infinite matrix with only two entries non zero, i.e.
(E)N+1,N = (E)N,N+l = dan. This also 1rnphes E = EPN+1QN_1.
Hence by the resolvent identity, i.e., (43) and the comment thereafter, we have

-1
F—-Fy= Zcr (QN EPyn:10n-1 — OnJ" Qn )(Jz(v)) . (196)
r
Further by telescopic sum, we have

[_
(F'=Fy)Py= Y FI(F-Fy)F,'P,

—_

~
Il
(=)

-

=ZZFcr e (O = EPya Oyt — OnI"0n) (19)) Fy/ P (197)

Jj=0
-1 i .
Note that Qy (/) Fy'™' = (2 ¢)"'Qy. by definition Jy' and Fy in (I04).  Also,
IOV Fep =y (J9Y T Fi P, since N > n. Hence, by Oy Py = 0
(N) N = N(N) N 1w, since N > n. Hence, by Oy Py = 0,
_ ; -1 i
(F' = Fy) P, = —ZZF’C,GXO+%EPN+1QN_1 (19) Fy' P, (198)

j=0 r

By the triangle inequality and the trace norm inequality, we find

(7' - < ZZI D ledlFIk |
=0 1

write (79) " = (79) " (Pasacjotms + Quraj1y)- Define, for j <11,

(199)

Xo+ '7('1

||E||m‘

-1 i
PuniOn-t (1) " Pl

Rl—j—l = ”(J(r) 1= —an , Ro =0.

|| Qn+(l J- l)nfBF 1
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Use the triangle inequality and the trace norm inequality ||AB||; < ||Alls||B]l; and we find

-1 —j-1 -1
HPN+1QN_1 (y) Fy’ Pn‘ PriiOn-1 (1)) Pasacjom

< 1 IFANST + R, (200)

For j < I—1 we can estimate R;_;_; via (I92)) to be exponentially small for large n i.e.,
-1 o _ Q@
Ri_jo1 <Com = 1)1 = j = Dn'* P + mnP) H(J](V)) H NIl 22 (201)

Recall that we let N = n + 2mnP and [ < m. Using the trace norm inequality ||A]|; < Dkt ey (A k| @ matrix
A and estimating the entries via Proposition4.1] we have

().,

N+1 n+(l-j-1)n

EDIND)

=N k=1

-1
HPN+1QN—1 (Jx)) Poiq-j-1yn

N+1 n+(i—j-DnP . .
< Dl <o+ Py e T (202)

where C(()r) > () is a constant.
Note that the sum over r is finite and independent of n. Use the estimates (200), (201)), and 202) into
(I99) to obtain that for all I < m

/nﬁ*%

|(F' = Fy) P, <laniCre™ ",

where d’ € (0,dp) and C;, > 0 are some universal constants. Note that ||E|l. = lan| < ¢ by Condition
The lemma is concluded. O

Lemma$.5. Let0 < 5 < < 1. Let m € N. Then for any | < m we have
1P Pl all, <Cone™ (203)

! !
||(Fn+2mnﬁ FniZmnﬁ) OQn-mnf 1

where a,_s,,s is the n — 2mnP + 1,n — 2mnP-th entry of J, C,, > 0 is a constant depends on m and d’ > 0 is
also a universal constant.

<C,ed? (204)

Proof. This proof follows the same recipe as the one of Lemma Using the trace norm inequality
Al < X ik [(A) x| for any matrix A and applying the second statement of Proposition@, we obtain

n—(1+mf  n+2mnP nﬂ_g nﬂ_g
1Pt Frsam Onll, < D D conttae T = com — 12mntter B (205)
Jj=n—=2mnP+1 k=n—-mnf+1

similarly,

n—(+Dnf  p+2mnf

l+a —dor 3
||Pn—(l+1)nﬁFni2mnﬁQn—lnﬂ”l < Z Z Con e ™
j=n=2mnP+1 k=n—InP+1

= Co2m — 1 — )2m + D"+ B2 (206)
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We will prove the following statement for all / < m by induction:
1Py FL oy s Oulli < 3Co(2m = Dmn' B 1F, sl e 2 (207)

For [ = 1 the statement follows by (203)). Then write F }1'1112mnﬁ = FooommbPrsinp + Onaint)F ’ll sonee With
the triangle inequality and trace norm inequality ||AB||; < [|All1]|Bllc, We get

Pt 1 F s Ol
< ||Pn—(l+1)nﬁFni2mn/"Qn—lnﬂ”] ”FniZmnﬂ”io + 1F ps2mmslloo ”Pn—lnﬁFniZmnﬁQn”l (208)

Then apply to the first trace norm and the induction hypothesis (207) for the second trace norm above,
and we obtain

[Pty FhS, s Qnll, < 3C0Q2m — Dmn'+*+2P (1 + DIF, apollloe" (209)

This concludes the induction.
For the second statement, to shorten the notation, let us denote

N =n-2miP.
Let
(r (r )
Jn+2mnﬁ Jn+2mn/3 QNJ 2mnP QN (2 1 0)

Note that E is independent of r. It is because that E is a semi-infinite matrix with only two entries non zero,

-1
ie. (E)gyi1n = (E)y 41 = ay- This also implies that £ = EPg,,Oy_;. Moreover, (J(r:zmnﬁ) Onef =

(r -l
(Jn+2mn13 - E) Qn—mnﬁ-
Hence

<r> - . g N 7!
Fonsomnp = Fusomns = Z Cr n+2mn/3 (_EPN+1 QN—I - PNJn+2mnﬁ PN) (JniZmnﬁ) :

Further by telescopic sum, we have

I I _ N j (/0 L (0 ploi1
(Fn+2mnﬁ - Fnizmnﬁ) Qn—mnﬁ - Z Z Fn+2mnﬁcr Jn+2mn/’) EPN+1QN_1 (Jn+2mnﬁ) n+2mnﬁ Q” mnP >

1
which follows from Py (J(r) ) Fi Qpmnp =

) . / n+2mnP n+2mnﬁ
By triangle inequality and trace norm inequality, we have

[ [
||(Fn+2mnﬁ B ) -
-1

< > 1erlF
:

=0

1

211)

"\l n (D Fli!
(Jn+2mn/3) ”00 IElle HPN+1QN—1 (Jn+2mn/3) n+2mrﬁQn mnP 1
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-1 -1
= (J(’) ) (Pn_(,_ i=tamp + On—(—j- 1+m)nﬂ), use triangle inequality and we have

n+2mnP

Write (Jr(z?Z nnﬁ)

n+2mnP n+2mnﬁ

() l 1
PN+1QN 1( " ) ” Qn mnP .

I-j-1 ~

”Fn+2mnﬁ|| + Rl—j—l

(r)
HPN+1QN 1( n+2mnﬂ) Q1= j-1+mmf

I-j—1 . .
P jmtemmt B, 3 Ot v Note that Ry = 0. For j < [ — 1 we can

where R;_ _j-1 = (J(r)

1
n+2mnﬁ) |
(o)
estimate R;_;_; via (207) to be

Rl—j—l < 4Co(m — Dmn' TP - j - D)|1J7! [=j-1 —do'lﬁ 2

nxmnP 110 lloo

Further using the trace norm inequality [|All; < X4 [(A) ;x| for any matrix A and estimating the entries via
Proposition 4.1 we have

n+2mnf

-1 lra, —do 5 Lra+B —do~ %
P31 081t Qi < D Con™n ™2 < Co(Bm + D!+ P2
k=n—(l—j—1+m)nf+1

Assembling the above estimates into (211]), we have for all I < m

_
< IEC, e

|| n+2mnf n+2mnﬁ) Onmnt

where d’ € (0,dp) and C,, > 0 some universal constant. Note that ||E||. = |ag| < ¢;. This concludes the
lemma. =

5.4 Proof of Proposition4.2]
Now we are ready to prove the Proposition 4.2]by Lemmas [5.4]and [5.5]

Proof of Proposition Recall that for any linear operator A we write by

m j+1 I L m
) o (=1)/ Tr(A) P, ...(A) P, — Tt(A™P,)
Co () = mt ), — 2 L1 ‘
11+~~+lj:m,li21
Letm>2,j=2,...,mand [; > 1 with [; +--- + [; = m. We can write

AP, = AP, + Q)AR(P, + Q) - - AP,

By expanding the formula above, we find

Avp,.. . Aip, - AP, = -A1Q, AP, .- AP, - AV, AP, AP, ... - AV AP,
(212)
Using the cyclic property of the trace, we get
j
Tr (AP, -+ AP,) = Tr (A"P,) = — Z Tr (AP, - Py AP, AT H10,) (213)
k=2
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Similarly, using the telescoping sum and cyclic property of the trace operator, we also get

(Te( Py 0P,) TPy (18P, 89P,) TP,
=" Zj: Tr (AP, - PuAY P, AT Q) 4+ Tr (B4P, - - P,BUP, B i1 0, )
k=2
i—1
= — ; (Tr ((ﬂlk _ Blk)PnﬂlkH L. Pnﬂlanﬂll*"“*'lk—l Qn)
-1

~.

1
&L

+Tr (Blkpn L. P,1Bljpn(ﬂl'+"'+1k‘l _ Bl‘+"'+lk_l)Qn) )’ (214)

here we take the convention that le:a = 0 for any integers b < a.

Step 1 Consider A = F and B = F, 5,5

By Lemma we have for any [ < m we have ||(.7I[ - B’) P,
P, (ﬂl - BZ)HI < Cme‘d/"ﬁij. Note that we have [|Allco, [|Bllee <

X < Cme‘d'”ﬁ 2 Note that in this case A and

B are symmetric. Hence we also have |

Xr

Cr

Im(n,)

n® for this choice. Then use the trace norm inequality | Tr(ABC)| < ||Allol|Bll1|Cl|cWe get

TR P, - - (AP, = TH(A"Py) = THB) Py - (B)IP, + TH(B"P,)| < €7 2, (215)
for some constant C”" > 0,d”” > 0. Hence plug the estimate (213) into the cumulant formula (67) to get

CUNF) = C(F )| < Clle ™2 (216)

Step 2 Consider A = F, 5,,s and B = F, 5,5

Note that we have || Allco, |Blleo < 3,
that

n? for this choice. That is, there exists a constant C,, > 0 such

Cr
Im(n,)
Ao, 11Blloo < naCop~ 217)

We are going to estimate each summand of (214).
Recall that /1 + - - + [; = m. Similar to (212), we write P, = Id — Q,, use the telescopic sum, and get

(A — )P, AN ... P, AP, A1 0, = —(Ak — B0, AN ... PAY P AN,
— (A — B A 9, AWP, - .. P, AP, A1 0,
_ (y{lk _ Blk)ﬂlk+l+lk+2 QnﬂlMPn . Pnﬂljpnﬂl]+~--+lk_1 O,
— S (AR~ Bttt g ghrie g (Al - g Ao, (218)
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Use the trace norm inequality ||AB||; < [|A]l1||Bll and the operator norm inequality |[ABllcc < [|Allcol|Bllco
to obtain

[T (A - P, A P AP, A1, )

m—ly j
(Sl s S - (5

+ | (A - 84) At

m=l=lj1—=1;
na]

(219)

< (" - 8 0,

=

To apply Lemma|5.5] let us define an error term, which is exponentially small for large n,

cr
R, =2C,
¢ (Z‘Im(nr)

Writing A — Bl = Zl."__l Bi=1-I(A — B)A applyin in Lemmal|5.5, we have for any / € N,
& i=0 pplying

na] e (220)

-1
| < Z ||Blk_l_l(ﬂ _ B)ﬂH-lQn”l

i=0

-1 .
< (”Blk_l_i“oo [~ B0 A0 + B4 A= B, Ce )
i=0

=l (Z ‘Imcém

where in the last inequality we use the fact that Q,,_ s = OQpymnp Qi+t and the trace norm inequality
IABIl; < ||All1]|Blleo- Then (Z19) can be further estimated as

||(54’k - g4 A'Q,

lk—l+l
n“) (A = By s, + R, (221)

Cr

Im(n,)

m—1
na] (A = B0, + R,,] :
(222)

|Tr (At = BlyPy AL - Py Al P AT Q)| < (j—k) [(Z ’
-

Similarly fori =k,...,j—1

[Te (8P, - P, B P, (At = Bt P, - AP, AN+ 0, )|

< (- Dl [(Z ’Imc(:h)

m—1
n"] (A = B |; + Rn] . (223)

Lastly,

|Tr (BlkPn .. PnBlen(ﬂll"'"“"lk—l _ 811+"‘+lk—l)Qn)’

S

m—1
na) (A =Bt + Rn] . (224)
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Hence,

[Te(A)"' Py - - - (AP, = Te(A"P,) = Te(B)' Py -+ (B)I P, + Tr(B"P,)|

<mf [[Z ‘Im(zh)

m—1
n“] A =By mwslls + Ru | (225)

Then by (204)), we have
[T A P, - (AP, = TH(A"P,) = TH(BY' P,y -+ (BYIP, + Te(B"P,)| < €72, (226)
for some constant C”” > 0,d”” > 0. Hence plug the estimate into the definition (67) and we have

<red (227)

‘Cl(firzl)(Fn+2mn/3) - C}S’;)(FniZmnﬁ)

Recall that by definition of F, we have n‘"’”C’m(X(") ) = Cu(F). Combinin from Step 1 and
y @, X0 g
from Step 2, we conclude (IT1) in Propositionﬁ o

6 Proof of Propositions 4.3 and 4.4

In this section, we prove Propositions and Essentially, we are studying the inverse of the blocked
operator Jr(122mnﬁ defined in (T03), with 8 = $ +£. It is the middle blocK, P,y 2,8 Qp—2mnt I Ot Pros 2t
that is non-trivial and matters in the analysis.

In Section[6.1] we will compute the resolvent for a general N X N matrix with N € N, (cf.Proposition[6.)).
Later, in Sections and we will apply Propositio to the middle block the resolvent of Jr(:_22mn/3’ by
taking the size of the matrix to be 4mn® with relabelling of the indexes.

6.1 Inverse of a Tri-diagonal Matrix: Part I1

Consider an N X N non singular symmetric matrix witha; € R,b; € R, N € Nand z € C withImz # 0.

by ag 0 O o ,---, O
ay b] ay 0 0 sttt 0

0 ay by a3 0 yt 0

In —zld (228)

0 0 0 0 anN-2 bN_2 anN-1
0 0 0 0 anN-1 bN—l

The goal of this subsection is to continue to develop a theory to estimate the inverse of Jy entry-wise by
imposing stronger assumptions than in Section [5}

Proposition 6.1 (Almost Toeplitz). Consider an N X N non singular symmetric matrix Jy witha; € R,b; —
Rez>0and N € N as defined as 228). Let w7, w; as defined as (©0). Let M; as defined as (97). Define

co =minla;|, ¢; =max {max |a |, max |bj_1 - z|} s (229)
j j j
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—a; + w5 (bg—2)| |-wt an_1 +bn-1 -z
ey = max {1, 1 +2( 0—2) V-1 N-1 + by ’ (230)
—wy(bo—2) | | wy_jan-1 —bn-1 +2
& = ijz_tx 1M | co, (231)
N-1
(232)
=2
Assume that co > 0, and both &1, &, are sufficiently small. P_-] Then we have
Iy = Tn() + Hy(), (233)
such that for all j <k
[ o
|(TN(77))j,k| <Constant , (234)
-1 (w;\,_l - w;(,_l)
k-1 — w;
[T @; ( =2 wl + T u)_?)
|(Hx ()| <Constant — - , (235)
ak_le (a)N_1 - a)N_l)

where Constant is given by that only depends on cy, c1, c2, €1 and €y and remains bounded as €1,&, —
0.
Further we have for any j, k,l, as €1,&y — 0,

(D wy_ T2 o
(Tnm)jk = — __ L2 (14 Oer + €2)) (236)
Wy | ~ Wy G-10;
and .
(Tn(m) ik 5wy | @p k-1
N T 1+0 . 237
(Tn() j+ 11 [g - +1} W k-1 (I +0e1) (237)

By convention we take [~ = k = 1. Note that Jy is symmetric and so is JX,]. Therefore we have the approxi-
mation of each entry of the inverse.

Proof. Applying the inverse formula for a tri-diagonal matrix (99), we have for j < k

(—D*y B

Iy jk = :
N BNANYN+1

(238)

Choose any ay # 0 (e.g. pick ay = ay-1) and Note that the inverse formula is independent on the choice of
ay. Recall that in the proof of Proposition we have computed G to be (152), i.e.,fork=1,...,N

Bi = 'Blnl—kwl { '(f— ]_[ —L 4 C(k)] (239)
1

N—l N 1=k

V), | 1+ V5)e; | 14V5)ey |
"More precisely, we assume 0 < & < 37! (%) ,0 < & and 12(1 + (M) c%) £ + oy < (M) )

2co 2co
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where C(k) is defined in (I51) with |C(k)| < 4(1 + c3)e and

ﬁl = a)&_laN_l - bN—l + Z, ﬁz = —(u;(,_]aN_l + bN—l - Z. (240)

By pN-1 9

A =k wf
Recall that transfer matrices B; is defined as (98)), and | is defined recursively to be

Note that we have By = ay-1, < &,

Yi\_gB.. B (71) —4 — by -7z 241
(7j+1) Bt Bl ) Yr=ai, Yy2=bo—-z (241)

Recall that the eigenvalues /1}“ and A; of Bj are defined as (©6). B; can be diagonalized as B; = W;A jo‘l

h W= : : dA;:= ,1;7 0
where, W; = /l;f /lj_- and A = 0 /l; .
Further, define

D;=W;' (BjB‘,_l B =Wl A WZ‘I}WZ, j=2.3.....,N, andD; :=0. (242)

=2

We can rewrite (241) for all j = 2,3,..., N to be

J
Yi_ -1 (N1
=W;:|D;+ AW ( ) (243)
(7j+1) g l,;[ ] 2 \n
Lety; := ;a1 —bo+z, ¥2 = —A a1 +bg—z such that 1_1? (?) = Wz‘1 (Zl) Then, we have for j =2,...,N
27 \Y2 2
((Dj)l,l + (D) + H{zz /17)5’1 + ((Dj)l,z + (D)o + H{zz /ll_)ifz
Yj= P . (244)
27"
By convention, let D; = 0 and H}:z = 1 and we can allow j = 1,..., N for the formula y; above.
For yy+1, we keep By unchanged, estimate from By_; and write
Y H Y
N 1[N
= ByWn_1|Dn_1 + AW . 245
(7N+1) NWh 1( N-1 g l] ) (72) (245)
Note that
/lltf—l Ay
ByWn-1 = | bv1-24f_ a1 (bv1—2dy_—an-1 |- (246)
an an
Denote
61 = (bn-1 —2) Ay_, — an-1, 02 = (by-1 —2) Ay_| —an-1. (247)

Compute the second entry of (243) to obtain

o1 ((DN—I)I,I +(Dy-1)21 + 1) /1;') y1 + 62 ((DN—1)1,2 +(Dy-1)22 + [T /l,_)f’z
YN+l = — . (248)
ay (45 - 3)
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By convention we let D; = 0 and ]_[11:2 = 1 and we can allow j = 1,..., N for all above. Moreover, by the
construction of E; in (IOT), we have E; = Wj‘1 W;_1 = Id. Now we estimate D; via the expansion

Bij_l ...By = WjAj(Id + Ej)/\j_l(ld + Ej—l) o A3(Id + E3)A2W2_1. (249)

J J
1Dl < []—[ (1 + 1Eflle) - 1} [ T (250)
=2 =2

Now we are about to estimate E;. We will do so by revealing some connections between /l;f’ and a)]i. and
between E; and M;.

Also, note that by assumption b; > 0, we have I/I;TI > I/lj‘.l. Hence, [|Wlle < I/l;.rl. Then, we have

By (229),
|(Uj| s 20a;q - 2¢0 , -
. 5 . (252)
; (1+ V5)¢

2 2
b1 = |+ ([bjo1 = of + a1
Note that each entry of the 2 by 2 matrix E; is bounded by its operator norm. Since &;w}r
by @25I) and (252), we have each entry of E; is bounded by ((H‘f)cl) IMjllo. Hence, ||Ejlle <

— t, - =
—/ljwj_l,

3((1+\F)°') IMjllo. By 231) and 0 < 3(%) &1 < 1, by the same engagement as in (150), we

2¢o
further estimate (250)) to be
1
1Dl < 6 (( * ‘f)“) ]—[Iﬂl (253)
Then, let
D(j) = (D11 +(Djas l_[w)‘ (D12 +Dpa2) 2 ]_l(f)‘ (254)
5, N1
D(N = 1) :==((Dn-D1,1 + (Dn-1)2,1) 1_[(/11 ) + = ((DN D12+ (Dy- 1)22) 5 l_[(/ll ) (255)
Hence, by([253)
. 2
ID(j)| < 12(1+ )((“ I)Cl) e, DN - 1) < 12(1+ 02%2 )((H ‘/g)cl] e, (256)
')/1 2C0 (51’}/1 2C0

52 _ (bn-1 Z)/lN 1—AaN-1 — w,‘v_l w,’(]_laN_l—bN_ﬁz d & — —A;a1+bo—z —
81— (by-1=DAF_—an-1 T wF_ wy_an-1—byn-1+Z i A a1=bo+z

+ —ay+wy (bo— :
@ Zatr 0Dy by (@5T) ([@57), we estimate,

w;, a —a); (bp-2)

Note that /lj‘.w; = /l;fw. = ] and we have

52

2
y 1 5
61 Y2 < [( + ‘/_)Cl) s (257)

Y1 2cq
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Recall that ¢, > 1. Further define

& = 12|1 (258)

26‘0 2C()

((1 + \/§)c1]2 2]((1 NG )2
+|————| S||——] &

Then by (253) we have |C(k)|, |D(j)I, ID(N - 1) < & for all J. k. Also, note that by definition we have the
following handy relations

. N
=), A=), ol = ;jl % = —wy_;- (259)
Hence for j < k
(DB y;
Jy = 260
UnDia Byan YN+ (260)
(=R (D11 + Do + T, )71 + (D12 + (D2 + 1], A7) 72
aN-1aN §; ((DN—1)1,1 +(Dy-1)21 + [1Y, /1?)771 + 61 ((DN—1)1,2 +(Dy-1)22 + [1Y, /ll_)ffz
261)
) _ v / w ﬁ 1 w;
CWey T e (1+ 20,2+ D(n)(l BT 2+ cw) o
wr(wa-e)er (1B S bw - )
Let
GV /PN | % (1+ D(j) (1 + C(k)
(Tn(m)ji = N-1 - J _l (])w (k) (263)
Ut {@he = o) (14 21 2+ DOV - 1))
Hy(n) =Jy' = Tn (). (264)
Hence as €1 — 0 we have
TNk _[F] @ | @Bt (14 DG) (A +CH) 265)
(TN jerirt mej st | @jak=1 (L+ D+ D) (1+ Clk +1)
kel Wy k-1
ST | 222 o). (266)
R
2
Hence, whenever &) + (%) e <1
w5 (1+ D)) (1 + Ck)) UV () 4 )2
N1 < 0 =: Constant’. (267)

2
(1.|.“Y2 ;) w++D(N—1)) 1_(%) Cr8r — &
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Hence,

k=1, —

, [T
|(Tw()) | <Constant — — |- (268)

ak_le (LL)N 1 (J)N_l)
k=1, - e N-1
[T @ )( 1=2 w_f* + 112 w_?)
|(HN )| <2Constant’ (269)
-1 (“’1_\/—1 - “’Xf—l)

Take the Constant = 2Constant’ and we conclude the proof of Proposition O

6.2 Proof of Proposition 4.3]
Proof of Proposition[4.3]. Recall that we define sz?Zmnﬁ as (103), which can be regarded as a three-block

diagonal matrix. Recall we define the indexing set I,(f ,31 = {n —2mnf n—=2mnP +1,...,n+2mnP } . Hence,

the non-trivial block of J’(:zmn is where the entries have the indices both belonging to this set I,(f ,Z,, d.e., for

B
all jk e 1),
(Jr(zZZmnﬁ)j,k = (Pn+2mnﬁ Qn—2mn/3 J(r) Qn—2mn/3Pn+2mnﬁ)j’k . (270)

In the following, we will apply Proposition to this non-trivial block of Jr(;r+)2mnﬂ’ i.e., (270). To short the
notation, let )

bj=bjn—X0, aj=dmn andzzn%. @71)

Then, at the left edge, for all j € I,(f ) a ;j and b satisfy Conditions and Hence, the quantities in (229)
are bounded below and above as desired.
By Lemma we have b; > 0, for all [ € I,(,% By Lemma , we have as n — oo

max |w; — 1] = 0(n™%), max|w] — 1] = O(n"?) (272)
lel,(f,L lel,(ﬁ),,

Hence, as n — oo

— +
Ay _yppp T W B (bn—Zmnﬁ—l - Z) _a —w 8_1n+2mnf—-1 + bn+2mnﬁ—1 -z _a
+n 2mnP +1 — 1+0(I’l 2), _n+2mn 1 — 1+O(I’l 2)'
Apn-2mnf — wn—2mnﬁ+1 (bn—Zmnﬁ—l -2) n+2mn/3_1an+2mnﬁ—1 - bn+2mnﬂ—1 +z
This shows ¢; = 1 + O(n?/?) in (230).
Let M; be defined as (97). By Lemma|5.3|we have as n — oo
4mnP max ||Mjl|e = o(n= ). (273)

lel

This shows &, = o(n~?*?) in (231)). Moreover, use Lemma again to obtain that there exists a constant
d > 0 such that for all n > ny

n+2mnf -1 - d 4mnP-2 L P
[T [ = (1 - 7) < gmdn "2 (mn-2), (274)
I=n—2mnf+2 171 n:
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This shows & = O(e=%" ?) in (I41)), which is exponentially small.

Hence, the assumption of Proposition is verified for the middle block of Jr(;)zmnﬁ. Hence, we obtain

the estimate of T42mn3(17;) to be (236). Further, by a; = a, + o, and Lemma we have as

n — oo

GV o T
Tzt N jx = ——— | | 1—(a—) +& |1 +o(1), (275)
2, () =V

l @
where & = w; — (1 - (WZ_II)Z) sgn(ay_1) = o(n‘i).
To prove (I123). Note that since each entry of M; is bounded by the operator norm, we have for all
l=n=2mnP,... n+2mnP,
|lw; = wiyl < IMillolw; = w7l

By Lemma |5.3|we have || M|l = o(n~#*®), given that lw; = w]]is of order n~%. Hence we have

max lw; — w, | = o(n™#*T),  asn — co. (276)
le],(gl,

Lemma [5.2]says that wj, is bounded away from zero, hence we estimate to be

(TniZmnﬁ (nr))j,k
(T 22mnp (nr))j+l,k+l

=(1+ o(n—3ﬁ+%))(k‘j)l (1+00#H) (1 +0Ge1)),  asn— oo, 277)

Note that 1 + O(#*1) = “akz—:l comes from Condition Also note that &; = o(n~$*®). Moreover,
(k — )l = O(m*), since 1 < k — j, 1 < 4mnP. Note that all the of the big-Os and small-o are uniform in the

indices by assumptions. Together with the assumption 0 < 5 <8 < "3%1 < 1, we have

(TniZmnﬁ(r]r))j,k
(Tyaomns (nr))j+l,k+l
This shows the statement (123).

Note that above argument is taken at the left edge i.e., b; > 0 as assumed in (I62). For the right edge, we
have b; < 0. Then we consider —J,,.,,,,» whose diagonals are —b; + "—% and off diagonals are —a;. Apply the
n

=1+o(n™?*%), asn— o.

. . . -1 .
result above by replacing a, by —a, and 7, by —n, to estimate entries of (—J(r) ) as in the statement.

n+2mnb

-1 -1
Then the result at the right edge is obtained by the simple fact (Jr(;)m nﬁ) =- (_Jf;_zzm nﬁ) .

This completes the proof. O

6.3 Proof of Proposition 4.4
Now we are ready to prove the Proposition 4.4 by Lemmas [5.4]and [5.5]and Proposition[4.3]

Proof of Proposition Recall that for any linear operator ‘A we write by

(-DJ*! Tr(A" P, - - - A P,) — Te(A"P,)
j N ‘

C(A) = m! Z
Jj=2

11+~~~+lj:m,l,‘21
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Hence, considerm > 2, j=2,...,mand [; > 1 with [; +--- +[; = m. We can write P, = -0, + Id and

APy APy = —AQy - AP, + AP, AP,
=-A"9, --Aip,— AV, ... Aip, + Athp, ... Alip,

(278)
Continue this argument j times and we get
AP, APy~ AP,y = ~A QAP - AP, - AEQ AP, - AP, .. - AV, AP,
(279)
Using the cyclic property of the trace, we get
J
Tr (AP, -+ AP,) = Tr (A"P,) = — Z Tr (AP, - Py AP, AT H10,) (280)

k=2

Similarly, using the telescoping sum and cyclic property of the trace operator, we also get

(Tr (A" P, -~ AVP,) = Te (A"Py)) - (Tr (8" Py - B1P,) - Tr (B"P,))

J
= —Tr (ﬂlkpn - Pnﬂljpnﬂl1+-..+lk_1 Qn) +Tr (glkpn . PnB[anB[1+...+[k_l Qn)
k=2
-1
= - Z (Tr ((ﬂl" - Blk)Pnﬂlk“ - Pnﬂljpnﬂlﬁ-"#k—] Qn)
k=2

_1
+ Tr (Blkpn ... PnBliPn(ﬂlHl _ Blm)pn .. .g[ljpnﬂlﬁ"-ﬂm Qn)

~.

1l
>~

+Tr(BYP, - PyBUP, (Aot — ghiethong, ) ) (281)
here we take the convention that Z?:a = 0 for any integers b < a.

Consider A= F,_»,,s and B =3 . ¢, T, 0w 11r)

Recall that the operator norm of a linear operator can be estimated by entries, i.e., [|Bll <

Z;i_oo sup [(B)i+jl. Together with (I122) in Proposition we compute that n~%||B||s is uniformly
bounded for all n. That is there exists a constant C,, > 0 such that

max{||Alle, [[Blleo} < n*Cop. (282)

Without loss of generality we will assume C,), > 1.
Apply (188) in Lemma[5.4] and apply the trace norm inequality, [|AB|l; < ||AllwllBll1, and the fact that, for
i < m to obtain

10, s APl = 1O O APl < N1rrsmtllool| Qs it APl < Croe™ @™ 2 (283)
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Use the fact A — Bl = Zg":z)l B A — B)A, together with (283)), to obtain

L1

2 B A= B) Qs AP,
i=0

L1
H(ﬂlk - Blk) P, - kz Blk_l_i(ﬂ - B)Pn+mnﬁﬂipn
i=0

1 1

=1
1 ; le—i B
< 3|84 A = B)| MO APlly < 201 (n7Cop) T Ce L (284)
i=0
Let us define an error term, which is exponentially small for large n,

Ry = 2mCyy (Cyp) " nme™ 2. (285)

Then, fork = 2,..., j— 1, use (284) to estimate the first summand in (28T)) to be

[Tr (A = Bp, A P AP,A I 0,)

-1 . .

Z Blk_l_l(ﬂ _ B)Pn+mnﬁﬂlpnﬂlk+l .. Pnﬂljpnﬂll*“rlkq O,
i=0

< +R,. (286)

1

We will commute Q, from the right to the left of (286). To this end, similarly to ZI8)) in the proof of
Proposition 4.2} write P, = Id — Q,,, use the telescopic sum to get

AP, AW .. P AP AN, = —A QA . P AP AN 0,
= A QuANRP, - Py APy AT 9 - At g A py -y AP, ANT Q)
L ﬂi+lk+|+lk+2+"'+lj Qnﬂll+"'+lk—l Qn + ﬂ“‘m_lk Qn (287)

Note that there are j — k + 2 terms on the right-hand side of and j—k+2 < m.
Applying (203) in Lemma5.5]to (Z79)), we have, for any / € N with [ < m,

KA O = Qb A Ol = 1P P A Qulls < Core™ 2. (288)
Hence, estimate (287) by (288)) to obtain
|7 Pyt PyAT P AN 0 = Qg AP A - Py AP AN 0,
—l—i , B
< (= k+2)Cn (nCop)" e (289)
Plug (289) into the right-hand side of (286)), , and we get
|81 (A = B)P s AP A - P AP, A 0, |
< (1*Cop)" A = BPy st Qurllt + R (290)
Plug (290) into the right-hand side of (286), and we get

[T (A = P, A Py AIPAN 0 0,)
< (1" Cop)" ™ 1A = B)P s Quesllt + (Ui + DRy (291)
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Now we estimate the second summand in (281). Fori = k,..., j — 1, similarly,

[Te(84 P, - P8 Py = BhoyP, - AP, AN, )
< Lis1 (0" Cop)"™ A = B)P s Qe + (Uit + DRy (292)

Lastly, we turn to estimate the last summand in (Z8T). By (I22) in Proposition .3 we have for all
|j =kl = nP

'(B)j,k| < Conled? (293)
Then use the same proof as in Lemma@ we have for any / € N with [ < m,
IPuB! — PoBP,., sl < Cre=d™ 7. (294)
Hence
[Te (8" Py - P8I Py (ANt — g+ )|

< |Tr (Blkpn .. PnBl.iPn(ﬂ11+--~+lk-l — ghte VP, s Qn) +R,. (295)

Repeat the argument similar to (291) to obtain

|Tr (Blkpn . PnBlen(ﬂl|+'"+lk_1 _ Bll+"'+lk—| )Qn)’
<+ -+ B0 Cop) " A = BIPyianp Qpllt + (L + -+ + [1) + DR, (296)

Hence, plugging three estimates (291)), (292) and (296) into the formula 28T)), we get

[T A" P, (AP = TH(A™P,) = Te(B)' Py -+ (B P,y + Tr(B"P,)|
<(m+1) ((n‘lco,,)’”’1 (A = B)Pys s Ol + R,,) . (297)

Note that,
A = BIP st Qe < D 1A H 2001 Prin Qoo 1
r

where H,.,,,5(n,) is defined in (264). Thus by Proposition #.3] we have

HHniZmnﬁ (nr)Pn+mnﬁ Qn—mnﬁlll

et 2mnf nmnl d max({ jk}—n+2mnP d n+2mnP —min{ jk}
< Constant n?|[1- — +(1-—=
)Y (1- %) (1- %)

2
j=n=2mnP+1 k=n—mnP+1 n

< Constant 16mn?5+5 g=dm”™ 2 (298)

This shows that (297) is exponentially small. Therefore we conclude (123)).
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7 Proof of Proposition

Before we prove the Proposition [d.5] we need to study the limiting behaviour of the following
log det (1 +P, (ef”w ZrerTspmp () _ 1) P,,) e TP L el (), (299)

where T,,5,,,# comes from Proposition 4.3

7.1 Limiting Behaviour of Fredholm Determinants

Suppose A and B are bounded operators such that [A, B] is trace class. Then [37] shows the following
principle

e e Be™B _ Id is trace class, (300)
and

1
dete A Be™B = o2 THABI (301)

This is a generalisation of the Helton-Howe-Pincus formula. It is useful to study generating functions for
some Gaussian random variables, see for example [[14]. We will also use this principle in our setup following
[14]], which is a direct consequence of Lemmas|[7.1 and

Lemma 7.1. For any bounded operators A, B we have

00 my—1 My +ma Am j my—j—1 pm
1M Am (A + B)I[A, B)(A + Bym i1 g
et g Y Y ED (A+ BYIA, BIA + B) . (302)

1115 1112 |
=0 =0 my!lmy\ms!(my + mo + m3 + 1)

-A

Moreover, if [A, B] is trace class then e eAMBeB _ [d is trace class.

Proof. See Lemma 4.3 in [[14]. O

Lemma 7.2. Let T, 5,5 (1-)_ be the strict upper triangle part of Tpsomnps (Mr) and T, 5,8 (7). be the lower
triangle part of T, o (Mr). Then we have

det (Id + P, (etn‘“ ZrerT () _ Id) Pn) e M Tt Py r T,y (1)

2

— e_ n2a Tl‘[zr C;-Tniznmﬂ(nr)JrsZr CrTn¢2/1m,3(77r)f] det (Id + Qn(R(t, n)—l _ Id)) , (303)

where
R([, T]) = e_m—ar Zr CrTnthmﬂ (nr)+ em—a 2r C’Tn12mn/3 (n'")e_m_a Xr CVTniZmnﬁ(nV)— . (304)

Proof. See the proof of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4 in [[14]. O

Lemma 7.3. Set
T:= Z CrTyamnp (Ur) .
-

Let T_ be the strict upper triangle part of T and T, be the lower triangle part of T. Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

2Ty, T ]I < C, (305)
lim 7727 ||Qu [T, T-1ll; = O, (306)
n—o0
n n+2mnP )
. -2
Tim 7| T[Ts, T-] + > > (Tu) | =0 (307)

Jj=n=2mnP+1 =2 j—n+2mnP
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Proof. Then by Propositionwe have for all r, j, k, [ with n — 2mnf < i+ Lk k+1<n+ 2mnfP,

(TniZmnﬁ (nr))j,k k=

-5
(Tni2mnﬁ (nr))j+l,k+l

nz

(308)

=1l+o (n_ﬂ+%) 4 |(Tni2mnﬁ (nr))j’kl < Cn%

This implies that
k=1

=1+ o(n_ﬁ+%), |(T)j,k| <Cn?ll-

Te| &

(309)
Note that T- = Py, 2,8 On-2mp T = TPy On—2mns - Hence the commutator

[T:,T-]1= ToPyopms Qn—ZmnﬁT— = T_-Pyiopmw Qn—Zmn/jT+'
This implies that for j,k = n — 2mnP +1,...,n+2mnP

min{jk+1} n+2mnP
ITnT-Dp= Y, Duu—- Y, @Oy
I=n—2mnP+1 I=max{j—1,k}

min{jk+1} n+2mn®
= > (Du@y= Dot D) = > D (Mg joksan
I=n—2mnP+1 I=j+k—n+2mnP
min{j,k+1} n+2mnP

= > o(nPNMuMy- D MuMixjsksn (310)

I=n—2mnP+1 I=j+k—n+2mnf
where yx jix<2q = 11f j + k < 2n and zero otherwise. For other values of j, k we have ([T, T-]);x = 0. Note
that though the actual formula of o (n‘/”%) above depends on j, k, /, it has an uniform limiting behaviour as

n — oo. Denote T to be the linear operator such that each entries

(T)j,k =l -
Also define
o J+k
Cn2 (1 —i) for n —2mnP < j,k < n + 2mnP,

(H)jy =
0 otherwise.

Then we estimate o
T+ Tl < o (WP 2) TS 1IT- |2 + 1B

Using the matrix norm relation [|AB|l; < [|All2/|Bll> and |||l < ||T|l>. Further using T3 = ¥ ;5 [(T) 4/, we
have for any n with n7 > d

N 21 2
—_ = d Cec 3a
TR <Gt Y (V=1 - <5 < o, G311
1=0 n
N 2j+2k 2
d J n 104
IHIG <n® " |1 - ped B (312)
=
N N 2j+2k 2
d 1%/ n-¢ _ _a
1QwHIE <n® ) D N1 = | < e 2t (313)
n

j:nﬁ k=1
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Together with the assumption § < § < ‘”1 , this shows

1
7 T Tl < o0, [0, T, — 0. (314)

Combine (310) and (3TT)) and we conclude

n+2mnP

Tim 72| T[T, T+ Z > ()| =0

Jj=n=2mnP+1 1=2 j—n+2mnP

m]
Lemma 7.4. Recall that R(t,n)~" is defined as (304). For any 8 such that 0 < £ < 8 < (”1 < 1, we have
Tim [1Q,(R(t, )™ = 1) = 0. (315)
Proof. Set
T = e Tami (7).
Let T_ be the strict upper triangle part of 7 and T, be the lower triangle part of 7. Then
R(t,p) ™" = & " T-em T i (316)

Use the expansion formula in Lemma [7.1]to obtain

) my—1

R(I,T])_l —Id = Z (=1~ 1(m—a)m1+m2+m3+1 Z (T-

my,mo,m3=0 J=0

YT + T [T-, To(T- + To)ym 1Ty )ms
mylmy!\mz!(my +my +m3 + 1) '

By the operator norm inequality ||A[|e < Z‘;’;_m supy [(A)i+jl and the second estimate of (309) we have

d|' CY.led
max{(|T o [Tl < Z |c,|Zan -4 - ZTn 317)
By Lemma[7.3] there exists a constant C’ > 0 such that
n 2T, Tl <C (318)
2| QulT-, T4 Il —0. (319)

Then by the equalities Q, T+ = Q,T+0,, and Q,T_ = Q,T_Q,, and by the dominated convergence theorem
we have lim |R(t, - Ia?|1 =0. o
n—oo

Lemma 7.5. Consider ¢ > 0 and a sequence &; € C such that sup,ey I€il = o(n~%) as n — oo. Then we have

=0. (320)
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Proof. Use the telescoping sum to obtain for k£ > 1

ﬁ(l_ncg +§i)—(1—%)k=zk: (1——)1_1ﬁ(1——+§,) (321)

: 2
i=1 n

Hence as n — oo,

k c c k c k—1
[1f1- 5 oe) (-5 erfio ) oot e
] n2 n2 2n2
By the fact that
0 k-1
Zk(l— Ca) = 4¢72n, (323)
2n2

we conclude

00 k k
1
lim — ]—[(1—%%,-)—(1—%) = 0. (324)
"N 5 s nz nz
m|
Lemma 7.6. Set
2M
T = Z chniZmnﬁ (771’) .
r=1
Consider the test function f(x) = Zfﬁ/ll xf% - with ¢, n, defined as #9).
Then, we have at the left edge
1 2\ _ 2
lim —= Tr[T,,T- ) ff (f(x )~ fO ) xdy. (325)
At the right edge, we have
1 2y _ 2
lim —— Tr[T,,T- flx ) f( Y dxdy. (326)
n—oo p2e 871-2 R2 -

Proof. By the limit (307) of Lemma(7.3] it is sufficient to compute the following limit

n+2mnP

o Y0, () a2

j=n=2mnP+1 I=2 j—n+2mnP

We estimate each entry of the fourth-fold sum (327), by Proposition 3] that is for any r, s and j, [

" H (1 B (_na\arnnl)i h ( n"las,,,l|) f(”))(l + o(1))
(Tosamne 1)) 11 (Tnsomne (15)) 51 = — “n \3 (o \?
4a? ( 1 ) (i)

|an,n|

(328)

’

"\ laynl

1 1 a
as n — oo, where & = &7 + &7 + &6 + &7 ()’ + &7 (—) = o),
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Relabel the indices with respect to the summations to obtain, as n — oo,

1 n+2mnf

i > ()

Jj=n=2mnP+1 =2 j—n+2mnP

NI

k+j—1 1
n n+2mnﬁ—j H (1 - (_ |,ern|) - (_na@h”)z + fl{r’S)) (1 + 0(1))

2M 11
1 =J ’
= n_" § CrCy § § T
r,s=1 j=n=2mnP+1 k=j—n+2mnP 4(1,21 ( T )2 ( s )

la n, nl |an,n‘

Nl

k+ j+n—2mnP -1 ( ( 1

ot b=y 11 ) - (- nﬂ|a1n|)é+§‘(r’ﬂ)(l+o(1))

o CrCs Z Z e ' (329)
n =1 4a; (|a,m|) (|am|)
WP

Note that for all 0 < 5 < 8 we have (1 - L%) = O(e‘”ﬁ %) for any ¢ # 0, which is exponentially small.
n
Hence, adding exponentially small terms does not change the sum in the limit, i.e., as n — oo,

n+2mnf

nia Z 2 (T3)

j=n=2mnP+1 [=2 j—n+2mnP

ke+ j+n—2mnP -1 1 1
s (r,5)
2mnP oo . -+H2 B (1 - (_lann‘)z - (_n‘l&nﬂ)z * ger )(1 ¥ 0(1))
I=]+n—2mmn
= — E‘ ¢, E E / +o(1). (330)

1 1
1 =1 k=) 7 (s )2
= =1 k=i 4ay ()’ (2

Then by Lemma 7.5 we estimate the power sum (330)) to be, as n — oo,

1 n n+2mn? ) 2M 2mnP oo (1 - (_ |a2fn|)% - ( W)l) (1 + 0(1))
il YD Y ) DI IS NN +ot
T e 21 1=2j s 2P rs=1 =1 k=j 4a’ (I;;];I)z (ﬁ)z
2M 1, Y
= Z c,Cy — +o(l). (331)

S At ent (Gt + m?)

Recall that ¢; and n; are defined as in (#9). Hence we have, as n — oo,

DY > (1)

j=n=2mnP+1 1=2 j—n+2mnP

M

1 —d,d, d,d,
= 5 Re Z + +o(1). (332)

1 1 1 1,2 1 1 2
r,s=1 (—/lr)j (—/ls)E ((_/lr)é + (_/ls)i) ( /l_)7 ( /lv)z (( )i +( /ly)z)
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From here the rest is to use the residual theorem to recover the double integral formula. Recall the
formulation of f and we have

2y _ 2 2 21 - 21
ff (f(x) Sy )) dxdy = ZC’C‘ff (x - nr](x—m y _USdedy.
R2 - R?2 - xX=Yy

Each of the double integrals can then be rewritten in the following way

1 1

ff (xz Y, J(xz—ns B yz_m]dxdy
R2 - xX=y
x2 1 X 2
=2 d d 2 d .
fR 22—y fR om0t " (fR 2= )2 —115) x)

Now we can apply the residual theorem to each of the three integrals above. For either Im(,) > 0 or

Im(n,) < O, take the principle square root, we have Im(i (—77,)%) > 0. So each integral there are two
residuals to consider i.e. i(—n,)% and i(—ns)%. Hence,

_f x? dx = 1
27i Jr (2 =) =00 2i((=p)E + (—15)?)
1
_f 2 2 dy = 1 1 1 1.°
2mi Jr 0% =107 =15 7 2i ()2 (=02 (—n)7 + (—10)7)

dx =0.

1 f x
2mi Jr (x2 - Tlr)(X2 —15)

Together we have,

2M

2\ _ 2 —
iy R f(y))ddyzzcrcs —
( 7”) R2 - r,s=1 2(_7']r)E (_775)z ((_Th)E + (_TIS)f)

M
— _Re —d,d; N dydy

1 1 1 1\2 2|
PR A A (A0F + R () M((_ - m)

Combing (332) and Lemma[5.2] we conclude that, at the left edge,

2y _ 2
lim %Tr[n, T ff (f(x) f(y)) dy. (333)
n—oo p 871'2 R2 —_

Note that at the right edge instead of (I'74) we have
1

nr nr 2 4 2
X0 — bl,n + ne (X0 — bl,n + ne ) T FAI-10Ln

(r)—
C() =
! —2a;-1
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Then by the same proof of Lemmawe getasn — oo, forl € {n — 2mP,n —2mnP +1,...,n+ 2mnf),

1
- _ nr _a
w =|1- sgn(—au,) +o(n 2). (334)
nlan
We can now follow the same computation and obtain that
1 n+2mn? ) 2M 1
nh_)rrolo o Z Z (Tj,l) = Z CrCy ; T T e (335)
j=n=2mnP+1 =2 j—n+2mnP rs=1 4 ()2 (m5)2 ((Ur)z + (ns)z)

From here the rest is to use the residual theorem to obtain the double integral formula. Recall the formu-
lation of f and we have

2 — 2 2 21 - 21
ff (f( x7) — f(= )’)) dxdy = Zcrchf [x y+7]r)(x+7]s yms]dxdy.
R2 - R2 - xX=y

Each of the double integrals can then be rewritten in the following way

1 1

2 2 - 2
ff [x+m y+m)(x+m y+"°’}dxdy
R2 - X=Yy

x2 1 X 2
=2 d d 2 d .
fR 22ty fR TR S (fR 2+ )2 +1y) x)

Now we can apply the residual theorem to each of the three integrals above. For either Im(z,) > 0 or

Im(n,) < 0, take the principle square root, we have Im(i (17,)%) > (. So each integral there are two residuals
in the upper half plane to consider i.e. i(n,)% and i(ns)%. Hence,

B x? dx = 1
27t Jr (2 + )P 1) 2i((n)? + (75))
1
Py f o) 5 dy = 1 1 1 1
2 Jr OF 00 415 7 2i(n,)2 ()7 ()7 + (1)7)

X
—_— dx =0.
27i fR )y

Together we have,

) B 2M _
zsz(ﬂx)_f(y)ddyzz% B —.
@iy J Jre 2007 )7 ()7 + (0,)?)

Combing (332) and Lemma[5.2] we get

2\ _ f(—
lim —— T[T, 7 ] fo (f( *) f( y )a’xdy. (336)
8 R2

n—oo n2
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7.2 Proof of Proposition
We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.5

Proof of Proposition 3] Recall that we consider f(x) = Im 3 d,—L- = ¥2M < with ¢}, n, defined as

x=a; r=1 x-n,
1
([@9). We also define F == 3" ¢, (j X )
Proposition [4.2] shows that the first m coefﬁments in the expansion around small 7 of below

108E[exp (X f.a.x) = ME[X faxy])] = log (det (1 + P, ("1 = 1) P,) e D) (337)

are asymptotically the same as those of the following

logdet (1 + P, (™" ZrrTusams®) — 1) P, ) =" T Pn Lo crTp ()

- Z kvc(n) (Z e T st (Ur)]- (338)

k>2

By Lemmas and[7.6] we see that, as n — oo

lim log det (1 +P, (em—tt 2rerTy ) _ 1) Pn) e—tTr P %, ¢,T,  5(n,)

f(x?) - f(y2
16”2 f fR 2( — )dxdy. (339)

The consequence of Lemma implies that the expansions of both of the right-hand sides of (337)
and @]} are absolutely convergent. We conclude that, via the dominated convergent theorem, for any

1
0<§<pB< ‘”1 around the left edge, i.e. xo = by—1, — 2 (@pnan-1,)? + 0o(n™%)

2)_ £?)
lim logIE[exp(X(") —E[X }"()”0 = 167r2 ff (f(X) /O ) dxdy. (340)
R2

n—-oo

At the right edge, i.e. xo = bp—14 + 2 \fApnln_1, + 0o(n~*),we consider —f. Hence, all the arguments of
the left edge apply and we obtain

2 2
- o) (n) f(=x )—f( ¥\
lim log B [exp (iX"), |~ E[X"), 1) 16”2 f fR 2( — (341)
Then by the symmetry of centred Gaussian distribution, we conclude that at the right edge
2 2
@ ) _ J=x )—f(—y )\
lim log E [exp (X)) |~ EIX{) ] 16”2 f fR 2( — (342)
Then by the moments method we obtain X,,(fo.x,) — E[Xn(fa.x,)] has the Gaussian fluctuations in the
limit. O

Hence, together with Subsection[4.2]and we complete the proof of Theorem [2.3]
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8 Proof of Theorems 1.21.12.2

We will use Theorem 2.3to prove Theorems [I.T]and [2.2] We will prove Theorem [I.2]by Theorem 2.2

Proof of Theorem[2.2]. For any 0 < & < %, condition (2.T)) implies that for all j € [
Ajnj2p — “?—m =0, (bjo1n— %0~ ajn)aj2n— (bj-opn — X0 — Qj-12)aj-1, = O™ ).

Hence the conditions in Theorem [2.3]are satisfied. Then apply Theorem [2.3]and we conclude the proof of
Theorem i

Proof of Theorem|[.1]. The asymptotics of recurrence coefficients of the modified Jacobi polynomials with
measure (3)) are given by the Riemann-Hilbert method in [24] to be

1 (47%—1 47%—1]1

2 2
— Y=Y
== + = +0(7), bj=
=3 32 32 )2 G b

452

+ 037, as j — oo, (343)

where | and y; are some constants explicitly given in [24]. Note that there is no scaling in this model and,
hence, we remove the second subscription 7 in the notations. Hence,

laj—aj| = 0G>), |bj—bii|=0(3),  asj— .

Then the conditions (28) and (29) are satisfied for all 0 < § < g < 1 .Hence the limit of mesoscopic
fluctuations holds for all @ € (0,2). Then apply Theorem [2.3] take 8 — 1 and we conclude the proof of
Theorem L1l i

Proof of Theorem[1.2] Consider I = {j € N : ﬁ — 1, asn — oo}. Then forall j € I,(f,i, let ¢ = ﬁ then we
can rewrite

Wy = ¢tV W4y, (344)

Then the conditions on V and positivity about ¢ implies the existence and uniqueness of equilibrium measure
of ¢!V, denoted by .1y, by the potential theory. By the convexity of ¢~'V, the support of y.-1y is a single
interval say [a], a;], which is determined by the following set of equations,

@2 V'(s) @2 sV'(s)
ds =0,
o Vs —a)(az —s) o Vs —a)(az —s)
In literature a, @, are called the Mhaskar-Rakhmanov-Saff numbers, (cf. [20] pages 203-234) Let F : R3 -

ds = 2nec. (345)

R2 be a real analytic function such that F(x,y,c) = ( ¢(x.) ) where

@(x,y,¢)
1
, (y—x)t+x+y) dt
LY) = \% ,
Pe6y) j:1 ( 2 V1 - 72
1
. -xt_,(y—x)t+x+y .
SO(X,)’, C) = j:l D) Vv ( ) ) m 2me.

Then we have F(ay, a3, c) = 0 by (345) and a change of variable argument. We further define

dT(l‘) - V,,((az—aq)t+a] +a/2) dt

2 '\ll_t2'
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Then by convexity of V, we have V"’ > 0 and thus ¥ (¢) defines a positive measure. Now computing the
Jacobian of F at (a1, as, c), we get

[ a-ndFo. [Ma+narFa
. 1 X 1 . (346)
- (@ —a) [ (= 0dF @), 2 +(m—-a) [t +0dF @)

2= =]

Dy F(ay, az,c) = (

The determinant of can be computed as

dre

@ — a1

1 1 1 1 1
fd?"(t)+(az—a/1)(f (1—t)d7—‘(t)f t(1+t)d7"(t)—f (1+t)d7—'(t)f t(l—t)d?-‘(t))
-1 -1 -1 -1 -1

dre 1 1 1 1 2
= f dF (1) +2(ar — ay) (f dT(t)f t2d¢(t) - (f th(t)) )
ay — a1 J-q -1 -1 -1

2
Use Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and we deduce ( f_ 11 td?'(t)) < f_ 11 £2dF (1) f_] L dF (7). Subsequently, the

Jacobian matrix under consideration is strictly positive and hence non-singular. Then apply the Implicit
Function Theorem to obtain that &) and a» are continuously differentiable functions of ¢, denoted by

ar = ai(c), a2 = a(o).

Moreover, one can apply the same analysis in [21] for ¢~'V and obtain a similar result in the Application
1 (1.64) (1.65) in [21] for the regular case (also refer to the proof Theorem 2.1 in [38]]). Note that in their
notation in the one-cut case M)(z) found as (4.71) of [21] is reduced to

Y@ +y@7, iy - 7(2)))
iY@ -y@™, y@+y@™" )

which is equivalent to N(z) defined in (6.13-6.16) of [38] after rescaling the support from [, @3] to [-1, 1].
This means that the recurrence coefficients can be estimated as

_ aa(c) —ai(o) as(c) + a;(c)
G = 2

Recall that ¢ = ,ll and a(c), a>(c) are continuously differentiable functions. Then for all j € I we have

\ajn = aj-1,l = O™, |bjn—bj1,=0m").

+0m™"), b, = +0m™h. (347)

Moreover, by the normalisation we have a1(1) = —1,a>(1) = 1. Hence,
lim aj, ==, lim b;, =0.
Jj/n—1 D) Jj/n—1 n

From here we obtain that the edges of the fluctuations are at xy = —1 or 1. Now we can employ Theorem[2.2]
and conclude Theorem i

Note that the strict convexity is not a necessary condition for the Jacobian to be non-singular nor the
equilibrium measure to be supported on a single interval. Though it can be relaxed, convexity simplifies
the argument. Furthermore, analyticity is only needed for the Riemann-Hilbert technique to obtain the
asymptotics of recurrence coefficients. However, it is highly possible that (347) still holds for V having some
degree of smoothness, without assuming analyticity. In the literature, the Riemann—Hilbert—d method is able
to deal with V with two Lipschitz continuous derivatives, see [39]. Their result Theorem 1(1) indicates that
the recurrence coefficients should be slowly varying with O(n‘% logn), in a more general setup. Here we
believe that Theorem [I.2]should still hold for V being a convex (or the equilibrium measure being supported
in a single interval) and C>**(R) (for some & > 0) potential satisfying (8). This requires a more detailed
study about the potential theory and we leave it open.
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9 Proof of Theorem 2.1]

Assumption (20) allows us to to approximate the Jacobi matrix J by a Toeplitz matrix. Compared with
Theorem [2.3] we have more control of the tails of the diagonals in this case. Hence, a direct comparison
with a Toeplitz operator is possible by exploring the algebra of the cumulant formula. In this section we are
to prove Theorem 2.1 by fulfilling such idea.

For clarity, throughout this section we let

at+e
2

8= . forsomee > 0 suchthat0<%<,8<1. (348)

As mentioned in the remark of Theorem 2.1} we will give a proof with a weaker assumption (20). Without
loss of generality we further assume

sup laju—11=0m™®),  sup |bjl=0m ). (349)
JjEn—np+el2 jzn—nP+e/?
The general case follows by translating and scaling the point process by (x — b)/a, where a = lim, a,, ,
and b = lim, b,_1 .

9.1 Resolvent of a Toeplitz Operator
Let’s first consider the Chebyshev polynomial (of the second kind) ensemble whose measure is given by

2

dii(x) = Txdx, supported on [-2, 2].

Its recurrence coeflicients are

ajn=1 bj,=0.
Hence its Jacobi matrix is a (semi-finite) Toeplitz matrix, i.e, entries remains constants along diagonals.
This is also called the free Jacobi operator,

(350)

01000
~ |1 0100
T=lo 101 0

Take xo = —2 and define

1 1

2—%+((2—n%)2—4)7 2-%-((2- &) -4)
ws = 5 L wo= , (351)

where the square root is taken at the principle branch so that |w4| > |w-|. The right edge (xo = 2) can be
done in the exact same way by swapping the definitions of w, and w-_.

Since this J is a Toeplitz operator, we can use the Wiener-Hopf factorization to obtain the exact inverse
formula entry-wise,

W+ — W
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One should compare this formula with Proposition [4.3]
Note that

1 1
wy =1+ (—l)z +0(n™), w_=1- (—i)2 +0m™ ). (353)
n® n®
From (352)) and (353)), we see that for all j, k

(7 o)) )

One convenient consequence of this estimate is the following lemma.

< Cnedn 2liH, (354)

Lemma 9.1. There exist a constant Cy > 0, such that for any mi, my € N, we have

< JConFmy - my. (355)

Proof. For my < my, Py, O, = 0 and the norm on left-hand side is zero. The inequality holds trivially. We
now consider the case where m; > m,.

Recall for any linear Hilbert-Schmidt operator A, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||A||% = ik 1(A) j’klz. Then
we can estimate by

Fon (7o 2

2

Z Z C2n? —2dn‘%|j—k|

Jj=ma+1 k=1

mi mi © 2,
g ¥ g% 2C7n%(my — my)
2_a —2dn 2|l 2 a —2dn 21 _
E E Cne <2 E E Cne = Ry I (356)

jema+1 IEZ j=ma+1 =0 1

po (- 1)) |

where the second line is by adding more terms in the sum to make the series to be a power series. Note that
1 — e > e !xforall x € [0, 1], we can further estimate (356)) to be

2
< 4eC2dn’* (my — my). (357)
2

o7 2}

This completes the proof. O

9.2 Lemmas of Proof of Theorem 2.1

We consider test function f(x) = Zr 1 c,x o as described in (49) for some 1 € {x + iylx € R,y # 0}. Let us
define

F= Zc,(j xo——) . (358)

Denote the Jacobi matrix of the OPE with recurrence coefficients with {a;,, b;,} satisfies (349) to be 7.

Define
oM

F= Zc,(j xo—ﬁ) . (359)

r=1
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Lemma 9.2. Let0 < 5 < < 1. Letl € N. Let my € N such that m; > InP. Then there exists a C; > 0 such
that N s
Qs 418 F Py ||, < Cre™™ 2, (360)

”Pml—lnﬁleml”l < Cle_d,nﬁ_% (361)

Proof. Repeat the proof of in Lemma[5.4]taking N = oo, using (354) and one gets (360). Repeat the
proof of (203) in Lemma [5.5]summing j from 1 and & up to co, using (354) and one gets (361). o

Lemma 9.3. Let 0 < 5 < B < 1. Assume (349) holds for all j > m; — 2nP. For any my,ms € N such that
2n8 < my < my and my — my = O(P), we have, as n — oo

[P (F = F) 0|, = o(n‘%"— ) (362)
Proof. Let us define
— _ ]
FO o= (T - 20— 1) (363)
FO r
(j xo——) . (364)
By triangle inequality we have
P (F= F) 0| Z e[, (F? = FO) 0| - (365)

Now we are going to study the trace norm for any r. For a cleaner notation, let

ﬂsi—xo—z—;, B=9 - xo—ﬂ

It is sufficient to estimate “Pm] (fﬂ‘l - B—l) Om,

tion
We use resolvent identity and rewrite 87! = A~! + (B‘l - :7{‘1) to get

X Note that estimates about A~! are discussed in Sec-

Py (AT = B7) Oy = P, 87 (B = A) A O,
= P A (B=A) A Qy + Py (B = A) (B = A) A Qp,. (366)

Note that, by the fact that Id = P,,, + O, the second summand on the right-hand side can be written as
Pm| (B_l - ﬂ_l) sz (B - \ﬂ) ﬂ_lsz + Pm| (B_l - ﬂ_l) sz (B - ﬂ) ﬂ_lsz-

Rearrange the formula and we get,

Py (AT = B7) O, (1d + (B = A) A Oy
= Py AT (B = A) A Oy + Py (B = A ) Py (B = A) A Oy (367)

Note that, by Lemma we have Hﬂf(_lQm2 - sz_nﬁﬂ_l Qm2||1 = O(e‘d'"ﬁ R ). Moreover, since 8 — A
is three diagonal, we have (B - A) Q,,_p = Oypy—pp_1 (B—A) Op,_p. Also by Lemma @, we have
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1A Oyt = Coy2 1 A Oy ]|, = O ). Also note that |A | = O(®), | Al = O(1)
and ||B||. = O(1). Hence, the first summand on the right-hand side of can be estimated to be

[Py AT (B = A) A O ||,

= 1P, Ory—20 1A Qpyp1 (B = A) Qs A Oy ||, + O (n“e—d’"ﬁ 2 ) (368)

Similarly, we commute P, from left to right on the right-hand side of with exponentially small
error. Precisely speaking, by Lemma we have ||Py, Q206 1A = Pyt Oy 28 1A P | | =
O(e‘d'"ﬁ %). Since B — A is three diagonal, we have Ppsnp (B=A) = Py g (B=A) Py ypy1. Also

by Lemma we have ||Pml+np+1 sz_nﬁﬂ‘l = Py inpi sz_nﬁﬂ_lp’7ll+2nﬁ+] ”1 = O(e‘d/”gﬁ). Note that
A e = O®), |Alle = O(1) and ||B|l.c = O(1). Also note that the projections are commutative, i.e.,
P, Om, = Om, P, . Hence, (368)) can be further estimated to be as n — oo

[Py A(B = A) A O

= “Pm1 Qm2—2nﬁ—lﬂ_1Pm1+nﬁQm2—nﬁ—l (B-A Pm1+nﬂ+1sz—nﬁﬂ_lpm1+2nﬁ+lQm2||1 +0 (nae—d’rtg_f ) .
(369)

Now use the trace norm inequality ||ABC]||; < [|A|l2]|Bll]|C]l2 and we get as n — oo
[P AT (B = A) A O |,

< “Pml ng—Znﬁ—lﬂ_lnz ||Pm1+nﬁQm2—nﬁ—1 (B-A Pml+nﬁ+1Q1112—t113||00 ||ﬂ_1pm1+2nﬁ+1Qm2||2+0 (nae—d’nﬁf% ) :

(370)
Recall that we assume m| — my = O(n”). By Lernma we have as n — oo
1P, Qupr 2|, = 0(n¥+%) (371)
|2 P21 Ol = 0 (¥ +%). (372)
Since (349) holds for all j > my — 2n® by assumption, we have as n — oo
1Pony s Qnyn—1 (B = A0 Py it Qo || o, = O (). (373)
Plug (371), (372)) and (373) into (370) to get as n — oo
[P A (B~ A A Qs = O (n%”— ) (374)

For the second summand of the right-hand side of (367), we first use the resolvent identity and then
continue with the same argument as (369) to commute Q,,, from right to left to obtain that as n — co

[P (87 = A Py (B - A A O,

= [P, B (A= B) A Py, (B = A) A O

= P (A= B) Qo1 A P Oyt (B = ) Pr1 @y yp A O], + 027 ).
(375)
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Use the trace norm inequality |[ABCDI||; < ||Alll|Bll2l|Clls|IDIl> to get

[P, B (A= B) Oy 28 1A Piny Qo1 (B = F) Pyt Oy A O |,

< “PmlB_1 (3{ - B) Qm2—2nﬁ—1||oo Hﬂ_lez sz—nﬁ_lnz “sz sz—nﬁ—l (B - 'ﬂ)H(X, ||sz+1Qm2—nﬁﬂ_1Qm2“2
(376)

In (376)), two operator norms are of order O(n® %) and O(n=2) respectively by the assumption that (349)
holds for all j > my — 2n®; two Hilbert-Schmidt norms are both of order O(n%“rg) by Lemmam Hence,

asn — oo
_ _ _ Sa _
||Pm1B ! (A-8) sz—Znﬁ—lﬂ 1sz sz—nﬁ—l (B-A) P+ sz—nﬁﬂ 1sz”l = 0(” : 3B) . 377)
Plug (377) into to get

[P (87! = A) Py (8- 0 A7 O,

(= 0(n¥¥). (378)
We now use (374) and (378)) to estimate the trace norm of (367), and we have as n — oo

[P (A7 = B71) Oy (14 + (B - A) A Q)

= o(n%"— ) (379)
Note that we use the assumption 0 < £ < 8 < 1 to determine 3¢ — 8 > 32 — 3,
By Lemma[92J}
|8 - A A 0|, = (B~ 70 QA Q| + O ). (380)
Using the operator norm inequality we have
(B = A) Qs A" O |, < (|8 = A0 Q| 1" O - (381)

By the assumption that (349) holds for all j > m, — 2n®, we have as n — oo ||(B - A) sz_nﬁ”w =0~ %P).
Recall that | Al = O(n%). Now we have

B —A) A Qs = O(n*%). (382)
Recall 0 < § < 3, and hence (382) is of order o(1). Then for large n,

< ! .
- o,

H(Id +(B-A) ﬂ‘lsz)_1 (383)

Moreover, by trace norm inequality ||[AB||; < [|All1]|Bllc, We have

[P (A7 = 87") O,

1
<[P (A7 = 87) O, (14 + (B - A A O,

1 H(Id HB- A A Q) ” . (38%4)
Plug(379),(382)) and (383) into (384)) to obtain as n — oo

Pm1 (ﬂ_l - B_l) sz

= o(ﬁ—ﬂ). (385)
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Plug this estimate back into and we conclude as n — oo

P (F = F) O, = o(n%”— ) (386)

Lemma above also implies the following by induction.

Lemma 9.4. Let 0 < § < 8 < 1. Let m € N. Assume (349) holds for all j > n - 2nP. We have, for any
k=0,1,2,...,m

Proof. First note that the following operator norms are bounded

Pt (F_ F)Fan

= o(n’“”%—ﬁ). (387)

Sup(n || Flleo, n”*||Fll} < co. (388)
n>0
Take m; = n + mn® and m, = n to shorten the notation.
Consider the induction argument. For k = 0, (387) is reduced to Lemma For any k > 0, we use
triangle inequality to obtain

[P (F = F) F<' 0| < [Py (F = F) P Q|| +{|Pons (F = F) (F< = F<Y) 0| - 389)
Use Lemma.2]and we estimate the first summand on the right-hand side of (389) to be, as n — oo,
[P (F = F) P Q|| = ([P (F = F) Qe P Q| + 0 (n“e—d’"ﬁ E ) (390)
By the trace norm inequality [AB]l; < IAlli[|Bll, we have
HP,,,] (F-F) sz_(kﬂ)nﬁkasz”] < HPm1 (F = F) Q- |, 17 O]l - (391)

Then use Lemma to estimate the trace norm above to be of order O(n>*/>7#). By (38Y), the operator
norm is of order O n("“)“). Plug the estimate of (391)) back to (390) to obtain, as n — oo

P, (F - F) F*1 0,

= o(n“‘“)“*%“—ﬂ). (392)

For the second summand on the right-hand side of (389) we use the telescopic sum,

k
PR = N pL(F - F) PR
2 F (k= F)

the fact that Q,,, + P, = Id, and triangle inequality to obtain

||Pm1 (f_ F) (Fk+1 _ fk+1)Qm2

1

k
= Z ||Pm1 (I::— F) Fl(Qu, + sz)(F _ afk—zgmz
1=0

< 3 ([ (F- 1) o (- )

=0

+|[Poi (F = F) F'Po, (F - F) F'0,,

1). (393)
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Use the trace norm inequality [[ABC]||; < [|All1|Bllsl|Clls to obtain an estimate of the first term on the right-
hand side of (393),

||Pm1 (F = F)F'Qy, (F = F) 10|

<||Pw (F - F) F'On,

1”Qm2 (F=F)|_IF"0m|... 394

The induction hypothesis for all / = 0,.. ., k implies that the first term on the right-hand side of (394) to
be

||Pm1 (F=F)F'on| =0 (nl“%a-ﬁ). (395)
For the second term on the right-hand side of (394)), let us define, Let us define
— — -1
Fo ::( ~xp— ﬁ) (396)
noz
n-\"!
FO = (J ~xp— —) . (397)
na

Recall the definition of F and F in (358) and (359). We apply the triangle inequality and the resolvent
identity to obtain

| (F=F)||_ < D terd[|@n (F? = FO)|_ = D kenl]|@ns FO (T =) FO| - 399)
Use Lemma[0.2] and we get
”me(’) (T-9)F|_ = HQmZﬁ’)sz_nﬁ (T-9)F7||_+o (n“e—‘”"ﬁ K ) (399)
By the operator norm inequality |AB]le < [|Allcol|Blle We obtain,
|0 F? et (T = T) FO < 10PN || Qoo (T = )| _INFL - (400)

By the assumption that (349) holds for all j > m, — 2n®, we get ”sz_nﬂ (i -9 )“ = O(n=%). Together

with the fact that [|[F?|l, = O(n®) and |[F?le = O (n%), we estimate @00) to be of order O(n2~%).
Plugging it into (399) and further back into (398), we get

|0n: (F=F)|_ = 0(n*). (401)

The last term on the right-hand side of (394)) is estimated to be ||f k=t sz”OO =0 (n(k")“). Hence, together
with (393)) and @0T]), (394)) is estimated to be

P (F = F) F'Qu, (F = F) 0 |

Now we turn to the second term on the right-hand side of (393)). Use Lemma[9.2]

- 0(n<’<+2)“+%—3/3). (402)

P (F = F) F'P, (F = F) F' gy, 1

= [P (F = F) FP (F = F) Qoo B Qo + 0 (n(’”)“e—d’"ﬁ E ) (403)
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Use the operator norm inequality ||ABC||; < [|Alll|Bl[1/|Clle to obtain

||P’"1 (F - F) FIP’"Z (F - ﬁ) sz—(k—l)nﬁfk_lsz 1

< ||Pum, (f— F) Fl”oo ”sz (F - F) Oy (k=D

1 [F*" Q|- (404)

The operator norms are estimated to be HP,,,l (f - F) FZHOO =0 (n(l“)“) and Hf""Qm”Oo =0 (n(k‘”"). The

trace norm can be estimated by Lemma to be ||Pm2 (F - f) Oy l)"ﬁ”l =0 (n%"ﬁ). Plug these three
estimates into (404). Then we get an estimate of (¢03) to be

”Pm1 (F - F)F'P,y, (F - F) F*'Q,,

=0 (n““)‘”%"-ﬂ). (405)

Plug (#02)) and (405)) back into (393)), and we get an estimate of the second summand on the right-hand side
of (389) to be

”Pml (Ij:_ F) (Fk+1 _ Ij:k+1) Om,

= 0(#’”“““7‘“5). (406)

Here we use the assumption 0 < § < 8 < 1 to deduce O (n(k+2)“+37”‘3/3) =0 (n("“)“*%"ﬁ).

Plugging (392)) and (406) into (389)), we obtain

[P, (F - F) F*1 0,

= o(nU‘“)“*%—ﬁ). (407)

This concludes the induction argument. O

9.3 Proof of Theorem 2.1]

The essential step of Theorem is the following proposition. Recall that CE,’:)(ﬂ) is the m-th cumulant for
a linear operator A,which has the formula (67).

Proposition 9.1. Assume that the assumptions in Theorem are satisfied. Then we have

lim n~ "™
n—oo

C(F) = G (F)| = 0. (408)
Proof. First note that the following operator norms are bounded

sup{n || Fllco, n~|Fleo} = Cop < 0. (409)

n>0

Since both sums are finite in the cumulant formula (67)), it is sufficient to show that
Tr(F)' Py ... (F)iP, = Te(F™P,) = Te(F)' P, ... (F)'iP, + Te(F™P,) = o(n™) (410)

Similar to (214)), using the telescoping sum twice and cyclic property of the trace operator, we can rewrite
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the left-hand side of (#10)) to be
j —~— — —
Z Tr(F'* -+ Q,FiP, .. P,FiP,) = Tr(F' 10, Fp, .. P,FiP,)
k=2

J
= > Tr(FUPy .. PyFIP,FI 010, ) = Te (FYP, . P F P, FI 701 0,

k=2
j-1
= - Z (Tr ((F" = F'yP,F' . P, Flip,F+herg,)
k=2
j-1
+ Z Tr(F“P, ... PyF'P,(F"' = Flst)p, . Flip,FI* ¥,
i=k

+Tr (FlkPn o PnFlen(Fll-i-..-Hk,l _ Fll+...+lk71)Qn) )

Then writing F! — F! = 1-4 FI-1"K(F — F)F*, by Lemma we commute Q,, from the right to left to get

[Te ((F% = FloP,Fot Py FU P, FU et Q)| < [eC ! n ™ D(F = F)PaQyotll + Ras (411

[Tt (AP, ... PyF' Py(Fot = Flo)p, . P, Fi+ 10, )
< L1 OO " VN (F = F)PyQp sl + Rs (412)

[Tt (FU Py ... PyFY Py (Rt — Flielinyg,

< cpp eyl p (Eh+=+ler _ pht=+leno 4R, (413)

where R, = O(n’"“e‘d‘)"ﬁ 7%) is exponentially small.

Define
= ._ [T n-\! ) ._ n\!
F"=\9-x—-—=| . F"=\(9-x-—]| . (414)
n« n<
Use the triangle inequality to obtain
I = F)PuQemllt < Dl [|(F? = FOYPL Q] (415)
r=1

Recall that for any linear operator A and B, we have the resolvent identity A~! — 87! = 87 1(B - A)A .
Further, we also have 87! = (Id -8 1(B- .?l)) A~!. Combine these two formulas to get,

Al-g ! = (Id —- 8 N(B- ﬂ)) ANB-AA .

Take A = J — xp — = (FYland B=9 — xo — I = (F™)~!. Rewrite each summand of the right-hand
side of (@13)) to be

|F = FOVPoQy i, = |(1d = FO (T = T)) FO (T = T) FOPuCy (416)

=
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Recall that F — 7 is tri-diagonal and we have for any integer m;

(T =T) Py = Puys1 (T = T) P, (417)
(T-T)m = Q1 (T -T) O, (418)

Use Lemma to get that F" commutes with the projection operator P,,, and Q,,, with an exponential
small error. That is

||(F(r) - F(r))PnQn—mnﬁ”]
< ||(Id - F(r) (j - j)) Piomsi Qn—(m+2)n/3—lf(r)Pn+nﬁ+l Qn—(m+l)n/3—l («7 - j) P Qn—(m+1)n/fi;(r)PnQn—mnf‘f

1+Rn,
(419)

where R, = O(n"™e=" 7Y s exponentially small. Use the trace norm inequality ||ABCD|; <
llAllcol|Bll2/ICllco||DIl2 and to obtain

|(F? = FOYPa Qs < U = FOT = T) Pasaatt Qi1 Iooll P 1 Qo st 2
T = T) Pt Qs 1y Il P Dy sla + Ry (420)

where R, = O(n“”ﬁe‘d(’”ﬁ _%) is exponentially small. Then by the assumption (349) and the fact that
IF7]le = O(n®) we have

[T =) Pass Q-] =067, (“21)
IFO (T = T) Pusapr Qucmsao|_ =005, (422)

Use Lemma to obtain _ .
IF Py lls = OGP 7). (423)

Recall that R, is of exponentially small for n large. Plug @Z21)), (@d22) and @23) into (#20) to obtain, as

n — oo,

[(F? = FO)P, 0, s, = OGP 5), (424)

The estimate (424)), together with #135), implies that (411]) and (#12)) are both of order O (n’"“‘BJ“%).
For (@13), consider any / = 1,2,...,m. Recall the telescoping sum

-1

Fl—Fl = Z F=1(F-F)F* (425)
k=0
Apply Lemma[9.2]to obtain
-1
1PaCF! = FHQu[|, < > 1" Cop) | Pt (F = FYFEQ,|, + R, (426)
k=0
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where R, = O (n‘”zﬁe‘do"ﬁ _(7) is exponentially small. We estimate (@26)), by Lemma to be
IPAF = FOQull = O n-+ %) (“27)

This shows that @13)) is of order O (nm‘”%‘ﬁ).

In summary we have shown that (¢I1), (#12) and (I3) are all of order of O(nm“‘m%). Hence, by
assumption 0 < § < 8 < 2, we conclude that (#10) holds. Plug this into the cumulant formula (67) and we
complete the proof. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [2.1]

Proof of Theorem[2.1]. First consider test functions like f(x) = fi 1 dr Im(x—A,)"! ford, € R and Im(1,) >
0,i.e., @9) . Let X, fa,x,) be the mesoscopic linear statistics of the OPE given by the Chebyshev polynomial
of the second kind at the edge as described in beginning of Subsection Apply Theorem [2.3] and get the
following convergence in distribution as n — oo

X, (farp) = B (farx)] = N0, 09), (428)
where 0'; is the variance in Theorem This is equivalent to the convergence of the cumulants
~ 77 m=2
lim 2" C,y(F) = 1 (429)
n—co 0, m> 2.
Then Proposition [9.1|implies that
—~2
e of, m=2
lim n~"C,,(F) = (430)
n—co 0, m> 2.
This is equivalent to
(n) _ (n) 2
Xfw0 E[an,xo] - N(@O,07%), (431)
where X;”) is the mesoscopic linear statistics of for OPEs whose recurrence coefficients satisfy (349).
a@,x()
Now recall the argument in Section [4.2] Use the exact same proof of the last step of Theorem [2.3]in
Section and we extend ([@31) to the test functions f € C. o

10 Examples

Theorems [2.1) [2.2] and [2.3] can be used to obtain the asymptotics of mesoscopic fluctuations at the edges
of many classes of OPEs, that are known in literature. Here we present some of the interesting examples
with both continuous and discrete measures. We include classical examples as well as uncommon but still
popular ones.
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10.1 Laguerre Unitary Ensemble
The orthogonality measure of scaled Laguerre polynomials is given by
du(x) = x’e™dx, x>0,

for some parameter y > —1. The recurrence relation reads

i+ 1)(j+ 1 2i 1 T
xpj(x) = i )(nj — y)ij(X) + %Pj()c) + —J({; .

Pj-1(x)

and hence the recurrence coeflicients are

ViG+y) 2j+y+1
Ajp = ——— , bj,= Jryr (432)
n n
Laguerre Unitary Ensemble
4.
3t
216
1+
0
0
Clearly, Condition [2.1]is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set 1,
fien: !
1_{JeN.——>1}. (433)
n

At the left edge, by—1n — 2 \fAnnGn-1, = % + 0(n‘3), by Taylor approximation. Take x9 = 0. We
compute that for all j € I,(f ,Z,

1 _
@jnlljon =51, = ==+ 007, (434)

2
(Bjotn — X0 — Ajn)ajan — (bjozn — X0 — Aj-1n)djo1n = —27—,13 + 0. (435)

By Theorem we conclude that the mesoscopic CLT holds for all 0 < 5 < g < % < 1. Taking 8 — 7.
We conclude that the mesoscopic CLT holds for all 0 < a < 2.

Atthe right edge, by,—1 n+2 \fannln—10 = 4+ 2y— D~ +0(mn?), by Taylor approximation. Take xy = 4,
apply Theorem and we conclude that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all @ € (0, 2).
10.2 Gaussian Unitary Ensemble

The orthogonality measure of scaled Hermite polynomials is given by

du(x) = e_"xz/zdx, xeR.
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The recurrence coefficients read

ajn = % R bj’n =0. (436)

Clearly, Condition [2.1]is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set /,
I={jeN:£—>1}. 437)
Note that b,y , + 2 \fay nan—1, = £2 + O(n™"). Take xy = —2 or 2, apply Theorem and we conclude
that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all @ € (0, %).
10.3 Jacobi Unitary Ensemble
The orthogonality measure of Jacobi polynomials is given by
du(x) = (x=2)""(x +2)?dx, xe€[-2,2],

for some parameter 1,7y, > —1. The recurrence coeflicients read

Y 16j(j + y1 + )i + ¥ +72) - 205 =77
TN Qit A = DR A PQi v v+ D) Qi+ y) @iy +y2+2)
(438)
Note that as j — oo,
1-201-2% VTN, s
aj:1+8—j2+0(] ), bj= 27 +O0@().
The equilibrium measure is given the the following figure.
Jacobi Unitary Ensemble

20

15+

1.0 -

-2 - 0 1 2
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The edges of fluctuations are at xo = 2 or —2. Hence, by Theorem [2.3] or 2.1] we have the mesoscopic
fluctuations at the edges hold for all @ € (0, 2). Note that for the Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind
we have y; =y, =-1/2,a;=1and b; = 0.

10.4 Freud Weight
The orthogonality measure for Freud polynomials is given by Freud weight
dun(x) =e™dx, y>0, xeR.

The recurrence is shown in [31}[32] that

==

1(TEGTDY [\
oy = L[E2LQD Gyﬂ+m@@)aMbm=Q (439)
T2\ et n ’
()
where I is the Gamma function and

o), y>2o0r0<y<i,
o™, 1<y<2,

resy(j) = (J._l) o 4 , asj— oo. (440)
oG~ (logH)™, ry=1,
o', y>2orz<y<l

Note that its Jacobi operator is essentially self-adjoint if and only if ¥ > 1. In such case, the moment problem
is determinant. Note that for 0 < y < 1, the set of Freud orthonormal polynomials is not dense in L?(,,).
The moment problem is indeterminant.

Clearly, Condition [2.1]is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set /,

Iz{jeNzi—el}. (441)

1 1 1
OHrdy\y OHrdy\y Oy \y
Note that b,_1 , £ 2 \fappln_1, = % (%)y + O(n™"). For both edges xo = —( (rii*fj))y or( ;?;f?)y
T T T

apply Theorem [2.2{and we conclude that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all a € (0, %).
In particular, for y = 2, the Freud weight is reduced to be the Hermite case.

10.5 Tricomi-Carlitz Polynomial Ensemble

Next, we consider the Tricomi-Carlitz polynomials. Their zero distributions were first studied by [40, 41].
We mention this example to emphasis that the edge of fluctuations may not coincide with the edge of the
equilibrium measure. Take y > 1. The orthogonal measure v is a step function with jumps at the points

atx=+(k+y)2, k=0,1,....

It gives a discrete polynomial f,iy). To obtain a reasonable limit we need to rescale x by n~!/?

ples 4.7 in [42]. That is we have a scaled measure

, S€€ €Xam-

(k+ y)k_le_k

. atx=+(k+y)2vn, k=01,....

HP() = v (Vi) =
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The scaled polynomial is given by f,ga)(n‘l/ 2x). However, its recurrence coefficients admits a simpler form

Gjn = \/ 8 » bjn=0 (442)

(G+y=-DG+7

Tricomi Carlitz Polynomial Ensemble
0.30 -

0.25-

Clearly, Condition [2.1]is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set /,
1:{jeN:1—>1}. (443)
n

For both edges b1, £ 2 \fay n—1, = £2 + o™, by Taylor approximation. Take xg = —2 or 2, apply
Theorem and we conclude that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all « € (0, 2).
10.6 Weight with Logarithm-Singularity

Deift and Piorkowski in the work [25] consider orthogonal polynomials with orthogonality measure du(x)
by

2
du(x) = log (—), xe[-1,1).
I —x
They show the asymptotics of its recurrence coefficients to be

1 1 3 1 1 3 1
Akn = = 7~ ) +0( 3 ), bk,n=_2_ ) +0( 3 )
2 16k 32k2log*(k) k% log’ (k) 4k=  16k%log=(n) k% log’ (k)

Hence for both edges, b1, £ 2 \fannan_1, = £1 + O(n™?). Take xo = —1 or 1, apply Theorem and we
conclude that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all @ € (0, 2).

10.7 Krawtchouk Polynomial Ensemble

Given K € N and p € (0,1). The Krawtchouk polynomial k;(x; p,K) is a discrete polynomial on
{0,1,..., K}. The orthogonality weight v is

K
=[S prs amanr
X

The recurrence coefficients of the Krawtchouk polynomials are

aj=+n-j+)jp(l-p), bj=mn-jp+jl-p).
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The OPE with the Krawtchouk weight describes uniformly distributed domino tilings of the Aztec diamond,
see [6]. Here K is related to the size of the diamond and it is particularly interesting to let K to infinity.
Following [6], we consider the case where % — tfort > 2 asn — oo. Of interests are the scaled

polynomials & j(nx; p, N). Then the scaled orthogonal weight v is

) 9oy

SN

K
o

S| =

K
p(x) = ( )p’”‘(l -p, x=0,
nx
The scaled Krawtchouk polynomials have the recurrence coefficients,

_ J&E=j+Djpd=p) (K= p+jd=p)
B n? B n '

Ajn
Clearly, Condition [2.T]is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set 7,

I={jeN:£—>1}. (444)

For both edges by—1n =2 \fappan_1, = t=2)p+1x(—-1)+/p(1 —p)+ omn™), by Taylor approximation.
Take xo = (t —2)p+ 1 £ (t — 1) \/p(1 — p), apply Theorem and we conclude that the asymptotics of the
edge fluctuations holds for all @ € (0, %).

10.8 Hahn Polynomial Ensemble

Given a,b > —1 and a, b, N € N. The Hahn orthonormal weight is defined as
@by,  _[a+tx\(b+N-x 3
vy (x)—( . )( Ny f oF=OL N (445)

The Hahn ensemble appears in the lozenge tilings of a hexagon with uniform weights. The parameters
a, b, N are related to the size of the hexagon. To study the large hexagon, of interested when the sizes grows
linearly in n as n — oo. Let

a

b N
->1t, ,——obh, — —ot3, forsomer|,,>0.,t;5=>1.
n n n

The scaled Hahn weight is

b+ N -
Hy ) = (“ ’ ”x)( N ’”) =0 (446)
nx N —nx n n
Then the scaled Hahn polynomials have the recurrence coefficients,
jGg+a+b+N+1)(j+Db) N=-jpH(j+a+b)a+))2j+a+b+1)
ai, = s
M NQj+a+b)QRj+a+b+ D)\ jj+a+b+N+ Db+ )QRj+a+b-1)
b = (N=p(+a+b+1D)(j+a+1)
MU NQj+a+b+ N+ 1DQRj+a+b+2)
Clearly, Condition |2.1|is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set I,
Iz{jeN:l—n}. (447)
n

For both edges, clearly, the limits lim, a,, =: ag and lim,, b,_; , =: by exist, with the rate of convergence
at most O(n~'). Take xo = bg + 2ap, apply Theorem and we conclude that the asymptotics of the edge
fluctuations holds for all @ € (0, 2).
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