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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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1 Introduction

Let µ be a Borel measure on R with finite moments, i.e.,
∫
R |x|

kdµ(x) < ∞ for all k ∈ N. The orthogonal
polynomial ensemble (OPE) of order n ∈ N associated to µ is a probability measure on Rn proportional to∏

1≤i< j≤n

(xi − x j)2dµ(x1) · · · dµ(xn). (1)

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 µ 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 n, so that the eigenvalues accumulate on finitely many
intervals with high probability as n → ∞. For this reason, we will allow the measure µ to depend on an n
and write µ = µn.

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 [5].
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 µ is discrete and its parameters
depend on the size of the tiling, i.e., µ = µn. This is another reason that we allow the measure to be
n-dependent.

We will study the asymptotic behaviour as n → ∞ and explore cases of µ (or µn) 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 dµn(x) = xγe−nxdx on [0,+∞), for some parameter γ > −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 → ∞ and have the limiting distribution

dρµ(x) = 1
2π

√
4−x

x dx, see Figure 1. In the bulk, i.e., any point in the interval (0, 4), the typical distance

between neighbouring points is of order ∼ n−1. 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 dρµ(x) ∼ 1/

√
xdx, which is typical at hard edges, and the neighbouring points are of distance

∼ n−2. The right-end point of the interval is a typical example of soft edge where the density vanishes
as square root dρµ(x) ∼

√
4 − xdx and the distance between neighbours is ∼ n−

2
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, 8, 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(n)

f ,α,x0
, where the test function f is a compactly supported real-valued function, the location is x0 ∈ R, and

the scale is nα for some α > 0,

X(n)
f ,α,x0

B
n∑

i=1

f (nα(xi − x0)). (2)

This scaled linear statistics (2) is to examine the points that are at a distance at most of the order of n−α

around x0. Given that the test function f is compactly supported, the points {x j} j, whose distance between
x0 are of order far larger than n−α, will eventually fall outside the support of f as n → ∞ and only points
within a distance of x0 of order at most n−α fall within the support. Note that if α = 0, the scaled linear
statistics is reduced to the global linear statistics and ”sees” all points simultaneously. If α is big enough
such that nα is the microscopic scale around the point x0, then we are at the local (or microscopic) regime,
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x
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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
(2) lives in the scale of order nα, which we call the mesoscopic scale. Typically, in the bulk α ∈ (0, 1), at the
hard edge α ∈ (0, 2), and at the soft edge α ∈ (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 β-
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 ∈ C6

c )for β ensembles with smooth potentials (V ∈ C7 as defined in (7))
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

dµ(x) = (1 − x)γ1(1 + x)γ2h(x)dx, x ∈ [−1, 1], (3)

where γ1, γ2 > −1 are parameters and h 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 dρµ(x) = 1

π
√

1−x2
dx

on [−1, 1]. In the bulk, its mesoscopic limit has been studied by [14], whose result directly implies that, for
f ∈ C1

c (R), x0 ∈ (−1, 1) and α ∈ (0, 1), as n→ ∞, the following converges in distribution

X(n)
f ,α,x0

− E
[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
→ N

0, 1
4π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x) − f (y)

x − y

)2

dxdy

 . (4)

Our result is at the (hard) edges x0 = 1 or −1.
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Theorem 1.1. Let µ be the modified Jacobi weight as (3), given γ1, γ2 > −1. Then we have that, for all
f ∈ C1

c (R) and α ∈ (0, 2), the following converges in distribution as n→ ∞

X(n)
f ,α,x0

− E
[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
→N

(
0, σ2

f

)
(5)

σ2
f =


1

8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2)− f (−y2)

x−y

)2
dxdy, x0 = 1

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2)− f (y2)

x−y

)2
dxdy, x0 = −1.

(6)

Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of more general results Theorem 2.1 or Theorem 2.3, which we will discuss
in Subsection 2.3. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is presented in Section 8.

Varying Weights

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

dµn(x) = e−nV(x)dx, x ∈ R, (7)

V(x)
log(x2 + 1)

→ +∞ as |x| → ∞. (8)

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

IV (ν) B −
∫ ∫

log |x − y|dν(x)dν(y) +
∫

V(x)dν(x). (9)

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

Theorem 1.2. Assume dµn(x) = e−nV(x)dx 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 (9), to be supported in a single interval [−1, 1]. Then the
same asymptotic result as (5) and (6) in Theorem 1.1 follows for all f ∈ C1

c (R) and α ∈ (0, 2
3 ), as n→ ∞.

Theorem 1.2 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 1.2 is
presented in Section 8.

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 (a2x) and we have σ2

f = σ
2
g. This gives a heuristic explanation of

the independence of α in the limit. However, compared with the bulk mesoscopic limit in (4), σ2
f is not

translation invariant in f .
Finally, the variances for both the soft and the hard edges share the same formula (6) 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.
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Our purpose of this paper is to extend Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 to a wider range of µ and µn. Analyticity and
convexity of the potential V are not necessary. We include cases where µ or µn 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 10.5. 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 4.1 and 4.3). 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 µn on R, with finite moments, we let {p j,n(x)} j≥0 be the family of polynomial polynomials
with respect to µn. The second subscript n emphasises that the measure µn may be varying in n as pointed out
by the examples from (7). Precisely, such p j,n is the unique polynomial of degree j with a positive leading
coefficient such that ∫

p j,n(x)pk,n(x)dµn(x) = δ j,k. (10)

It is well-known that orthonormal polynomials satisfy a three-term recurrence relation

xp0,n(x) =a1,n p1,n(x) + b0,n p0,n(x), (11)

xp j,n(x) =a j+1,n p j+1,n(x) + b j,n p j,n(x) + a j,n p j−1,n(x), (12)

for j = 1, 2, . . . and some coefficients a j,n > 0 and b j,n ∈ R. These coefficients 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 µn is determined by its moments.
We will not assume the moment problem is determined in this paper. For the non-varying weight µ, 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
n→∞

an+k,n C a, lim
n→∞

bn+k,n C b, (13)
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for all k ∈ Z≥0, the following converges in distribution, as n→ ∞,

X(n)
f − E[X(n)

f ]→ N

0, ∞∑
k=1

k

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
f (2a cos(θ) + b)eikθdθ

∣∣∣∣∣∣2
 . (14)

For the non-varying weights the assumption (13) can be simplified to limn→∞ an C a and limn→∞ bn C b.
Compared with the mesoscopic limit in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, which are universal results, the variance of
the limiting global fluctuations depends on the limits of the recurrence coefficients.

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 1.1 and 1.2, this is not the case in general. For example, the Tricomi Carlitz Polynomials, given
in Subsection 10.5, 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., (4) holds, whenever the recurrence coefficients are such that

a j = a + O( j−1), b j = b + O( j−1), as j→ ∞, (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 (1) with respect to the real Borel measure µ with finite moments, where the associated
recurrence coefficients be a j and b j, given by (11) and (12). Note that the recurrence coefficients do not
have a second subscript, since they come from the measure µ, non-varying in n.

Recall that X(n)
f ,α,x0

is the mesoscopic linear statistics of an OPE for a test function f around the point x0
which is defined by (2). Now we are going to state our general theorems for non-varying weights.

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

a j = a + O( j−α−ε), b j = b + O( j−α−ε) (16)

for some ε ∈ (0, 1 − α/2) small, as j → ∞. Then, for any f ∈ C1
c (R), as n → ∞, the following converges in

distribution

X(n)
f ,α,x0

− E
[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
→ N(0, σ2

f ), (17)

where

σ2
f =

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy, for x0 = b + 2a + o(n−α), (18)

σ2
f =

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy, for x0 = b − 2a + o(n−α). (19)

The assumption (16) is natural. Note that the Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind have constant
recurrence coefficients, cf. Subsection 10.3, which comes from the Jacobi unitary ensemble from the random
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matrix theories. Thus the result applies. More generally, the modified Jacobi polynomials also satisfies (16)
(cf. (343) due to [24]). Hence, Theorem 1.1 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
(16) is also satisfied in this case, see Subsection 10.6. Moreover, the assumption (16) with exact the same
rate of convergence is proposed by [14] to show the bulk mesoscopic universality, i.e., (4), in their work.

Also note that the exact edges are at b + 2a and b − 2a. Theorem 2.1 allows x0 to be close to these edges
as long as they have a distance of order at most o(n−α). This is also natural, since the mesoscopic linear
statistics (2) is scaled as nα 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 µn with
varying recurrence coefficients a j,n and b j,n such that

sup
j≥n−n

α
2 +ε

|a j,n − a| = O(n−α−ε), sup
j≥n−n

α
2 +ε

|b j,n − b| = O(n−α−ε). (20)

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 n 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 (1) with respect to the real Borel measure
µn with finite moments, let the recurrence coefficients associated with measure µn be a j,n and b j,n defined by
(11) and (12).

Let 0 < α < 2 and ε ∈ (0, 1 − α2 ) small. Define I(α,ε)
n to be an indexing set

I(α,ε)
n B { j ∈ N : n − n

α
2+ε ≤ j ≤ n + n

α
2+ε}, (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 c0, c1 > 0 such that, for all j ∈ I(α,ε)
n (where I(α,ε)

n is defined
as (21)) and n ∈ N,

c0 < |a j,n| < c1, |b j,n| < c1, (22)

|a j,n − a j−1,n| ≤
c1

n
, |b j,n − b j−1,n| ≤

c1

n
. (23)

The parameter α 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 nα/2+ε 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 1.2 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 x0, that may depend n, such that

x0 = bn−1,n−2
√

an,nan−1,n+o(n−α) on the left, or x0 = bn−1,n+2
√

an,nan−1,n+o(n−α), on the right. (24)

Hence, for varying weights, instead of b ± 2a in Theorem 2.1, we centre x0 around the points bn−1,n ±

2√an,nan−1,n.
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Now we are going to state our general theorems for varying weights. Recall that X(n)
f ,α,x0

, defined in (2), is
the mesoscopic linear statistics of an OPE for a test function f around the point x0.

Theorem 2.2. Consider 0 < α < 2
3 . Assume there is an ε ∈ (0, 1− α2 ) such that Condition 2.1 is satisfied for

all j ∈ I(α,ε)
n and n ∈ N. Then, for any f ∈ C1

c (R), the following converges in distribution as n→ ∞

X(n)
f ,α,x0

− E
[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
→ N(0, σ2

f ), (25)

where

σ2
f =

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy, for x0 = bn−1,n + 2
√

an,nan−1,n + o(n−α), (26)

σ2
f =

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy, for x0 = bn−1,n − 2
√

an,nan−1,n + o(n−α). (27)

Theorem 2.2 only deals with the case 0 < α < 2
3 . For soft edges with square root decay, this is optimal.

But for hard edges, the result should also hold for 0 < α < 2. We will show that this is true under additional
assumptions. Indeed, Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 2.2 are special cases of the following.

Theorem 2.3. Consider 0 < α < 2. Assume there is an ε ∈ (0, 1− α2 ) such that the Condition 2.1 is satisfied
for all j ∈ I(α,ε)

n and n ∈ N. Also assume the following holds, as n→ ∞

max
j∈I(α,ε)

n

∣∣∣∣a j,na j−2,n − a2
j−1,n

∣∣∣∣ = o(n−α−ε), (28)

max
j∈I(α,ε)

n

∣∣∣(b j−1,n − x0 − a j,n)a j−2,n − (b j−2,n − x0 − a j−1,n)a j−1,n
∣∣∣ = o(n−

3α
2 −ε). (29)

Then, for any f ∈ C1
c (R), as n→ ∞, the following converges in distribution

X(n)
f ,α,x0

− E
[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
→ N(0, σ2

f ), (30)

where σ2
f is given by (26) and (27).

Note that the Condition 2.1 implies that (28) and (29) hold for all α ∈ (0, 2
3 ). Hence, these two assumptions

only take effect when α > 2
3 . In other words, Theorem 2.2 is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.3.

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 3.5.

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

|a j − a j−1| = O( j−3), |b j − b j−1| = O( j−3), as j→ ∞.

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 < α < 2. The limit of mesoscopic fluctuations
holds for all α ∈ (0, 2), .i.e., Theorem 1.1. For details, see proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 8.

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,n =

√
j( j + γ)/n, b j,n = (2 j + γ + 1)/n and x0 = 0. Taking γ = 0, it is easy to

check that assumption (28) holds for all 0 < α < 2 and the left-hand side of 29 vanishes for all j. Hence,
Theorem 2.1 applies and we obtain the the limit of mesoscopic fluctuations for all α ∈ (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 γ > 0, Theorem 2.3 also applies, see Subsection 10.1 for details.
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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 1.1, 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 10, we give several examples that Theorems 2.1 2.2 2.3 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 µn 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 σ j(A), which are the square
roots of the eigenvalues of the compact self-adjoint operator A∗A. Then we define

1. ∥A∥∞ B sup j σ j(A) to be the operator norm,

2. ∥A∥1 B
∑

j σ j(A) to be the trace norm,

3. ∥A∥2 B
√∑

j σ j(A)2 to be the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Then we have the following inequalities

10



1. For j = 1, 2,∞,
∥AB∥ j ≤ ∥A∥ j∥B∥∞, ∥AB∥ j ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥ j,

∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥2∥B∥2.

2. If A is trace class,
|Tr A| ≤ ∥A∥1.

We will frequently view a semi-finite matrix A =
(
(A)i, j

)
i, j∈N

with entries (A)i, j ∈ C, as an operator on l2(N).
Then

∥A∥∞ ≤
∞∑

j=−∞

sup
k

∣∣∣(A)k,k+ j
∣∣∣ ,

∥A∥1 ≤
∞∑

i, j=1

∣∣∣(A)i, j
∣∣∣ ,

∥A∥2 =

 ∞∑
i, j=1

|(A)i, j|
2


1/2

.

If A is further Hermitian, η ∈ C with Im η , 0 and Id is the identity operator, the following holds

∥(A − ηId)−1∥∞ ≤
1
| Im η|

. (31)

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 µn with entries
being the recurrence coefficients defined as (11) and (12), i.e.,

J B



b0,n a1,n
a1,n b1,n a2,n

a2,n b2,n a3,n
a3,n b3,n a4,n

. . .
. . .

. . .


. (32)

Such J is also called the Jacobi operator associated with the measure µn, viewed as a linear operator from
l2(N) to l2(N) acting on the space of finite sequences. It is a bounded linear operator only if both sequences
{a j,n} j and {b j,n} j are bounded. For example, J is bounded for the Chebyshev polynomials where the
recurrence coefficients are constants. However, in many cases J is not necessarily a bounded operator. For
example, J is unbounded for the Hermite and Laguerre polynomials where a j,n tends to infinity as j → ∞.
These examples are included in Section 10. Breuer and Duits studied the resolvent of bounded J and they
successfully obtained the mesoscopic fluctuations in the bulk for the non-varying cases [14]. However,
though J is symmetric with all entries real numbers, its resolvent is only well-defined if J is a self-adjoint
operator. However, J is essentially self-adjoint, if and only if the measure µn is fully characterized by its
moments, see Theorems 6.10. and 6.16 in [29]. In terms of recurrence coefficients, that is if

∑
j≥1 a−1

j,n = +∞,

11



the moment problem is determinant. If {b j,n} j is bounded, a j−1,na j+1,n ≤ a2
j,n for all j ≥ j0 for some j0 ∈ N

and
∑

j≥1 a−1
j,n < +∞, the moment problem is indeterminate. See Corollary 6.19. in [29] and Theorem 1.5 in

[30]. For example, for Freud weight dµn(x) = e−n|x|γdx, γ > 0, shown in [31, 32], the recurrence coefficients
have the asymptotics as

a j,n = cγ
( j
n

) 1
γ

(1 + O( j−1)), as j→ ∞, and b j,n = 0, (33)

where cγ is an universal constant only depending on γ. For a precise statement, see Section 10.4. Hence, its
Jacobi operator is essentially self-adjoint if and only if γ ≥ 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
l2(N) to l2(N) associated with J , that will be suitable for our further analysis.

Let P(x) be the column vector of the orthonormal polynomials

P(x) = (p0,n(x), p1,n(x), · · · )T , (34)

where the superscript T is the transpose of a vector. We define a semi-finite matrix

Gz B

∫
R

(x − z)−1P(x)P(x)T dµn(x), z ∈ C, Im z , 0. (35)

Note that each entry of Gz is well-defined and bounded, i.e.,∣∣∣∣∣∫
R

(x − z)−1 p j,n(x)pk,n(x)dµ(x)
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1
| Im z|

∣∣∣∣∣∫
R

p j,n(x)pk,n(x)dµ(x)
∣∣∣∣∣

≤
1
| Im z|

∣∣∣∣∣∫
R

p j,n(x)2dµn(x)
∫
R

pk,n(x)2dµn(x)
∣∣∣∣∣ 1

2

=
1
| Im z|

, (36)

where we use the fact
∣∣∣(x − z)−1

∣∣∣ ≤ 1
| Im z| 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 Im z , 0, Gz represents a bounded linear operator from l2(N) to l2(N),
given the canonical basis in l2(N). Its operator norm is bounded by

∥Gz∥∞ ≤ | Im z|−1. (37)

Proof. Note that in the case where µn = µ is non-varying or generally µn 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 Gz = (J − z)−1. The lemma holds directly.

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

Define the multiplication operatorM : L2(µn) → L2(µn) viaMh(x) = xh(x), for h ∈ Dom(M) C {h ∈
L2(µn) :Mh ∈ L2(µn)}. Hence, (M− z)−1 exists, in particular, (M− z)−1h(x) = (x− z)−1h(x), for h ∈ L2(µn).
The multiplication operatorM is self-adjoint and hence its operator norm is bounded by∥∥∥(M− z)−1

∥∥∥
∞
≤ |Im z|−1 . (38)
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Let e j = (0, 0, . . . , 1, 0, 0, . . . )T be the j-th vector of the canonical basis for l2(N), i.e., the sequence with
only the j-th element to be 1 and the rests are zeros. Then, each entry of Gz equals to

(e j,Gzek)l2 =

∫
R

(x − z)−1 p j−1(x)pk−1(x)dµn(x)

=

∫
R

(M− z)−1 p j−1(x)pk−1(x)dµn(x) =
(
(M− z)−1 p j−1, pk−1

)
L2(µn)

. (39)

Let the subspace Hµn B span{p j,n : j ≥ 0}
L2(µn)

be the closure of the the linear space spanned by the or-
thonormal polynomials. Clearly, L2(µn) = Hµn ⊕ H

⊥
µn

. Let P : L2(µn) 7→ Hµn be the orthogonal projection
operator onto Hµn . Define an unitary operator U : Hµn 7→ l2(N) such that Up j,n = e j+1. Then (39) shows
that

Gz = UP (M− z)−1
PU−1. (40)

Therefore, Gz is a bounded operator and

∥Gz∥∞ ≤
∥∥∥(M− z)−1

∥∥∥
∞
. (41)

Hence, ∥Gz∥∞ ≤ | Im z|−1. □

Note that the equality of (41) holds only if the space L2(µn) can be spanned by the polynomials {p j,n}.
By the three-term recurrence relation (11) and (12), Gz as an infinite matrix defined in (35) is the algebraic

inverse of J − z, i.e., the following holds entry-wise as an infinite matrix,

((J − z)Gz) j,k = (Gz(J − z)) j,k =

1, j = k,
0, j , k.

(42)

For any bounded operator A : l2 7→ l2 whose inverse A−1 exists and is also a bounded linear operator, the
following holds algebraically, i.e., the following holds entry-wise as an infinite matrix,

Gz − A−1 = Gz(A − J + z)A−1. (43)

Note that J is a tri-diagonal matrix, and hence JA−1 is always well-defined as a semi-finite matrix. If
further J − z − A represents a bounded linear operator from l2(N) to l2(N), the right-hand side of (43) 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 Gz agrees with the resolvent of J , whenever J is of self-adjoint. In such case,
Gz = (J − z)−1.

Corollary 3.1. Recall that we define Gz as (35). Then, for z ∈ C with Im z , 0, eGz is well defined and
admits a formula

eGz =

∫
R

e(x−z)−1
P(x)P(x)T dµn(x). (44)

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

Gk
z =

∫
R

(x − z)−kP(x)P(x)T dµn(x). (45)
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Note that by Lemma 3.1, (45) holds for k = 1. Moreover, Gz is a bounded linear operator and so is Gk
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)T = P(x)T (J−z) and (42) 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),

Gk+1
z =

∫
R

(x − z)−kP(x)P(x)T dµn(x)Gz =

∫
R

(x − z)−k−1P(x)(x − z)P(x)T dµn(x)Gz

=

∫
R

(x − z)−k−1P(x)P(x)T dµn(x)(J − z)Gz =

∫
R

(x − z)−k−1P(x)P(x)T dµn(x). (46)

Recall that Gk+1
z is a bounded linear operator and the matrix representation of a bounded linear operator is

unique. Hence, we conclude (45) by induction.
Now we have algebraically, (i.e., to understand the following entry-wise as semi-finite matrices),

eGz =
∑
k≥0

Gk
z

k!
=

∑
k≥0

1
k!

∫
R

(x − z)−kP(x)P(x)T dµn(x) =
∑
k≥0

1
k!

∫
R

(x − z)−kP(x)P(x)T dµn(x)

=

∫
R

∑
k≥0

1
k!

(x − z)−kP(x)P(x)T dµn(x) =
∫
R

e(x−z)−1
P(x)P(x)T dµn(x). (47)

Note that the fourth equality above is valid due to
∫
R |(x − z)−k p j(x)pk(x)|dµn(x) ≤ | Im z|−k by the same

argument as (36). By Lemma 3.1, eGz is a bounded linear operator, and we conclude the corollary. □

3.3 Cumulants via Recurrence Relations

For a real-valued random variable X, whose moments are all finite, the cumulantsCm(X) are uniquely defined
by the cumulant generating function, for t ∈ C,

logE[etX] =
∑
m≥1

tm

m!
Cm(X).

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 C2(X) respectively. Note also that, if X follows a
Gaussian distribution, we have logE[etX] = tC1(X) + t2C2(X)/2.

Hence, to show that the linear statistics X(n)
f ,α,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

f (x) = Im
M∑

r=1

dr
1

x − λr
(48)

where M ∈ N, dr ∈ R, Im takes the imaginary part of a complex number, and Im λr > 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 λr to be the complex conjugate of λ j. Then f can be rewritten as

f (x) =
2M∑
r=1

cr
1

x − ηr
,

where cr B

dr
2i r = 1, . . . ,M
−

dr−M
2i r = 1 + M, . . . , 2M

ηr B

λr r = 1, . . . ,M
λr−M r = 1 + M, . . . , 2M

. (49)

and, for some x0 ∈ R, define
f (n)
α,x0(x) B f (nα(x − x0)). (50)

f (n)
α,x0(J) B

∫
R

f (n)
α,x0(x)P(x)P(x)T dµn(x) =

2M∑
r=1

cr

nα
Gx0+

ηr
nα
, (51)

where Gx0+
ηr
nα

is defined as (35). Note that f (n)
α,x0(J) is not necessarily a self-adjoint operator on l2(N).

However, this is true if and only if the measure µn is determined by its moments. Nevertheless, similar to
the properties of Gz, in general, the following holds for f (n)

α,x0(J).

Corollary 3.2. f (n)
α,x0(J) is a well defined infinite matrix and entries are real and symmetric, i.e.,(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)
j,k
=

(
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)
k, j
=

(
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)
k, j
, j, k ∈ N, (52)

where the overline is the complex conjugate. Moreover, f (n)
α,x0(J) represents a bounded linear operator from

l2(N) to l2(N). Its operator norm is estimated by∥∥∥∥ f (n)
α,x0(J)

∥∥∥∥
∞
≤

2M∑
r=1

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im ηr

∣∣∣∣∣ . (53)

Furthermore, the bounded linear operator e f (n)
α,x0 (J) is also well-defined with matrix representation, under the

canonical basis of l2(N),

e f (n)
α,x0 (J) =

∫
R

e f (n)
α,x0 (x)P(x)P(x)T dµn(x). (54)

Proof. By definition (48) and (51), it is clear that f (n)
α,x0(J) has real and symmetric entries. By Lemma 3.1

and the definition (51), f (n)
α,x0(J) : l2(N) 7→ l2(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 3.1. □

Breuer and Duits obtained a beautiful formula of the cumulant generating function of the linear statistics
in terms ofJ , see the preliminaries of [14]. They showed the formula forJ being a bounded infinite matrix.
By Corollary 3.2, we now extend their result to general J , which can be unbounded.

Lemma 3.2 (Breuer-Duits). The cumulant generating function for the linear statistics X(n)
f ,α,x0

of an OPE has
the following determinantal structure,

logE
[
exp

(
tX(n)

f ,α,x0

)]
= log det

(
Id + Pn

(
et f (n)
α,x0 (J)

− Id
)

Pn

)
, (55)

where f (n)
α,x0(J) is defined in (51), Id is the identity operator and Pn is a cardinal projection onto the first n

coordinates.
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Proof. Note that the Vandermonde determinant admits the following formula∏
1≤i< j≤n

(xi − x j) =
1∏n

j=1 γ j,n
det(p j−1,n(xi))n

i, j=1 (56)

where p j,n is the orthonormal polynomial and γ j,n is its leading coefficients.
Hence, use (1) to obtain that

E
[
exp

(
tX(n)

f ,α,x0

)]
=

1
Zn

∫
· · ·

∫ n∏
i=n

et f (n)
α,x0 (xi)

(
det(p j−1,n(xi))n

i, j=1

)2
µn(x1) · · · dµn(xn)

=
1
Zn

∫
· · ·

∫
det(et f (n)

α,x0 (xi) p j−1,n(xi))n
i, j=1 det(p j−1,n(xi))n

i, j=1µn(x1) · · · dµn(xn), (57)

where Zn > 0 is some normalising constant. Recall the Andreiéf’s identity, for a measure µ and measurable
functions f j, g j ∈ L2(µ) for j = 1, . . . n,∫

· · ·

∫
det

(
f j(xk)

)n

j,k=1
det

(
g j(xk)

)n

j,k=1
dµ(x1) · · · dµ(xn) = n! det

(∫
f j(x)gk(x)dµ(x)

)n

j,k=1
. (58)

Then,

E
[
exp

(
tX(n)

f ,α,x0

)]
=

n!
Zn

det
(∫

et f (n)
α,x0 (x) p j−1,n(x)pi−1,n(x)dµn(x)

)n

j,k=1
. (59)

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

E
[
exp

(
tX(n)

f ,α,x0

)]
=

n!
Zn

det
(
Pnet f (n)

α,x0 (J)Pn + Qn

)
. (60)

where Pn is the canonical projection onto the first n coordinates.
In particular, take t = 0 to obtain E [1] = n!

Zn
det (Pn + Qn). Hence Zn = 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)
f ,α,x0

of an OPE can be expressed to be

C1(X(n)
f ,α,x0

) = E[X(n)
f ,α,x0

] = Tr
(
Pn f (n)
α,x0(J)Pn

)
. (61)

For m ≥ 2

Cm(X(n)
f ,α,x0

) =

m!
m∑

j=2

(−1) j+1

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

Tr
(
Pn

(
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l1 Pn
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l2 Pn . . .
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l j Pn

)
− Tr

((
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)m
Pn

)
l!! · · · l j!

.

(62)

In particular,
C2(X(n)

f ,α,x0
) = Var[X(n)

f ,α,x0
] = Tr

(
Pn f (n)
α,x0(J)Qn f (n)

α,x0(J)Pn
)
. (63)
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Proof. Note that for any non-singular square matrix A, we have log det A = Tr log A. Similarly,

log det
(
Id + Pn

(
et f (n)
α,x0 (J)

− Id
)

Pn

)
= Tr log

(
Id + Pn

(
et f (n)
α,x0 (J)

− Id
)

Pn

)
. (64)

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

logE
[
exp

(
tX(n)

f ,α,x0

)]
= Tr

∞∑
j=1

(−1) j+1

j

(
Pn

(
et f (n)
α,x0 (J)

− Id
)

Pn

) j

= Tr
∞∑
j=1

(−1) j+1

j

∑
l1≥1,l2≥1,...,l j≥1

tl1+l2+···+l j

l1!l2! . . . l j!
Pn

(
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l1 Pn
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l2 Pn . . .
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l j Pn

=

∞∑
j=1

∞∑
m= j

tm (−1) j+1

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,l j≥1

Tr
(
Pn

(
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l1 Pn
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l2 Pn . . .
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l j Pn

)
l1!l2! . . . l j!

=

∞∑
j=1

∞∑
m= j

tm (−1) j+1

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,l j≥1

Tr
(
Pn

(
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l1 Pn
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l2 Pn . . .
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l j Pn

)
l1!l2! . . . l j!

=

∞∑
m=1

tm
m∑

j=1

(−1) j+1

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,l j≥1

Tr
(
Pn

(
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l1 Pn
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l2 Pn . . .
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l j Pn

)
l1!l2! . . . l j!

. (65)

Then the cumulants of the linear statistics can be written in the following way, by expanding the right-hand
side of (65)

Cm(X(n)
f ,α,x0

) = m!
m∑

j=1

(−1) j+1

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

Tr
(
Pn

(
f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l1 Pn
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l2 Pn . . .
(

f (n)
α,x0(J)

)l j Pn

)
l!! · · · l j!

. (66)

Similarly to (65), by expanding the logarithm and exponential and reordering the summations, we obtain

log(1 + (ex − 1)) =
∞∑
j=1

(−1) j

j

∑
l1≥1,l2≥1,...,l j≥1

xl1+···+l j

l1! · · · l j!
=

∞∑
j=1

∞∑
m= j

(−1) j

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

xm

l1! · · · l j!

=

∞∑
m=1

xm
m∑

j=1

(−1) j

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

1
l1! · · · l j!

,

for all x ∈ R. Note that log(1 + (ex − 1)) = x. Hence,
∑m

j=1
(−1) j

j
∑

l1+···+l j=m,li≥1
1

l1!···l j!
= 0 for all m ≥ 2.

Then, for m ≥ 2, (66) can be rewritten to be (62) □

For any linear operatorA, we define

C
(n)
m (A) B m!

m∑
j=2

(−1) j+1

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

Tr(A)l1 Pn . . . (A)l j Pn − Tr(AmPn)
l1! . . . l j!

. (67)

The extra term Tr(AmPn) 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 2.3 (cf. Proposition 4.4). 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 l2(N) is such that

(A) j,k = (A) j,k, j, k ∈ N. (68)

Then we have for m ≥ 2 ∣∣∣∣C(n)
m (A)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ √
2
π

m!m3/2∥A∥m−2
∞ emC

(n)
2 (A). (69)

In particular, for |t| < (e ∥A∥∞)−1, there exists some constant c > 0 such that∑
m≥2

∣∣∣∣∣ tm

m!
C

(n)
m (A)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ct2C
(n)
2 (A). (70)

Note that in the original work, this lemma holds forA 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 (69) holds trivially.
For m ≥ 3 Let Qn = Id − Pn. We write

AmPn = A
l1(Pn + Qn)Al2(Pn + Qn) · · ·Al j Pn.

By expanding the formula above, we find

Al1 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn −A

mPn = −A
l1 QnA

l2 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn −A

l1+l2 QnA
l3 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn

−Al1+l2+l3 QnA
l4 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn − . . . −A
l1+···+l j−1 QnA

l j Pn. (71)

Using the cyclic property of the trace, we get

Tr
(
Al1 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
AmPn

)
= −

j∑
k=2

Tr
(
Alk+1 Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 QnA

lk Pn
)
. (72)

Note that since PnPn = Pn and Qn = Id − Pn, we have, by the definition of a commutator, BQnAPn =

−[B, Pn][A, Pn]Pn. Therefore,

PnA
l1+···+lk−1 QnA

lk Pn = −[Al1+···+lk−1 , Pn][Alk , Pn]Pn. (73)

Plug (73) into (72), use the trace norm inequality ∥ABC∥1 ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥2∥C∥2 to obtain

∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Al1 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
AmPn

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ j∑
k=2

∥A∥
lk+1+···+l j
∞

∥∥∥[Al1+···+lk−1 , Pn]
∥∥∥

2

∥∥∥[Alk , Pn]
∥∥∥

2 . (74)

For any l ∈ N, by writing

[Al, Pn] =
l∑

j=1

Al− j[A, Pn]A j−1, (75)
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we see that
∥∥∥[Al, Pn]

∥∥∥
2 ≤ l ∥A∥l−1

∞ ∥[A, Pn]∥2. Given l1 + · · · + l j = m, we have, from (74),∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Al1 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
AmPn

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ ( j − 1)m2∥A∥m−2
∞ ∥[A, Pn]∥22 . (76)

Hence, we have for m ≥ 3∣∣∣∣C(n)
m (A)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ m!m2∥A∥m−2
∞ ∥[A, Pn]∥22

m∑
j=2

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

1
l1! . . . l j!

. (77)

Now, by expanding mm = (1 + · · · + 1)m and Stirling’s approximation

m∑
j=2

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

1
l1! . . . l j!

<
mm

m!
≤

em

√
2πm
. (78)

Note that by the definition of commutator,

C
(n)
2 (A) = TrAQnAPn =

1
2

Tr[A, Pn][Pn,A]. (79)

Since A satisfies (68), PnA
2Pn and PnAPnAPn are self-adjoint. We have C(n)

2 (A) = 1
2 ∥[A, Pn]∥22. There-

fore, plug (78) into (77) to obtain that, for m ≥ 3,

C
(n)
m (A) ≤

√
2
π

m!m3/2∥A∥m−2
∞ emC

(n)
2 (A). (80)

Note that,
∑

m≥2 m3/2∥A∥m−2
∞ emtm−2 < ∞, for |t| < (e ∥A∥∞)−1. We conclude this lemma. □

Rather than to study the series directly, Lemma 3.4 allows us to study the asymptotics of each cumulant
as n→ ∞ and to apply the dominated convergent theorem to the series.

Let us define F B nα f (n)
α,x0(J). Then, by definition (51), F =

∑2M
r=1 crGx0+

ηr
nα

, which is a bounded linear
operator due to Corollary 3.2. Then, for m ≥ 2,

Cm(X(n)
f ,α,x0

) = C(n)
m (n−αF) = n−mαC

(n)
m (F), (81)

where C(n)
m 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 Gx0+
ηr
nα

, defined in (35). In the case

that J is self-adjoint, Gx0+
ηr
nα

is the equivalent to the resolvent of the Jacobi operators, i.e.,
(
J − x0 −

ηr
nα

)−1
.

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 η ∈ C with Im η , 0. Consider

J =


b0 a1
a1 b1 a2

a2 b2 a3
. . .
. . .
. . .

 −
(
x0 +

η

nα

)
Id, (82)

where b j, x0 ∈ R, 0 < a j ≤ c for some constant c > 0 and Id is the identity operator. Then for any j, k ∈ N
we have ∣∣∣∣(J−1

)
j,k

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2nα

| Im η|
e−min{1, | Im η|4ecnα }| j−k|. (83)

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 j,n and b j,n and non-varying a j and b j .

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 j or a j,n can be
unbounded. In case of the scaled Hermite polynomials (corresponding to the Gaussian unitary ensemble of

the random matrix theory) we have a j,n =

√
j
n and b j,n = 0. However, in the cumulant expansion (62), one

only needs to estimate J−lPn. The following argument enables us to replace J by a truncated version. Take
l = 1 for example. Take N = n + δ for some δ > 0 and define

JN B PN JPN + QN .

By the resolvent identity and the trace norm inequality, we have

∥(J−1
N − J−1)Pn∥1 ≤ ∥J−1∥∞∥(J − JN)J−1

N Pn∥1. (84)

Recall that JN is a block matrix and N > n. Hence, J−1
N Pn = PN J−1

N Pn. Also, recall that J and JN are
tri-diagonal matrices. Hence, the only non-zero entry of (J − JN)PN is the N + 1,N-th entry whose value is
aN . Now we estimate the trace norm with entries, i.e.,

∥(J − JN)J−1
N Pn∥1 = ∥(J − JN)PN J−1

N Pn∥1 ≤

n∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣aN
(
J−1

N

)
N,k

∣∣∣∣ . (85)

Then, we only need to estimate
(
J−1

N

)
j,k

for j = N and k = 1, 2, . . . , n. We use the Combes-Thomas estimate

for JN to conclude that (85) is exponentially small if δ ≫ nα. Note that ∥J−1∥∞ ≤
nα
| Im η| , 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 C(n)

2 (J−1) and C(n)
2 (J−1

N ) is exponentially small. The cumulants of higher order can
also be compared in a similar way. The truncation JN can be a good estimate of J in the cumulant.

However, this reveals a second limitation. This argument works well for δ = nβ and 0 < α < β < 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 < α < 2.

Note that if J is a Toeplitz operator, the Combes-Thomas estimate can be improved near the edges. For
example, take b j,n = 0 and a j,n = 1, which are the recurrence coefficients for Chebyshev polynomials. Take
x0 = 2. One can use Wiener-Hopf factorization to compute the resolvent explicitly, that is
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(
J−1

)
j,k
=

ω(η)
1 − ω(η)2

(
1

ω(η)| j−k|
+

1
ω(η) j+k

)
, (86)

where

ω(η) B
2 + ηnα +

((
2 + ηnα

)2
− 4

) 1
2

2
.

We take the principle square root so that |ω(η)| > 1. Hence, we estimate,∣∣∣∣(J−1
)

j,k

∣∣∣∣ ≤ d1n
α
2 e−d2n−

α
2 | j−k|, (87)

for some constant d1, d2 > 0. Hence, we tell that for | j − k| > nβ with 0 < α
2 < β < 1,

∣∣∣∣(J−1
)

j,k

∣∣∣∣ is
exponentially small. One should note that α2 < β is possible since the spectral density of J vanishes at the
edge of the spectrum as a square root. If x0 ∈ (−2, 2) is chosen, we will still get the region of exponential
decay to be 0 < α < β < 1.

Therefore, these limitations suggest a finer estimation about J−1
N , 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 JN 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−1

N . For a review, see [35]. Here we
only present the expressions needed.

Let us look at some general properties of an N × N non singular symmetric tri-diagonal matrix with
a j ∈ R, b j ∈ R, N ∈ N, and z ∈ C,

JN =



b0 a1
a1 b1 a2

a2 b2 a3
. . .

. . .
. . .

aN−2 bN−2 aN−1
aN−1 bN−1


− zId, (88)

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

(J−1
N ) j,k = (−1)k− ja ja j+1 · · · ak−1

dk+1 · · · dN

δ j · · · δN
, (89)

(J−1
N ) j, j =

d j+1 · · · dN

δ j · · · δN
, (90)

where dN = bN−1 − z and, for all j = 1, · · ·N − 1, d j are solutions to the following difference equation

d j = b j−1 − z −
a2

j

d j+1
. (91)
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We also have δ1 = b0 − z and, for all j = 2, · · ·N, δ j are solutions to the following difference equation

δ j = b j−1 − z −
a2

j−1

δ j−1
. (92)

Note that J−1
N is symmetric and we have (J−1

N )k, j = (J−1
N ) j,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 β j by

βN = aN−1, βN−1 = bN−1 − z,
β j

β j−1
=

a j−1

d j
, for j = 1, . . . ,N.

Hence, β j is the solution to the following linear difference equation, by (91),(
β j

β j−1

)
= A j

(
β j+1
β j

)
, where A j B

 0 1
−

a j
a j−1

(
b j−1 − z

)
1

a j−1

 , (93)

for j = 2, . . . ,N − 1. Iteratively, (
β j

β j−1

)
= A jA j+1 · · · AN−1

(
βN

βN−1

)
. (94)

Let N0 ∈ N and N0 ≤ N. Take the ratio of
(
J−1

N

)
j,k

and
(
J−1

N

)
j,N0

which are found by (89) or (90), and we
rewrite the inversion formula for j ≤ N0 < k to be(

J−1
N

)
j,k
= (−1)k−N0

βk

βN0

(
J−1

N

)
j,N0
. (95)

One purpose of the coming Section 5 is to show that in the case b j = b j,n − x0, a j = a j,n, z = η/nα,
N = n + 2mnα/2+ε/3 and N0 = n − 2mnα/2+ε/3 for m ∈ N, given assumptions of Theorem 2.3, we have
|βk/βN0 | ≤ e−d2(k−N0)n−α/2 , for some constant d2 > 0. The same is also true for the case b j = b j+n−2mnα/2+ε/3,n −

x0, a j = a j+n−2mnα/2+ε/3,n, z = η/nα, N = 4mnα/2+ε/3 and N0 = 2mnα/2+ε/3 for m ∈ N. Hence, we have an
estimate as in Proposition 4.1, which is an analogue of the exponential part of (87).

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

ω+j B
b j−1 − z +

((
b j−1 − z

)2
− 4a ja j−1

) 1
2

2a j−1
, ω−j B

b j−1 − z −
((

b j−1 − z
)2
− 4a ja j−1

) 1
2

2a j−1
. (96)

The square root is taken with respect to the principle branch, so that |ω+j | > |ω
−
j |, whenever Re(b j − z) > 0.

Note that A j can be diagonalized as

A j = V jΩ jV−1
j , where V j B

(
1 1
ω+j ω−j

)
, Ω j B

ω+j 0
0 ω−j

 .
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Also of importance is

M j B V−1
j V j+1 − Id =

1
ω−j − ω

+
j

ω+j − ω+j+1 ω−j − ω
−
j+1

ω+j+1 − ω
+
j ω−j+1 − ω

−
j

 , (97)

where Id is the identity matrix.
Note that Proposition 4.1 only matches the exponential part of (87). To match the nα/2 factor of (87), we

need the following ingredients as well.

Linearization of the difference equation II

Similarly, we recursively define γ j by

γ1 = a1, γ2 = b0 − z,
γ j

γ j+1
=

a j

δ j
, for j = 1, . . . ,N.

Then γ j also admits a recursive formula by equation (92)(
γ j

γ j+1

)
= B j

(
γ j−1
γ j

)
, where B j B

 0 1
−

a j−1
a j

(
b j−1 − z

)
1
a j

 , (98)

for all j = 2, . . . ,N − 1. The matrix B j is called the transfer matrix for γ j. Iteratively(
γ j

γ j+1

)
= B jB j−1 . . . B2

(
γ1
γ2

)
.

Choose any aN , 0 (e.g. One can pick aN = aN−1), rewrite (89) and (90) by β j and γ j, and we have
another inversion formula for any j ≤ k

(J−1
N ) j,k =

(−1)k− jγ jβk

βNaNγN+1
. (99)

Note that the inverse formula is independent on the choice of aN since aNγN+1 = γNδN and γN and δN are
independent of aN . Also note that JN is symmetric, and hence we have an expression for all entries.

One purpose of the coming Section 6 is to show that in the case b j = b j+n−2mnα/2+ε/3,n − x0, a j =

a j+n−2mnα/2+ε/3,n, z = η/nα, N = 4mnα/2+ε/3 for m ∈ N, we have a precise asymptotics of βk/βN0 and γ j/γN+1
as n→ ∞ 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 j are

λ+j B
b j−1 − z +

((
b j−1 − z

)2
− 4a ja j−1

) 1
2

2a j
, λ−j B

b j−1 − z −
((

b j−1 − z
)2
− 4a ja j−1

) 1
2

2a j
. (100)

The square root is taken with respect to the principle branch, such that |λ+j | > |λ
−
j |, whenever Re(b j − z) > 0.

Note that B j can be diagonalized as

B j = W jΛ jW−1
j , where W j B

(
1 1
λ+j λ−j

)
, Λ j B

λ+j 0
0 λ−j

 .
Similarly we define E j, which is an essential element for the further analysis, to be

E j B W−1
j W j−1 − Id =

1
λ−j − λ

+
j

λ+j − λ+j+1 λ−j − λ
−
j+1

λ+j+1 − λ
+
j λ−j+1 − λ

−
j

 . (101)

The formulae (95) and (99) are the corner stones of key Propositions 4.1 and 4.3 respectively.
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4 Proof of Theorem 2.3

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 (49) , i.e.,

f (x) =
2M∑
r=1

cr
1

x − ηr

for some ηr ∈ {x + iy|x ∈ 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 f (n)
α,x0 (J) is defined as (51).

Let us further define
J(r) B J − x0 −

ηr

nα
, F B nα f (n)

α,x0 (J) . (102)

Recall that we say x0 ∈ 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

Cm(X(n)
f ,α,x0

) =
m!
nαm

m∑
j=2

(−1) j+1

j

∑
l1++̇l j=m,li≥1

Tr
(
Fl1 Pn · · · Fl j Pn

)
− Tr (FmPn)

l!! · · · l j!
. (103)

That is Cm(X(n)
f ,α,x0

) = C(n)
m (n−αF) or equivalently nαmCm(X(n)

f ,α,x0
) = C(n)

m (F), as in the relation (81). To show

that the limiting fluctuations of X(n)
f ,α,x0

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., a j,n, b j,n for all j ∼ n as n→ ∞. 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 β = α2 +

ε
3 such that

0 < α2 < β <
α+1

3 < 1. Define

J(r)
n+2mnβ

B Pn+2mnβ J
(r)Pn+2mnβ + Qn+2mnβ , Fn+2mnβ B

2M∑
r=1

cr
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
, (104)

J(r)
n±2mnβ

B Pn+2mnβQn−2mnβ J
(r)Qn−2mnβPn+2mnβ + Pn−2mnβ + Qn+2mnβ , (105)

Fn±2mnβ B
2M∑
r=1

cr
(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
. (106)

The subscript n±2mnβ emphasises that the relevant entries are those with indices ranging between n−2mnβ

and n + 2mnβ.
The following is our first finding about these truncated matrices, which is an alternative to the Combes-

Thomas estimates for J(r)
n+2mnβ

and J(r)
n±2mnβ

.
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J(r)
n+2mnβ

=
n − 2mnβ

n + 2mnβ

Conditions in
Theorem 2.3

(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
=

n − 2mnβ

n + 2mnβ

n − (2m − 1)nβ

n − (2m − 1)nβ

exp small

ex
p

sm
al

l

.

J(r)
n±2mnβ

=
n − 2mnβ

n + 2mnβ

Conditions in
Theorem 2.3

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
=

n − 2mnβ

n + 2mnβ

n − (2m − 1)nβ

n − (2m − 1)nβ

exp small

exp small

.

Figure 2: Illustration of Proposition 4.1. Given the entries of J(r)
n+2mnβ

and J(r)
n±2mnβ

with both indices ranging

between n − 2mnβ and n + 2mnβ are well behaved, we have that the entries of
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
and

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1

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 β = α2 +
ε
3 be such that 0 < α2 < β <

α+1
3 < 1. Consider J described above whose

entries are (al,n, bl,n)l≥1. Let m ∈ N. Assume conditions in Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Consider x0 to be near
the edges, i.e., (24). Then there exist constants C0 > 0, d0 > 0 n0 ∈ N such that, for any n > n0, j, k with
| j − k| ≥ nβ and max{ j, k} ≥ n − (2m − 1)nβ,∣∣∣∣∣((J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
)

j,k

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤C0nαe−d0nβ−
α
2
, (107)∣∣∣∣∣((J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
)

j,k

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤C0nαe−d0nβ−
α
2
. (108)

Consequently, ∣∣∣(Fn+2mnβ
)

j,k

∣∣∣ ≤C0nαe−d0nβ−
α
2
, (109)∣∣∣(Fn±2mnβ

)
j,k

∣∣∣ ≤C0nαe−d0nβ−
α
2
. (110)

For an illustration see Figure 2. For the proof of Proposition 4.1, see Section 5.2.
Remark that the factor nα is not the optimal in the estimates

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
or F(r)

n±2mnβ
. 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 β = α
2 +

ε
3 such that 0 < α

2 < β <
α+1

3 < 1. Let m ∈ N and m ≥ 2. Assume the
conditions in Theorem 2.3 are satisfied and x0 is near the edges, i.e., (24). Then there exist constants d′ > 0,
n0 ∈ N, and C′m > 0 that only depend on m and M such that for all n > n0∣∣∣∣nαmCm(X(n)

f ,α,x0
) − C(n)

m
(
Fn±2mnβ

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′me−d′nβ−
α
2
. (111)

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 4.2 . Consider the case m = 2.
For any linear operatorA, the second cumulant is

C
(n)
2 (A) = Tr (APnAPn) − Tr

(
A2Pn

)
.

Write Qn B Id − Pn and
C

(n)
2 (A) = −Tr (AQnAPn) .

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

C
(n)
2 (A) − C(n)

2 (B) = −Tr ((A− B) QnAPn) − Tr (BQn (A− B) Pn) . (112)

Assume A and B are symmetric (not necessarily Hermitian). Use the trace norm inequality ∥AB∥1 ≤
∥A∥1∥B∥∞ to obtain ∣∣∣∣C(n)

2 (A) − C(n)
2 (B)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥Pn (A− B) Qn∥1 (∥A∥∞ + ∥B∥∞) . (113)

Then takeA = F as (102) and B = Fn+2mnβ as (104). We have

Pn (A− B) =
∑

r

crPn

(
Gx0+

ηr
nα
−

(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
)
. (114)

Note that n + 2mnβ > n, and we have Pn
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
= Pn

(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
Pn+2mnβ . Define the linear operator E

with all but two entries being zeros, i.e.,(E)i, j = (E) j,i = an+2mnβ , for i = n + 2mnβ and j = n + 2mnβ + 1,
(E)i, j = 0, otherwise.

(115)

Hence,
Pn

(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1 (
J(r) − J(r)

n+2mnβ

)
= Pn

(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
E. (116)

Note that the entries of matrix (116) 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 (114) to obtain

Pn (A− B) = −
∑

r

crPn
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1 (
J(r) − J(r)

n+2mnβ

)
Gx0+

ηr
nα
, (117)

where Gx0+
ηr
nα

is given by (35). Hence, plug (117) and (116) into (113), use the triangle inequality to obtain∣∣∣∣C(n)
2 (F) − C(n)

2 (Fn+2mnβ)
∣∣∣∣ ≤∑

r

|cr |

∥∥∥∥∥Pn
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
E
∥∥∥∥∥

1

∥∥∥∥Gx0+
ηr
nα

∥∥∥∥
∞

(
∥F∥∞ + ∥Fn+2mnβ∥∞

)
. (118)
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The trace norm above is experientially small by (107) of Proposition 4.1. All the operator normals are of
order O(nα), since J is real symmetric and Im(ηr) , 0. Hence, (120) is exponentially small.

Next, we take A = Fn+2mnβ as (104) and B = Fn±2mnβ as (106). Similarly, we use the resolvent identity
and the fact that

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Qn = Qn−2mnβ

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Qn to obtain((

J(r)
n+2mnβ

)−1
−

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
)

Qn = −
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
Ẽ

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Qn,

where Ẽ only has two entries that are not zeros, i.e.,(Ẽ)i, j = (Ẽ) j,i = an−2mnβ , for i = n − 2mnβ and j = n − 2mnβ − 1,
(Ẽ)i, j = 0, otherwise.

(119)

Note that the entries of matrix Ẽ
(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Qn are zeros except for those at the last 2mnβ columns of the

first row. Hence,∣∣∣∣C(n)
2 (Fn+2mnβ) − C

(n)
2 (Fn±2mnβ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤∑
r

|cr |

∥∥∥∥∥(J(r)
n+2mnβ

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥∥∥Ẽ
(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Qn

∥∥∥∥∥
1

(
∥Fn+2mnβ∥∞ + ∥Fn±2mnβ∥∞

)
.

(120)
Similarly, by (108) of Proposition 4.1, we have that (120) is of exponentially small.

The estimates (118) and (120) show that
∣∣∣Cm(F) − Cm(Fn±2mnβ)

∣∣∣ 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 (112).

However, the strategy is similar. For details, see the complete proof of Proposition 4.2 in Section 5.4.
□

Proposition 4.2 implies that it is sufficient to study the truncated operator Fn±2mnβ as n → ∞. By the
definition of Fn±2mnβ in (106), essentially, we are left to study the resolvent

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
defined in (105).

Proposition 4.3. Let β = α2 +
ε
3 such that 0 < α2 < β <

α+1
3 < 1. Assume conditions in Theorem 2.3 are

satisfied. Consider x0 to be near the edges, i.e., (24). Then there exists a decomposition of
(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
such

that (
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
= Tn±2mnβ(ηr) + Hn±2mnβ(ηr) (121)

where Tn±2mnβ(ηr) and Hn±2mnβ(ηr) are such that as n→ ∞, for all j, k = n − 2mnβ, . . . , n + 2mnβ,

(Tn±2mnβ(ηr)) j,k =
(−1)|k− j|

2an,n
(
−sgn(bn−1,n−x0)ηr

an,nnα
) 1

2

max{ j,k}−1∏
l=min{ j,k}

1 − (
−sgn(bn−1,n − x0)ηr

an,nnα
+ ξ(r)

l

) 1
2
 (1 + o(1)) , (122)

where maxl=n−2mnβ,...,n+2mnβ |ξ
(r)
l | = o(n−α/2) and by convention

∏ j−1
l= j ≡ 1. We also have as n → ∞, for all

j, k, j + l, k + l = n − 2mnβ, . . . , n + 2mnβ,

(Tn±2mnβ(η)) j,k

(Tn±2mnβ(η)) j+l,k+l
= 1 + o

(
n−β+

α
2
)
, (123)

∣∣∣(Hn±2mnβ(ηr)) j,k
∣∣∣ ≤ Cn

α
2

(
e−dn−

α
2 (max{ j,k}−n+2mnβ) + e−dn−

α
2 (n+2mnβ−min{ j,k})

)
, (124)

for some constant C, d > 0.
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For the proof of Proposition 4.3, see Section 6.2.
Compared with (86), (121) can be regarded as an analogue of the inverse formula of a Toeplitz operator.

Formula (122) implies that the entries along the same diagonals of Tn±2mnβ are almost the same. The error
is controlled by (123).

Note that the trace norm of Hn±2mnβ(ηr) is much smaller than that of the Tn±2mnβ(ηr) by (124). We will
also show that its contribution to the cumulant is exponentially small in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Let β = α2 +
ε
3 such that 0 < α2 < β <

α+1
3 < 1. Let m ∈ N and m ≥ 2. Assume conditions

in Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Consider x0 to be at the edges. Then there exists a constant C′m > 0 that only
depends on m and M such that∣∣∣∣∣∣∣nαmCm(X(n)

f ,α,x0
) − C(n)

m

∑
r

crTn±2mnβ (ηr)


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′me−d′nβ−

α
2
, (125)

for all n > n0 for some constant n0 ∈ N.

For the proof of Proposition 4.4, 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 Tn±2mnβ (ηr). To this end, we will show the cumulant generating function of∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr) converges to that of a Gaussian. That is an analogue of the strong Szegő’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 β = α2 +
ε
3 such that 0 < α2 < β <

α+1
3 < 1. Assume conditions in Theorem 2.3 are

satisfied. Consider x0 to be at the edges. The test function f is defined as (49). Then for any t > 0 small,

lim
n→∞

log det
(
1 + Pn

(
etn−α

∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

− 1
)

Pn
)

e−t Tr Pnn−α
∑

r crTn±2mnβ (ηr) = t2σ2
f ,

where, σ2
f B


1

8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2)− f (y2)

x−y

)2
dxdy, for x0 = bn−1,n − 2√an,nan−1,n + o(n−α),

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2)− f (−y2)

x−y

)2
dxdy, for x0 = bn−1,n + 2√an,nan−1,n + o(n−α).

(126)

Consequently, Theorem 2.3 holds for such test functions f as defined in (49).

For the proof of Proposition 4.5, see Section 7.2.
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.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 2.3

To finish the proof of Theorem 2.3, we need to extend the result of Proposition 4.5 to the test functions
f ∈ C1

c . An important role of extension is played by the following space of functions.

Definition 4.1. Let Lw be a space of functions of f : R→ R such that limx→±∞ f (x) = 0 and

∥ f ∥Lw B sup
x,y∈R

√
1 + x2

√
1 + y2

∣∣∣∣∣ f (x) − f (y)
x − y

∣∣∣∣∣ < ∞. (127)

Lw is a normed space with the weighted Lipschitz norm ∥ f ∥Lw . Note that C1
c ⊂ Lw.
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Proposition 4.6 (Proposition 5.1 in[14]). Let g(x) = 1
x−i . Then for any f ∈ Lw and n ∈ N we have

Var
(
X(n)

f ,α,x0

)
≤ ∥ f ∥2

Lw

(
Var

(
X(n)

Im g,α,x0

)
+ Var

(
X(n)

Re g,α,x0

))
. (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 ∈ Lw we have

lim sup
n→∞

Var
(
X(n)

f ,α,x0

)
≤

1
8
∥ f ∥2
Lw
. (129)

Proof. We are to estimate the right-hand side of (128). Note that for g(x) = 1
x−i we have

Im g(x) =
1
2i

(
1

x − i
−

1
x + i

)
, Re g(x) =

1
2

(
1

x − i
+

1
x + i

)
.

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

lim
n→∞

Var
(
X(n)

Im g,α,x0

)
=

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
Im g(−x2) − Im g(−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy =
3
32
,

lim
n→∞

Var
(
X(n)

Re g,α,x0

)
=

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
Re g(−x2) − Re g(−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy =
1
32
.

Similarly, we also obtain that at the left edge

lim
n→∞

Var
(
X(n)

Im g,α,x0

)
=

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
Im g(x2) − Im g(y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy =
3

32
,

lim
n→∞

Var
(
X(n)

Re g,α,x0

)
=

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
Re g(x2) − Re g(y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy =
1

32
.

These imply that at both edges

lim sup
n→∞

(
Var

(
X(n)

Im g,α,x0

)
+ Var

(
X(n)

Re g,α,x0

))
≤

1
8
.

Then combine with Proposition 4.6 and we conclude this corollary. □

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 5.3 in [14]). Let f ∈ C1
c (R). For any ε > 0, there exists a M ∈ N, dr ∈ R, and λr ∈ C

with Im(λr) > 0 for all r = 1, . . . ,M such that,∥∥∥∥∥∥∥ f (x) − Im
M∑

r=1

dr

x − λr

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lw

< ε, (130)

where the weighted Lipschitz norm is defined in Definition 4.1.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.3.
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Proof of Theorem 2.3 . Recall that we define fα,x0(x) B f (nα(x − x0)). By the inequality |1 − eix| ≤ |x| for
all real x, we have |eix − eiy| ≤ |x − y| for any x, y real. Then use Jensen’s inequality to deduce the following
bound, for any real-valued functions f , h and real number t,∣∣∣∣∣∣E [

eitX(n)
f ,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
− E

[
eitX(n)

h,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

h,α,x0

]∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ t2 Var
(
X(n)

f−h,α,x0

)
. (131)

Moreover, define

σ2
f ,L B

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy, σ2
f ,R B

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (132)

We have for both j ∈ {L,R}, by Definition 4.1,

σ2
f , j ≤ ∥ f ∥

2
Lw

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

 x + y
√

x4 + 1
√

y4 + 1

2

dxdy. (133)

Use Cauchy residual theorem to compute the double integral
∫ ∫

R2

(
x+y

√
x4+1
√

y4+1

)2

dxdy = π2. Hence,

σ2
f , j ≤

1
8
∥ f ∥2
Lw
. (134)

Moreover, use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to obtain for both j ∈ {L,R}∣∣∣∣σ2
f , j − σ

2
h, j

∣∣∣∣ ≤ σ2
f+h, jσ

2
f−g, j ≤

1
16
∥ f − h∥2

Lw
∥ f + h∥2

Lw
. (135)

Then use triangle inequality, (131), (134), (135) and Corollary 4.1, to obtain the following, as n→ ∞,∣∣∣∣∣∣E [
eitX(n)

f ,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
− e−

t2
2 σ

2
f , j

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣∣E [

eitX(n)
f ,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
− E

[
eitX(n)

h,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

h,α,x0

]∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣e− t2
2 σ

2
f , j − e−

t2
2 σ

2
h, j

∣∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣∣∣E [

eitX(n)
h,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

h,α,x0

]
− e−

t2
2 σ

2
h, j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ t2

(
1
8
∥ f − h∥2

Lw
+ o(1)

)
+

t2

32
∥ f − h∥2

Lw
∥ f + h∥2

Lw
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣E [
eitX(n)

h,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

h,α,x0

]
− e−

t2
2 σ

2
h, j

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (136)

Let f ∈ C1
c (R) and any ε > 0. By Lemma 4.1, there exists

h = Im
M∑

r=1

dr

x − λr

such that
∥ f − h∥Lw

< ε. (137)

Moreover, since f ∈ C1
c (R), we have ∥ f ∥Lw

< ∞. Using triangle inequality we have

∥ f + h∥Lw
< 2 ∥ f ∥Lw

+ ε < ∞.
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Apply Proposition 4.5 to h and we have

lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣E [
eitX(n)

h,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

h,α,x0

]
− e−

t2
2 σ

2
h, j

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (138)

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

lim sup
n→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣E [
eitX(n)

f ,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
− e−

t2
2 σ

2
f , j

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ t2ε2

8

(
1 +

(
∥ f ∥Lw +

ε

2

)2
)
.

Hence

lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣E [
eitX(n)

f ,α,x0

]
e
−itE

[
X(n)

f ,α,x0

]
− e−

t2
2 σ

2
f , j

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 0.

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.3 for any f ∈ C1
c (R) at both left and right edges. □

Note that the proof of Propositions 4.1, 4.2, 4.4 and 4.3 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 4.1 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 4.1 and 4.2.
In Subsection 5.2, we estimate the resolvent of both J(r)

n+2mnβ
and the middle block of J(r)

n±2mnβ
defined in

(104) and (105) by Proposition 5.1. Then, complete the proof of Propositions 4.1 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 JN defined in (88)
entry-wise.

Proposition 5.1. Consider an N × N non singular tri-diagonal symmetric matrix JN defined as (88) with
entries a j, b j ∈ R, N1 ∈ N and z ∈ C with Im z , 0. Let N1 ∈ N with N1 < N. Assume Re(b j − z) > 0 for all
j ≥ N0.

Let ω+j , ω
−
j be defined as (96) and M j be defined as (97). Denote

c =

∣∣∣∣∣∣−ω+N−1aN−1 + bN−1 − z

ω−N−1aN−1 − bN−1 + z

∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (139)

ε1 = (N − N1) max
l≥N1
∥Ml∥∞. (140)

and

ε2 =

N−1∏
l=N1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ω−lω+l
∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (141)

Assume that ε1, ε2 ∈ (0, 1) and 4(1 + c)ε1 + cε2 < 1. Then for all j ≤ N1 < k we have

∣∣∣∣(J−1
N

)
j,k

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1 + 4(1 + c)ε1 + c
1 − 4(1 + c)ε1 − cε2

∥∥∥J−1
N

∥∥∥
∞

k−1∏
l=N1

∣∣∣ω+l ∣∣∣−1
. (142)
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Proof. Apply the inverse formula for tri-diagonal matrix (95) to obtain that for j ≤ N1 < k(
J−1

N

)
j,k
= (−1)k−N1

βk

βN1

(
J−1

N

)
j,N1
. (143)

Recall that β j is defined recursively by (94), i.e.,(
βk

βk−1

)
= AkAk+1 · · · AN−1

(
βN

βN−1

)
, βN = aN−1, βN−1 = bN−1 − z, (144)

where the matrix Ak is defined as (93). Recall that the eigenvalues ω+k and ω−k of Ak are defined as (96).

Then Ak can be diagonalized as Ak = VkΩkV−1
k where, Vk B

(
1 1
ω+k ω−k

)
and Ωk B

(
ω+k 0
0 ω−k

)
. Further define

Ck B V−1
k

AkAk+1 . . . AN−1 − Vk

N−1∏
l=k

Ωl

 V−1
N−1

 VN−1, k = 1, 2, . . . ,N − 1, and CN B 0. (145)

Rewrite (144) for k = 1, 2, . . . ,N − 1 as(
βk

βk−1

)
=Vk

Ck +

N−1∏
l=k

Ωl

 V−1
N−1

(
βN

βN−1

)
. (146)

Denote β̃1 = ω
−
N−1aN−1 − bN−1 + z, β̃2 = −ω

+
N−1aN−1 + bN−1 − z such that 1

ω−N−1−ω
+
N−1

(
β̃1
β̃2

)
= V−1

N−1

(
βN

βN−1

)
.

Hence, we have for k = 1, . . . ,N − 1

βk =

(
(Ck)1,1 + (Ck)2,1 +

∏N−1
l=k ω

+
l

)
β̃1 +

(
(Ck)1,2 + (Ck)2,2 +

∏N−1
l=k ω

−
l

)
β̃2

ω−N−1 − ω
+
N−1

. (147)

By convention, let CN ≡ 0 and
∏N−1

l=N ≡ 1. Then we extend (147) to k = 1, . . . ,N, since βN = aN−1. Use the
construction of M j in (97) to write V−1

k Vk+1 = Mk + Id. Then rewrite Ck via the following equality

AkAk+1 . . . AN−1 = VkΩk(Id + Mk)Ωk+1(Id + Mk+1) . . .ΩN−2(Id + MN−2)ΩN−1V−1
N−1. (148)

By assumption Re(bl − z) > 0, we have |ω+l | ≥ |ω
−
l |. Hence, ∥Ωl∥∞ < |ω

+
l |. Plug (148) into (145) to estimate

∥Ck∥∞ ≤

N−2∏
l=k

(
1 + ∥Ml∥∞

)
− 1

 N−1∏
l=k

|ω+l |. (149)

Then by (140), 0 < ε1 < 1 and the fact that (1+ x)y < exy < 1+ 2xy for all x, y > 0 with 0 < xy < 1, we have

∥Ck∥∞ ≤ 2ε1

N−1∏
l=k

|ω+l |. (150)

Denote (Ck) j,l to be the entry of matrix Ck at the j − th row and l − th column. Then let

C(k) B
(
(Ck)1,1 + (Ck)2,1

) N−1∏
l=k

(ω+l )−1 +
(
(Ck)1,2 + (Ck)2,2

) β̃2

β̃1

N−1∏
l=k

(ω+l )−1. (151)
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By (139) we have
∣∣∣∣ β̃2
β̃1

∣∣∣∣ = c and thus |C(k)| ≤ 4(1 + c)ε1.Moreover, use (151) to rewrite (147) as

βk =
β̃1

∏N−1
l=k ω

+
l

ω−N−1 − ω
+
N−1

1 + β̃2

β̃1

N−1∏
l=k

ω−l
ω+l
+C(k)

 . (152)

Then plug (152) into (143) to obtain that for j ≤ N1 < k

(
J−1

N

)
j,k
= (−1)k−N1

(
J−1

N

)
j,N1

 k−1∏
l=N1

ω+l


−1 1 + β̃2

β̃1

∏N−1
l=k

ω−l
ω+l
+C(k)

1 + β̃2
β̃1

∏N−1
l=N1

ω−l
ω+l
+C(N1)

. (153)

Note that
∣∣∣∣ω−lω+l ∣∣∣∣ < 1. Thus whenever 4(1 + c)ε1 + cε2 < 1, we have, by triangle inequality,

∣∣∣∣(J−1
N

)
j,k

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1 + 4(1 + c)ε1 + c
1 − 4(1 + c)ε1 − cε2

∥∥∥J−1
N

∥∥∥
∞

k−1∏
l=N1

∣∣∣ω+l ∣∣∣−1 (154)

□

5.2 Proof of Propositions 4.1

In this subsection, we use Proposition 5.1 to prove Propositions 4.1, whose assumptions are the same as
Theorem 2.3.

Let β = α2 +
ε
3 such that 0 < α2 < β <

α+1
3 < 1 and m ∈ N. We consider the tri-diagonal matrix JN , where

N = n + 2mnβ, b j = b j,n − x0, a j = a j,n, z =
η

nα
, (155)

where x0 is given to be near the edge, i.e., (24) is assumed. Indeed, we are looking at the case where
JN = J(r)

n+2mnβ
as defined as (102). Since the subscript r of ηr will not play any role in what follows,

we surpass it in this section. To consider the case J(r)
n±2mnβ

, we will point out in the end of the proof of
Propositions 4.1 that the proof is the same upto relabelling of the indexing.

Now let
I(β)
n,m B { j ∈ N : N0 ≤ j ≤ N}, where N0 = n − 2mnβ,N = n + 2mnβ. (156)

Note that I(β)
n,m ⊂ I(α,ε)

n , where I(α,ε)
n is defined as (21). The size of the indexing set is denoted by

∣∣∣∣I(β)
n,m

∣∣∣∣ and is

of order O(nβ).
In Theorem 2.3, our main assumptions are about the coefficients a j,n ∈ R and b j,n ∈ R. For reader’s

convenience, we list them in terms of a j and b j (under the setup (155)) as the following.

Condition 5.1 (Theorem 2.3). There exist some constants c0, c1 > 0 such that for all j ∈ I(β)
n,m, where I(β)

n,m is
defined as (156), we have

c0 < |a j| < c1, |b j| < c1, (157)

|a j − a j−1| ≤
c1

n
, |b j − b j−1| ≤

c1

n
. (158)
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Condition 5.2 (Theorem 2.3). As n→ ∞,

max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣∣a ja j−2 − a2
j−1

∣∣∣∣ = o(n−3β+ α2 ) (159)

max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣(b j−1 − a j)a j−2 − (b j−2 − a j−1)a j−1
∣∣∣ = o(n−3β). (160)

max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣bn−1 − 2
√

anan−1
∣∣∣ = o(n−α), for the left edge . (161)

For the right edge (161) should be replaced by bn−1 = −2
√

anan−1 + o(n−α). In the rest of this section, we
will only consider the left edge. The discussion about the right edge of J is the same as that of the left edge
of −J , whose diagonals are −a j,n which is the only reason we do not assume a j,n > 0 in this paper.

Also note that the indexing set I(β)
n,m here is a subset of that in the Theorem 2.3 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 5.1
and 5.2. Then given 0 < α2 < β < 1, we have,

lim inf
n→∞

min
j∈I(β)

n,m

b j > 0, (162)

and as n→ ∞
max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣∣b2
j−1 − 4a ja j−1

∣∣∣∣ = o(n−α). (163)

Proof. Recall that N and N0 are define in (156). Then the size of the set |I(β)
n,m| = N − N0 = 4mnβ, with

0 < β < 1. By (158), we have
min
j∈I(β)

n,m

b j ≥ bn−1 − 4c1mnβ−1. (164)

By (161), we have
bn−1 = 2

√
an−1an + o(n−α), as n→ ∞. (165)

Moreover, by (161) and the lower bound of |a j| in (157), we have
√

an−1an > 2c0 > 0. Consequently, we
have (162).

Now we prove the second statement. By (160), together with the lower bound of a j in Condition 5.2, we
have that for all j ∈ I(β)

n,m (
b j−1 − a j

a j−1

)
−

(
b j−2 − a j−1

a j−2

)
= o(n−3β), as n→ ∞. (166)

Note that the size of the index set |I(β)
n,m| = O(nβ). Then for all j ∈ I(β)

n,m(
b j−1 − a j

a j−1

)
−

(
bn−1 − an

an−1

)
= o

(
n−2β

)
, as n→ ∞. (167)
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Using the fact that
(√

a j
a j−1
− 1

)2
=

a j
a j−1
+ 1 − 2

√
a j

a j−1
, we can rewrite for j ∈ I(β)

n,m

b j−1 − a j

a j−1
=

b j−1

a j−1
−

(√
a j

a j−2
− 1

)2

− 2
√

a j

a j−1
+ 1. (168)

Note that by the Condition 5.1 we have
(√

a j
a j−1
− 1

)2
= O(n−2). Also note that (168) holds for all j ∈ I(β)

n,m

including the special case j = n. Hence plugging (168) into (167) yields

b j−1

a j−1
− 2

√
a j

a j−1
−

bn−1

an−1
+ 2

√
an

an−1
= o(n−2β) + O(n−2), as n→ ∞. (169)

By the assumption (161) in Condition 5.2, we have bn−1
an−1
− 2

√
an

an−1
= o(n−α), as n → ∞. Further, by the

assumption 0 < α2 < β < 1, we estimate (169) to be

b j−1

a j−1
− 2

√
a j

a j−1
= o(n−α), as n→ ∞. (170)

Multiply b j−1
a j−1
+ 2

√
a j

a j−1
on both sides of (170) to obtain that for all j ∈ I(β)

n,m(
b j−1

a j−1

)2

=
4a j

a j−1
+ o(n−α), as n→ ∞, (171)

which completes the proof. □

Note that (162) implies that |ω−j | ≤ |ω
+
j |, since we are taking the principle square root. However, for the

right edge, by the same argument, we have b j < 0 for all j ∈ I(β)
n,m. In this case, we can swap the definition

of ω+j and ω−j and all conclusions in this section follow with the same argument. Alternatively, for the right
edge, we can simply consider −JN whose diagonals are −b j +

η

n
α
2

and off diagonals are −a j. Hence, all

discussions in this section can be directly applied to (−JN)−1, since −b j > 0 for the right edge.

Lemma 5.2. Consider 0 < α2 < β < 1. Assume the Conditions 5.1 and 5.2 are satisfied. Then we have

max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ω−j −
1 − (

−η

nα|aN−1|

) 1
2
 sgn(aN−1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = o(n−
α
2 ), (172)

max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ω+j −
1 + (

−η

nα|aN−1|

) 1
2
 sgn(aN−1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = o(n−
α
2 ). (173)

The choice of aN−1 in the formulas above is arbitrary. It can be replaced by any a j for j ∈ I(β)
n,m.

Proof. Recall that ω−j is given by

ω−j =
b j−1 −

η
nα −

((
b j−1 −

η
nα

)2
− 4a j−1a j

) 1
2

2a j−1
. (174)
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By Condition 5.1 we have al
al−1
= 1 + O(n−1). Further, by Lemma 5.1, we obtain(

b j−1

2a j−1

)2

−
a j

a j−1
= o(n−α),

b j−1

2|a j−1|
= 1 + o(n−α) + O(n−1), as n→ ∞. (175)

Condition 5.1 also implies a j−1 = aN−1 + O(nβ−1). We can then further estimate as n→ ∞

b j−1 −
η

nα

2a j−1

2

−
a j

a j−1


1
2

=

( b j−1

2a j−1

)2

−
a j

a j−1
−

b j−1

2a j−1

η

nαa j−1
+

(
η

2nαa j−1

)2
1
2

=

(
o(n−α) −

(
1 + o(n−α) + O(n−1)

) η

2nα
(
|aN−1| + O(nβ−1)

) + O(n2α)
) 1

2

=

(
−η

nα|aN−1|

) 1
2

+ o(n−
α
2 ).

Hence we proved (172) for ω−j . The proof for ω+j follows from the same argument. □

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

ω−j =

−1 −
(
η

nα|aN−1|

) 1
2
 sgn(aN−1) + o(n−

α
2 ), (176)

ω+j =

−1 +
(
η

nα|aN−1|

) 1
2
 sgn(aN−1) + o(n−

α
2 ). (177)

Lemma 5.3. Let 0 < α2 < β <
α+1

3 < 1. Assume Conditions 5.1, and 5.2 are satisfied. Then we have as
n→ ∞

max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣∣ω+j − ω+j−1

∣∣∣∣ = o(n−3β+ α2 ), max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣∣ω−j − ω−j−1

∣∣∣∣ = o(n−3β+ α2 ). (178)

Consequently we also have as n→ ∞

max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∥M j∥∞ = o(n−3β+α). (179)

Proof. First note that the difference of equation (159) and (160) amounts to

max
j∈I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣b j−1a j−2 − b j−2a j−1
∣∣∣ = o(n−3β+ α2 ), as n→ ∞. (180)

Recall the definition of ω+j and ω−j in (96) and we have ω+j − ω
−
j =

((b j−1−
η

nα )2−4a ja j−1)
1
2

a j−1
, where the square

root is taken as the principle branch. By Lemma 5.1 and (157) we have |ω+j −ω
−
j |
−1 = O(n

α
2 ) for all j ∈ I(β)

n,m.
Moreover,

ω+j − ω
+
j−1 =

b j−1

2a j−1
−

b j−2

2a j−2
−
η

2nα

(
1

a j−1
−

1
a j−2

)
+

b j−1 −
η

nα

2a j−1

2

−
a j

a j−1


1
2

−

b j−2 −
η

nα

2a j−2

2

−
a j−1

a j−2


1
2

.
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The first part can be estimated as b j−1
2a j−1
−

b j−2
2a j−2

= o(n−3β+ α2 ), by (180). The second part can be estimated as
η

2nα

(
1

a j−1
− 1

a j−2

)
= O(n−α−1), by Condition 5.1. For the third part, we have

b j−1 −
η

nα

2a j−1

2

−
a j

a j−1


1
2

−

b j−2 −
η

nα

2a j−2

2

−
a j−1

a j−2


1
2

=

(
b j−1−

η
nα

2a j−1
−

b j−2−
η

nα

2a j−2

) (
b j−1−

η
nα

2a j−1
+

b j−2−
η

nα

2a j−2

)
−

a j
a j−1
+

a j−1
a j−2((

b j−1−
η

nα

2a j−1

)2
−

a j
a j−1

) 1
2

+

((
b j−2−

η
nα

2a j−2

)2
−

a j−1
a j−2

) 1
2

.

(181)
By the same argument as before, we have 1 over the denominator is also of order O(n

α
2 ). For the numerator,

Lemma 5.1 together with (157) implies that
b j−1−

η
nα

2a j−1
=

∣∣∣∣ a j
a j−1

∣∣∣∣ 1
2
+ O(n−α) . Moreover, Condition 5.1 implies

a j
a j−1
= 1 + O(n−1). Since α ∈ (0, 2), we have

b j−1−
η

nα

2a j−1
+

b j−2−
η

nα

2a j−2
= 2 + O(n−

α
2 ). The numerator of (181) now

becomes
b j−1 − a j

a j−1
−

b j−2 − a j−1

a j−2
−
η

nα

(
1

a j−1
−

1
a j−2

)
+

(
b j−1

a j−1
−

b j−2

a j−2

)
O(n−

α
2 ). (182)

The sum of the first two terms is o(n−3β) by (160). The third term is order O(n−α−1), by Condition 5.1. For the
rest term, we have b j−1

a j−1
−

b j−2
a j−2
= o(n−3β+ α2 ), by (180). Then (182) is of order o(n3β), by the assumption β < α+1

3 .

Combing the arguments above, we have ω+j − ω
+
j−1 = o(n−3β+ α2 ). Similarly, we also have ω−j − ω

−
j−1 =

o(n−3β+ α2 ). Then by the definition of M j (97), we have ∥M j∥∞ = o(n−3β+α). □

Now we are ready to verify the Proposition 4.1. Recall thatJ is the Jacobi matrix with entries {a j,n, b j,n} j.
The truncated operators J(r)

n+2mnβ
, J(r)

n±2mnβ
, Fn+2mnβ and Fn±2mnβ are defined in (104), (105) and (106).

Proof of Proposition 4.1. First, consider
JN = J(r)

n+2mnβ
.

It is sufficient to verify the conditions in Proposition 5.1.
For all l ∈ I(β)

n,m, by Lemma 5.1 we have bl > 0. By Lemma 5.2 we have ω−l = 1 + O(n−
α
2 ) and

ω−l = 1 + O(n−
α
2 ). Hence∣∣∣∣∣∣−ω+n+2mnβ−1an+2mnβ−1 + bn+2mnβ−1 − z

ω−
n+2mnβ−1

an+2mnβ−1 − bn+2mnβ−1 + z

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 1 + O(n−
α
2 ), as n→ ∞. (183)

This shows (139) is bounded.
Let M j be defined as (97). By Lemma 5.3 we have as n→ ∞∣∣∣∣I(β)

n,m

∣∣∣∣ max
l∈I(β)

n,m

∥Ml∥∞ = o(n−2β+α) (184)

This shows (140) to be ε1 = o(n−2β+α). Moreover, use Lemma 5.2 to estimate that there exist constants
d > 0 and n0 ∈ N such that for all n > n0 and all integer N1 with N0 ≤ N1 < N

N−1∏
l=N1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ω−lω+l
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

(
1 −

d

n
α
2

)N−N1

≤ e−dn−
α
2 (N−N1). (185)

This shows (141) to be ε2 = O(e−d′nβ−
α
2 ) which is exponentially small.
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Then all assumptions of Proposition 5.1 are cleared. Hence, for all j ≤ N1 < k we have∣∣∣∣(J−1
N

)
j,k

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c
∥∥∥J−1

N

∥∥∥
∞

e−dn−
α
2 (k−N1). (186)

for some constant c > 0. Then take N1 = k − nβ ≥ N0 to obtain (107).
Note that above argument is taken as b j > 0 as assumed in (162). For b j < 0, we consider −JN whose

diagonals are −b j +
η

n
α
2

and off diagonals are −a j. Apply the result above, and we reach the same estimate

for −J−1
N .

Note that the entry
(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)
j,k

is the same as
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)
j,k

for all j, k ∈ I(β)
n,m and the rest of the entries are

in the trivial blocks. Hence, the result (108) for JN = J(r)
n±2mnβ

follows the same approach by relabelling the
indices appropriately.

Then, the estimates (109) and (110) follow from the definition of Fn+2mnβ and Fn±2mnβ in (104) and (106)
and triangle inequality. □

5.3 Comparison in the Trace Norm

The following lemma is essential to prove Proposition 4.2.

Lemma 5.4. Let 0 < α2 < β < 1. Let m ∈ N. Assume conditions in Proposition 4.2 are satisfied. Then for
any l ≤ m and n > n0 for some constant n0 ∈ N we have∥∥∥Qn+lnβF

l
n+2mnβPn

∥∥∥
1 ≤Cme−d′nβ−

α
2
, (187)∥∥∥Qn+lnβF

l
n±2mnβPn

∥∥∥
1 ≤Cme−d′nβ−

α
2
, (188)∥∥∥∥(Fl − Fl

n+2mnβ

)
Pn

∥∥∥∥
1
≤Cme−d′nβ−

α
2
, (189)

where Cm > 0 is a constant depends on m and d′ > 0 is also an universal constant.

Proof. To shorten the notation in the proof, we take

N = n + 2mnβ.

Recall the trace norm inequality ∥A∥1 ≤
∑

k1,k2 |(A)k1,k2 | for any matrix A. By Proposition 4.1, we have

∥∥∥Qn+nβFN Pn
∥∥∥

1 ≤

N∑
j=n+nβ+1

n∑
k=1

C0n1+αe−d0nβ−
α
2
= C0(2m − 1)n2+α+βe−d0nβ−

α
2
, (190)

similarly,

∥∥∥Qn+(l+1)nβFN Pn+lnβ
∥∥∥

1 ≤

N∑
j=n+(l+1)nβ+1

n+lnβ∑
k=1

C0n1+αe−d0nβ−
α
2
= C0(2m − l − 1)n1+α+β(n + lnβ)e−d0nβ−

α
2
. (191)

We will prove the following statement for all l ≤ m by induction:∥∥∥Qn+lnβF
l
N Pn

∥∥∥
1 ≤C0(2m − 1)ln1+α+β(n + mnβ)∥FN∥

l−1
∞ e−d0nβ−

α
2
. (192)
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For l = 1 the statement follows by (190). Then write Fl+1
N = FN(Pn+lnβ + Qn+lnβ)Fl

N . With the triangle
inequality and trace norm inequality ∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥1∥B∥∞, we get∥∥∥Qn+(l+1)nβF

l+1
N Pn

∥∥∥
1 ≤

∥∥∥Qn+(l+1)nβFN Pn+lnβ
∥∥∥

1 ∥FN∥
l
∞ + ∥FN∥∞

∥∥∥Qn+lnβF
l
N Pn

∥∥∥
1 . (193)

Then apply (191) to the first trace norm and the induction hypothesis (192) for the second trace norm above,
and we obtain ∥∥∥Qn+(l+1)nβF

l+1
N Pn

∥∥∥
1 ≤ C0(2m − 1)(l + 1)n1+α+β(n + mnβ)∥FN∥

l
∞e−d0nβ−

α
2
. (194)

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

∥∥∥∥∥(J(r)
N

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥
∞

≤ nα
| Im(ηr)| . Hence ∥FN∥∞ ≤∑

r

∣∣∣∣ cr
Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣ nα. By inserting this in (192), we see (187) holds.
The second statement (187) follows in the same way, since Proposition 4.1 also holds for Fn±2mnβ .
For the third statement (189), recall that J(r) is defined in (102) and we define

E B J(r) − PN J(r)PN − QN J(r)QN . (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+1 = aN . This also implies E = EPN+1QN−1.

Hence by the resolvent identity, i.e., (43) and the comment thereafter, we have

F − FN =
∑

r

crGx0+
ηr
nα

(
QN − EPN+1QN−1 − QN J(r)QN

) (
J(r)

N

)−1
. (196)

Further by telescopic sum, we have

(
Fl − Fl

N

)
Pn =

l−1∑
j=0

F j (F − FN) Fl− j−1
N Pn

=

l−1∑
j=0

∑
r

F jcrGx0+
ηr
nα

(
QN − EPN+1QN−1 − QN J(r)QN

) (
J(r)

N

)−1
Fl− j−1

N Pn. (197)

Note that QN
(
J(r)

N

)−1
Fl− j−1

N = (
∑2M

r=1 cr)l− j−1QN , by definition J(r)
N and FN in (104). Also,(

J(r)
N

)−1
Fl− j−1

N Pn = PN
(
J(r)

N

)−1
Fl− j−1

N Pn, since N > n. Hence, by QN PN = 0,

(
Fl − Fl

N

)
Pn = −

l−1∑
j=0

∑
r

F jcrGx0+
ηr
nα

EPN+1QN−1
(
J(r)

N

)−1
Fl− j−1

N Pn. (198)

By the triangle inequality and the trace norm inequality, we find∥∥∥∥(Fl − Fl
N

)
Pn

∥∥∥∥
1
≤

l−1∑
j=0

∑
r

|cr |∥F∥
j
∞

∥∥∥∥Gx0+
ηr
nα

∥∥∥∥
∞
∥E∥∞

∥∥∥∥∥PN+1QN−1
(
J(r)

N

)−1
Fl− j−1

N Pn

∥∥∥∥∥
1
. (199)

Write
(
J(r)

N

)−1
=

(
J(r)

N

)−1 (
Pn+(l− j−1)nβ + Qn+(l− j−1)nβ

)
. Define, for j < l − 1,

Rl− j−1 B

∥∥∥∥∥(J(r)
N

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥∥Qn+(l− j−1)nβF
l− j−1
N Pn

∥∥∥∥
1
, R0 ≡ 0.
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Use the triangle inequality and the trace norm inequality ∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥1 and we find∥∥∥∥∥PN+1QN−1
(
J(r)

N

)−1
Fl− j−1

N Pn

∥∥∥∥∥
1
≤

∥∥∥∥∥PN+1QN−1
(
J(r)

N

)−1
Pn+(l− j−1)nβ

∥∥∥∥∥
1
∥FN∥

l− j−1
∞ + Rl− j−1, (200)

For j < l − 1 we can estimate Rl− j−1 via (192) to be exponentially small for large n i.e.,

Rl− j−1 ≤C0(2m − 1)(l − j − 1)n1+α+β(n + mnβ)
∥∥∥∥∥(J(r)

N

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∥FN∥
l− j−2
∞ e−d0nβ−

α
2
. (201)

Recall that we let N = n + 2mnβ and l ≤ m. Using the trace norm inequality ∥A∥1 ≤
∑

k1,k2 |(A)k1,k2 | a matrix
A and estimating the entries via Proposition 4.1, we have

∥∥∥∥∥PN+1QN−1
(
J(r)

N

)−1
Pn+(l− j−1)nβ

∥∥∥∥∥
1
≤

N+1∑
j=N

n+(l− j−1)nβ∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣∣((J(r)
N

)−1
)

j,k

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

N+1∑
j=N

n+(l− j−1)nβ∑
k=1

C(r)
0 n1+αe−d0nβ−

α
2
≤ 2C(r)

0 (n + lnβ)n1+αe−d0nβ−
α
2
, (202)

where C(r)
0 > 0 is a constant.

Note that the sum over r is finite and independent of n. Use the estimates (200), (201), and (202) into
(199) to obtain that for all l ≤ m ∥∥∥∥(Fl − Fl

N

)
Pn

∥∥∥∥
1
≤ |aN |C′me−d′nβ−

α
2
,

where d′ ∈ (0, d0) and C′m > 0 are some universal constants. Note that ∥E∥∞ = |aN | < c1 by Condition 5.1.
The lemma is concluded. □

Lemma 5.5. Let 0 < α2 < β < 1. Let m ∈ N. Then for any l ≤ m we have∥∥∥Pn−lnβF
l
n±2mnβQn

∥∥∥
1 ≤Cme−d′nβ−

α
2 (203)∥∥∥∥(Fl

n+2mnβ − Fl
n±2mnβ

)
Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥∥
1
≤Cme−d′nβ−

α
2 (204)

where an−2mnβ is the n − 2mnβ + 1, n − 2mnβ-th entry of J , Cm > 0 is a constant depends on m and d′ > 0 is
also a universal constant.

Proof. This proof follows the same recipe as the one of Lemma 5.4. Using the trace norm inequality
∥A∥1 ≤

∑
j,k |(A) j,k| for any matrix A and applying the second statement of Proposition 4.1, we obtain

∥∥∥Pn−nβFn±2mnβQn
∥∥∥

1 ≤

n−(1+m)nβ∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
k=n−mnβ+1

C0n1+αe−d0nβ−
α
2
= C0(2m − 1)2mn1+α+2βe−d0nβ−

α
2
, (205)

similarly,

∥∥∥Pn−(l+1)nβFn±2mnβQn−lnβ
∥∥∥

1 ≤

n−(l+1)nβ∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
k=n−lnβ+1

C0n1+αe−d0nβ−
α
2

= C0(2m − l − 1)(2m + l)n1+α+2βe−d0nβ−
α
2
. (206)
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We will prove the following statement for all l ≤ m by induction:

∥Pn−lnβF
l
n±2mnβQn∥1 ≤ 3C0(2m − 1)mn1+α+2βl∥Fn±mnβ∥

l−1
∞ e−d0nβ−

α
2
. (207)

For l = 1 the statement follows by (205). Then write Fl+1
n±2mnβ = Fn±2mnβ(Pn+lnβ + Qn+lnβ)Fl

n±2mnβ . With
the triangle inequality and trace norm inequality ∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥1∥B∥∞, we get∥∥∥Pn−(l+1)nβF

l+1
n±2mnβQn

∥∥∥
1

≤
∥∥∥Pn−(l+1)nβFn±2mnβQn−lnβ

∥∥∥
1 ∥Fn±2mnβ∥

l
∞ + ∥Fn±2mnβ∥∞

∥∥∥Pn−lnβFn±2mnβQn
∥∥∥

1 (208)

Then apply (206) to the first trace norm and the induction hypothesis (207) for the second trace norm above,
and we obtain ∥∥∥Pn−(l+1)nβF

l+1
n±2mnβQn

∥∥∥
1 ≤ 3C0(2m − 1)mn1+α+2β(l + 1)∥Fn±mnβ∥

l
∞e−d0nβ−

α
2
. (209)

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

Ñ = n − 2mnβ.

Let

E B J(r)
n+2mnβ

− PÑ J(r)
n+2mnβ

PÑ − QÑ J(r)
n+2mnβ

QÑ . (210)

Note that E is independent of r. It is because that E is a semi-infinite matrix with only two entries non zero,
i.e. (E)Ñ+1,Ñ = (E)Ñ,Ñ+1 = aÑ . This also implies that E = EPÑ+1QÑ−1. Moreover,

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−l
Qn−mnβ =(

J(r)
n+2mnβ

− E
)−l

Qn−mnβ .
Hence

Fn+2mnβ − Fn±2mnβ =
∑

r

cr
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1 (
−EPÑ+1QÑ−1 − PÑ J(r)

n+2mnβ
PÑ

) (
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
.

Further by telescopic sum, we have

(
Fl

n+2mnβ − Fl
n±2mnβ

)
Qn−mnβ = −

l−1∑
j=0

∑
r

F j
n+2mnβ

cr
(
J(r)

n+2mnβ

)−1
EPÑ+1QÑ−1

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Fl− j−1

n±2mnβ
Qn−mnβ ,

which follows from PÑ

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Fl− j−1

n±2mnβ
Qn−mnβ = 0.

By triangle inequality and trace norm inequality, we have∥∥∥∥(Fl
n+2mnβ − Fl

n±2mnβ

)
Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥∥
1

≤

l−1∑
j=0

∑
r

|cr |∥Fn+2mnβ∥
j
∞

∥∥∥∥∥(J(r)
n+2mnβ

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∥E∥∞
∥∥∥∥∥PÑ+1QÑ−1

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Fl− j−1

n±2mnβ
Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥∥∥
1
. (211)
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Write
(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
=

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1 (
Pn−(l− j−1+m)nβ + Qn−(l− j−1+m)nβ

)
, use triangle inequality and we have∥∥∥∥∥PÑ+1QÑ−1

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Fl− j−1

n±2mnβ
Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤

∥∥∥∥∥PÑ+1QÑ−1

(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
Qn−(l− j−1+m)nβ

∥∥∥∥∥
1

∥∥∥Fn+2mnβ
∥∥∥l− j−1
∞

+ R̃l− j−1

where R̃l− j−1 =

∥∥∥∥∥(J(r)
n±2mnβ

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥∥Pn−(l− j−1+m)nβF
l− j−1
n±2mnβ

Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥∥
1
. Note that R̃0 = 0. For j < l − 1 we can

estimate R̃l− j−1 via (207) to be

R̃l− j−1 ≤ 4C0(m − 1)mn1+α+2β(l − j − 1)∥J−1
n±mnβ∥

l− j−1
∞ e−d0nβ−

α
2
.

Further using the trace norm inequality ∥A∥1 ≤
∑

j,k |(A) j,k| for any matrix A and estimating the entries via
Proposition 4.1, we have

∥∥∥PÑ+1QÑ−1J−1
n±2mnβQn−(l− j−1+m)nβ

∥∥∥
1 ≤

n+2mnβ∑
k=n−(l− j−1+m)nβ+1

C0n1+αn−d0nβ−
α
2
≤ C0(3m + l)n1+α+βe−d0nβ−

α
2
.

Assembling the above estimates into (211), we have for all l ≤ m∥∥∥∥(Fl
n+2mnβ − Fl

n±2mnβ

)
Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥∥
1
≤ ∥E∥∞C′me−d′nβ−

α
2

where d′ ∈ (0, d0) and C′m > 0 some universal constant. Note that ∥E∥∞ = |aÑ | < c1. This concludes the
lemma. □

5.4 Proof of Proposition 4.2

Now we are ready to prove the Proposition 4.2 by Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Recall that for any linear operatorA we write by (67)

C
(n)
m (A) = m!

m∑
j=2

(−1) j+1

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

Tr(A)l1 Pn . . . (A)l j Pn − Tr(AmPn)
l1! . . . l j!

.

Let m ≥ 2, j = 2, . . . ,m and li ≥ 1 with l1 + · · · + l j = m. We can write

AmPn = A
l1(Pn + Qn)Al2(Pn + Qn) · · ·Al j Pn.

By expanding the formula above, we find

Al1 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn −A

mPn = −A
l1 QnA

l2 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn −A

l1+l2 QnA
l3 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn − · · · − A
l1+···+l j−1 QnA

l j Pn.

(212)
Using the cyclic property of the trace, we get

Tr
(
Al1 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
AmPn

)
= −

j∑
k=2

Tr
(
Alk Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
. (213)
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Similarly, using the telescoping sum and cyclic property of the trace operator, we also get(
Tr

(
Al1 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
AmPn

))
−

(
Tr

(
Bl1 Pn · · · B

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
BmPn

))
= −

j∑
k=2

Tr
(
Alk Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
+ Tr

(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

l j PnB
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
= −

j−1∑
k=2

(
Tr

(
(Alk − Blk )PnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)

+

j−1∑
i=k

Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

li Pn(Ali+1 − Bli+1)Pn · · ·A
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)

+ Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

l j Pn(Al1+···+lk−1 − Bl1+···+lk−1)Qn
) )
, (214)

here we take the convention that
∑b

j=a ≡ 0 for any integers b < a.

Step 1 ConsiderA = F and B = Fn+2mnβ

By Lemma 5.4 we have for any l ≤ m we have
∥∥∥∥(Al − Bl

)
Pn

∥∥∥∥
1
≤ Cme−d′nβ−

α
2 . Note that in this case A and

B are symmetric. Hence we also have
∥∥∥∥Pn

(
Al − Bl

)∥∥∥∥
1
≤ Cme−d′nβ−

α
2 . Note that we have ∥A∥∞, ∥B∥∞ ≤∑

r

∣∣∣∣ cr
Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣ nα for this choice. Then use the trace norm inequality |Tr(ABC)| ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥1∥C∥∞we get

∣∣∣Tr(A)l1 Pn · · · (A)l j Pn − Tr(AmPn) − Tr(B)l1 Pn · · · (B)l j Pn + Tr(BmPn)
∣∣∣ ≤ C′′e−d′′nβ−

α
2
, (215)

for some constant C′′ > 0, d′′ > 0. Hence plug the estimate (215) into the cumulant formula (67) to get∣∣∣∣C(n)
m (F) − C(n)

m (Fn+2mnβ)
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′′me−d′′nβ−

α
2
. (216)

Step 2 ConsiderA = Fn±2mnβ and B = Fn+2mnβ

Note that we have ∥A∥∞, ∥B∥∞ ≤
∑

r

∣∣∣∣ cr
Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣ nα for this choice. That is, there exists a constant Cop > 0 such
that

∥A∥∞, ∥B∥∞ ≤ nαCop. (217)

We are going to estimate each summand of (214).
Recall that l1 + · · · + l j = m. Similar to (212), we write Pn = Id − Qn, use the telescopic sum, and get

(Alk − Blk )PnA
lk+1 · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn = −(Alk − Blk )QnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn

− (Alk − Blk )Alk+1 QnA
lk+2 Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

− (Alk − Blk )Alk+1+lk+2 QnA
lk+3 Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

− . . . − (Alk − Blk )Alk+1+lk+2+···+l j QnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn + (Alk − Blk )Am−lk Qn. (218)
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Use the trace norm inequality ∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥1∥B∥∞ and the operator norm inequality ∥AB∥∞ ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥∞
to obtain∣∣∣∣Tr

(
(Alk − Blk )PnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)∣∣∣∣

≤

∥∥∥∥(Alk − Blk
)

Qn

∥∥∥∥
1

∑
r

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣∣ nα
m−lk

+

j∑
i=k+1

∥∥∥∥(Alk − Blk
)
Alk+1+···+li Qn

∥∥∥∥
1

∑
r

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣∣ nα
m−lk−lk+1−···−li

+
∥∥∥∥(Alk − Blk

)
Am−lk Qn

∥∥∥∥
1
. (219)

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

Rn B 2Cm

∑
r

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣∣ nα
m

e−d′nβ−
α
2
. (220)

WritingAlk − Blk =
∑lk−1

i=0 B
lk−1−i(A− B)Ai applying (203) in Lemma 5.5, we have for any l ∈ N,

∥∥∥∥(Alk − Blk
)
AlQn

∥∥∥∥
1
≤

lk−1∑
i=0

∥∥∥Blk−1−i(A− B)Ai+lQn
∥∥∥

1

≤

lk−1∑
i=0

(∥∥∥Blk−1−i
∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥(A− B)Qn−(i+l)nβA
i+lQn

∥∥∥
1 +

∥∥∥Blk−1−i(A− B)
∥∥∥
∞

Cme−d′nβ−
α
2
)

≤ lk

∑
r

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣∣ nα
lk−1+l ∥∥∥(A− B)Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥
1 + lkRn, (221)

where in the last inequality we use the fact that Qn−(i+l)nβ = Qn−mnβQn−(i+l)nβ and the trace norm inequality
∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥1∥B∥∞. Then (219) can be further estimated as

∣∣∣∣Tr
(
(Alk − Blk )PnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ ( j−k)lk


∑

r

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣∣ nα
m−1 ∥∥∥(A− B)Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥
1 + Rn

 .
(222)

Similarly for i = k, . . . , j − 1∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

li Pn
(
Ali+1 − Bli+1

)
Pn · · ·A

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)∣∣∣∣
≤ ( j − i)li+1


∑

r

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣∣ nα
m−1 ∥∥∥(A− B)Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥
1 + Rn

 . (223)

Lastly,∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

l j Pn(Al1+···+lk−1 − Bl1+···+lk−1)Qn
)∣∣∣∣

≤ (l1 + · · · + lk−1)


∑

r

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣∣ nα
m−1 ∥∥∥(A− B)Qn−mnβ

∥∥∥
1 + Rn

 . (224)
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Hence,∣∣∣Tr(A)l1 Pn · · · (A)l j Pn − Tr(AmPn) − Tr(B)l1 Pn · · · (B)l j Pn + Tr(BmPn)
∣∣∣

≤ m j2

∑

r

∣∣∣∣∣ cr

Im(ηr)

∣∣∣∣∣ nα
m−1

∥(A− B)Qn−mnβ∥1 + Rn

 . (225)

Then by (204), we have∣∣∣Tr(A)l1 Pn · · · (A)l j Pn − Tr(AmPn) − Tr(B)l1 Pn · · · (B)l j Pn + Tr(BmPn)
∣∣∣ ≤ C′′e−d′′nβ−

α
2
, (226)

for some constant C′′ > 0, d′′ > 0. Hence plug the estimate (226) into the definition (67) and we have∣∣∣∣C(n)
m (Fn+2mnβ) − C

(n)
m (Fn±2mnβ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C′′me−d′′nβ−
α
2
. (227)

Recall that by definition of F, we have nαmCm(X(n)
f ,α,x0

) = Cm(F). Combining (216) from Step 1 and (227)
from Step 2, we conclude (111) in Proposition 4.2. □

6 Proof of Propositions 4.3 and 4.4

In this section, we prove Propositions 4.3 and 4.4. Essentially, we are studying the inverse of the blocked
operator J(r)

n±2mnβ
defined in (105), with β = α2 +

ε
3 . It is the middle block, Pn+2mnβQn−2mnβ J(r)Qn−2mnβPn+2mnβ ,

that is non-trivial and matters in the analysis.
In Section 6.1, we will compute the resolvent for a general N×N matrix with N ∈ N, (cf.Proposition 6.1).

Later, in Sections 6.2 and 6.3, we will apply Proposition6.1 to the middle block the resolvent of J(r)
n±2mnβ

, by
taking the size of the matrix to be 4mnβ with relabelling of the indexes.

6.1 Inverse of a Tri-diagonal Matrix: Part II

Consider an N × N non singular symmetric matrix with a j ∈ R, b j ∈ R, N ∈ N and z ∈ C with Im z , 0.

JN =



b0 a1 0 0 0 , · · · , 0
a1 b1 a2 0 0 , · · · , 0
0 a2 b2 a3 0 , · · · , 0
· · ·

0 0 0 0 aN−2 bN−2 aN−1
0 0 0 0 0 aN−1 bN−1


− zId (228)

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

Proposition 6.1 (Almost Toeplitz). Consider an N × N non singular symmetric matrix JN with a j ∈ R, b j −

Re z > 0 and N ∈ N as defined as (228). Let ω+j , ω
−
j as defined as (96). Let M j as defined as (97). Define

c0 = min
j
|a j|, c1 = max

{
max

j
|a j|,max

j

∣∣∣b j−1 − z
∣∣∣} , (229)
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c2 = max
{

1,

∣∣∣∣∣∣−a1 + ω
−
2 (b0 − z)

a1 − ω
+
2 (b0 − z)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,
∣∣∣∣∣∣−ω+N−1aN−1 + bN−1 − z

ω−N−1aN−1 − bN−1 + z

∣∣∣∣∣∣
}
, (230)

ε1 = N max
j
∥M j∥∞, (231)

ε2 =

N−1∏
l=2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ω−lω+l
∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (232)

Assume that c0 > 0, and both ε1, ε2 are sufficiently small. 1 Then we have

J−1
N = TN(η) + HN(η), (233)

such that for all j ≤ k

∣∣∣(TN(η)) j,k
∣∣∣ ≤Constant

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏k−1

l= j ω
−
l

ak−1ω
−
j

(
ω−N−1 − ω

+
N−1

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (234)

∣∣∣(HN(η)) j,k
∣∣∣ ≤Constant

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏k−1

l= j ω
−
l

(∏ j
l=2
ω−l
ω+l
+

∏N−1
l=k

ω−l
ω+l

)
ak−1ω

−
j

(
ω−N−1 − ω

+
N−1

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (235)

where Constant is given by (267) that only depends on c0, c1, c2, ε1 and ε2 and remains bounded as ε1, ε2 →

0.
Further we have for any j, k, l, as ε1, ε2 → 0,

(TN(η)) j,k =
(−1)k− jω−N−1

ω+N−1 − ω
−
N−1

∏k−1
m= j ω

−
m

ak−1ω
−
j

(1 + O(ε1 + ε2)) (236)

and
(TN(η)) j,k

(TN(η)) j+l,k+l
=

k−1∏
m= j

ω−m
ω−m+l

 ω−l+ jak+l−1

ω−j ak−1
(1 + O(ε1)) . (237)

By convention we take
∏k−1

l=k ≡ 1. Note that JN is symmetric and so is J−1
N . 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

(J−1
N ) j,k =

(−1)k− jγ jβk

βNaNγN+1
. (238)

Choose any aN , 0 (e.g. pick aN = aN−1) and Note that the inverse formula is independent on the choice of
aN . Recall that in the proof of Proposition 5.1 we have computed βk to be (152), i.e., for k = 1, . . . ,N

βk =
β̃1

∏N−1
l=k ω

+
l

ω−N−1 − ω
+
N−1

1 + β̃2

β̃1

N−1∏
l=k

ω−l
ω+l
+C(k)

 (239)

1More precisely, we assume 0 < ε1 < 3−1
(

(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

)−2
, 0 < ε2 and 12

(
1 +

(
(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

)2
c2

2

)
ε1 + c2ε2 <

(
(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

)−2
.
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where C(k) is defined in (151) with |C(k)| ≤ 4(1 + c2)ε1 and

β̃1 B ω
−
N−1aN−1 − bN−1 + z, β̃2 B −ω

+
N−1aN−1 + bN−1 − z. (240)

Note that we have βN = aN−1,
∣∣∣∣ β̃2
β̃1

∏N−1
l=k

ω−l
ω+l

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c2ε2.
Recall that transfer matrices B j is defined as (98), and γ j is defined recursively to be(

γ j

γ j+1

)
= B jB j−1 . . . B2

(
γ1
γ2

)
, γ1 = a1, γ2 = b0 − z. (241)

Recall that the eigenvalues λ+j and λ−j of B j are defined as (96). B j can be diagonalized as B j = W jΛ jW−1
j

where, W j B

(
1 1
λ+j λ−j

)
and Λ j B

λ+j 0
0 λ−j

.
Further, define

D j B W−1
j

B jB j−1 . . . B2 −W j

 j∏
l=2

Λl

 W−1
2

 W2, j = 2, 3, . . . ,N, and D1 B 0. (242)

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

γ j+1

)
= W j

D j +

j∏
l=2

Λl

 W−1
2

(
γ1
γ2

)
. (243)

Let γ̃1 B λ
−
2 a1−b0+z, γ̃2 B −λ

+
2 a1+b0−z such that 1

λ−2−λ
+
2

(
γ̃1
γ̃2

)
= W−1

2

(
γ1
γ2

)
. Then, we have for j = 2, . . . ,N

γ j =

(
(D j)1,1 + (D j)2,1 +

∏ j
l=2 λ

+
l

)
γ̃1 +

(
(D j)1,2 + (D j)2,2 +

∏ j
l=2 λ

−
l

)
γ̃2

λ−2 − λ
+
2

. (244)

By convention, let D1 ≡ 0 and
∏1

l=2 ≡ 1 and we can allow j = 1, . . . ,N for the formula γ j above.
For γN+1, we keep BN unchanged, estimate from BN−1 and write(

γN

γN+1

)
= BNWN−1

DN−1 +

N−1∏
l=2

Λl

 W−1
2

(
γ1
γ2

)
. (245)

Note that

BNWN−1 =

 λ+N−1 λ−N−1
(bN−1−z)λ+N−1−aN−1

aN

(bN−1−z)λ−N−1−aN−1

aN

 . (246)

Denote
δ̃1 B (bN−1 − z) λ+N−1 − aN−1, δ̃2 B (bN−1 − z) λ−N−1 − aN−1. (247)

Compute the second entry of (245) to obtain

γN+1 =
δ̃1

(
(DN−1)1,1 + (DN−1)2,1 +

∏N−1
l=2 λ

+
l

)
γ̃1 + δ̃2

(
(DN−1)1,2 + (DN−1)2,2 +

∏N−1
l=2 λ

−
l

)
γ̃2

aN
(
λ−2 − λ

+
2

) . (248)
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By convention we let D1 ≡ 0 and
∏1

l=2 ≡ 1 and we can allow j = 1, . . . ,N for all above. Moreover, by the
construction of E j in (101), we have E j ≡ W−1

j W j−1 − Id. Now we estimate D j via the expansion

B jB j−1 . . . B2 = W jΛ j(Id + E j)Λ j−1(Id + E j−1) . . .Λ3(Id + E3)Λ2W−1
2 . (249)

Also, note that by assumption b j > 0, we have |λ+j | > |λ
−
j |. Hence, ∥W j∥∞ ≤ |λ

+
j |. Then, we have

∥D j∥∞ ≤

 j∏
l=2

(1 + ∥El∥∞) − 1

 j∏
l=2

|λ+l |. (250)

Now we are about to estimate E j. We will do so by revealing some connections between λ±j and ω±j and
between E j and M j.

By (229),

|ω+j | ≤

∣∣∣b j−1 − z
∣∣∣ + (∣∣∣b j−1 − z

∣∣∣2 + 4|a j−1a j|

) 1
2

2|a j−1|
≤

(1 +
√

5)c1

2c0
, (251)

|ω−j | ≥
2|a j|∣∣∣b j−1 − z

∣∣∣ + (∣∣∣b j−1 − z
∣∣∣2 + 4|a j−1a j|

) 1
2

≥
2c0

(1 +
√

5)c1
. (252)

Note that each entry of the 2 by 2 matrix E j is bounded by its operator norm. Since λ−jω
+
j = λ

+
jω
−
j = 1,

by (251) and (252), we have each entry of E j is bounded by
(

(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

)2
∥M j∥∞. Hence, ∥E j∥∞ ≤

3
(

(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

)2
∥M j∥∞. By (231) and 0 < 3

(
(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

)2
ε1 < 1, by the same engagement as in (150), we

further estimate (250) to be

∥D j∥∞ ≤ 6
 (1 +

√
5)c1

2c0

2

ε1

j∏
l=2

|λ+l |. (253)

Then, let

D( j) B
(
(D j)1,1 + (D j)2,1

) j∏
l=2

(λ+l )−1 +
(
(D j)1,2 + (D j)2,2

) γ̃2

γ̃1

j∏
l=2

(λ+l )−1, (254)

D̃(N − 1) B
(
(DN−1)1,1 + (DN−1)2,1

) N∏
l=2

(λ+l )−1 +
δ̃2

δ̃1

(
(DN−1)1,2 + (DN−1)2,2

) γ̃2

γ̃1

N−1∏
l=2

(λ+l )−1. (255)

Hence, by(253)

|D( j)| ≤ 12
(
1 +

∣∣∣∣∣ γ̃2

γ̃1

∣∣∣∣∣)  (1 +
√

5)c1

2c0

2

ε1, |D̃(N − 1)| ≤ 12
(
1 +

∣∣∣∣∣∣ δ̃2γ̃2

δ̃1γ̃1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
)  (1 +

√
5)c1

2c0

2

ε1. (256)

Note that λ−jω
+
j = λ

+
jω
−
j = 1 and we have δ̃2

δ̃1
=

(bN−1−z)λ−N−1−aN−1

(bN−1−z)λ+N−1−aN−1
=
ω−N−1
ω+N−1

ω+N−1aN−1−bN−1+z
ω−N−1aN−1−bN−1+z and γ̃2

γ̃1
=
−λ+2 a1+b0−z
λ−2 a1−b0+z =

ω+2
ω−2

−a1+ω
−
2 (b0−z)

a1−ω
+
2 (b0−z) . Then by (251) (252), we estimate,∣∣∣∣∣∣ δ̃2δ̃1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ c2,

∣∣∣∣∣ γ̃2

γ̃1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤  (1 +
√

5)c1

2c0

2

c2. (257)
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Recall that c2 ≥ 1. Further define

ε̃1 B 12

1 +  (1 +
√

5)c1

2c0

2

c2
2

  (1 +
√

5)c1

2c0

2

ε1. (258)

Then by (253) we have |C(k)|, |D( j)|, |D̃(N − 1)| < ε̃1 for all j, k. Also, note that by definition we have the
following handy relations

λ−j = (ω+j )−1, λ+j = (ω−j )−1, ω+jω
−
j =

a j

a j−1
,

β̃1

δ̃1
= −ω−N−1. (259)

Hence for j ≤ k

(J−1
N ) j,k =

(−1)k− jβk

βNaN

γ j

γN+1
(260)

=
(−1)k− jβk

aN−1aN

(
(D j)1,1 + (D j)2,1 +

∏ j
l=2 λ

+
l

)
γ̃1 +

(
(D j)1,2 + (D j)2,2 +

∏ j
l=2 λ

−
l

)
γ̃2

δ̃1
(
(DN−1)1,1 + (DN−1)2,1 +

∏N
l=2 λ

+
l

)
γ̃1 + δ̃1

(
(DN−1)1,2 + (DN−1)2,2 +

∏N
l=2 λ

−
l

)
γ̃2

(261)

=
(−1)k− jω−N−1

ak−1

∏k−1
l= j ω

−
l(

ω+N−1 − ω
−
N−1

)
ω−j

(
1 + γ̃2

γ̃1

∏ j
l=2
ω−l
ω+l
+ D( j)

) (
1 + β̃2

β̃1

∏N−1
l=k

ω−l
ω+l
+C(k)

)
(
1 + γ̃2

γ̃1

∏N−1
l=2

ω−l
ω+l
+ D̃(N − 1)

) . (262)

Let

(TN(η)) j,k B
(−1)k− jω−N−1

ak−1

∏k−1
l= j ω

−
l(

ω+N−1 − ω
−
N−1

)
ω−j

(1 + D( j)) (1 +C(k))(
1 + γ̃2

γ̃1

∏N−1
l=2

ω−l
ω+l
+ D̃(N − 1)

) , (263)

HN(η) BJ−1
N − TN(η). (264)

Hence as ε1 → 0 we have

(TN(η)) j,k

(TN(η)) j+l,k+l
=

k−1∏
m= j

ω−m
ω−m+l

 ω−l+ jak+l−1

ω−j ak−1

(1 + D( j)) (1 +C(k))
(1 + D( j + l)) (1 +C(k + l))

(265)

=

k−1∏
m= j

ω−m
ω−m+l

 ω−l+ jak+l−1

ω−j ak−1
(1 + O(ε1)) . (266)

Hence, whenever ε̃1 +

(
(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

)2
c2ε2 < 1∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

ω−N−1 (1 + D( j)) (1 +C(k))(
1 + γ̃2

γ̃1

∏N−1
l=2

ω−l
ω+l
+ D̃(N − 1)

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

(1 + ε̃1)2

1 −
(

(1+
√

5)c1
2c0

)2
c2ε2 − ε̃1

C Constant′. (267)

49



Hence,

∣∣∣(TN(η)) j,k
∣∣∣ ≤Constant′

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏k−1

l= j ω
−
l

ak−1ω
−
j

(
ω−N−1 − ω

+
N−1

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (268)

∣∣∣(HN(η)) j,k
∣∣∣ ≤2Constant′

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(∏k−1

l= j ω
−
l

) (∏ j
l=2
ω−l
ω+l
+

∏N−1
l=k

ω−l
ω+l

)
ak−1

(
ω−N−1 − ω

+
N−1

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (269)

Take the Constant = 2Constant′ and we conclude the proof of Proposition 6.1. □

6.2 Proof of Proposition 4.3

Proof of Proposition 4.3 . Recall that we define J(r)
n±2mnβ

as (105), which can be regarded as a three-block

diagonal matrix. Recall we define the indexing set I(β)
n,m =

{
n − 2mnβ, n − 2mnβ + 1, . . . , n + 2mnβ

}
. Hence,

the non-trivial block of J(r)
n±2mnβ

is where the entries have the indices both belonging to this set I(β)
n,m, .i.e., for

all j, k ∈ I(β)
n,m (

J(r)
n±2mnβ

)
j,k
=

(
Pn+2mnβQn−2mnβ J

(r)Qn−2mnβPn+2mnβ
)

j,k
. (270)

In the following, we will apply Proposition 6.1 to this non-trivial block of J(r)
n±2mnβ

, i.e., (270). To short the
notation, let

b j = b j,n − x0, a j = a j,n, and z =
η

nα
. (271)

Then, at the left edge, for all j ∈ I(β)
n,m, a j and b j satisfy Conditions 5.1 and 5.2. Hence, the quantities in (229)

are bounded below and above as desired.
By Lemma 5.1, we have bl > 0, for all l ∈ I(β)

n,m. By Lemma 5.2, we have as n→ ∞

max
l∈I(β)

n,m

|ω−l − 1| = O(n−
α
2 ), max

l∈I(β)
n,m

|ω+l − 1| = O(n−
α
2 ) (272)

Hence, as n→ ∞∣∣∣∣∣∣−an−2mnβ + ω
−

n−2mnβ+1(bn−2mnβ−1 − z)

an−2mnβ − ω
+
n−2mnβ+1

(bn−2mnβ−1 − z)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 1+O(n−
α
2 ),

∣∣∣∣∣∣−ω+n+2mnβ−1an+2mnβ−1 + bn+2mnβ−1 − z

ω−
n+2mnβ−1

an+2mnβ−1 − bn+2mnβ−1 + z

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 1+O(n−
α
2 ).

This shows c2 = 1 + O(nα/2) in (230).
Let M j be defined as (97). By Lemma 5.3 we have as n→ ∞

4mnβmax
l∈I(β)

n,m

∥Ml∥∞ = o(n−2β+α). (273)

This shows ε1 = o(n−2β+α) in (231). Moreover, use Lemma 5.2 again to obtain that there exists a constant
d > 0 such that for all n > n0

n+2mnβ−1∏
l=n−2mnβ+2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ω−lω+l
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

(
1 −

d

n
α
2

)4mnβ−2

≤ e−dn−
α
2 (4mnβ−2). (274)
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This shows ε2 = O(e−d′nβ−
α
2 ) in (141), which is exponentially small.

Hence, the assumption of Proposition 6.1 is verified for the middle block of J(r)
n±2mnβ

. Hence, we obtain
the estimate of Tn±2mnβ(ηr) to be (236). Further, by a j = an + O(nβ−1), (236) and Lemma 5.2, we have as
n→ ∞

(Tn±2mnβ(ηr)) j,k =
(−1)k− j

2an
(
−ηr

nα |an |

) 1
2

k−1∏
l= j

1 − (
−ηr

nα|an|

) 1
2

+ ξl

 (1 + o(1)), (275)

where ξl B ω−l −
(
1 −

(
−η

nα |aN−1 |

) 1
2

)
sgn(aN−1) = o

(
n−
α
2
)
.

To prove (123). Note that since each entry of Ml is bounded by the operator norm, we have for all
l = n − 2mnβ, . . . , n + 2mnβ,

|ω−l − ω
−
l+1| ≤ ∥Ml∥∞|ω

−
l − ω

+
l |.

By Lemma 5.3 we have ∥Ml∥∞ = o(n−3β+α), given that |ω−l − ω
+
l | is of order n−

α
2 . Hence we have

max
l∈I(β)

n,m

|ω−l − ω
−
l+1| = o(n−3β+ α2 ), as n→ ∞. (276)

Lemma 5.2 says that ω−m is bounded away from zero, hence we estimate (237) to be

(Tn±2mnβ(ηr)) j,k

(Tn±2mnβ(ηr)) j+l,k+l
=

(
1 + o(n−3β+ α2 )

)(k− j)l (
1 + O(nβ−1)

)
(1 + O(ε1)) , as n→ ∞. (277)

Note that 1 + O(nβ−1) = ak+l−1
ak−1

comes from Condition 5.1. Also note that ε1 = o(n−2β+α). Moreover,
(k − j)l = O(n2β), since 1 ≤ k − j, l ≤ 4mnβ. Note that all the of the big-Os and small-o are uniform in the
indices by assumptions. Together with the assumption 0 < α2 < β <

α+1
3 < 1, we have

(Tn±2mnβ(ηr)) j,k

(Tn±2mnβ(ηr)) j+l,k+l
= 1 + o(n−β+

α
2 ), as n→ ∞.

This shows the statement (123).
Note that above argument is taken at the left edge i.e., b j > 0 as assumed in (162). For the right edge, we

have b j < 0. Then we consider −Jn±2mnβ whose diagonals are −b j+
ηr

n
α
2

and off diagonals are −a j. Apply the

result above by replacing an by −an and ηr by −ηr to estimate entries of
(
−J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
as in the statement.

Then the result at the right edge is obtained by the simple fact
(
J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
= −

(
−J(r)

n±2mnβ

)−1
.

This completes the proof. □

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 4.4. Recall that for any linear operatorA we write by (67)

C
(n)
m (A) = m!

m∑
j=2

(−1) j+1

j

∑
l1+···+l j=m,li≥1

Tr(Al1 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn) − Tr(AmPn)

l1! · · · l j!
.

51



Hence, consider m ≥ 2, j = 2, . . . ,m and li ≥ 1 with l1 + · · · + l j = m. We can write Pn = −Qn + Id and

Al1 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn = −A

l1 Qn · · ·A
l j Pn +A

l1+l2 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn

= −Al1 Qn · · ·A
l j Pn −A

l1+l2 Qn · · ·A
l j Pn +A

l1+l2+l3 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn

. . . . (278)

Continue this argument j times and we get

Al1 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn −A

mPn = −A
l1 QnA

l2 Pn · · ·A
l j Pn −A

l1+l2 QnA
l3 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn − . . . −A
l1+···+l j−1 QnA

l j Pn.

(279)
Using the cyclic property of the trace, we get

Tr
(
Al1 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
AmPn

)
= −

j∑
k=2

Tr
(
Alk Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
. (280)

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

(
Al1 Pn · · ·A

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
AmPn

))
−

(
Tr

(
Bl1 Pn · · · B

l j Pn
)
− Tr

(
BmPn

))
=

j∑
k=2

−Tr
(
Alk Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
+ Tr

(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

l j PnB
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
= −

j−1∑
k=2

(
Tr

(
(Alk − Blk )PnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)

+

j−1∑
i=k

Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

li Pn(Ali+1 − Bli+1)Pn · · ·A
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)

+ Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

l j Pn(Al1+···+lk−1 − Bl1+···+lk−1)Qn
) )
, (281)

here we take the convention that
∑b

j=a ≡ 0 for any integers b < a.

ConsiderA = Fn±2mnβ and B =
∑

r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

Recall that the operator norm of a linear operator can be estimated by entries, i.e., ∥B∥∞ ≤∑∞
j=−∞ supk |(B)k,k+ j|. Together with (122) in Proposition 4.3, we compute that n−α∥B∥∞ is uniformly

bounded for all n. That is there exists a constant Cop > 0 such that

max{∥A∥∞, ∥B∥∞} ≤ nαCop. (282)

Without loss of generality we will assume Cop > 1.
Apply (188) in Lemma 5.4, and apply the trace norm inequality, ∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥1, and the fact that, for

i < m to obtain

∥Qn+mnβA
iPn∥1 = ∥Qn+mnβQn+inβA

iPn∥1 ≤ ∥Qn+mnβ∥∞∥Qn+inβA
iPn∥1 ≤ Cme−d′nβ−

α
2
. (283)
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Use the factAlk − Blk =
∑lk−1

i=0 B
lk−1−i(A− B)Ai, together with (283), to obtain∥∥∥∥∥∥∥(Alk − Blk

)
Pn −

lk−1∑
i=0

Blk−1−i(A− B)Pn+mnβA
iPn

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
lk−1∑
i=0

Blk−1−i(A− B)Qn+mnβA
iPn

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤

lk−1∑
i=0

∥∥∥Blk−1−i(A− B)
∥∥∥
∞
∥Qn+mnβA

iPn∥1 ≤ 2lk
(
nαCop

)lk−i
Cme−d′nβ−

α
2
. (284)

Let us define an error term, which is exponentially small for large n,

Rn B 2mCm
(
Cop

)m
nαme−d′nβ−

α
2
. (285)

Then, for k = 2, . . . , j − 1, use (284) to estimate the first summand in (281) to be∣∣∣∣Tr
(
(Alk − Blk )PnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)∣∣∣∣

≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
lk−1∑
i=0

Blk−1−i(A− B)Pn+mnβA
iPnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

+ Rn. (286)

We will commute Qn from the right to the left of (286). To this end, similarly to (218) in the proof of
Proposition 4.2, write Pn = Id − Qn, use the telescopic sum to get

AiPnA
lk+1 · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn = −A

iQnA
lk+1 · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

−Ai+lk+1 QnA
lk+2 Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn −A

i+lk+1+lk+2 QnA
lk+3 Pn · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

− · · · − Ai+lk+1+lk+2+···+l j QnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn +A

i+m−lk Qn. (287)

Note that there are j − k + 2 terms on the right-hand side of (287) and j − k + 2 ≤ m.
Applying (203) in Lemma 5.5 to (279), we have, for any l ∈ N with l ≤ m,

∥AlQn − Qn−mnβA
lQn∥1 = ∥Pn−mnβPn−lnβA

lQn∥1 ≤ Cme−d′nβ−
α
2
. (288)

Hence, estimate (287) by (288) to obtain∥∥∥AiPnA
lk+1 · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn − Qn−mnβA

iPnA
lk+1 · · · PnA

l j PnA
l1+···+lk−1 Qn

∥∥∥
1

≤ ( j − k + 2)Cm
(
nαCop

)m−lk−i
e−d′nβ−

α
2
. (289)

Plug (289) into the right-hand side of (286), , and we get∥∥∥Blk−1−i(A− B)Pn+mnβA
iPnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
∥∥∥

1

≤ (nαCop)m−1∥(A− B)Pn+mnβQn−mnβ∥1 + Rn. (290)

Plug (290) into the right-hand side of (286), and we get∣∣∣∣Tr
(
(Alk − Blk )PnA

lk+1 · · · PnA
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)∣∣∣∣

≤ lk(nαCop)m−1∥(A− B)Pn+mnβQn−mnβ∥1 + (lk + 1)Rn. (291)
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Now we estimate the second summand in (281). For i = k, . . . , j − 1, similarly,∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

li Pn(Ali+1 − Bli+1)Pn · · ·A
l j PnA

l1+···+lk−1 Qn
)∣∣∣∣

≤ li+1(nαCop)m−1∥(A− B)Pn+mnβQn−mnβ∥1 + (li+1 + 1)Rn. (292)

Lastly, we turn to estimate the last summand in (281). By (122) in Proposition 4.3, we have for all
| j − k| ≥ nβ ∣∣∣(B) j,k

∣∣∣ ≤ C0n
α
2 e−d0nβ−

α
2
. (293)

Then use the same proof as in Lemma 5.4, we have for any l ∈ N with l ≤ m,

∥PnB
l − PnB

lPn+mnβ∥1 ≤ Cme−d′nβ−
α
2
. (294)

Hence∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

l j Pn(Al1+···+lk−1 − Bl1+···+lk−1)Qn
)∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

l j Pn(Al1+···+lk−1 − Bl1+···+lk−1)Pn+mnβQn
)∣∣∣∣ + Rn. (295)

Repeat the argument similar to (291) to obtain∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Blk Pn · · · PnB

l j Pn(Al1+···+lk−1 − Bl1+···+lk−1)Qn
)∣∣∣∣

≤ (l1 + · · · + lk−1)(nαCop)m−1∥(A− B)Pn+mnβQn−mnβ∥1 + ((l1 + · · · + lk−1) + 1)Rn. (296)

Hence, plugging three estimates (291), (292) and (296) into the formula (281), we get∣∣∣Tr(A)l1 Pn · · · (A)l j Pn − Tr(AmPn) − Tr(B)l1 Pn · · · (B)l j Pn + Tr(BmPn)
∣∣∣

≤ (m + 1)
((

nαCop
)m−1
∥(A− B)Pn+mnβQn−mnβ∥1 + Rn

)
. (297)

Note that,
∥(A− B)Pn+mnβQn−mnβ∥1 ≤

∑
r

|cr |∥Hn±2mnβ(ηr)Pn+mnβQn−mnβ∥1,

where Hn±2mnβ(ηr) is defined in (264). Thus by Proposition 4.3, we have

∥Hn±2mnβ(ηr)Pn+mnβQn−mnβ∥1

≤

n+2mnβ∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+mnβ∑
k=n−mnβ+1

Constant n
α
2

(1 − d

n
α
2

)max{ j,k}−n+2mnβ

+

(
1 −

d

n
α
2

)n+2mnβ−min{ j,k}


≤ Constant 16mn2β+ α2 e−dmnβ−
α
2
. (298)

This shows that (297) is exponentially small. Therefore we conclude (125).
□
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7 Proof of Proposition 4.5

Before we prove the Proposition 4.5, we need to study the limiting behaviour of the following

log det
(
1 + Pn

(
etn−α

∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

− 1
)

Pn
)

e−t Tr Pnn−α
∑

r crTn±2mnβ (ηr), (299)

where Tn±2mnβ 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−AeA+Be−B − Id is trace class, (300)

and
det e−AeA+Be−B = e−

1
2 Tr[A,B]. (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 7.2.

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

e−AeA+Be−B − Id =
∞∑

m1,m2,m3=0

m2−1∑
j=0

(−1)m1+m3 Am1(A + B) j[A, B](A + B)m2− j−1Bm3

m1!m2!m3!(m1 + m2 + m3 + 1)
. (302)

Moreover, if [A, B] is trace class then e−AeA+Be−B − Id is trace class.

Proof. See Lemma 4.3 in [14]. □

Lemma 7.2. Let Tn±2mnβ (ηr)− be the strict upper triangle part of Tn±2mnβ (ηr) and Tn±2mnβ (ηr)+ be the lower
triangle part of Tn±2mnβ (ηr). Then we have

det
(
Id + Pn

(
etn−α

∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

− Id
)

Pn
)

e−tn−α Tr Pn
∑

r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

= e−
t2

2n2α Tr
[∑

r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)+,
∑

r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)−
]
det

(
Id + Qn(R(t, η)−1 − Id)

)
, (303)

where
R(t, η) B e−tn−α

∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)+etn−α

∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)e−tn−α

∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)− . (304)

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

Lemma 7.3. Set
T B

∑
r

crTn±2mnβ (ηr) .

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

n−2α ∥[T+,T−]∥1 < C′, (305)

lim
n→∞

n−2α ∥Qn[T+,T−]∥1 = 0, (306)

lim
n→∞

n−2α

Tr[T+,T−] +
n∑

j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
l=2 j−n+2mnβ

(
T j,l

)2

 = 0. (307)
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Proof. Then by Proposition 4.3 we have for all r, j, k, l with n − 2mnβ ≤ j, j + l, k, k + l ≤ n + 2mnβ,(
Tn±2mnβ (ηr)

)
j,k(

Tn±2mnβ (ηr)
)

j+l,k+l
= 1 + o

(
n−β+

α
2
)
,

∣∣∣(Tn±2mnβ (ηr)
)

j,k

∣∣∣ ≤ Cn
α
2

∣∣∣∣∣1 − d

n
α
2

∣∣∣∣∣|k− j|
. (308)

This implies that
(T ) j,k

(T ) j+l,k+l
= 1 + o

(
n−β+

α
2
)
,

∣∣∣(T ) j,k
∣∣∣ ≤ Cn

α
2

∣∣∣∣∣1 − d

n
α
2

∣∣∣∣∣|k− j|
. (309)

Note that T− = Pn+2nmβQn−2mnβT− = T−Pn+2nmβQn−2mnβ . Hence the commutator

[T+,T−] = T+Pn+2nmβQn−2mnβT− − T−Pn+2nmβQn−2mnβT+.

This implies that for j, k = n − 2mnβ + 1, . . . , n + 2mnβ

([T+,T−]) j,k =

min{ j,k+1}∑
l=n−2mnβ+1

(T ) j,l (T )l,k −

n+2mnβ∑
l=max{ j−1,k}

(T ) j,l (T )l,k

=

min{ j,k+1}∑
l=n−2mnβ+1

(
(T ) j,l (T )l,k − (T ) j, j+k−l (T ) j+k−l,k

)
−

n+2mnβ∑
l= j+k−n+2mnβ

(T ) j,l (T )l,k χ j+k≤2n

=

min{ j,k+1}∑
l=n−2mnβ+1

o
(
n−β+

α
2
)

(T ) j,l (T )l,k −

n+2mnβ∑
l= j+k−n+2mnβ

(T ) j,l (T )l,k χ j+k≤2n, (310)

where χ j+k≤2n = 1 if j + k ≤ 2n and zero otherwise. For other values of j, k we have ([T+,T−]) j,k = 0. Note
that though the actual formula of o

(
n−β+

α
2
)

above depends on j, k, l, it has an uniform limiting behaviour as
n→ ∞. Denote T̃ to be the linear operator such that each entries(

T̃
)

j,k
B

∣∣∣(T ) j,k

∣∣∣ .
Also define

(H) j,k B

Cn
α
2

(
1 − d

n
α
2

) j+k
for n − 2mnβ < j, k ≤ n + 2mnβ,

0 otherwise.

Then we estimate
∥[T+,T−]∥1 ≤ o

(
n−β+

α
2
)
∥T̃+∥2∥T̃−∥2 + ∥H∥22.

Using the matrix norm relation ∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥2∥B∥2 and ∥T∥2 ≤ ∥T̃∥2. Further using ∥T∥22 =
∑

j,k |(T ) j,k|
2, we

have for any n with n
α
2 > d

∥T̃+∥2∥T̃−∥2 ≤C2nα
N∑

l=0

(N − l)
∣∣∣∣∣1 − d

n
α
2

∣∣∣∣∣2l
≤

C2c′

d
nβ+

3α
2 , (311)

∥H∥22 ≤nα
N∑

j,k=1

∣∣∣∣∣1 − d

n
α
2

∣∣∣∣∣2 j+2k
≤

n2α

d2 , (312)

∥QnβH∥
2
2 ≤nα

N∑
j=nβ

N∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣∣1 − d

n
α
2

∣∣∣∣∣2 j+2k
≤

n2α

d2 e−2dnβ−
α
2
. (313)

56



Together with the assumption α2 < β <
α+1

3 , this shows

1
n2α ∥[T+,T−]∥1 < ∞,

1
n2α

∥∥∥Qnβ[T+,T−]
∥∥∥

1 → 0. (314)

Combine (310) and (311) and we conclude

lim
n→∞

n−2α

Tr[T+,T−] +
n∑

j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
l=2 j−n+2mnβ

(
T j,l

)2

 = 0.

□

Lemma 7.4. Recall that R(t, η)−1 is defined as (304). For any β such that 0 < α2 < β <
α+1

3 < 1, we have

lim
n→∞
∥Qn(R(t, η)−1 − Id)∥1 = 0. (315)

Proof. Set
T B

∑
r

crTn±2mnβ (ηr) .

Let T− be the strict upper triangle part of T and T+ be the lower triangle part of T . Then

R(t, η)−1 = etn−αT−e−tn−αT etn−αT+ . (316)

Use the expansion formula in Lemma 7.1 to obtain

R(t, η)−1 − Id =
∞∑

m1,m2,m3=0

(−1)m2−1(tn−α)m1+m2+m3+1
m2−1∑

j=0

(T−)m1(T− + T+) j[T−,T+](T− + T+)m2− j−1(T+)m3

m1!m2!m3!(m1 + m2 + m3 + 1)
.

By the operator norm inequality ∥A∥∞ ≤
∑∞

j=−∞ supk |(A)k,k+ j| and the second estimate of (309) we have

max{∥T+∥∞, ∥T−∥∞} ≤
∑

r

|cr |

∞∑
l=0

Cn
α
2

∣∣∣∣∣1 − d

n
α
2

∣∣∣∣∣l = C
∑

r |cr |

d
nα. (317)

By Lemma 7.3, there exists a constant C′ > 0 such that

n−2α ∥[T−,T+]∥1 <C′, (318)

n−2α ∥Qn[T−,T+]∥1 →0. (319)

Then by the equalities QnT+ = QnT+Qn and QnT− = QnT−Qn, and by the dominated convergence theorem
we have lim

n→∞

∣∣∣R(t, η)−1 − Id
∣∣∣
1 = 0. □

Lemma 7.5. Consider c > 0 and a sequence ξi ∈ C such that supi∈N |ξi| = o(n−
α
2 ) as n→ ∞. Then we have

lim
n→∞

1

n
α
2

∞∑
k=0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
k∏

i=1

(
1 −

c

n
α
2
+ ξi

)
−

(
1 −

c

n
α
2

)k
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (320)

57



Proof. Use the telescoping sum to obtain for k ≥ 1

k∏
i=1

(
1 −

c

n
α
2
+ ξi

)
−

(
1 −

c

n
α
2

)k

=

k∑
l=1

ξl

(
1 −

c

n
α
2

)l−1 k∏
i=l

(
1 −

c

n
α
2
+ ξi

)
. (321)

Hence as n→ ∞, ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
k∏

i=1

(
1 −

c

n
α
2
+ ξi

)
−

(
1 −

c

n
α
2

)k
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ k

(
1 −

c

2n
α
2

)k−1

o(n−
α
2 ). (322)

By the fact that
∞∑

k=1

k
(
1 −

c

2n
α
2

)k−1

= 4c−2nα, (323)

we conclude

lim
n→∞

1

n
α
2

∞∑
k=0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
k∏

i=1

(
1 −

c

n
α
2
+ ξi

)
−

(
1 −

c

n
α
2

)k
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (324)

□

Lemma 7.6. Set

T B
2M∑
r=1

crTn±2mnβ (ηr) .

Consider the test function f (x) =
∑2M

r=1
cr

x−ηr
with c j, ηr defined as (49).

Then, we have at the left edge

lim
n→∞

1
n2α Tr[T+,T−] =

−1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (325)

At the right edge, we have

lim
n→∞

1
n2α Tr[T+,T−] =

−1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (326)

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

lim
n→∞

1
n2α

n∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
l=2 j−n+2mnβ

(
T j,l

)2
. (327)

We estimate each entry of the fourth-fold sum (327), by Proposition 4.3, that is for any r, s and j, l

(
Tn±2mnβ (ηr)

)
j,l
(
Tn±2mnβ (ηs)

)
j,l =

nα
l−1∏
i= j

(
1 −

(
−

ηr
nα |an,n |

) 1
2
−

(
−

ηs
nα |an,n |

) 1
2 + ξ(r,s)

i

)
(1 + o(1))

4a2
n

(
−ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
(
−ηs
|an,n |

) 1
2

, (328)

as n→ ∞, where ξ(r,s)
i B ξ(r)

i + ξ
(s)
i + ξ

(r)
i ξ

(s)
i + ξ

(r)
i

(
−

ηs
nα |an,n |

) 1
2 + ξ(s)

i

(
−

ηr
nα |an,n |

) 1
2 = o(n−

α
2 ).
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Relabel the indices with respect to the summations to obtain, as n→ ∞,

1
n2α

n∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
l=2 j−n+2mnβ

(
T j,l

)2

=
1
nα

2M∑
r,s=1

crcs

n∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ− j∑
k= j−n+2mnβ

k+ j−1∏
i= j

(
1 −

(
−
ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
−

(
−

ηs
nα |an,n |

) 1
2 + ξ(r,s)

i

)
(1 + o(1))

4a2
n

(
−ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
(
−ηs
|an,n |

) 1
2

=
1
nα

2M∑
r,s=1

crcs

2mnβ∑
j=1

4mnβ− j∑
k= j

k+ j+n−2mnβ−1∏
i= j+n−2mnβ

(
1 −

(
−
ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
−

(
−

ηs
nα |an,n |

) 1
2 + ξ(r,s)

i

)
(1 + o(1))

4a2
n

(
−ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
(
−ηs
|an,n |

) 1
2

. (329)

Note that for all 0 < α2 < β we have
(
1 − c

n
α
2

)nβ

= O(e−nβ−
α
2 ) for any c , 0, which is exponentially small.

Hence, adding exponentially small terms does not change the sum in the limit, i.e., as n→ ∞,

1
n2α

n∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
l=2 j−n+2mnβ

(
T j,l

)2

=
1
nα

2M∑
r,s=1

crcs

2mnβ∑
j=1

∞∑
k= j

k+ j+n−2mnβ−1∏
i= j+n−2mnβ

(
1 −

(
−
ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
−

(
−

ηs
nα |an,n |

) 1
2 + ξ(r,s)

i

)
(1 + o(1))

4a2
n

(
−ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
(
−ηs
|an,n |

) 1
2

+ o(1). (330)

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

1
n2α

n∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
l=2 j−n+2mnβ

(
T j,l

)2
=

1
nα

2M∑
r,s=1

crcs

2mnβ∑
j=1

∞∑
k= j

(
1 −

(
−
ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
−

(
−

ηs
nα |an,n |

) 1
2

)k

(1 + o(1))

4a2
n

(
−ηr
|an,n |

) 1
2
(
−ηs
|an,n |

) 1
2

+ o(1)

=

2M∑
r,s=1

crcs
1

4 (−ηr)
1
2 (−ηs)

1
2
(
(−ηr)

1
2 + (−ηs)

1
2
)2 + o(1). (331)

Recall that c j and η j are defined as in (49). Hence we have, as n→ ∞,

1
n2α

n∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
l=2 j−n+2mnβ

(
T j,l

)2

=
1
2

Re


M∑

r,s=1

−drds

(−λr)
1
2 (−λs)

1
2
(
(−λr)

1
2 + (−λs)

1
2
)2 +

drds(
−λr

) 1
2 (−λs)

1
2

((
−λr

) 1
2 + (−λs)

1
2

)2

 + o(1). (332)
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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∫ ∫

R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy =
∑
r,s

crcs

∫ ∫
R2

 1
x2−ηr

− 1
y2−ηr

x − y


 1

x2−ηs
− 1

y2−ηs

x − y

 dxdy.

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

∫ ∫
R2

 1
x2−ηr

− 1
y2−ηr

x − y


 1

x2−ηs
− 1

y2−ηs

x − y

 dxdy

= 2
∫
R

x2

(x2 − ηr)(x2 − ηs)
dx

∫
R

1
(y2 − ηr)(y2 − ηs)

dy + 2
(∫

R

x
(x2 − ηr)(x2 − ηs)

dx
)2

.

Now we can apply the residual theorem to each of the three integrals above. For either Im(ηr) > 0 or
Im(ηr) < 0, take the principle square root, we have Im(i (−ηr)

1
2 ) > 0. So each integral there are two

residuals to consider i.e. i (−ηr)
1
2 and i (−ηs)

1
2 . Hence,

1
2πi

∫
R

x2

(x2 − ηr)(x2 − ηs)
dx =

1

2i((−ηr)
1
2 + (−ηs)

1
2 )
,

1
2πi

∫
R

1
(y2 − ηr)(y2 − ηs)

dy =
1

2i (−ηr)
1
2 (−ηs)

1
2 ((−ηr)

1
2 + (−ηs)

1
2 )
,

1
2πi

∫
R

x
(x2 − ηr)(x2 − ηs)

dx =0.

Together we have,

1
(2πi)2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy =
2M∑

r,s=1

crcs
−1

2 (−ηr)
1
2 (−ηs)

1
2
(
(−ηr)

1
2 + (−ηs)

1
2
)2

= −Re


M∑

r,s=1

−drds

(−λr)
1
2 (−λs)

1
2
(
(−λr)

1
2 + (−λs)

1
2
)2 +

drds(
−λr

) 1
2 (−λs)

1
2

((
−λr

) 1
2 + (−λs)

1
2

)2

 .
Combing (332) and Lemma 5.2, we conclude that, at the left edge,

lim
n→∞

1
n2α Tr[T+,T−] =

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (333)

Note that at the right edge instead of (174) we have

ω(r)−
l =

x0 − bl,n +
ηr
nα −

((
x0 − bl,n +

ηr
nα

)2
− 4al−1,nal,n

) 1
2

−2al−1,n
.
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Then by the same proof of Lemma 5.2 we get as n→ ∞, for l ∈ {n − 2mnβ, n − 2mnβ + 1, . . . , n + 2mnβ},

ω(r)−
l =

1 − (
ηr

nα|an,n|

) 1
2
 sgn(−an,n) + o(n−

α
2 ). (334)

We can now follow the same computation and obtain that

lim
n→∞

1
n2α

n∑
j=n−2mnβ+1

n+2mnβ∑
l=2 j−n+2mnβ

(
T j,l

)2
=

2M∑
r,s=1

crcs
1

4 (ηr)
1
2 (ηs)

1
2
(
(ηr)

1
2 + (ηs)

1
2
)2 . (335)

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∫ ∫

R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy =
∑
r,s

crcs

∫ ∫
R2

 1
x2+ηr

− 1
y2+ηr

x − y


 1

x2+ηs
− 1

y2+ηs

x − y

 dxdy.

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

∫ ∫
R2

 1
x2+ηr

− 1
y2+ηr

x − y


 1

x2+ηs
− 1

y2+ηs

x − y

 dxdy

= 2
∫
R

x2

(x2 + ηr)(x2 + ηs)
dx

∫
R

1
(y2 + ηr)(y2 + ηs)

dy + 2
(∫

R

x
(x2 + ηr)(x2 + ηs)

dx
)2

.

Now we can apply the residual theorem to each of the three integrals above. For either Im(ηr) > 0 or
Im(ηr) < 0, take the principle square root, we have Im(i (ηr)

1
2 ) > 0. So each integral there are two residuals

in the upper half plane to consider i.e. i (ηr)
1
2 and i (ηs)

1
2 . Hence,

1
2πi

∫
R

x2

(x2 + ηr)(x2 + ηs)
dx =

1

2i((ηr)
1
2 + (ηs)

1
2 )
,

1
2πi

∫
R

1
(y2 + ηr)(y2 + ηs)

dy =
1

2i (ηr)
1
2 (ηs)

1
2 ((ηr)

1
2 + (ηs)

1
2 )
,

1
2πi

∫
R

x
(x2 + ηr)(x2 + ηs)

dx =0.

Together we have,

1
(2πi)2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy =
2M∑

r,s=1

crcs
−1

2 (ηr)
1
2 (ηs)

1
2
(
(ηr)

1
2 + (ηs)

1
2
)2 .

Combing (332) and Lemma 5.2, we get

lim
n→∞

1
n2α Tr[T+,T−] =

1
8π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (336)

□
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7.2 Proof of Proposition 4.5

We are now ready to prove Proposition 4.5.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Recall that we consider f (x) = Im
∑M

r=1 dr
1

x−λ j
=

∑2M
r=1

cr
x−ηr

with c j, ηr defined as

(49). We also define F B
∑2M

r=1 cr
(
J − x0 −

ηr
nα

)−1
.

Proposition 4.2 shows that the first m coefficients in the expansion around small t of below

logE[exp
(
tX f ,α,x0 − tE[X f ,α,x0]

)
] = log

(
det

(
1 + Pn

(
etn−αF − 1

)
Pn

)
e−tn−α Tr(PnF)

)
(337)

are asymptotically the same as those of the following

log det
(
1 + Pn

(
etn−α

∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

− 1
)

Pn
)

e−tn−α Tr Pn
∑

r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

=
∑
k≥2

tk

k!
C

(n)
k

∑
r

crn−αTn±2mnβ (ηr)

 . (338)

By Lemmas 7.2, 7.4 and 7.6, we see that, as n→ ∞

lim
n→∞

log det
(
1 + Pn

(
etn−α

∑
r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

− 1
)

Pn
)

e−t Tr Pnn−α
∑

r crTn±2mnβ (ηr)

=
t2

16π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (339)

The consequence of Lemma 3.4 implies that the expansions of both of the right-hand sides of (337)
and (338) are absolutely convergent. We conclude that, via the dominated convergent theorem, for any
0 < α2 < β <

α+1
3 around the left edge, i.e. x0 = bn−1,n − 2

(
an,nan−1,n

) 1
2 + o(n−α)

lim
n→∞

logE
[
exp

(
tX(n)

f ,α,x0
− tE[X(n)

f ,α,x0
]
)]
=

t2

16π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (x2) − f (y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (340)

At the right edge, i.e. x0 = bn−1,n + 2√an,nan−1,n + o(n−α),we consider − f . Hence, all the arguments of
the left edge apply and we obtain

lim
n→∞

logE
[
exp

(
tX(n)
− f ,α,x0

− tE[X(n)
− f ,α,x0

]
)]
=

t2

16π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (341)

Then by the symmetry of centred Gaussian distribution, we conclude that at the right edge

lim
n→∞

logE
[
exp

(
tX(n)

f ,α,x0
− tE[X(n)

f ,α,x0
]
)]
=

t2

16π2

∫ ∫
R2

(
f (−x2) − f (−y2)

x − y

)2

dxdy. (342)

Then by the moments method we obtain Xn( fα,x0) − E[Xn( fα,x0)] has the Gaussian fluctuations in the
limit. □

Hence, together with Subsection 4.2 and we complete the proof of Theorem 2.3.
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8 Proof of Theorems 1.2 1.1 2.2

We will use Theorem 2.3 to prove Theorems 1.1 and 2.2. We will prove Theorem 1.2 by Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 . For any 0 < α < 2
3 , condition (2.1) implies that for all j ∈ I(α,ε)

n

a j,na j−2,n − a2
j−1,n = O(n−1), (b j−1,n − x0 − a j,n)a j−2,n − (b j−2,n − x0 − a j−1,n)a j−1,n = O(n−1).

Hence the conditions in Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Then apply Theorem 2.3 and we conclude the proof of
Theorem 2.2. □

Proof of Theorem 1.1 . The asymptotics of recurrence coefficients of the modified Jacobi polynomials with
measure (3) are given by the Riemann-Hilbert method in [24] to be

a j =
1
2
−

4γ2
1 − 1
32

+
4γ2

2 − 1
32

 1
j2
+ O( j−3), b j =

γ2
2 − γ

2
1

4 j2
+ O( j−3), as j→ ∞, (343)

where γ1 and γ2 are some constants explicitly given in [24]. Note that there is no scaling in this model and,
hence, we remove the second subscription n in the notations. Hence,

|a j − a j−1| = O( j−3), |b j − b j−1| = O( j−3), as j→ ∞.

Then the conditions (28) and (29) are satisfied for all 0 < α
2 < β < 1 .Hence the limit of mesoscopic

fluctuations holds for all α ∈ (0, 2). Then apply Theorem 2.3, take β → 1 and we conclude the proof of
Theorem 1.1. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Consider I = { j ∈ N : j
n → 1, as n → ∞}. Then for all j ∈ I(β)

n,m, let c = j
n then we

can rewrite

e−nV(x)dx = e−
j
c V(x)dx. (344)

Then the conditions on V and positivity about c implies the existence and uniqueness of equilibrium measure
of c−1V , denoted by µc−1V by the potential theory. By the convexity of c−1V , the support of µc−1V is a single
interval say [α1, α2], which is determined by the following set of equations,∫ α2

α1

V ′(s)
√

(s − α1)(α2 − s)
ds = 0,

∫ α2

α1

sV ′(s)
√

(s − α1)(α2 − s)
ds = 2πc. (345)

In literature α1, α2 are called the Mhaskar-Rakhmanov-Saff numbers, (cf. [20] pages 203-234) Let F : R3 →

R2 be a real analytic function such that F(x, y, c) B
(
ϕ(x, y)
φ(x, y, c)

)
where

ϕ(x, y) B
∫ 1

−1
V ′

(
(y − x)t + x + y

2

)
dt

√
1 − t2

,

φ(x, y, c) B
∫ 1

−1

(y − x)t
2

V ′
(
(y − x)t + x + y

2

)
dt

√
1 − t2

− 2πc.

Then we have F(α1, α2, c) = 0 by (345) and a change of variable argument. We further define

dF (t) B V ′′
(
(α2 − α1)t + α1 + α2

2

)
dt

√
1 − t2

.
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Then by convexity of V , we have V ′′ > 0 and thus F (t) defines a positive measure. Now computing the
Jacobian of F at (α1, α2, c), we get

D(x,y)F(α1, α2, c) =

 ∫ 1
−1 (1 − t) dF (t),

∫ 1
−1 (1 + t) dF (t)

− 2πc
α2−α1

+ (α2 − α1)
∫ 1
−1 t (1 − t) dF (t), 2πc

α2−α1
+ (α2 − α1)

∫ 1
−1 t (1 + t) dF (t)

 . (346)

The determinant of (346) can be computed as

4πc
α2 − α1

∫ 1

−1
dF (t)+(α2 − α1)

(∫ 1

−1
(1 − t) dF (t)

∫ 1

−1
t (1 + t) dF (t) −

∫ 1

−1
(1 + t) dF (t)

∫ 1

−1
t (1 − t) dF (t)

)
=

4πc
α2 − α1

∫ 1

−1
dF (t) + 2 (α2 − α1)

∫ 1

−1
dF (t)

∫ 1

−1
t2dF (t) −

(∫ 1

−1
tdF (t)

)2 .
Use Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and we deduce

(∫ 1
−1 tdF (t)

)2
≤

∫ 1
−1 t2dF (t)

∫ 1
−1 dF (t). Subsequently, the

Jacobian matrix under consideration is strictly positive and hence non-singular. Then apply the Implicit
Function Theorem to obtain that α1 and α2 are continuously differentiable functions of c, denoted by

α1 = α1(c), α2 = α2(c).

Moreover, one can apply the same analysis in [21] for c−1V 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 M̃(∞)(z) found as (4.71) of [21] is reduced to

M̃(∞)(z) =
1
2

(
γ(z) + γ(z)−1, i(γ(z)−1 − γ(z))

i(γ(z) − γ(z)−1), γ(z) + γ(z)−1

)
,

which is equivalent to N(z) defined in (6.13-6.16) of [38] after rescaling the support from [α1, α2] to [−1, 1].
This means that the recurrence coefficients can be estimated as

a j,n =
α2(c) − α1(c)

4
+ O(n−1), b j,n =

α2(c) + α1(c)
2

+ O(n−1). (347)

Recall that c = j
n and α1(c), α2(c) are continuously differentiable functions. Then for all j ∈ I we have

|a j,n − a j−1,n| = O(n−1), |b j,n − b j−1,n| = O(n−1).

Moreover, by the normalisation we have α1(1) = −1, α2(1) = 1. Hence,

lim
j/n→1

a j,n =
1
2
, lim

j/n→1
b j,n = 0.

From here we obtain that the edges of the fluctuations are at x0 = −1 or 1. Now we can employ Theorem 2.2
and conclude Theorem 1.2. □

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–∂̄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−

1
3 log n), in a more general setup. Here we

believe that Theorem 1.2 should still hold for V being a convex (or the equilibrium measure being supported
in a single interval) and C2+ε(R) (for some ε > 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

β =
α + ε

2
, for some ε > 0 such that 0 <

α

2
< β < 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
j≥n−nβ+ε/2

|a j,n − 1| = O(n−2β), sup
j≥n−nβ+ε/2

|b j,n| = O(n−2β). (349)

The general case follows by translating and scaling the point process by (x − b)/a, where a B limn an,n

and b B limn bn−1,n.

9.1 Resolvent of a Toeplitz Operator

Let’s first consider the Chebyshev polynomial (of the second kind) ensemble whose measure is given by

dµ̃(x) =

√
4 − x2

2π
dx, supported on [−2, 2].

Its recurrence coefficients are
ã j,n = 1, b̃ j,n = 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,

J̃ B


0 1 0 0 0 · · ·

1 0 1 0 0 · · ·

0 1 0 1 0 · · ·

· · ·

 . (350)

Take x0 = −2 and define

ω+ B
2 − ηnα +

((
2 − ηnα

)2
− 4

) 1
2

2
, ω− B

2 − ηnα −
((

2 − ηnα
)2
− 4

) 1
2

2
, (351)

where the square root is taken at the principle branch so that |ω+| > |ω−|. The right edge (x0 = 2) can be
done in the exact same way by swapping the definitions of ω+ and ω−.

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

J̃ −

(
x0 +

η

nα

)
Id

)−1
)

j,k
=

(−ω+)−| j−k| − (−ω−) j+k

ω+ − ω−
. (352)
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One should compare this formula with Proposition 4.3.
Note that

ω+ = 1 +
(
−
η

nα

) 1
2
+ O(n−α), ω− = 1 −

(
−
η

nα

) 1
2
+ O(n−α). (353)

From (352) and (353), we see that for all j, k∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
((
J̃ −

(
x0 +

η

nα

)
Id

)−1
)

j,k

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cn
α
2 e−dn−

α
2 | j−k|. (354)

One convenient consequence of this estimate is the following lemma.

Lemma 9.1. There exist a constant C0 > 0, such that for any m1,m2 ∈ N, we have∥∥∥∥∥∥Pm1 Qm2

(
J̃ −

(
x0 +

η

nα

)
Id

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥∥

2
≤

√
C0n

3α
2 |m1 − m2|. (355)

Proof. For m1 ≤ m2, Pm1 Qm2 = 0 and the norm on left-hand side is zero. The inequality holds trivially. We
now consider the case where m1 > m2.

Recall for any linear Hilbert-Schmidt operator A, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ∥A∥22 =
∑

j,k |(A) j,k|
2. Then

we can estimate by (354)

∥∥∥∥∥∥Pm1 Qm2

(
J̃ −

(
x0 +

η

nα

)
Id

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥∥2

2
≤

m1∑
j=m2+1

∞∑
k=1

C2nαe−2dn−
α
2 | j−k|

≤

m1∑
j=m2+1

∑
l∈Z

C2nαe−2dn−
α
2 |l| ≤ 2

m1∑
j=m2+1

∞∑
l=0

C2nαe−2dn−
α
2 l =

2C2nα(m1 − m2)

1 − e−2dn−
α
2
, (356)

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−x ≥ e−1x for all x ∈ [0, 1], we can further estimate (356) to be∥∥∥∥∥∥Pm1 Qm2

(
J̃ −

(
x0 +

η

nα

)
Id

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥∥2

2
≤ 4eC2dn

3α
2 (m1 − m2). (357)

This completes the proof. □

9.2 Lemmas of Proof of Theorem 2.1

We consider test function f (x) =
∑2M

r=1 cr
1

x−ηr
as described in (49) for some η ∈ {x + iy|x ∈ R, y , 0}. Let us

define

F̃ B
2M∑
r=1

cr

(
J̃ − x0 −

ηr

nα

)−1
. (358)

Denote the Jacobi matrix of the OPE with recurrence coefficients with {a j,n, b j,n} satisfies (349) to be J .
Define

F B
2M∑
r=1

cr

(
J − x0 −

ηr

nα

)−1
. (359)
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Lemma 9.2. Let 0 < α2 < β < 1. Let l ∈ N. Let m1 ∈ N such that m1 > lnβ. Then there exists a Cl > 0 such
that ∥∥∥Qm1+lnβ F̃

lPm1

∥∥∥
1 ≤ Cle−d′nβ−

α
2
, (360)∥∥∥Pm1−lnβ F̃

lQm1

∥∥∥
1 ≤ Cle−d′nβ−

α
2 (361)

Proof. Repeat the proof of (187) in Lemma 5.4 taking N = ∞, using (354) and one gets (360). Repeat the
proof of (203) in Lemma 5.5 summing j from 1 and k up to∞, using (354) and one gets (361). □

Lemma 9.3. Let 0 < α2 < β < 1. Assume (349) holds for all j > m2 − 2nβ. For any m1,m2 ∈ N such that
2nβ < m2 < m1 and m1 − m2 = O(nβ), we have, as n→ ∞∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n

3α
2 −β

)
. (362)

Proof. Let us define

F̃(r) B
(
J̃ − x0 −

ηr

nα

)−1
(363)

F(r) B
(
J − x0 −

ηr

nα

)−1
. (364)

By triangle inequality we have∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
≤

∑
r

|cr |

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃(r) − F(r)

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
. (365)

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

A ≡ J̃ − x0 −
ηr

nα
, B ≡ J − x0 −

ηr

nα
.

It is sufficient to estimate
∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
A−1 − B−1

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
. Note that estimates about A−1 are discussed in Sec-

tion 9.1.
We use resolvent identity and rewrite B−1 = A−1 +

(
B−1 −A−1

)
to get

Pm1

(
A−1 − B−1

)
Qm2 = Pm1B

−1 (B −A)A−1Qm2

= Pm1A
−1 (B −A)A−1Qm2 + Pm1

(
B−1 −A−1

)
(B −A)A−1Qm2 . (366)

Note that, by the fact that Id = Pm2 + Qm2 the second summand on the right-hand side can be written as

Pm1

(
B−1 −A−1

)
Pm2 (B −A)A−1Qm2 + Pm1

(
B−1 −A−1

)
Qm2 (B −A)A−1Qm2 .

Rearrange the formula (366) and we get,

Pm1

(
A−1 − B−1

)
Qm2

(
Id + (B −A)A−1Qm2

)
= Pm1A

−1 (B −A)A−1Qm2 + Pm1

(
B−1 −A−1

)
Pm2 (B −A)A−1Qm2 . (367)

Note that, by Lemma 9.2, we have
∥∥∥A−1Qm2 − Qm2−nβA

−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1 = O(e−d′nβ−

α
2 ). Moreover, since B − A

is three diagonal, we have (B −A) Qm2−nβ = Qm2−nβ−1 (B −A) Qm2−nβ . Also by Lemma 9.2, we have
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∥∥∥A−1Qm2−nβ−1 − Qm2−2nβ−1A
−1Qm2−nβ−1

∥∥∥
1 = O(e−d′nβ−

α
2 ). Also note that ∥A−1∥∞ = O(nα), ∥A∥∞ = O(1)

and ∥B∥∞ = O(1). Hence, the first summand on the right-hand side of (367) can be estimated to be∥∥∥Pm1A
−1 (B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1

=
∥∥∥Pm1 Qm2−2nβ−1A

−1Qm2−nβ−1 (B −A) Qm2−nβA
−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1 + O

(
nαe−d′nβ−

α
2
)
. (368)

Similarly, we commute Pm1 from left to right on the right-hand side of (368) with exponentially small
error. Precisely speaking, by Lemma 9.2, we have

∥∥∥Pm1 Qm2−2nβ−1A
−1 − Pm1 Qm2−2nβ−1A

−1Pm1+nβ
∥∥∥

1 =

O(e−d′nβ−
α
2 ). Since B − A is three diagonal, we have Pm1+nβ (B −A) = Pm1+nβ (B −A) Pm1+nβ+1. Also

by Lemma 9.2, we have
∥∥∥Pm1+nβ+1Qm2−nβA

−1 − Pm1+nβ+1Qm2−nβA
−1Pm1+2nβ+1

∥∥∥
1 = O(e−d′nβ−

α
2 ). Note that

∥A−1∥∞ = O(nα), ∥A∥∞ = O(1) and ∥B∥∞ = O(1). Also note that the projections are commutative, i.e.,
Pm1 Qm2 = Qm2 Pm1 . Hence, (368) can be further estimated to be as n→ ∞∥∥∥Pm1A

−1 (B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1

=
∥∥∥Pm1 Qm2−2nβ−1A

−1Pm1+nβQm2−nβ−1 (B −A) Pm1+nβ+1Qm2−nβA
−1Pm1+2nβ+1Qm2

∥∥∥
1 + O

(
nαe−d′nβ−

α
2
)
.

(369)

Now use the trace norm inequality ∥ABC∥1 ≤ ∥A∥2∥B∥∞∥C∥2 and we get as n→ ∞∥∥∥Pm1A
−1 (B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1

≤
∥∥∥Pm1 Qm2−2nβ−1A

−1
∥∥∥

2

∥∥∥Pm1+nβQm2−nβ−1 (B −A) Pm1+nβ+1Qm2−nβ
∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥A−1Pm1+2nβ+1Qm2

∥∥∥
2+O

(
nαe−d′nβ−

α
2
)
.

(370)

Recall that we assume m1 − m2 = O(nβ). By Lemma 9.1, we have as n→ ∞∥∥∥Pm1 Qm2−2nβ−1A
−1

∥∥∥
2 = O

(
n

3α
4 +

β
2

)
(371)∥∥∥A−1Pm1+2nβ+1Qm2

∥∥∥
2 = O

(
n

3α
4 +

β
2

)
. (372)

Since (349) holds for all j > m2 − 2nβ by assumption, we have as n→ ∞∥∥∥Pm1+nβQm2−nβ−1 (B −A) Pm1+nβ+1Qm2−nβ
∥∥∥
∞
= O

(
n−2β

)
. (373)

Plug (371), (372) and (373) into (370) to get as n→ ∞∥∥∥Pm1A
−1 (B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1 = O

(
n

3α
2 −β

)
. (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 Qm2 from right to left to obtain that as n→ ∞∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
B−1 −A−1

)
Pm2 (B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
=

∥∥∥Pm1B
−1 (A− B)A−1Pm2 (B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1

=
∥∥∥Pm1B

−1 (A− B) Qm2−2nβ−1A
−1Pm2 Qm2−nβ−1 (B −A) Pm2+1Qm2−nβA

−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1 + O

(
n2αe−d′nβ−

α
2
)
.

(375)
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Use the trace norm inequality ∥ABCD∥1 ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥2∥C∥∞∥D∥2 to get∥∥∥Pm1B
−1 (A− B) Qm2−2nβ−1A

−1Pm2 Qm2−nβ−1 (B −A) Pm2+1Qm2−nβA
−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1

≤
∥∥∥Pm1B

−1 (A− B) Qm2−2nβ−1

∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥A−1Pm2 Qm2−nβ−1

∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥Pm2 Qm2−nβ−1 (B −A)
∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥Pm2+1Qm2−nβA
−1Qm2

∥∥∥
2

(376)

In (376), two operator norms are of order O(nα−2β) and O(n−2β) respectively by the assumption that (349)
holds for all j > m2 − 2nβ; two Hilbert-Schmidt norms are both of order O(n

3α
4 +

β
2 ) by Lemma 9.1. Hence,

as n→ ∞∥∥∥Pm1B
−1 (A− B) Qm2−2nβ−1A

−1Pm2 Qm2−nβ−1 (B −A) Pm2+1Qm2−nβA
−1Qm2

∥∥∥
1 = O

(
n

5α
2 −3β

)
. (377)

Plug (377) into (375) to get∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
B−1 −A−1

)
Pm2 (B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n

5α
2 −3β

)
. (378)

We now use (374) and (378) to estimate the trace norm of(367), and we have as n→ ∞∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
A−1 − B−1

)
Qm2

(
Id + (B −A)A−1Qm2

)∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n

3α
2 −β

)
. (379)

Note that we use the assumption 0 < α2 < β < 1 to determine 3α
2 − β >

5α
2 − 3β.

By Lemma 9.2, ∥∥∥(B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
∞
=

∥∥∥(B −A) Qm2−nβA
−1Qm2

∥∥∥
∞
+ O

(
e−d′nβ−

α
2
)
. (380)

Using the operator norm inequality we have∥∥∥(B −A) Qm2−nβA
−1Qm2

∥∥∥
∞
≤

∥∥∥(B −A) Qm2−nβ
∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
∞
. (381)

By the assumption that (349) holds for all j > m2 − 2nβ, we have as n→ ∞
∥∥∥(B −A) Qm2−nβ

∥∥∥
∞
= O(n−2β).

Recall that ∥A−1∥∞ = O(nα). Now we have∥∥∥(B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
∞
= O

(
nα−2β

)
. (382)

Recall 0 < α2 < β, and hence (382) is of order o(1). Then for large n,∥∥∥∥∥(Id + (B −A)A−1Qm2

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥
∞

≤
1

1 −
∥∥∥(B −A)A−1Qm2

∥∥∥
∞

. (383)

Moreover, by trace norm inequality ∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥1∥B∥∞, we have∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
A−1 − B−1

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1

≤

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
A−1 − B−1

)
Qm2

(
Id + (B −A)A−1Qm2

)∥∥∥∥
1

∥∥∥∥∥(Id + (B −A)A−1Qm2

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥
∞

. (384)

Plug(379),(382) and (383) into (384) to obtain as n→ ∞∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
A−1 − B−1

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n

3α
2 −β

)
. (385)
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Plug this estimate back into (365) and we conclude as n→ ∞∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n

3α
2 −β

)
. (386)

□

Lemma above also implies the following by induction.

Lemma 9.4. Let 0 < α2 < β < 1. Let m ∈ N. Assume (349) holds for all j > n − 2nβ. We have, for any
k = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,m ∥∥∥∥Pn+mnβ

(
F̃ − F

)
FkQn

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
nkα+ 3α

2 −β
)
. (387)

Proof. First note that the following operator norms are bounded

sup
n>0
{n−α∥F̃∥∞, n−α∥F∥∞} < ∞. (388)

Take m1 ≡ n + mnβ and m2 ≡ n to shorten the notation.
Consider the induction argument. For k = 0, (387) is reduced to Lemma 9.3. For any k ≥ 0, we use

triangle inequality to obtain∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Fk+1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
≤

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
F̃k+1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
+

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

) (
Fk+1 − F̃k+1

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
. (389)

Use Lemma 9.2 and we estimate the first summand on the right-hand side of (389) to be, as n→ ∞,∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
F̃k+1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
=

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Qm2−(k+1)nβ F̃

k+1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
+ O

(
nαe−d′nβ−

α
2
)
. (390)

By the trace norm inequality ∥AB∥1 ≤ ∥A∥1∥B∥∞, we have∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Qm2−(k+1)nβ F̃

k+1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
≤

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Qm2−(k+1)nβ

∥∥∥∥
1

∥∥∥F̃k+1Qm2

∥∥∥
∞
. (391)

Then use Lemma 9.3 to estimate the trace norm above to be of order O(n3α/2−β). By (388), the operator
norm is of order O

(
n(k+1)α

)
. Plug the estimate of (391) back to (390) to obtain, as n→ ∞∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
F̃k+1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n(k+1)α+ 3α

2 −β
)
. (392)

For the second summand on the right-hand side of (389) we use the telescopic sum,

Fk+1 − F̃k+1 =

k∑
l=0

Fl
(
F − F̃

)
F̃k−l,

the fact that Qm2 + Pm2 = Id, and triangle inequality to obtain

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

) (
Fk+1 − F̃k+1

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
≤

k∑
l=0

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Fl (Qm2 + Pm2

) (
F − F̃

)
F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1

≤

k∑
l=0

(∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlQm2

(
F − F̃

)
F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1
+

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlPm2

(
F − F̃

)
F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1

)
. (393)
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Use the trace norm inequality ∥ABC∥1 ≤ ∥A∥1∥B∥∞∥C∥∞ to obtain an estimate of the first term on the right-
hand side of (393),∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlQm2

(
F − F̃

)
F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1
≤

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlQm2

∥∥∥∥
1

∥∥∥∥Qm2

(
F − F̃

)∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥
∞
. (394)

The induction hypothesis for all l = 0, . . . , k implies that the first term on the right-hand side of (394) to
be ∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlQm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
nlα+ 3α

2 −β
)
. (395)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (394), let us define, Let us define

F̃(r) B
(
J̃ − x0 −

ηr

nα

)−1
(396)

F(r) B
(
J − x0 −

ηr

nα

)−1
. (397)

Recall the definition of F̃ and F in (358) and (359). We apply the triangle inequality and the resolvent
identity to obtain∥∥∥∥Qm2

(
F − F̃

)∥∥∥∥
∞
≤

∑
r

|cr |

∥∥∥∥Qm2

(
F(r) − F̃(r)

)∥∥∥∥
∞
=

∑
r

|cr |

∥∥∥∥Qm2 F̃(r)
(
J̃ − J

)
F(r)

∥∥∥∥
∞
. (398)

Use Lemma 9.2, and we get∥∥∥∥Qm2 F̃(r)
(
J̃ − J

)
F(r)

∥∥∥∥
∞
=

∥∥∥∥Qm2 F̃(r)Qm2−nβ
(
J̃ − J

)
F(r)

∥∥∥∥
∞
+ O

(
nαe−d′nβ−

α
2
)
. (399)

By the operator norm inequality ∥AB∥∞ ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥∞ we obtain,∥∥∥∥Qm2 F̃(r)Qm2−nβ
(
J̃ − J

)
F(r)

∥∥∥∥
∞
≤

∥∥∥Qm2 F̃(r)
∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥∥Qm2−nβ
(
J̃ − J

)∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥F(r)
∥∥∥
∞
. (400)

By the assumption that (349) holds for all j > m2 − 2nβ, we get
∥∥∥∥Qm2−nβ

(
J̃ − J

)∥∥∥∥
∞
= O(n−2β). Together

with the fact that ∥F(r)∥∞ = O (nα) and ∥F̃(r)∥∞ = O (nα), we estimate (400) to be of order O(n2α−2β).
Plugging it into (399) and further back into (398), we get∥∥∥∥Qm2

(
F − F̃

)∥∥∥∥
∞
= O

(
n2α−2β

)
. (401)

The last term on the right-hand side of (394) is estimated to be
∥∥∥F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥
∞
= O

(
n(k−l)α

)
. Hence, together

with (395) and (401), (394) is estimated to be∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlQm2

(
F − F̃

)
F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n(k+2)α+ 3α

2 −3β
)
. (402)

Now we turn to the second term on the right-hand side of (393). Use Lemma 9.2,

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlPm2

(
F − F̃

)
F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1

=
∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlPm2

(
F − F̃

)
Qm2−(k−l)nβ F̃

k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1
+ O

(
n(l+2)αe−d′nβ−

α
2
)
. (403)
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Use the operator norm inequality ∥ABC∥1 ≤ ∥A∥∞∥B∥1∥C∥∞ to obtain∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlPm2

(
F − F̃

)
Qm2−(k−l)nβ F̃

k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1

≤

∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Fl

∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥∥Pm2

(
F − F̃

)
Qm2−(k−l)nβ

∥∥∥∥
1

∥∥∥F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥
∞
. (404)

The operator norms are estimated to be
∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Fl

∥∥∥∥
∞
= O

(
n(l+1)α

)
and

∥∥∥F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥
∞
= O

(
n(k−l)α

)
. The

trace norm can be estimated by Lemma 9.3 to be
∥∥∥∥Pm2

(
F − F̃

)
Qm2−(k−l)nβ

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n

3α
2 −β

)
. Plug these three

estimates into (404). Then we get an estimate of (403) to be∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
FlPm2

(
F − F̃

)
F̃k−lQm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n(k+1)α+ 3α

2 −β
)
. (405)

Plug (402) and (405) back into (393), and we get an estimate of the second summand on the right-hand side
of (389) to be ∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

) (
Fk+1 − F̃k+1

)
Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n(k+1)α+ 3α

2 −β
)
. (406)

Here we use the assumption 0 < α2 < β < 1 to deduce O
(
n(k+2)α+ 3α

2 −3β
)
= o

(
n(k+1)α+ 3α

2 −β
)
.

Plugging (392) and (406) into (389), we obtain∥∥∥∥Pm1

(
F̃ − F

)
Fk+1Qm2

∥∥∥∥
1
= O

(
n(k+1)α+ 3α

2 −β
)
. (407)

This concludes the induction argument. □

9.3 Proof of Theorem 2.1

The essential step of Theorem 2.1 is the following proposition. Recall that C(n)
m (A) is the m-th cumulant for

a linear operatorA,which has the formula (67).

Proposition 9.1. Assume that the assumptions in Theorem 2.1 are satisfied. Then we have

lim
n→∞

n−mα
∣∣∣∣C(n)

m (F̃) − C(n)
m (F)

∣∣∣∣ = 0. (408)

Proof. First note that the following operator norms are bounded

sup
n>0
{n−α∥F̃∥∞, n−α∥F∥∞} C Cop < ∞. (409)

Since both sums are finite in the cumulant formula (67), it is sufficient to show that

Tr(F̃)l1 Pn . . . (F̃)l j Pn − Tr(F̃mPn) − Tr(F)l1 Pn . . . (F)l j Pn + Tr(FmPn) = o(nmα) (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 (410) to be

j∑
k=2

Tr
(
F̃l1+···+lk−1 QnF̃lk Pn . . . PnF̃l j Pn

)
− Tr

(
Fl1+···+lk−1 QnFlk Pn . . . PnFl j Pn

)
=

j∑
k=2

Tr
(
F̃lk Pn . . . PnF̃l j PnF̃l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
− Tr

(
Flk Pn . . . PnFl j PnFl1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
= −

j−1∑
k=2

(
Tr

(
(F̃lk − Flk )PnF̃lk+1 . . . PnF̃l j PnF̃l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
+

j−1∑
i=k

Tr
(
Flk Pn . . . PnFli Pn(F̃li+1 − Fli+1)Pn . . . F̃l j PnF̃l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)
+ Tr

(
Flk Pn . . . PnFl j Pn(F̃l1+···+lk−1 − Fl1+···+lk−1)Qn

) )
Then writing F̃l − Fl =

∑l−1
k=0 Fl−1−k(F̃ − F)F̃k, by Lemma 9.2, we commute Qn from the right to left to get∣∣∣∣Tr

(
(F̃lk − Flk )PnF̃lk+1 . . . PnF̃l j PnF̃l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ lkCm−1
op n(m−1)α∥(F̃ − F)PnQn−mnβ∥1 + Rn, (411)

∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Flk Pn . . . PnFli Pn(F̃li+1 − Fli+1)Pn . . . F̃l j PnF̃l1+···+lk−1 Qn

)∣∣∣∣
≤ li+1Cm−1

op n(m−1)α∥(F̃ − F)PnQn−mnβ∥1 + Rn, (412)

∣∣∣∣Tr
(
Flk Pn . . . PnFl j Pn(F̃l1+···+lk−1 − Fl1+···+lk−1)Qn

)∣∣∣∣
≤ Cm−(l1+···+lk−1)

op n(m−(l1+···+lk−1))α∥Pn(F̃l1+···+lk−1 − Fl1+···+lk−1)Qn∥1 + Rn, (413)

where Rn = O(nmαe−d0nβ−
α
2 ) is exponentially small.

Define

F̃(r) B
(
J̃ − x0 −

ηr

nα

)−1
, F(r) B

(
J − x0 −

ηr

nα

)−1
. (414)

Use the triangle inequality to obtain

∥(F̃ − F)PnQn−mnβ∥1 ≤

2M∑
r=1

|cr |
∥∥∥(F̃(r) − F(r))PnQn−mnβ

∥∥∥
1 . (415)

Recall that for any linear operator A and B, we have the resolvent identity A−1 − B−1 = B−1(B − A)A−1.
Further, we also have B−1 =

(
Id − B−1 (B −A)

)
A−1. Combine these two formulas to get,

A−1 − B−1 =
(
Id − B−1 (B −A)

)
A−1(B −A)A−1.

TakeA = J̃ − x0 −
ηr
nα = (F̃(r))−1 and B = J − x0 −

ηr
nα = (F(r))−1. Rewrite each summand of the right-hand

side of (415) to be∥∥∥(F̃(r) − F(r))PnQn−mnβ
∥∥∥

1 =
∥∥∥∥(Id − F(r)

(
J − J̃

))
F̃(r)

(
J − J̃

)
F̃(r)PnQn−mnβ

∥∥∥∥
1
. (416)
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Recall that J − J̃ is tri-diagonal and we have for any integer m1

(
J − J̃

)
Pm1 = Pm1+1

(
J − J̃

)
Pm1 . (417)(

J − J̃
)

Qm1 = Qm1−1
(
J − J̃

)
Qm1 . (418)

Use Lemma 9.2 to get that F̃(r) commutes with the projection operator Pm1 and Qm1 with an exponential
small error. That is∥∥∥(F̃(r) − F(r))PnQn−mnβ

∥∥∥
1

≤

∥∥∥∥(Id − F(r)
(
J − J̃

))
Pn+2nβ+1Qn−(m+2)nβ−1F̃(r)Pn+nβ+1Qn−(m+1)nβ−1

(
J̃ − J

)
Pn+nβQn−(m+1)nβ F̃

(r)PnQn−mnβ

∥∥∥∥
1
+Rn,

(419)

where Rn = O(nmαe−d0nβ−
α
2 ) is exponentially small. Use the trace norm inequality ∥ABCD∥1 ≤

∥A∥∞∥B∥2∥C∥∞∥D∥2 and (416) to obtain∥∥∥(F̃(r) − F(r))PnQn−mnβ
∥∥∥

1 ≤ ∥(Id − F(r)
(
J − J̃

)
Pn+2nβ+1Qn−(m+2)nβ−1∥∞∥F̃

(r)Pn+nβ+1Qn−(m+1)nβ−1∥2

· ∥
(
J̃ − J

)
Pn+nβQn−(m+1)nβ∥∞∥F̃

(r)PnQn−mnβ∥2 + Rn, (420)

where Rn = O
(
nα+2βe−d0nβ−

α
2
)

is exponentially small. Then by the assumption (349) and the fact that

∥F(r)∥∞ = O(nα) we have ∥∥∥∥(J̃ − J)
Pn+nβQn−(m+1)nβ

∥∥∥∥
∞
=O(n−2β), (421)∥∥∥∥F(r)

(
J − J̃

)
Pn+2nβ+1Qn−(m+2)nβ−1

∥∥∥∥
∞
=O(nα−2β). (422)

Use Lemma 9.1 to obtain
∥F̃(r)PnQn−mnβ∥

2
2 = O(nβ+

3α
2 ). (423)

Recall that Rn is of exponentially small for n large. Plug (421), (422) and (423) into (420) to obtain, as
n→ ∞, ∥∥∥(F̃(r) − F(r))PnQn−mnβ

∥∥∥
1 = O(n−β+

3α
2 ). (424)

The estimate (424), together with (415), implies that (411) and (412) are both of order O
(
nmα−β+ α2

)
.

For (413), consider any l = 1, 2, . . . ,m. Recall the telescoping sum

F̃l − Fl =

l−1∑
k=0

F̃l−k−1
(
F̃ − F

)
Fk (425)

Apply Lemma 9.2 to obtain

∥∥∥Pn(F̃l − Fl)Qn
∥∥∥

1 ≤

l−1∑
k=0

(nαCop)l−k−1
∥∥∥Pn+(l−k−1)nβ(F̃ − F)FkQn

∥∥∥
1 + Rn, (426)
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where Rn = O
(
nα+2βe−d0nβ−

α
2
)

is exponentially small. We estimate (426), by Lemma 9.4, to be

∥Pn(F̃l − Fl)Qn∥1 = O
(
n(l−1)α+ 3α

2 −β
)

(427)

This shows that (413) is of order O
(
nmα+ α2−β

)
.

In summary we have shown that (411), (412) and (413) are all of order of O
(
nmα−β+ α2

)
. Hence, by

assumption 0 < α2 < β < 2, we conclude that (410) holds. Plug this into the cumulant formula (67) and we
complete the proof. □

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1 . First consider test functions like f (x) =
∑M

r=1 dr Im(x−λr)−1 for dr ∈ R and Im(λr) >
0,i.e., (49) . Let X̃n( fα,x0) 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 9.1. Apply Theorem 2.3 and get the
following convergence in distribution as n→ ∞

X̃n( fα,x0) − E[X̃n( fα,x0)]→ N(0, σ2
f ), (428)

where σ2
f is the variance in Theorem 2.3. This is equivalent to the convergence of the cumulants

lim
n→∞

n−mαCm(F̃) =

σ̃ f
2, m = 2

0, m > 2.
(429)

Then Proposition 9.1 implies that

lim
n→∞

n−mαCm(F) =

σ̃ f
2, m = 2

0, m > 2.
(430)

This is equivalent to
X(n)

fα,x0
− E[X(n)

fα,x0
]→ N(0, σ2

f ), (431)

where X(n)
fα,x0

is the mesoscopic linear statistics of for OPEs whose recurrence coefficients satisfy (349).
Now recall the argument in Section 4.2. Use the exact same proof of the last step of Theorem 2.3 in

Section 4.2 and we extend (431) to the test functions f ∈ C1
c . □

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

dµ(x) = xγe−nxdx, x ≥ 0,

for some parameter γ > −1. The recurrence relation reads

xp j(x) =

√
( j + 1)( j + 1 + γ)

n
p j+1(x) +

2 j + γ + 1
n

p j(x) +

√
j( j + γ)

n
p j−1(x)

and hence the recurrence coefficients are

a j,n =

√
j( j + γ)

n
, b j,n =

2 j + γ + 1
n

(432)

Clearly, Condition 2.1 is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set I,

I =
{

j ∈ N :
j
n
→ 1

}
. (433)

At the left edge, bn−1,n − 2√an,nan−1,n =
γ2+1
4n2 + O

(
n−3

)
, by Taylor approximation. Take x0 = 0. We

compute that for all j ∈ I(β)
n,m

a j,na j−2,n − a2
j−1,n = −

1
n2 + O(n−4), (434)

(b j−1,n − x0 − a j,n)a j−2,n − (b j−2,n − x0 − a j−1,n)a j−1,n = −
γ2

2n3 + O(nβ−4). (435)

By Theorem 2.3 we conclude that the mesoscopic CLT holds for all 0 < α2 < β <
α+1

3 < 1. Taking β → α
2 .

We conclude that the mesoscopic CLT holds for all 0 < α < 2.
At the right edge, bn−1,n+2√an,nan−1,n = 4+ (2γ−2)n−1+O(n−2), by Taylor approximation. Take x0 = 4,

apply Theorem 2.2 and we conclude that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all α ∈ (0, 2
3 ).

10.2 Gaussian Unitary Ensemble

The orthogonality measure of scaled Hermite polynomials is given by

dµ(x) = e−nx2/2dx, x ∈ R.
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The recurrence coefficients read

a j,n =

√
j
n
, b j,n = 0. (436)

Clearly, Condition 2.1 is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set I,

I =
{

j ∈ N :
j
n
→ 1

}
. (437)

Note that bn−1,n ± 2√an,nan−1,n = ±2 + O(n−1). Take x0 = −2 or 2, apply Theorem 2.2 and we conclude
that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all α ∈ (0, 2

3 ).

10.3 Jacobi Unitary Ensemble

The orthogonality measure of Jacobi polynomials is given by

dµ(x) = (x − 2)γ1(x + 2)γ2dx, x ∈ [−2, 2],

for some parameter γ1, γ2 > −1. The recurrence coefficients read

a j =

√
16 j( j + γ1 + γ2)( j + γ1)( j + γ2)

(2 j + γ1 + γ2 − 1)(2 j + γ1 + γ2)2(2 j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)
, b j =

2(γ2
2 − γ

2
1)

(2 j + γ1 + γ2)(2 j + γ1 + γ2 + 2)
.

(438)
Note that as j→ ∞,

a j = 1 +
1 − 2γ2

1 − 2γ2
2

8 j2
+ O( j−3), b j =

γ2
2 − γ

2
1

2 j2
+ O( j−3).

The equilibrium measure is given the the following figure.
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The edges of fluctuations are at x0 = 2 or −2. Hence, by Theorem 2.3 or 2.1 we have the mesoscopic
fluctuations at the edges hold for all α ∈ (0, 2). Note that for the Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind
we have γ1 = γ2 = −1/2, a j = 1 and b j = 0.

10.4 Freud Weight

The orthogonality measure for Freud polynomials is given by Freud weight

dµn(x) = e−n|x|γdx, γ > 0, x ∈ R.

The recurrence is shown in [31, 32] that

a j,n =
1
2

Γ(γ2 )Γ( 1
2 )

Γ(γ+1
2 )


1
γ ( j

n

) 1
γ

(1 + resγ( j)) and b j,n = 0, (439)

where Γ is the Gamma function and

resγ( j) =


O( j−2), γ ≥ 2 or 0 < γ ≤ 1

2 ,

O( j−γ), 1 < γ ≤ 2,
O( j−1(log j)−2), γ = 1,
O( j−1/γ), γ ≥ 2 or 1

2 < γ < 1

, as j→ ∞. (440)

Note that its Jacobi operator is essentially self-adjoint if and only if γ ≥ 1. In such case, the moment problem
is determinant. Note that for 0 < γ < 1, the set of Freud orthonormal polynomials is not dense in L2(µn).
The moment problem is indeterminant.

Clearly, Condition 2.1 is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set I,

I =
{

j ∈ N :
j
n
→ 1

}
. (441)

Note that bn−1,n ± 2√an,nan−1,n = ±

(
Γ( γ2 )Γ( 1

2 )

Γ( γ+1
2 )

) 1
γ

+ O(n−1). For both edges x0 = −

(
Γ( γ2 )Γ( 1

2 )

Γ( γ+1
2 )

) 1
γ

or
(
Γ( γ2 )Γ( 1

2 )

Γ( γ+1
2 )

) 1
γ

,

apply Theorem 2.2 and we conclude that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all α ∈ (0, 2
3 ).

In particular, for γ = 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 γ > 1. The orthogonal measure ν(γ) is a step function with jumps at the points

ν(γ)(x) =
(k + γ)k−1e−k

k!
at x = ±(k + γ)−

1
2 , k = 0, 1, . . . .

It gives a discrete polynomial f (γ)
n . To obtain a reasonable limit we need to rescale x by n−1/2, see exam-

ples 4.7 in [42]. That is we have a scaled measure

µ(γ)(x) B ν(γ)(
√

nx) =
(k + γ)k−1e−k

k!
at x = ±(k + γ)−

1
2
√

n, k = 0, 1, . . . .
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The scaled polynomial is given by f (α)
n (n−1/2x). However, its recurrence coefficients admits a simpler form

a j,n =

√
jn

( j + γ − 1)( j + γ)
, b j,n = 0 (442)

Clearly, Condition 2.1 is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set I,

I =
{

j ∈ N :
j
n
→ 1

}
. (443)

For both edges bn−1,n ± 2√an,nan−1,n = ±2 + O(n−1), by Taylor approximation. Take x0 = −2 or 2, apply
Theorem 2.2 and we conclude that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all α ∈ (0, 2

3 ).

10.6 Weight with Logarithm-Singularity

Deift and Piorkowski in the work [25] consider orthogonal polynomials with orthogonality measure dµ(x)
by

dµ(x) = log
(

2
1 − x

)
, x ∈ [−1, 1).

They show the asymptotics of its recurrence coefficients to be

ak,n =
1
2
−

1
16k2 −

3
32k2 log2(k)

+ O
(

1
k2 log3(k)

)
, bk,n =

1
4k2 −

3
16k2 log2(n)

+ O
(

1
k2 log3(k)

)
.

Hence for both edges, bn−1,n ± 2√an,nan−1,n = ±1 + O(n−2). Take x0 = −1 or 1, apply Theorem 2.1 and we
conclude that the asymptotics of the edge fluctuations holds for all α ∈ (0, 2).

10.7 Krawtchouk Polynomial Ensemble

Given K ∈ N and p ∈ (0, 1). The Krawtchouk polynomial k j(x; p,K) is a discrete polynomial on
{0, 1, . . . ,K}. The orthogonality weight ν is

ν(x) =
(
K
x

)
px(1 − p)K−x, x = 0, 1, . . . ,K.

The recurrence coefficients of the Krawtchouk polynomials are

a j =
√

(n − j + 1) jp(1 − p), b j = (n − j)p + j(1 − 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 K

n → t for t ≥ 2 as n → ∞. Of interests are the scaled
polynomials k j(nx; p,N). Then the scaled orthogonal weight ν is

µ(x) =
(

K
nx

)
pnx(1 − p)K−nx, x = 0,

1
n
,

2
n
, . . . ,

K
n
.

The scaled Krawtchouk polynomials have the recurrence coefficients,

a j,n =

√
(K − j + 1) jp(1 − p)

n2 , b j =
(K − j)p + j(1 − p)

n
.

Clearly, Condition 2.1 is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set I,

I =
{

j ∈ N :
j
n
→ 1

}
. (444)

For both edges bn−1,n±2√an,nan−1,n = (t−2)p+1± (t−1)
√

p(1 − p)+O(n−1), by Taylor approximation.
Take x0 = (t − 2)p + 1 ± (t − 1)

√
p(1 − p), apply Theorem 2.2 and we conclude that the asymptotics of the

edge fluctuations holds for all α ∈ (0, 2
3 ).

10.8 Hahn Polynomial Ensemble

Given a, b > −1 and a, b,N ∈ N. The Hahn orthonormal weight is defined as

ν(a,b)
N (x) =

(
a + x

x

)(
b + N − x

N − x

)
, , x = 0, 1, . . . ,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→ ∞. Let

a
n
→ t1, ,

b
n
→ t2,

N
n
→ t3, for some t1, t2 > 0., t3 ≥ 1.

The scaled Hahn weight is

µ(a,b)
N (x) =

(
a + nx

nx

)(
b + N − nx

N − nx

)
, , x = 0,

1
n
, . . . ,

N
n
. (446)

Then the scaled Hahn polynomials have the recurrence coefficients,

a j,n =
j( j + a + b + N + 1)( j + b)

N(2 j + a + b)(2 j + a + b + 1)

√
(N − j)( j + a + b)(a + j)(2 j + a + b + 1)

j( j + a + b + N + 1)(b + j)(2 j + a + b − 1)
,

b j,n =
(N − j)( j + a + b + 1)( j + a + 1)

N(2 j + a + b + N + 1)(2 j + a + b + 2)
.

Clearly, Condition 2.1 is satisfied for all recurrence coefficients with indices in the following set I,

I =
{

j ∈ N :
j
n
→ 1

}
. (447)

For both edges, clearly, the limits limn an,n C a0 and limn bn−1,n C b0 exist, with the rate of convergence
at most O(n−1). Take x0 = b0 ± 2a0, apply Theorem 2.2 and we conclude that the asymptotics of the edge
fluctuations holds for all α ∈ (0, 2

3 ).
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